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TOWARD A GENUINE BICENTENNIAL CELEBRATION
WE DEMAND AN END TO THE INFLUENCE OF MULTINATIONAL CORPORATIONS ON OUR FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC POLICY.
WE DEMAND AN END TO THE UNDUE INFLUENCE OF THE PENTAGON
AND CIA ON OUR FOREIGN POLICY; WE DEMAND AN END TO THE
COUNTER REVOLUTIONARY ACTIVITIES OF THE CIA, U. S. CORPORATIONS, AND THE U. S. GOVERNMENT IN 3RD WORLD COUNTRIES.
WE DEMAND AN END TO EXECUTIVE PRIVILEGES AND LOOP HOLES; WE
DEMAND AN END TO THE DOUBLE STANDARD OF JUSTICE - LENIENCY
FOR THE RICH AND SEVERITY FOR THE POOR.
WE DEMAND A RESTORATION OF POWER TO THE PEOPLES' REPRESENTATIVES - THE CONGRESS.
WE DEMAND THE REMOVAL OF ALL LEGAL RESTRICTIONS - LOCAL,
STATE AND FEDERAL - AGAINST SMALL PARTIES WHICH REPRESENT
THE DISPRIVILEGED.
WE DEMAND SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC JUSTICE FOR AMERICAN BLACKS,
INDIANS, CHICANOS, PUERTO RICANS AND OTHER MINORITIES; WE DEMAND AN END TO KENT STATES, JACKSON STATES, AND ATTICAS.
WE DEMAND REVOLUTIONARY CHANGES THAT WOULD BE CONSISTENT
WITH OUR REVOLUTIONARY BEGINNINGS; A BICENTENNIAL WITHOUT
ANY SUBSTANTIVE CHANGES WOULD CONSTITUTE ONLY A RITUALISTIC
DIVERSION.

NOTE TO CONTRIBUTORS

The Journal of the Hellenic Diaspora is an educational medium for progressive critical thought on modern Greece. One of its primary purposes is to
encourage comparative research and writing among the Greeks in the diaspora.
The Greeks in the diaspora represent about 25% of the Greek population in the
homeland. The Journal is interested particularly in research on the progressive
and humanistic, political and economic developments of the Greeks abroad.
The second aim of the Journal is to serve as a link between the progressive
Greeks in the diaspora and their counterparts in the homeland. We hope that
such links will be expedited after the fall of the junta and the end of the 150year-old royal dynasty. We in the diaspora are eager to learn about the progressive developments in the new Greece and are looking forward to the emergent
cultural renaissance. We believe that our compatriots back home would also
like to learn about the impact of the cross-cultural experience on their Greek
emigrants. Thirdly, although the Journal will cater to critical thought on modern Greece, we do not intend to make it an exclusively nationalistic organ. We
shall be receptive to comparative critical articles by other ethnic groups, especially when they provide insights to the problems confronting the Greeks
abroad or in the homeland. Conversely, we hope that the comparative research
and writing on Greeks will be informative for other ethnic groups who face
comparable problems. Lastly, the Journal will give preference to progressive
articles; however, we shall not exclude contributions and/or rejoinders from
the conservative camp. It is important to keep some dialogue between the
various ideological groups.
I would like to suggest several topical categories with which prospective
writers can concern themselves. These topics may reflect the concerns of the
progressive Greek diaspora in the U. S.; however, parallel versions can be discovered in other countries. Although the list is extensive, it is not exhaustive.
The prospective contributor does not have to restrict himself to these topics.
I might also add that articles on current events will often get priority in publication.
The Journal invites articles on current Greek affairs, e.g. the new Constitution, local elections, the abolition of the monarchy, the general elections,
the Polytechnic and the coup trials, de-juntazation in various areas of Greek
life, post-junta revelations of torture under the junta, party developments in
Greece, the Cyprus crisis, the discovery of oil in the Aegean, the status of the
NATO alliance in Greece, the Greek student movement, and third-world movements in Greece.
A second topical category includes experiences under the dictatorship,
e.g. the student, the worker, and the women's movements under the junta, torture and economic scandals during the dictatorship, and the state of the arts,
literature, poetry, the press, and the theatre under the junta. Among other
things, we would like to expose the oppression during the dictatorship in order
to more effectively combat it elsewhere.
The third category relates to recent historical issues, e.g. continuities
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in resistance and repression in the last 30 years, the fate of the Greek vigilante
groups, pre- and post junta party developments, the repatriation of Greeks in
the socialist countries, the 1952 and 1974 Constitutions, etc. Articles in this
category would allow a more objective assessment of progress in the mother
country.
The fourth category of contributions includes works of more general
interest, e.g. the evolution of the demotic language, socialized medicine, technology in Greek society, the impact of the mass media, humanism through the
ages, the role of the Greek Church, the liberation of women, the "counterculture" in Modern and Ancient Greece, the Greeks in Turkish lands, minority
groups in Greece, etc.
The last category focuses on the Greeks in the diaspora. Articles which
would pertain to Greeks in the U. S. include the following: the racial attitudes
of American phil-hellenic poets during the 1821 Revolution, the ideological
basis of immigration, the socialist movement among Greeks in the U. S., the
participation of Greek Americans in the American minorities' movement,
Greek American investments in Greece, the Greek Church in the U. S., Agnew's
impact on the Greek American community, Greek American congressional politics, the anti-junta movement in the U. S., etc. Comparable articles can be
thought up by Greeks in other countries. As far as the U. S. is concerned, a
progressive focus in the above areas would be very fitting in view of the coming
"bicentennial" and would serve as an important antidote to the reactionary
exploitation of this country's political birthday by the so-called "silent majority."
The prospective contributor to the Journal could focus on any of the
above questions and handle them through a variety of media of expression:
analysis, research, narrative, documents, interviews, poetry, book reviews, editorial, etc. The Journal will give more weight to original and analytical works
but other modes will not be excluded. We started as a resistance Journal and
utilized all the media of expression; we would like to retain some of the wholism
characteristic of revolutionary periods. Moreover, the revolution continues
in other forms and places. Lastly, we would like to overcome the alienation
due to the over-specialism and compartmentalization in the majority of contemporary journals by providing a greater balance of the "scientific" and
"humanistic" disciplines.
A few words should also be said about the stylistic criteria of the Journal. We would like to raise fundamental questions and attempt to answer them;
we would like to look for a high level of scholarship in the works; but we must
not get carried away with over-scholasticism and our own specialty jargons.
The model of writing should be that of the science-writer who communicates
with the general public; we want to communicate with the public not with
closed elite circles.
The Journal's medium of communication shall be English. Writers who
write in their own native language must make provisions for translation before
submitting their works to the Journal. Translations should be submitted with
the originals to the Coordinating Editor.
The procedure for judging submitted works will be as follows: The con-

tributor will submit his work to the Coordinating Editor typewritten, doublespaced, and in duplicate. The latter, in turn, will send the article to at least
two relevant Consulting Editors; we will attempt to get Consulting Editors in
all disciplines. The Consulting Editors will review the article and decide on acceptance and/or revisions. In case of major disagreements between the consulting Editors, the Coordinating Editor will then decide. We also plan to add
more Coordinating Editors in order to provide an appeal board for the contributor in case the decision of Consulting Editors and the Coordinating Editor
is negative. In any case, both the Coordinating Editors and the Consulting Editors are expected to be in general agreement with the goals of the Hellenic
American Society.
The Journal of the Hellenic Diaspora derives no financial support from '
foundations or corporations, as that would be against the goals of the Society.
It is subsidized solely by individual contributions, memberships, and subscriptions. Up to now, we have been making slow progress toward solvency and
we are forced to raise the rates beginning with the current issue. We hope
that those who would like to promote the aims of the Society and the Journal
will do their utmost to help in this regard. Naturally, we expect the members
of the Society to undertake greater initiative in this area. Finally, we do not
exclude large individual contributors provided they do not restrict the nature
and range of Journal content.
The Editor would also like to announce two important developments in
the organization of the Journal. Dino Siotis, author, poet, and graduate student at the University of California at Berkeley, has become West Coast Coordinating Editor of the Journal in exchange for the Wire's subscribers. The
Wire, published by Dino Siotis, was an anti junta journal which contributed
to the growth of resistance abroad both within the Greek and the American
communities. The Editor welcomes the merger and hopes that the new unity
would make us more effective in the accomplishment of the Journal's goals.
A second development pertains to the more direct promotion of the
Journal and would be of particular interest to prospective contributors. Several abstracting agencies have accepted to abstract our articles. These include
the Historical Abstracts and America: History and Life, the Sociological Abstracts, and Modern Language Association Abstracts. In addition, MLA has
consented to list articles pertaining to literature, language, folklore, and
aesthetics in its International Bibliography. The American Psychological Association has consented to abstract submitted individual articles but not the entire Journal. Two other agencies, the American Political Science Abstracts
and the Social Sciences and Humanities Index have also been contacted, but the
decision is pending. However, even if we do not get a positive response from
the last two agencies, we will not be affected much since Historical Abstracts is
very broad in its coverage.
In general, the abstracting agencies do their own abstracting; in some cases,
however, the author of the article will have to provide the abstract which must
meet certain specifications. In either case, the abstracting organization receives
complimentary copies of each issue of the Journal. Some abstracting agencies
3

also require that we formally acknowledge their services in our Journal.*
— Nikos Petropoulos
Coordinating Editor
Indianapolis, Indiana
April 20, 1975
*Articles appearing in this Journal are abstracted and indexed in Historical Abstracts and
America: History and Life.

SUBSCRIBE

TO
THE JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA
RATES
Low Income (Students) — $5.00
Regular (Individuals) — $10.00
Institutions — $15.00
ADDRESS:
Hellenic American Society
P. 0. Box 22334
Indianapolis, Indiana 46222
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PRESS REVIEW ON GREEK DEVELOPMENTS .
1- 2-75

G. Papadopoulos and four leading members of his deposed military
junta, were charged in Kea with high treason and insurrection in connection with the 1967 coup d'etat that brought them to power.

1- 3-75

Former Turkish Premier Ecevit said Turkey would not retreat from
positions it gained last summer through its invasion of Cyprus.

1- 4-75

Former dictator G. Papadopoulos and four of his close associates
were arrested and charged with high treason and insurrection in connection with the 1967 military coup. A naval vessel took them from
their exile on the resort island of Kea to Piraeus, near Athens,
under heavy guard. Forty-five other officers, some of them still
serving, also face charges of involvement in the April 21, 1967 coup
in Greece. Among them is the former military police chief, Brigadier
Dimitrios Ioannides.

1-18-75

Ten thousand demonstrators stormed the U. S. Embassy in Nicosia,
Cyprus, hurling stones, setting fire to cars, ransacking offices and
setting one wing ablaze. The State Department in Washington said
most personnel were evacuated. Thousands of other demonstrators
attacked a British government office in Nicosia, and still others
broke into the British Embassy in Athens, tossing fire bombs and
destroying the offices, authorities said. The demonstrations were
against Britain's decision to let Turkish-Cypriot refugees evacuate
British bases on Cyprus and eventually settle in the Turkish occupied
northern third of the island.

1-28-75

A U. S. Sixth Fleet destroyer canceled a visit to Corfu, a western
Greek island, at the Greek government's request yesterday after two
of its officers were attacked during anti-American riots on the island.
The two unidentified officers from the destroyer went ashore at the
port of Corfu during a rally by about 5,000 demonstrators protesting
the warship's visit. Police said the mob stoned the officers as they
berthed their motorboat and got into an automobile. The crowd
tried to throw gasoline over the car and set it ablaze but police
rescued the officers and, with the help of fire trucks, escorted them
to safety. The destroyer left Corfu eight hours after arriving off
the port. A statement from the demonstration organizers said they
had sent a message to the Greek government calling for an end to all
visits to Greek ports by U. S. warships. The statement said the protest was against what it called the anti-Greek policy of the U. S. administration and was not against the American people.

2- 4-75

Retired General G. Zoitakis, who served as regent under former dic5

tator G. Papadopoulos, was jailed yesterday on charges of conspiracy
and sedition. He was the seventh top member of the former junta
to be imprisoned for his role in the military coup of 1967.
2-14-75 Turkish Cypriots yesterday proclaimed a separate state in the Turkish-controlled northern part of Cyprus, calling it a step toward "A
geographically based biregional federation" with the Greek Cypriots. Rauf Denktash, leader of the Turkish Cypriot community, was
named head of state for the "Autonomous Turkish Cypriot Administration." The decision produced a new Cyprus crisis. Archbishop
Makarios, the president of Cyprus, and Greek Premier Constantine
Caramanlis called for an emergency meeting of the United Nations
Security Council. Caramanlis called the move a "new Turkish coup"
and Makarios said it shows "utter contempt" for U. N. resolutions.
2-15-75 President Makarios said yesterday that the Greek Cypriots are determined to "resist and, if necessary, to sacrifice" themselves to
prevent the partition of Cyprus. The Cyprus government appealed
to the U. N. to take up the issue. A meeting of the Security Council, at which both sides will be represented, is expected to be called
early next week. The Greek government cancelled a meeting between Foreign Minister Dimitrios Bitsios and Kissinger scheduled to
be held in Bonn because of the changed situation.
2-21-75 The Greek Cypriot head of the Cyprus delegation told the U. N.
Security Council that "Cyprus will be destroyed" unless the council
acts urgently against the Turkish-Cypriot proclamation of a separate
state in northern Cyprus. He asked the Security Council to fix a
timetable for the withdrawal of foreign troops from the troubled
Mediterranean island.
2-24-75 A group of young army officers linked to the former military dictatorship attempted to overthrow the Greek government today but
were foiled, the government announced. A spokesman said the government was in full control of the situation. Premier Constantine
Caramanlis ordered a partial alert of the armed forces following "conspiratorial movements by unrepentant officers, related to those of
the dictatorial regime awaiting trial."
2-25-75 The Greek government is reportedly interrogating at least 30 officers
to find out to what degree the armed forces were involved in the attempt to overthrow Premier Constantine Caramanlis and return the
former military junta to power. Military sources said the arrested
conspirators included the commander of the main tank division in
Athens, a brigadier, two colonels, and a number of majors and captains.
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2-26-75

In a drive to purge remaining dissident elements from the armed
forces, the Greek government announced yesterday that 38 officers,
including six generals, have been arrested in the wake of Monday's
abortive military coup. A senior government official said, last
night, that arrests of rebel officers are continuing.

2-27-75

Turkish Foreign Minister Melih Esembel says Turkey will shut down
American bases if the U. S. military aid and arms cut-off reduces
Turkey's ability to defend itself against Soviet retaliation.

3- 5-75

The Greek government announced a major shakeup of the army yesterday, including the retirement of 20 generals and scores of transfers and promotions. In addition, 17 ranking officers, who had been
dismissed by the junta, were returned to active duty.

3- 6-75

Soviet Ambassador to Nicosia, Sergei Astavin, and leaders of AKEL,
the Cypriot Communist Party, have asked President Makarios to
voice opposition to the presence of American planes at the British
base of Akrotiri in the south of Cyprus.

3- 7-75

Unrest among army officers at a major training center near Athens
was apparently put down, without serious incident, after a show of
force by units of the navy and air force.

3-10-75

The trial of the junta (Ioannides and associates) is postponed for
reasons of national security. The opposition parties, the Center
Union — New Forces, the Panhellenic Socialist Movement, and the
United Democratic Left, accept the postponement decision of the
government .

3-13-75

A UN Security Council resolution supports the independence and
territorial integrity of Cyprus, calls for the withdrawal of all foreign
troops from the island and the resumption of inter-communal
talks. It is said that both communities were dissatisfied, the Turks
because their "autonomous state" was not recognized and the Greeks
because the resolution did not set a time-table for the withdrawal of
Turkish forces.

3-20-75

Senator Edward Kennedy, during a visit to Athens, declares his
support for the independence and territorial integrity of Cyprus
and promises to do his utmost in the U. S. Congress to accomplish
this goal.

3-23-75

Turkey calls the Aegean an open sea and claims the right to fly
over it. Greece accuses Turkey of violation of its air space and
refers the matter to the United Nations.
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4 1-75

Municipal elections in Greece give an overwhelming victory to the
candidates supported by the opposition parties. The opposition
interprets the victory as further qualification of the November 17,
1974 Caramanlis landslide and as a mandate for immediate prosecution of the junta conspirators.

4- 3-75

Ankara accuses Greece of militarizing the Greek islands near its
coastline (the Dodecanese, etc.) and of violating previous international agreements. Greece denies the charge but defends its right
to protect its islands from further Turkish threats and encroachments.

4-13-75

The announcement by President Ford to work for a resumption
of military aid to Turkey and at the same time increase military
and economic aid to the new democratic Greek government in order
to safeguard NATO unity evokes a strong reaction from the Greek
government and the opposition parties. They resent the correlation of the assistance to the two countries and regard it as another
subterfuge to resume military aid to Turkey and re-consolidate
NATO (U.S.) control in the Mediterranean, especially after the
fiasco in Southeast Asia.
— Dino Siotis
Coordinating Editor
San Francisco, California
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THE STRUGGLE FOR DEMOCRACY HAS JUST BEGUN
by Stas Margaronis

Freedom has definitely returned to Greece. After more than seven years of
oppressive rule by a military Junta, students have once again taken to the streets
to demonstrate but this time with the police by and large standing by. The
press is once again free to write what it wants and "Z", the famous film about
the right-wing assassination of Leftist deputy Lambrakis, is playing to packed
houses.
Maybe the most re-assuring sign that things have begun to return to pre1967 days can be seen in the thousands of smoke-filled cafes. There a person
can once again watch wildly gesticulating Hellenes shouting and cursing the latest
atrocities the politicians somehow committed. Such outbursts would have gotten them arrested a year ago.
There are other signs, too. In the first free elections in over a decade, Conservative Prime Minister Constantine Caramanlis won with 54% of the vote.
Several weeks later, the monarchy, long a vehicle for Rightist intervention in
the democratic process, was fmally abolished by a 2-1 margin. More recently,
in the municipal elections conducted on March 31 and April 6, the mayoral
candidates supported by the opposition parties were swept into office, further
qualifying the meaning of the Caramanlis victory in November.
In a three-week visit to Greece last January, I found that while there is much
to be grateful about, there is still much to fear in the new course the country
has taken since the military government collapsed last July. In fact, the struggle for democracy in Greece has only begun. Already there are dangerous signs
that the Right intends to maintain a tight hold over political life in Greece.
While the conditions for a genuine democracy are the best in over seven years,
that reality is farther away than it seems.
The "New Democracy"

Constantine Caramanlis was sworn in as Prime Minister at dawn on July 24,
1974, because he was considered the most trustworthy civilian to whom the
military could turn over power.
Caramanlis was called back because the military had failed to establish a
political base, made a mess out of the economy, and because Brigadier Dimitrios
Ioannides, the strongman of the gbvernment ,and the head of the feared military
police (ESA) wanted to lead the country into a war against Turkey over Cyprus
which it could not win. His !generals rebelled at this point and Ioannides was
ousted.
Ioannides had instigated a coup against Cypriot President Makarios because
of his independence from Greece and warming relations with Moscow. Unfortunately, the coup against Makarios, carried out by right-wing Greek officers of the Cypriot National Guard, failed to eliminate the wily Archbishop
who managed to escape to a British military base and thence to London.
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The Turks, seeing their chance to settle the Cyprus dispute once and for
all, invaded the northern half of Cyprus, claiming that the coup against Makarios
was an illegal undermining of Cypriot independence. The Turks took control of
the most fertile and industrialized portion of Cyprus and forced several hundred
thousand Greek Cypriots to flee south.
Ioannides himself had only been in power a few months, having overthrown
George Papadopoulos who led the April 21st coup. Ioannides overthrew
Papadopoulos when the latter's attempt to liberalize the dictatorship led to
rebellions in Greek universities that culminated in the massacre at the Athens
Polytechnic. Military units put down the student occupation of the Polytechnic
protesting the military regime by killing fifty-five and wounding hundreds of
others.
This was the situation Caramanlis faced when he returned from Paris. But
he, Foreign Minister George Mavros (leader of the Center Union), and Defense
Minister Evanghelos Averoff, as leaders of the National Unity Government,
gradually managed to dismiss or retire the main Junta officers (although
Mavros told me nobody in the-government felt very safe for the first couple of
weeks when these officers began to be removed).
Bowing to the wave of anti-Americanism brought on by U. S. support of
Turkey, Caramanlis had to remove Greece from the military side of NATO,
something leftists have been demanding for years. For Caramanlis, who has been
a long time friend of the U. S., this must have been a hard decision, as it is
now doubtful that Greece will ever return to NATO.
Caramanlis moved for early elections to capitalize on the euphoria after the
fall of the Junta and his resulting personal popularity. He also pushed the
adoption of the reinforced proportional electoral system. In very simple terms,
the reinforced proportional system penalizes parties that get under 20% of the
vote and rewards parties who get over 20% of the vote with extra seats. Caramanlis got George Mavros to agree to both the reinforced proportional system
and early elections.
In the elections, Caramanlis ran a campaign based on his personal appeal
and on the ill-concealed threat that if he were not elected the military would
take over again. While a military take-over was probably more possible before
the elections, it was very clear that Caramanlis was not adverse to playing on
people's paranoia. .
Caramanlis' party, New Democracy, was successful, and the reinforced
proportional system was a big help. New Democracy won 54.3% of the vote
and so controlled 73% of the seats. The Center Union — New Forces, under
George Mavros, won 20.4% of the vote and thus had the same percentage of
seats which leaders of the smaller Left parties said served him right for agreeing
to the reinforced proportional system and to the early elections. Next came
Andreas Papandreou's Pan-Hellenic Socialist Movement (PASOK) with 13.5% of
the vote but only 4% of the seats, and finally the United Left -- the Communists — with 9.4% of the votes but only 3% of the seats.
The two hundred and twenty seats out of three hundred gives New Democracy more than enough votes to pass a Constitution of their choice and to main10

tain overwhelming control in parliament. But, contrary to the government's
statement that the people voted Caramanlis these overwhelming powers, the
fact is that his "overwhelming" victory was largely due to the electoral system
that he concocted.
"I think he came back with good intentions but with a lack of understanding. I think he wanted to lean on new people but he was afraid, and
instead he fell back with his old colleagues of the Right who wanted to reinstitute the Rightist but democratic machinery."
This is Virginia Tsouderou, a deputy with the Center Union — New
Forces party that joined Caramanlis and his colleagues in the National Unity
Government. Tsouderou is the daughter of a former Prime Minister and was
educated at Oxford and Radcliffe. Until the April '67 coup, she was a journalist with the liberal papers Eleftheria and Vima. She was an active opponent of the Junta and was imprisoned by ESA — The Greek Military Police.
Tsouderou feels that part of Caramanlis' problem is his suspicion of other
people, but that even more importantly, "he has been gone from Greece for
eleven years and he doesn't understand that Greece has changed in a basic
way."
"But he is also an egotist," she said. "He always spoke in all of his
speeches of EGO (myself), what 'I did,' and 'what sacrifices I made by leaving
the security of Paris to return to Greece because it was my duty.'" He never
spoke of what we did (in the National Unity Government) and the sacrifices we
made."
Caramanlis, who spent half his exile in Paris while DeGaulle was president, obviously came away from the experience with a bad case of Gaullism.
It is no accident that a Greek government p. r. pamphlet entitled (Caramanlis) Return To Greece features three references to the same quotation that
DeGaulle made in his Memoirs about Caramanlis, mainly that "This nation
whose political life is as indented as its coastline and as intricate as its contour
lines, Constantine Caramanlis succeeded in governing it."
The New Constitution
Parliament opened on January 8, 1975, after almost eight years of dictatorship, and promptly began debate on the new draft of the Caramanlis Constitution. Opposition speakers immediately tore into its autocratic provisions. The
presidential system came in for harsh criticism because the president is given
strong executive powers that take power away from parliament. The proposed
Constitution gives the president the power to veto legislation and call for new
elections. The president will be the Commander-in-Chief of the Armed Forces
and can name the Prime Minister.' Many of the opposition speakers felt the
new draft constitution was not much of an improvement over that of the dictatorship which had just ended.
The presidential system borrows a lot from the Gaullist example, but for
some reason the government officials become very defensive whenever anyone
makes mention of this. In fact, Panayotis Lambrias, the under secretary to the

Prime Minister who is said to be the man closest to Caramanlis, denied the
presidential system was Gaullist when I went to talk to him. "There is one
major difference you are overlooking," he told me when I raised the Gaullist
analogy. "In the French system the president is elected directly by the people.
In Greece the President will be elected by the parliament."
Lambrias seemed to think the Greek system is an improvement. He explained that "Since the president needs a two-thirds vote to be elected in parliament, the candidate would always be a consensus figure and not a partisan
figure as in the French system." He forgot to mention that, since New Democracy •already has over two-thirds of the seats in the present parliament,
there will be no need for consensus in the choice of the first president of the
new Greek Republic. That person, not surprisingly, is likely to be Constantine
Caramanlis.
There are also some other controversial provisions of the draft Constitution such as the inapplicability of freedom of the press to the electronic media;
the deportation of political dissidents to concentration camps, after proper judicial review, on the grounds of "public safety"; and the prohibition of strikes of
a "political" nature. The last one has been amended somewhat, but the impact
is still the same, i.e. enabling the party in power to intervene whenever its
interests are threatened.
I talked to Professor Phaidon Vegleris, a constitutional expert and former
professor at the University of Athens before the Junta. Vegleris said the Caramanlis Constitution was not much more liberal than either the Junta's 1968
Constitution or the Cold War 1952 Constitution that was very restrictive of
political dissidents and Communists. In fact, he said that the draft.of the Constitution derived a lot of its autocratic provisions from both Constitutions. The
over-all impact of the document, he felt, would be to inhibit the unions ("because political strikes can be anything a government wants them to be"), control the electronic media, and maintain the police state powers of deportation,
"although even the Junta did not have the nerve to stick deportation in their
Constitution."
The Constitution will be debated for several months in parliament, and
while the opposition has managed to get some marginal victories, it seems certain that much of what the Government wants will get passed because they
control more than enough seats to ratify the Constitution.
Catharsis
Opposition leaders who are uneasy about the tendencies of the new
Constitution point to a parallel development that also bodes ill for hopes of a
real democracy . Apparently, the removal of Junta supporters, (known as
Catharsis) from power has stopped. Some officials who were on probation for
criminal activities have been allowed to return to their posts. Others who were
out and out expelled have also been allowed back. 2
An alarming report that provides ammunition for this contention appeared
in the press while I was there. Apparently, cadets in the Greek Military Acad12

emy were beginning their day with the chant "Long live the revolution of April
21st!" Just to show that the cadets were not trying to turn back the clock
completely they did add "Down with Papadopoulos."
Below is a summary of what the Caramanlis . government has done about
the Junta and its supporters to date. Not all of it is bad, just most of it:
— In an histoiic step last January, loannides, Papadopoulos, and four other
coup ringleaders were indicted for sedition. While the indictments show
that the government: intends to prosecute the most blatant cases (torturers and murderers), many who were key figures in the whole movement
will apparently get off scott free.
The leader of the opposition, Mr. Mavros, estimated that as many as
two-thirds of the officers who were part of the Junta leadership are
still on active duty. "In a crisis, these men are still a threat to democracy," he said.
— The military maintains control over one of the two national television
networks, YENED. In a parliamentary debate on the subject, on January
17th, which I attended, opposition spokesmen attacked the continued
military control over such a sensitive means of communication. Defense
Minister Averoff blandly replied that no changes in ownership were contemplated because he did "not want to upset the officers."
— Junta appointees remained in most ministries. Estimates are that ten to
twenty of these persons still remain in their jobs. The Left opposition
has also raised questions about Caramanlis' current Ministers of Foreign
Affairs and Public Order. The government's response is that all wrongdoers have been punished and that it will riot involve itself in persecution for persecution's sake.
— As of January, Junta appointees had been allowed to remain in control of
all trade union locals that they were appointed to when the military came
into power.
— There were even reports that the Caramanlis government was allowing
the pro-Junta elements of the Greek National Guard that had tried to
overthrow Makarios free entrance into Greece. What they were doing
once they arrived was not clear, but whatever it was it isn't a good sign.

The process of Catharsis has indeed been slow. Ethnic considerations,
particularly the Greco-Turkish conflict on Cyprus, are partly responsible. In
this connection, the prosecution of Ioannides and the other Junta criminals has
been put off. Most of the oppo -sition leaders including most from the Left,
went along with such a postponement.
On the other hand, the consequences of delay may also be dangerous.
For one thing, the delay can imbue the rightist coup makers with feelings of
invulnerability and encourage further coup attempts. Such an abortive coup
attempt took place on February 24, 1975. The ringleaders were principally
the former associates of loannides, many of whom had not yet been weeded
out of the Armed Forces. Although their main motives for the coup attempt
were to save their own skins from the impending prosecution and to rescue
their incarcerated accomplices, they also wanted to "save" Greece once
again. 3
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Political Parties: Continuity and Change
Although most of the pre-Junta political parties have been returned to
parliament in one form or another, there have also been some changes. In January, one got the feeling that the parties and party leaders were still trying to
make the adjustment to political life after almost eight years of silence.
Caramanlis' New Democracy is the same as his old ERE — the National
Radical Union. It remains the party of big business, most of the military and
old royalists; in other words, it is the party of the Right. New Democracy
holds 220 seats in parliament.
Andreas Andreanopoulos is a 28-year-old deputy for the New Democracy
Party and afforded me a most revealing perspective on his party's point of
view. He is parliament's youngest deputy and descended from an old well-todo Piraeus family. His uncle was a deputy for ERE.
Andreanapoulos is said to represent the "young blood" of the patty, a
modern "forward thinking" young man who has studied in England, France and
Norway during most of the Junta years. Educated as a political scientist,
Andreanopoulos was getting quite a dose of practical politics the day we met in
his Piraeus office. Several delegations were petitioning him on behalf of constitutional articles they wanted him to push in parliament, and there was one
very insistent group that wanted the katharevousa — the formal written language — declared the official language over Demotiki — the colloquial spoken
language. The issue has political overtones because katharevousa is not the language of the average working person, and its adoption would discriminate against
the less educated. It was also heavily pushed in the schools by the Junta.
Andreanopoulos used the language issue as an example of how conservative Greeks are. He said that on the islands and in the country, the katharevousa has strong support, even though it would be harder for peasants to understand if it was in wider use. In fact, he said, "one of my constituents on the
islands heard demotiki used o4 television and demanded that I get that filthy
language taken off the air."
Greece is a land where there is only a small industrial working class; everything else is farmers, small shopkeepers, and service employees. "There is not a
lot of room for the proletarian revolution the Left would like to see," he
claimed. Even the "overwhelming" defeat of the monarchy revealed the innate
traditionalism of Greeks. "No major party or newspaper supported the return of
the monarchy. In fact, most parties opposed it and, despite the lack of any organizational support, the monarchy still won 30% of the vote.
In such a situation, he said, "one despairs of making changes quickly.
One thing you have to remember is that Greece is not England or the United
States, and democracy has some differences from what you might expect elsewhere."
The differences were manifest in the need to prohibit political strikes in
the Constitution. "In Greece, there are always strikes for political reasons that
have nothing to do with economic issues. The unions are manipulating the
workers to support or oppose one cause or another. In this kind of situation,
it is necessary to direct workers to what is their economic self-interest and pre14

vent unions from being used for political purposes that have no relationship to
the workers' economic needs. You must understand that democracy works
differently in Greece," Andreanopoulos concluded.
The Center Union Party has added a wing called the New Forces and is
now officially known as the Center Union — New Forces. It was the more
populist of the two pre-Junta parties and has strong union backing. If one
were seeking an American equivalent, the Center Union — New Forces would
be akin to the Democrats, while New Democracy approximates the Republicans. The Center Union — New Forces holds 60 seats in the present parliament.
The Center Union Party seems to be caught between the new politics of
the Left parties like PASOK, who talk about an independent Greece free from
foreigners and free of the military and big business control, and New Democracy which represents traditionalism, anti-communism and pro-capitalism.
George Mavros, a shrewd operator, impressive speaker, and a man of infinite patience, seems not to be disturbed. He denies that his party is passe. In
fact, he believes that because the Caramanlis victory was not a reflection of the
true feeling of the electorate, Caramanlis "will" have to bring us into the government even though he has 220 seats and we have only 60."
Mavros, who was a vocal opponent of the Junta, spent most of the Junta
period in and out of jail, including a term on the island concentration camp of
Yiaros. After the Junta fell, Caramanlis appointed him Foreign Minister in his
Government of National Unity. At that time, Mavros spent most of his time
trying to find a solution to the Cyprus problem. When I met him in his Academias Street apartment, a stone's throw from Parliament, he immediately
impressed on me that he did not believe he would be out of power for very
long. Whether his was an idle boast from a man who had just lost an election
or the shrewd analysis of someone who had some deep understanding of the
political problems Greece was facing, I do not know. But this is what he said:
The government is sitting on a volcano — Cyprus, the economy, labor unrest,
any one of all of these problems could blow up — and the government lacks the
political support to deal with these problems. Caramanlis himself knows he is
weak and that he is going to need us."
One of his supporters told me that Mavros did not like agreeing to the
early elections and the reinforced proportional system, but his only route would
have been to resign and this would have created disunity and offered the military
just the sort of pretext they needed to take power again. "Mavros knows that
time is on his side," the supporter said.
The Pan-Hellenic Socialist Movement (PASOK) won 13 seats and began
as the left-wing of the old Center Union Party. It appeals to a younger age
group than the Center Union. Politically, it is a mixture of Social Democrats
and Marxists who find the Communist parties closed off to new ideas. It is
a new party, and it is still developing an identity. There is a lot of political
naivete in the party which seems to begin with the supposition that since
PASOK is a Socialist party and a new party, that it is free from the mistakes
of other political parties and that people will eventually see the light and vote
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for them. The other myth is that if and when the eighteen-year-old vote becomes
law, PASOK will win most of these voters. People in George McGovern's campaign said the same thing about the youth vote in this country (i.e. that it was
left-oriented), and they were wrong. The same will probably hold true of
young Greeks who are not all students.
There was also a lot of criticism from the Left parties and even from
people I talked to at random about the way Andreas Papandreou had conducted his campaign. Papandreou became very polemical during the campaign
and talked a lot about the need for radical political alternatives right away
when people were still afraid that even a Center Union — New Forces victory
might cause the military to stage a coup. In contrast, the Communist parties
restricted themselves to issues relating to the restoration of democracy . There
seemed to be a strong feeling which transcended party lines that Papandreou —
who like Caramanlis has spent many years abroad — does not understand
Greece very well and that his radical talk frightened many voters.
George Taxiarchos now heads the labor section of PASOK. He was head
of the Greek Telecommunication Workers Union before the Junta, and he believes that it is too early to make judgments about PASOK "because it is still
being built." PASOK has started to build organizations on a community-bycommunity basis and is supporting the efforts "to free trade unions from their
former bonds."
Spyros Draenas, a Greek American who worked for Papandreou in Canada and has moved back to Greece to work for PASOK, says "We want to get
away from the traditional boss system where somebody who has the allegiance
of smaller bosses gets elected to parliament. We want to appeal to people on
the basis of a Socialist program that includes an end to monopolies, both foreign
and domestic, and the end of foreign influences in Greek affairs. We intend to
bring our message to every corner of the country."
Despite the criticisms of those on the Left, PASOK did considerably better
than the United Left. If PASOK matures politically and begins organizing
on a community basis nation-wide, it is possible that it can begin to build the
kind of base that will make it a major party. There is certainly much in the
PASOK program that appeals to a new awareness amongst Greeks and a new
pride in themselves.
The United Left, which won eight seats in parliament, appeals to a traditional Communist base of working class people and left-intellectuals. Here
there are really two opposing parties: the official Communist Party which is
very orthodox, known as the party of the exterior (mainly because of its
Moscow orientation) and the party of the interior (mainly because of its more
independent line). Allied to the interior party is the United Democratic Left
(EDA) which used to be the front party for the Communists when the Communist Party was outlawed. At this time, EDA is in the process of becoming a
third Communist party. Today, the exterior party has five seats in parliament,
the interior party has two, and EDA has only one. Historically, the Communist
vote has remained around 10% of the vote. This time it was 9.4%.
The contemporary United Left is what the Left isn't. The parties are
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very much at odds with each other not only in terms of ideology but also in
terms of their internal structure (the exterior party is a very top-down operation
whereas the interior party is more open).
I talked to Nikos Kaloudis, who was acting General Secretary of the
Communist Party of the exterior. His office is an austere-looking place with a
large wooden door that sealed off the offices of the party executives. Kaloudis had spent most of the post-war era abroad before returning to Greece under
cover in 1967. He was caught by the security police in 1970, was tortured and
imprisoned.
He feels that Greece is moving in a leftist direction: "Even the Right has
tired of U. S. domination which is plainly at the root of our Cyprus troubles,
and we have pulled out of NATO."
He was very guarded about the party's political program in Greece, and
instead maintained the position that the party's major interest was the restoration of democracy and fair elections in the trade unions, meaning without
Junta control of locals.
The atmosphere in the party of the interior is more informal and there
are a lot more young people in' evidence. On the floor below was a show of
resistance art that had been put on in honor of Phegas Pheraios, the party's
youth wing which had played a major role in the resistance against the Junta.
Charis Drakopoulos is a young man for his 57 years. He is one of the
party's deputies as well as Secretary General of the party. He has been arty
member most of his life since, as a young University bf Athens student, he had
to flee because of his party affiliation when the Metaxas dictatorship took
over in 1937. He spent eleven years in concentration camps, following the
Civil War, and was released in 1960. He went back to his party work until
1967 when, after the Junta, he went underground. In 1968, he Ieft Greece to
attend a meeting in Italy where the interior wing broke away from the exterior
party and at which he was voted General Secretary. He returned to Greece, but
was finally caught, tortured, and thrown into a concentration camp in 1971.
Drakopoulos was most emphatic that it was the struggle for democracy
that most concerned him. "We cannot have Socialism before we have democ.racy," he said.
Drakopoulos, who was elected to parliament in the November elections,
is also very concerned about Communists running for union offices with so many
legal restrictions in their way. He said he intended to seek repeal of all discriminatory legislation to trade union participation.
Among all the figures from the Left that I talked to, Drakopoulos was the
only one who had good things to say about Papandreou: "He is a very appealing candidate, and his party has a lot of potential to lead Greece in a Socialist direction." He gave me the distinct impression that he thought his party and
PASOK had a lot in common and that there were a lot of issues on which they
could probably join forces. But he did not talk of a merger.
-

Labor: The Battle Has Just Begun

If there was one place that is sure to be a battlefield this year, it's the
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labor front. After eight years of suppression under the Junta, every union is
talking strike and asking for wage increases that start at 30% and go up. Since
last year's inflation rate alone was 32%, the demands are understandable.
And it is here that the Rightist strategy is most obviously at work. The
government clearly wants to keep the Junta appointees in control of the union
locals because there will be elections for new officers, and these elections will
probably have a lot to do with who controls the unions for years to come. And,
as one labor leader told me, "whoever is an incumbent always starts with 25%
of the vote."
In the middle of this battle stands Nikos Papageorgiou, who replaced a
military appointee after the Junta fell as the president of the General Confederation of Greek Workers. Papageorgiou is a soft-spoken man who was president of the Confederation once before during the Papandreou government in
1965 but was kicked out following the fall of Papandreou. (A chronic problem
of the Greek labor movement was that whoever is prime minister often determines who is head of the Confederation.)
Papageorgiou portrays himself as a man who is both anti-Left and antiRight. He was a friend of Walter Reuther and called the late labor leader "a
close friend of the Greek labor movement."
The issue of Junta appointees in the locals was very much on his mind
when I went to see him at the rundown mansion that houses the Confederation's offices on Patission Street, only a couple of blocks from the Polytechnic.
"The government claims that it is impossible to find replacements for the heads
of all the locals (he estimated that 2,500 people are involved), but this is an
excuse. We don't want to replace everybody holding office so it won't be every
union. In any case, the problem is that the government is afraid that it will
not be able to control the unions if they remove all these people."
Papageorgiou is equally concerned about the political battles that are
brewing over control of the unions. He accuses both the Communists and the
Junta appointees of making exorbitant wage demands to curry favor with the
workers, although "many of the wage increases are impossible and they know
it."
"It is not the time to be raising political issues or trying to force confrontations when we still have to rebuild the labor movement," he says.
Papageorgiou points out that employers and the government have exercised a great deal of control over labor by a number of means. When worse
came to worse there was always police brutality. When more subtle pressure
is needed, dwarf unions with twenty members could be created by employers
that would have the same voice as unions with 2,000 members. Also, the government is responsible for collecting union dues and distributing them back to
the unions. While the dues are all supposed to go to the unions representing
the workers involved, the government has the power of the purse if it needs it.
During our conversation, Papageorgiou seemed upset about one thing.
All the embassies had been in contact to express their good wishes for his and
other pre-Junta labor leaders' return to power, all except the United States
embassy which had not so much as sent a card. Neither had George Meany of
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the AFL-CIO. There is a belief among Greeks that people who get on the
wrong side of the U. S. live to regret it. This is supposed to be past history,
but it wasn't to Papageorgiou.
There is one thing that didn't come up in our interview, and that is the
systematic blacklisting of Communists and many Communist unions that had
been a hallmark of trade union rules and regulations, written and unwritten
since the Civil War. Now that the Party is legalized, it will be much harder to
maintain this level of discrimination.
But it is very obvious that the government is afraid that the Left will
make inroads into the Greek labor movement, especially with labor unrest and
everybody predicting a mass of strikes this year. It wants to make every effort
to see this doesn't happen. Whether the Greek workers continue to allow government to have its way will become clear soon enough.
Students: Still a Political Force

The students also remain a potentially powerful force in Greek politics.
The nation-wide student demonstrations against the Junta leading up to the
massacre at the Polytechnic in November of 1973 signaled the beginning of the
end for the Junta. There were other factors of equal significance, of course.
But it was the students who openly and massively defied the Junta despite
years of brainwashing in the schools, imprisonment and torture in concentration camps. The immediate result of the crushing of the student rebellion at
the Polytechnic was the overthrow of Papadopoulos by Ioannides and the installation of the most reactionary wing of the military — the military police
— who were responsible for the worst of the brutality. But, even as they tried
to put the lid on the liberalization Papadopoulos had embarked upon it was clear
ly too late. Only eight months later, the military rebelled against Ioannides
and it was all over.
Virginia Tsouderou acknowledges the sacrifices that the students made
to the struggle against the Junta and feels that they were an important factor,
but now that democracy has been restored "more demonstrations are unnecessary. We have a parliament and they should come to us." She was referring to
a week-long series of demonstrations in January aimed at British and American support of Turkey on Cyprus and demonstrations over Junta supporters
holding posts in the universities, as well as opposition to the Caramanlis Constitution.
Opposition people I spoke to were afraid that demonstrations would
only give the police and military the opportunity to stage incidents which
could cause trouble. In fact, there had been one incident where a car was
burned near the British embassy and photographs of the incident were in all
the papers. "These incidents were not by our students," Tsouderou told me.
"I have witnesses, journalists who saw well-known rightist students who did
these things. It was provocation."
But students I talked to seemed to be aware of the danger of being
manipulated. It was just that there was something in the air about being free
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to demonstrate without running the risk of being clubbed or machine-gunned
that was intoxicating.
Ioannis Mananakis is a 21-year-old student at the Polytechnic and a member of KNE, the exterior Communist party youth organization. He told me
that, while there are a number of differences between the various student
organizations, most students were unanimous in their opposition to the Constitution. He felt that it was necessary to limit the amount of action students
were involved with because of the provocation problem. However, he did
feel that the students should continue to have an important role to play in the
country's political life. "The struggle against the constitution is very important
to the restoration of democracy. Pressure against the authoritarian articles
has to be brought from outside of parliament because the Right has the parliamentary control inside of parliament. The Right does not have the support
of the people to do what they are doing. The people oppose restrictions on
theirlights. We are trying to help express that opposition."
Nikos Stavrakakis, who is with PASOK's youth organization (PASOK
won the most votes in the universities of any party during the elections) sees
the role of the students as the "vanguard of a new political movement in the
country and in the cities." He says that these changes will take many forms
and must involve all the youth and not just the students. "We are going to
have to have confrontations to achieve our goals," he adds, arguing that the
student demonstration's were creating a healthy climate to make the powers
that be aware that the people were not silent any longer.
Rhegas Pheraios was one of the most prominent student resistance organizations during the dictatorship. It is the youth arm of the interior Communist party. None of its Central Committee spent less than three and a half
years in jail. Tassos Ioannides, a University of Athens student, told me the
struggle against the Junta has still to be fought in the universities. "Although
many Junta administrators and professors had been dismissed, a lot more
hadn't. There are still a lot of Junta spies at the university and this has to be
fought. Although there are differences between the students, it is important
that we try to stay united." He shared the view that the students should not
offer the police a chance to create incidents by going overboard on demonstrating. He also thought it would be a better use of everyone's energy to
concentrate on opposing anti-democratic moves in government.
Concluding Observations

Alexandros Panagoulis became famous when he tried to assassinate Papadopoulos in 1968 and failed. He was captured and brutally tortured to the
extent that he still has physical difficulties with his hands and legs. His spirit
still undaunted, he later attempted an escape from prison. The attempt failed,
but the Junta, fearing the backlash of international opinion, still could not put
him to death. Subsequently, he went into exile in Italy, but he returned under
cover after the Polytechnic massacre.
He was one of the major symbols of the resistance and was elected as a
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deputy for the Center Union — New Forces last November. In spite of his
ordeals, he is a person of extraordinary warmth and idealism. He does not
believe in indiscriminate retribution against his former military tormentors but
would rather see due process take its course. "If we do not adhere to legal procedures in prosecuting the criminals of the dictatorship, then we are not much
better than they."
He is worried about the fascistic influences left in the Army. "Look,
this is not Portugal. The dictators were not overthrown, they just went back
to the barracks after entrusting power to a man of their own choosing."
On my last night in Greece, I sat outdoors in a cafe in Syntagma Square
with a leftist journalist. We were reviewing all the problems Greece still faced
on the road to becoming truly free and democratic. I was expressing my shock
at how authoritarian and oppressive the Caramanlis government looked like
it was going to be. And what of the military and the provocateurs, the troubles
with the unions . . . "Stop it," my friend cut in, "do you realize that a year
ago it would have been inconceivable for us to be talking like this in public?
It is not all bad."
But we both agreed that things had a long way to go before they started
looking good.
I also remembered what Ioannis Horn, publisher of the English language
Athens News told me: "Those of us who fought against the Junta have not forgotten what fighting for freedom is all about."
Notes
1. When I mentioned to a leftist journalist that it was perfectly natural for us in the United
States to have a president with strong executive powers, he replied, "And who says
you are a democracy?"
2. The legal advisor to Prime Minister Caramanlis who helped with the drawing up of the
present Constitutional draft is a middle level administrative judge by the name of
Nikolaou who, interestingly, also advised Colonel Papadopoulos on the sham 1968
Constitution that was used by the military to legitimize their seizure of power. Later
reports, however, indicate Mr. Nikolaou has returned to his post.
3. There has also been some resurgence of attacks upon progressive students by elements
of a fascist "national socialist" group called the "New Order." This group is said to
operate out of Italy, but it has also attacked leftist groups in France and the U. S.
(Los Angeles). See The Record, October 12, 1973 (Yellow Springs, Ohio) and the
Militant, February 28, 1975 for incidents outside of Greece.
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THE SITUATION OF THE GREEK WORKERS IN GERMANY*
by Gerhard Aid

Approximately a quarter of a million Greek employees currently live in
the Federal Republic of Germany. Most of them are with their families. Between 1960 and 1972 the number rose from 13,000 (11,500 men, 1,500
women) to 270,000 (153,000 men, 117,000 women). At the present time one
out of every ten foreign workers comes from Greece. Over 40% of these are
women. Of all nations which reached employment agreements with the Federal
Republic, Greece had by far the highest "quota of women."
Coming after Turkey, Yugoslavia and Italy, Greece occupies fourth place
in foreign employment in the Federal Republic.
Since 1970, the Greek workers hired and brought to Germany come
increasingly from northern Greece. They went from 54% of all Greek workers
to 75.5% in 1973. This regional steering resulted from a mutual agreement with
the Greek partnership administration.
Favorable economic developments in Greece brought a reduction in the
influx of workers to Germany. Whereas almost 50,000 workers came to the
Federal Republic in 1970, and 16,000 in 1972, only 5,000 came in 1973.
Shortages on the domestic market, as well as the fear expressed by Greek companies that future economic growth would be affected negatively due to scarcity on the labor market, were the most influential factors affecting this trend.
Of all Greeks employed in the Federal Republic of Germany, approximately one-third work in the region of Northrheim-Westphalia and one-fourth
in the region Baden-Wurttenberg. Less than 10% work in the remaining states.
The employment of women is even more concentrated in these two areas, with
respectively 40% and 32%. Almost every second Greek worker is employed in
the iron and metal industry. This high proportion can be attributed to continued favorable employment opportunities as well as good wages in this industry. Moreover, this proportion applies for both men and women.
In the fall of 1973, foreign employment in the Federal Republic reached a
new high of 2.6 million. Almost every eighth worker was a foreigner. Since
the hiring freeze dating from December 1973 and upon consideration of the
return-migration quota, by the end of 1974 foreign employment in Germany
should have shrunk to between 2.3 and 2.4 million.
Limits have been set for foreign employment, especially in the densely
populated areas due to infrastructural reasons. The duration of the stay of foreign workers has lengthened. For the purposes of rejoining their families, more
and more dependents of foreign workers are immigrating to Germany. Indeed
*The present article originally appeared in Hellenika: A Yearbook for the Friends of Greece,
1974, Bonn: the Consortium of German-Greek Societies and is republished in the Journal
with their permission: The Editor would like to thank Ms. Heidi Stroh, Graduate Student
at the New School for Social Research, for Undertaking the arduous task of translating the
article from the German and Professors Bert Riesterer and Harry Reicheft, of the IndianaPurdue University (Indianapolis) Departments of History and German, for a critical review
of the translation — NP.
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this is taking place, corresponding to the spatial distribution of foreign workers, precisely in the regions where residential facilities, kindergartens, hospitals, schools, transportation systems, etc., are already overburdened. Today,
approximately 35% of all foreigners live in 12 German cities. In several areas
of concentration, noticeable social infrastructural shortcomings have already
appeared, apart from the insensified problems of adaptation.
The Advisory Board of the Ministry of Economy as well as a Coordinating
Circle and a Regional Board for "Foreign Workers" in the Ministry of Labor and
Social Order concern themselves regularly and intensely with the "problems of
foreign employment." These organizations have promulgated "basic principles
concerning the integration of foreign workers and their families," which meant
to be a source of information and assistance, thereby making the foreigners
stay in Germany as bearable and as pleasant as possible. The government's initiatives have also resulted in increased efforts, on the local level, to improve the
condition of foreign workers. Work circles were instituted in all cities which
have a high concentration of foreign workers. Their purpose is to directly
confront the existing difficulties and to help solve local problems through discussion with responsible persons called upon for this purpose.
The employment of foreign workers favors not only the gross social
product of Germany but also brings many advantages to the mother countries.
Due to improvement in their job qualifications, workers who return to their
own countries can contribute much more to the economic development of
their country than they would be able to without a stay abroad. Of great advantage to the countries which send workers is the considerable influx of currency from their citizens who are employed abroad. According to estimates
made by the Bank of Germany, in 1972 foreign workers sent or took back via
trips, to their countries in liquid currency about 7.5 billion DM whereas in
1973 the figure rose to 8.5 billion DM. The currency flow to Greece rose considerably from year to year and in 1973 it reached the sum of 900 million
DM. The largest transfer payments are made by married men whose wives or
families live in the home country. The currency transfer of Greek guest workers
is considerably larger than Greece's net income from tourist traffic with Germany.
Additional expenditures arising from the employment of foreigners in the
infrastructural areas make it worth knowing how long the foreign workers still
wish to be employed in the host country. In the spring of 1972, the Federal
Ministry of Labor included a question on the duration of intended stay in its
questionnaire. During the period of adjustment and adaptation to a different
work and living environment in Germany, which for most foreign workers takes
many months — often even years — the foreigner will hesitate to commit himself to a lengthy stay in what is for him, to a great extent, an unfamiliar environment. However, those who have already spent years abroad answer the
questions more openly. These cases amount to over 80% of those questioned.
As far as they could tell 20% of the foreign workers wish to remain in Germany and 48% wish to remain longer while 28% evaded the question by answering that they "didn't know." The remaining 4% expressed the intention to
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return home as soon as possible. Among Greek workers, "only" 11% stated
that they intended to remain in Germany permanently. In regard to the question of duration of their stay, the Greeks fell into two discernible groups:
1. People from poorer regions, as for example from the mountainous
regions of northwest Macedonia, Epirus and the Peloponnese greatly value
their ability to make a living here and want to stay as long as possible. They
do not readily return to the mountains of their country where no job opportunities await them.
2. Greeks from the lowlands and flat coastal regions mostly return
home after two or three years. They like "Greek life" better and prefer this
life, free from a constant compulsion. To this group belong many who did
not emigrate because of poverty or the barrenness of the land, but rather because others emigrated. It is a national peculiarity to imitate. As soon as
their curiosity has been satisfied and they have earned some money, then
they return to where they lived according to the motto "work in order to
live" (and not vice versa) so that they may spend their lives in a more
pleasant manner.

In the spring of 1972, the following statistics appeared regarding the duration of stay of foreigners employed in Germany: Short term, i.e. up to 3 years
= 54%; Middle term, i.e. 3-7 years = 23%; Long term, i.e. at least 7 years =
17%; Remainder, i.e. more than 7 years = 6%.
When foreign workers let their families come to join them, new problems — especially ones pertaining to schooling — arise for them and for the
host countries.
At this time about 950,000 minors, under the age of 21, live in the
Federal Republic. Of these, 42%, approximately 400,000, were born in 1966,
or later. Most of them are, therefore, of pre-school age. More than 350,000
foreign children are between the ages of 7 and 17 and are therefore of school
age. While in 1959/60 there were only 35,000 foreign children in German
schools, in 1969/1970 the number had risen to 120,000. In 1971/1972
211,000 foreign pupils attended school. That is six times as many as in the
school year 1965/1966. Eighty-eight percent of foreign pupils attended grammar schools, 7% gymnasia (high school), 3% technical schools, and 2% special
schools. In relation to 1965/1966, the proportion of the first category decreased
slightly while that of high school students increased slightly and that of technical students increased greatly. Approximately 80% of these children came from
guest countries sending foreign workers at the time. Seventeen percent of these
came from Greece. As of the spring of 1972, 43% of Greek workers' children
were at the age of 6, 22% were between 6 and 11, 20% between 11 and 16, and
15% between 16 and 21. In an absolute sense, there were 111,000 minors.
Of these, 7% attended kindergarten, 36% regular schools, 3% were in vocational
training, and 12% were ready for employment. These figures scarcely changed in
1974.
In the Federal Republic, schooling is compulsory up to the age of 16,
and, thereafter, some of the young people must attend school up to the age of
18. Children must attend school full-time for at least nine years. It begins
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with four years of grammar school. After that, depending upon the ability of
the child and the desire of the parents, five more years of schooling follow, at
which time compulsory schooling is over. Or else, if the parents so decide, the
child may continue school with the goal of obtaining an "intermediate" diploma
or an Abitur ("School-leaving certificate"). Youth who do not attend a continuing school or vocational school beyond the age of 15 are obliged to take
part in vocational training sessions once a week. If there is a training contract,
the trainee attends the relevant vocational school in order to complete his education. Even young workers without training contracts are supposed to attend
general vocational school once a week. The employer is obliged to allow the
youth to leave work and must pay him for the hours. Children of foreign
workers are bound by the same regulations regarding schooling as are the Germans, even if the schooling requirement is less stringent in their home countries, as for example is the case in Greece. A 12-year-old child who has finished
school in Greece must therefore attend general school three more years in Germany and then three more years in a vocational school. These legal requirements, which apply just as strongly to Greek children as to German, are often
not supported or accepted by the foreign parents to the degree necessary. The
regulations do not coincide with their own economic interests.
Further complications arise with the entrance of foreign children into ;
German schools. The biggest obstacle is insufficient knowledge of the German
language. Moreover, foreign children are very transient. They often enter a
class in the middle of the school year and in some cases leave again after a short
time, perhaps because the parents moved to a new residence or to a new city.
Until 1972, 50.4% had attended German schools a maximum of two years,
28.3% a maximum of four years, 13.2% six years and only 8.1% had attended
for nine years. This explains, in part, why only one-third of foreign children
manage to finish school. There are also many other problems: teachers are
often overburdened, the home situation of the children is often not conducive to
learning, many parents do not understand why their almost grown-up children
should now attend school additional years in Germany instead of contributing
to the family income by working.
The regional cultural ministers responsible for schooling have agreed that
it is desirable to integrate foreign children into German schools. An attempt is
made to treat foreign and German children in the same manner and to give
them educational opportunities according to their capabilities. However, the
concept "integration" should not be misunderstood. One is not aiming at
assimilation. In this case the Federal Republic would be obliged to declare
itself as an immigrant country and this, admittedly, it is not willing to do.
It is therefore not expected that the foreigners give up their own language and
culture, but rather that isolation or ghettoization should be avoided through
their learning of the German language.
The governments of the emigrant countries have had -diverse reactions to
the decisions of the Ministers of Culture and to the action program of the German government. Among other things, the government of Greece has expressed
the desire to see national schools constructed. About 500 Greek teachers are
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presently employed in Germany. The children receive approximately five
hours of instruction in their native language per week. When possible they
receive up to ten hours per week. All•Greek school books are made available by
Greece. In order to alleviate the difficulties of the children, whose parents
work abroad, state boarding schools were established in several Greek cities.
Thus the children can continue their education in the home country. A
great disadvantage for foreign children arises from the fact that only in very few
cases can the parents help the children with their school work. In regard to this
problem much has been accomplished through the private initiative of German
parents in cooperation with churches, welfare agencies and community organizations. There are now in all larger German cities, and in many rural communities, homework centers where children can do their homework and study in
the afternoons under the supervision and with the help of largely volunteer
guardians. Foreign children who are not yet ready to enter a class in a German
school are taken into preparatory classes. These preparatory classes are supposed
to facilitate and hasten adjustment to German school conditions.
A special problem exists in the vocational training of young foreigners.
Although there are no precise statistics at hand on the vocational training of
these youths, individual research yields data showing most of these youths
receive work contracts as young workers. They are therefore established vocationally as unskilled workers, although employers and groups consistently state
that foreign youth do not approach the Germans in regard to industry and
learning accomplishments. Young foreigners are basically interested in three
vocations: automechanics, electrician, and, among the girls, beautician.
As has already been stated, on the average, the foreign worker who applies
for a job in Germany for a limited time period decides to stay for more than
one year. Naturally, the question of vocational qualifications arises. German
companies state that the foreign workers have the same basic opportunity for
further training and promotion as German employees. In reality, however,
this is not the case. There are too many objective impediments, such as language, level of education, capacity to adapt which are disadvantageous to the
foreign worker, apart from the fact that most of them do not strive for such
betterment. About one-third of male foreign workers, and one-fifth of female
foreign workers, advanced from unskilled to skilled worker categories during
their stay in Germany. In the field of mining, the proportion of foreign workers
who have advanced from unskilled to skilled or specialized categories exceeds
even 40%. According to the Law of Labor Promotion, foreign workers may
receive further training or new training just as do German workers. The requirement is that the interested party must have been employed here for one year.
The Coordinating Circle of Foreign Workers recommends that the "foreign worker should use his time in Germany for vocational training and further
education. This is primarily in his own interest but it also serves his and our
country well." Up to the present, few foreign workers have made good use of
this opportunity. It was apparently more important for them to make the highest possible wage during their stay in Germany. They were therefore more
interested in piece and overtime work than in systematic professional training,
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especially since the latter often involves financial sacrifice and personal effort
for longer periods of time. Moreover, training often failed due to insufficient
knowledge of the language and inadequate educational preparation. For these
reasons, participation by foreign men in further job training projects amounts to
0.3% (1972) and among foreign women to 0.2% (1972). On the average, this
is considerably lower than the figures for German participants (Men, 1.4% and
Women, 0.7% for 1972). During the course of the 1973 year, a total of
6,100 foreign workers began training programs which were instituted by the
Federal Ministry of Labor. That was a total of 700 or 10.4% less than in
1972 and 1,000 or 13.7% less than in 1971.
Due to a change in the Law on Labor Promotion, which took effect on
August 1, 1974, job-training assistance is now offered to foreign youth, as well
as to Germans if the necessary pre-requisites have been met. This assistance is
supposed to help overcome economic difficulties during the training period
and is also supposed to secure a means of livelihood for the trainee.
Child support is paid out to non-Germans as well as to Germans. Actually, non-Germans have a right to receive child support money only if they and
their children reside in the Federal Republic, including the territory of West Berlin. Exceptions are especially made for employees of those countries who belong to the Common Market or for those coming from countries with which
Germany has concluded agreements on social security, including the matter of
child support. Such an agreement has been concluded with Greece. In this
way, Greek workers can obtain support for the children who have remained
in the mother country. Child support is paid after the second child. As of
January 1, 1975 one may apply for child support after the first child. Greek
workers received child support for the second child and additional children
residing in the mother country in the following amounts: for 37,759 children
in 1971, 36,000 in 1972, and 28,730 in 1973. These figures are based on the
payment periods of November/December for the above-mentioned years. The
amount of payments received by all those eligible during the period November/
December 1973, was for 2.2 children. Foreign workers with children living abroad,
on the average, received funds for 2.5 children. Among Greek workers, the
respective average figure was 1.9 children. In 1972, 14,017, and in 1973,
13,163 Greek workers received child support for the second child and additional children living with them in Germany. During 1973, about 3.1 billion
DM were paid out, of which about 590 million DM went to foreign workers
whose children lived abroad. For Greek workers the relevant amount reached
the sum of 17.1 million DM (for Turkish workers the amount in question was
357 million DM).
Like all workers employed in Germany, foreign workers are insured
against illness from the first day of their employment. The Law Concerning
Continued Wage Payments also applies to foreign workers. The agreement between the Federal Republic of Germany and the Greek government on social
security provides for the payment of a lump sum to IKA (in Athens) for
those dependents (residing in Greece) of Greek workers who are employed and
insured in Germany. Thus, there is simultaneous coverage for family members
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who live in the home country. If one takes insured male and female foreign
workers separately and compares them to all those insured inside and outside
Germany, one can see that for one thing, the quota of foreign men slightly
exceeds the average (6.25% to 6.22%). On the other hand, foreign women were
clearly in an unfavorable position as compared to insured women collectively
(6.22% to 6.76%). Among the Greek workers, the respective percentage was
7.03%, with the male percentages being always lower than the female (figures
for 1973).
As far as social security is concerned, foreign workers have the same claim
to unemployment compensation as do German workers. The same holds true,
generally, for unemployment assistance. In determining the validity of the
claim, and the duration thereof, consideration is given to prior insurance and
employment abroad. The proportion of unemployed foreign workers to the
total of foreign workers employed in Germany has always been considerably
lower than the proportion of total unemployed to employed workers. This is
particularly true because foreign workers, more frequently than the Germans,
are usually employed in industries which have a favorable development.
The adaptation of foreign workers and their families does not present an
easy task for state institutions, autonomous groups, and the German public in
general. Of particular importance is the social adjustment of foreigners for the
duration of their stay in Germany. For the purpose of overcoming difficulties
of adaptation, much attention has been given to assistance rendered outside the
work environment. Large welfare organizationi and other organizations fulfill
these purposes. Furthermore, the National German Union with its advisory
services, the Organization of German Employers, the Youth Social Group, and
the Federal Ministry of Labor, plus others, help the foreign worker to adapt
outside the work environment. There is an extensive network of advisory offices which are prepared to assist the foreign worker. The Diakonian firm has
provided social guardians who have undertaken this task for Greek workers.
Moreover, vacation houses and other establishments which are available for
the foreign workers are supported. Social workers also help workers find residences and answer many of their questions concerning schooling. Every social
worker is provided with an automobile by the Federal Ministry of Labor so that
he may perform his function efficiently. In order to promote the construction
of apartment complexes for foreign workers, the Ministry of Labor made loans
of 452.1 million DM in the period from 1960 to 1973, through which approximately 185,000 sleeping facilities in 2,900 residencies could also be financed.
From 1964 to the end of 1973, the Ministry of Labor granted 40 million DM
for the construction of 4,600 family units for foreign workers, due to the increasing tendency to reunite the worker with his family. In 1973 alone, the
sum reached 6 5 million DM for 730 units.
The enlistment of foreign workers from abroad was stopped in the fall of
1973 by a government decision. This measure was taken due to the general
business recession in the German economy. Although intensive discussions on
the limitation of foreign workers were already underway at that time, the decision was finally made quicker than expected, due to the alarming measures
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taken by the oil producing nations in November 1973. Lively public discussions on the fate of the foreign workers employed in Germany immediately
followed. Activities of various interest groups took place which led to diverse
pronouncements and thus understandably to uncertainty and insecurity among
the foreign workers. Discussions gave rise to the question "will the foreigners
now be sent home?" The Council of the Ministry of Economy also concerned
itself with the problems of the foreign workers. The conclusion was finally
reached that the danger of decreasing economic growth could not definitely be
forecast. In spite of the continued business recession with a slight increase in
unemployment, significant disturbances in the German labor market have not
yet taken place.
There were no large scale lay-offs of foreign workers, nor are they expected
at the present time. In the cases where employers and foreign co-workers
parted ways, it was mostly a case of those workers whose accomplishments were
negligible. In this connection, industry has cited facts to show that the foreign
worker himself was the cause of his own dismissal. In general, employment of
foreigners is limited, but the situation is not bleak, The structural necessity of
foreign employment is often referred to and the equal treatment of foreigners
and Germans is emphasized. During the first half of 1974, the number of foreigners who left their jobs of their own accord in order to return home was the
same as that in preceding years. Throughout the past years, 10% to 15% of
foreigners voluntarily returned to their homelands. During the recession period
of 1966/68, the German economy lost about one-half million foreign workers
who returned to their countries. The tendency toward voluntary return to
their homeland is not significantly greater now than it was in 1966/67. Thus,
it can be assumed that a comparatively more widespread integration of foreign
workers into the German economy and society can take place now as compared
to previous years.
The German government is concerned with achieving clearer conceptions
about longer-term employment of foreigners. One can therefore assume that
entry and exit from the Federal Republic will continue according to present
practice and experience. At the same time, the mobility of foreign workers,
necessary for so many reasons, should be retained. This mobility also corresponds to the intention of the vast majority of foreign workers to work abroad
only temporarily. It also corresponds to the interests of the home countries
who do want to lose their labor power in the long-run.
,
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THE LAWS CONCERNING FOREIGNERS FROM THE PERSPECTIVE OF
A SOCIAL WORKER FOR FOREIGN LABORERS (EMPLOYEES)*
by Georg Albrecht

Because of their increasing numbers, the employment of foreign employees
in the highly industrialized countries of Europe has increased in importance.
Public opinion on the presence of foreign employees, however, is often emotionally affected and frequently burdened with prejudice.
Basic considerations concerning these foreign employees, how long they
will stay, in what numbers, with what consequences for the people and the economy, the ties across the borders and the perspectives, chances and tasks that
may arise — these are all questions which cannot yet be answered definitively.
It appears that, due to their political and economic structure, neither
the recipient nor the dispatching countries are able to solve these questions.
It is the foreign employees who suffer the consequences, and they will continue
to be the victims for some time to come. The question then arises how foreigners are treated in the Federal Republic of Germany under the Law Concerning Foreigners. In this context a brief review of the history may be in
order. We are proud that ancient Greece is the cradle of "our culture." Even
at that time the relationship between a person and his state, to which he
"belonged," was seen as a relationship of mutual loyalties and responsibilities.
It was considered one of the obligations of the state to assist its citizens, through
making foreign laborers, namely slaves, available in attaining the largest amount
of earthly goods. Even Plato was unable to imagine his ideal state without
slaves.
"Until not too long ago, the foreigner stepping on Turkish soil became a
slave; even in our days, there are wild tribes which eat the foreigner." This
is a quotation from 1869. Although the foreigners' laws of industrial nations
do not contain cooking recipes for the preparation of foreigners in the gastronomical sense, one does observe occasionally that they contain "Rules for Slave
Holders" and "cooking recipes" in the sense of exploiting the labor potential of
human beings of a foreign nationality.
In Germany, "everybody" is entitled to the privilege of exercising a trade
(Sec. 1 Gewerbeordnung). Nevertheless, German internal law is in fact superceded by an administrative act (based on No. 13 General Administrative Order
to implement Sec. 7 of the Law Concerning Foreigners) in that the grant of residence to foreign employees regularly contains the qualification: "Exercise of
any trade not permitted."
Even though foreign employees from countries of the European Community generally enjoy the privilege of exercising an occupation within the corn*The present article originally appeared in Hellenika: A Yearbook for the Friends of Greece,
1974, Bonn: the Consortium of German-Greek Societies and is republished in the Journal
with their permission. The Editor would like to thank Mr. Michael Wiehen, McLean,
Virginia, for translating the article from the German and Professor John Barlow, Department of German, Indiana-Purdue University (Indianapolis), for a review of the translation — NP.
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munity, just as the nationals of the respective country, they do not have a claim
to some basic rights, e.g.:
— if a foreign employee without his own fault fords himself in a situation of
distress, just as it occurs to local employees, and wishes to make use of the
social welfare institutions, he can be expelled or deported. Even though
the use of a basic right should exclude burdening sanctions, Paragraph 10,
Section 1, No. 10 of the Law Concerning Foreigners ties the fact of receiving social welfare assistance to the legal effect of expulsion.
— social housing planning disregards foreigners. Cooperative housing institutions are not required, when receiving credit, to give due consideration in
the assignment of apartments to foreign employees in accordance with their
proportionate share in the total population and their need to catch up with
the rest of the population.
— the "due process of law" doctrine assured by the Basic Law (Art. 19, Sec.
4: "If the rights of a person are violated by the public administration, he is
entitled to the due process of law") remains a formal right, and thus ineffective, in that the effectiveness of the protection of the law for foreigners
is defeated by measures with immediate effectiveness (in accordance with
Paragraph 21, Section 3, Sentence 3, in connection with Paragraph 12 of
the Law for the Foreigners) or by an order of immediate execution of an
expulsion decision.

This list is not exhaustive. Particularly in the field of medical and school
care, on the job and in the law of self-employed persons, additional discrimination can be proven.
The present situation and the development of the labor market again
prove clearly that foreign employees from countries which are not members of
the European Community do not enjoy equal rights with German nationals in
the laws regulating labor and social welfare matters.
Under an instruction of the Federal Ministry of Labor and Social Order,
dated 23 November 1973, and a consequential rule of the Federal Labor Office,
the local state employment offices may in their own discretion refuse an extension or renewal of a work permit and may require foreign employees who
have been employed in Germany less than 5 years to discontinue their work.
In this case both the employer and the foreign employee are under obligation to
dissolve the existing employment contract. This administrative measure, which
has its basis in the Labor Promotion Law and the work permit regulations,
jeopardizes the possibility to make use of the laws protecting existing employment contracts and, in individual cases, to fight the dissolution of an employment contract through the employees' councils and labor unions.
This measure will apply to thousands of foreign employees who after
long periods of hesitation had intended to integrate themselves into the host
country. They sent their children to German schools, as the German Government requires and as all organizations caring for foreign employees had recommended. As "foreigners" they will now be returned to their own countries. In
these circumstances it is not surprising that socially sensitive people more and
more criticize the laws relating to foreigners. As early as 1972, an "Action
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Group for the Reform of the Law Concerning Foreigners" had established itself
in Dusseldorf, in which staff members of social welfare organizations,
the two churches, and the labor unions collaborate. With the participation of
judges, civil servants, attorneys, university professors as well as German and
foreign social workers, the "Action Group" has drafted an "emergency program" to change the General Administrative Regulations which govern the implementation of the Foreigners' Law. Among the specific objectives of the
program are changes designed to avoid a too restrictive and schematic application of the Foreigners' Law at the expense of the foreign employees and their
families, to prevent human hardship, and to improve the residential status of the
foreigners until a reform of the Law itself can be carried out.
With a letter dated 8 July 1973, signed by State Secretary Dr. Rutschke,
the Federal Minister of the Interior acknowledged receipt of the suggestions and
promised that they would be taken into account when the Administrative Regulations are changed. The replies received from some of the States' Interior
Ministers contain basically the same message.
Unfortunately the intentions of the Federal Government, confirmed by
the Interior Ministers, to strengthen step by step the residential position of
foreign employees do not seem to have been carried out.
Even a modification of the General Regulations implementing all suggestions of the "emergency program" would in the longer run not be sufficient to
solve all problems. The elasticity of the Foreigners' Law and of the Labor Promotion Law allow not only a liberal interpretation but at the same time the
implementation of a most restrictive policy regarding foreigners. It is therefore one of the objectives of the reformers, not least in the interest of the general public, to restrict executive power by limiting the extraordinarily wide
frame of discretionary interpretation of the Foreigners' Law and of the Labor
Promotion Law.
Consequently, the "Action Group," in accordance with its original objectives, has now drafted proposals for basic reform of the laws regulating foreigners
and has submitted these to the relevant Federal Ministries in Bonn with a request for their implementation.
These proposals, which in effect are a social and legal charter for foreigners, have been partly modeled after internationally proven principles and endeavor
to take into account both the interest of the state and that of the foreigners.
Starting point is the consideration that the first establishment of residence is to
be subject to stricter conditions which must be related to the duration and purpose of the intended residence.
In a second phase, it should then be possible to grant a residence permission with longer validity and with wider privileges. If the foreigner then spends
a number of years in the country in compliance with the appropriate regulations, he should be granted a privileged legal status which would show willingness to accept his integration, so that the last step, a possible naturalization can
thereafter also be facilitated.
This idea is to be applicable not only to foreign employees/laborers, but
also to students, scientists, artists, physicians and members of other professions
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employed in Germany. Should these proposals become law, the Federal Repub.
lic of Germany would have truly a liberal law concerning foreigners. The time is
ripe. We must not forget that the social and legal declassification and discrimination against a minority comprising millions of people leads to tension and
contains explosive dangers, not just for Germany but for all of Europe.

"Give me your tired, your poor, your
huddled masses, yearning to breathe free,
the wretched refuse of your teeming shore.
Send these, the homeless, tempest - tossed
to me:' I lift my lamp beside the Golden
Door."—Statue of Liberty.
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IMMIGRATION: A VIEW FROM THE GREEK CULTURAL ASSOCIATION*
For us, who are living abroad, the realization of the detrimental effects of
immigration is an everyday experience. And it must be pointed out that this
manifestation comes from the style of life and social organization of the Greek
communities here in the U. S. which indicates more than anything else that (a)
the financial status of the immigrant is slowly deteriorating, due to the shaky
U. S. capitalism, and (b) the financial dependency of the immigrant is leading
to his spiritual and cultural degeneracy.
We live in the city of Chicago, where the biggest Greek community is found
(approx. 300,000) and where the effects of immigration — which are reflected
in the fears, anxieties and problems of our countrymen — are extremely noticeable. We assume these effects apply not only to the Greek community of
Chicago, but to other communities throughout the U. S. and to the rest of the
world as well, wherever big Greek communities are found (e.g. Germany and
England).
The root of the immigration problem is economic insecurity. The inability
of the Greek people to make a living within their country's economic system
leads them to seek a better living abroad, hoping that things might work better
in countries well known for their economic prosperity (mainly U. S. and Germany). It is a problem which has faced our country throughout its modern
history. But, how does it come into existence and whom does it affect the
most?
At this point, comes the foreign capital. England, France, and Germany in
the past, and the U. S. nowadays, our "allies," used the geographically advantageous Greece throughout the last two centuries as a playground for amassing
profits. The foreign capitalists pretending that they (a) were helping build up
the Greek economy and (b) contributing to the industrialization of our country so that we can keep up with the pace of the Western world were actually
trying to secure their own profits. The true motives of the "helpful policies"
of the huge profit-making corporations (e.g. I.T.T., Exxon, Chase Manhattan)
were exposed when the leading positions in the Greek economy and the profits
were handed over to the foreign corporations themselves. This led to the dependency of the Greek bourgeoisie on foreign capital and its subsequent enslavement by the imperialist machine. This in turn, resulted in the loss of the
bourgeois identity. But the exploitation didn't stop there. From now on the
"'This position paper on immigration was written by G. A. and P. T., members of the Greek
Cultural Association. The Greek Cultural Association is a new organization in Chicago.
During its short existence, it has sponsored programs on the Greek Church, Varnalis, and
the Kurdish Independence movement. The Association has also shown films on classical
Greece and on Chile before the coup. In addition, the Association has sponsored demonstrations supporting the territorial integrity and independence of Cyprus, petitioned for the
repatriation of Greeks in eastern European countries, and participated in a demonstration
against the Shah of Iran. Lastly, the Association has sponsored social events for the purposes of entertainment and fund-raising. Those interested in the Association can contact
the Greek Cultural Center at their new location,4636N. Western Avenue, Chicago, Illinois
60645.
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bourgeoisie could serve as the liaison between the foreign corporations and the
Greek proletariat, thus leading to the most immediate and ruthless exploitation
of the working class by the foreign powers with the treacherous support of the
domestic bourgeoisie. Consequently, Greece could never "enjoy" even the type
of pseudo-bourgeois/democracy of Western European countries (France, England), since the Greek upper classes were always subjected to the will of the
foreign ones. These developments militated against the genuine industrialization of Greece.
On the other hand, due to its inflationary tendencies, foreign capital led to
the immense growth of the Greek cities, the simultaneous devastation of the
Greek village, and its elimination as a basic financial source. Finally, it Ied to a
big out-flow of emigrants (especially after World War II). Thus, immigration
became an unavoidable consequence since the elimination of the village, as a
financial unit, immediately results in the laying off of thousands of peasants
followed by a tremendous rush toward the cities in order to get jobs (in factories,
etc.). However, industrialization has not kept abreast with urbanization. And
since not everyone can get a job — due to the limited number of available
ones — unemployment, low wages, inhuman working conditions, and further
exploitation by the upper classes drive these desperate people abroad.
It is apparent from the above that it is the lower class which is most affected by this situation. It is, as it's always been, the victim of every crisis which
strikes the upper classes and their capitalist system. Peasants and workers are
leaving the country with a bitter feeling, forced to cope with an entirely new
environment. Without any technical training or education, without — in most
cases — any knowledge of the language of the host country, and sometimes
even without sufficient knowledge of the Greek language, they are forced to
take the worst jobs offered by the American system. But the exploitation of
the worker is not over. He might think that now that he has obtained a job
and can earn a living, his problems are over and he can trust the system. In
fact, that's when the slow poisoning of the immigrant starts. While in Greece
he was being exploited by the alliance of the foreign capitalists and the Greek
upper class, as the latter, hoping to make a profit out of the American dominance in Greece, are willing to sell out whatever is left of our country. Now,
while in the U. S., he is being blatantly used again, since even while doing the
worst kind of work he is expected (by the government) to worship the system
and be grateful to it, living under the constant fear of dismissal or deportation.
In this frustrating position, the only thing the immigrant can do is to look
for some warmth, protection, and companionship. So, he participates in the
so called "social life" of the Greek community, whose only contribution to
his painful position is a mere gathering and conversing with fellow Greeks.
But in the social life of the Greek community, the worker is faced with another enemy. A few Greeks having managed to become wealthy and having
attained "respectable" positions as businessmen, doctors, and lawyers within
the American system exploit their favorable social status in order to grab —
through their connections with government officials — the leadership of the
Greek community; they use the need of the Greek workers for a friendly
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Greek community to perpetuate their own political and personal interests
both in Greece and within the U. S. Moreover, through a very elaborate brainwashing process, they reduce them to mere puppets of the capitalist system.
The main brainwashing consists of distorting the true facts in such a way that
the workers (a) will never complain about their tragic position, due mainly to
ignorance, and (b) will be ready to fight for the interests of a few top people.
These efforts have materialized in the form of some Greek-American organizations (e.g. Ahepa, Hellenic Congress) who sold out to the American dream of
exploitation of the many by the few. As an example supporting the above, we
would like to point out two actions of the Hellenic Congress — a recently organized group here in Chicago. Last summer, its leadership, carefully exploiting
the Cyprus massacre, tried to convince the Greek community to demonstrate
not against American Imperialism and its nasty games, whose victims were both
Greece and Turkey, but were calling for the demonstration advocating the receiving of military aid from the U. S. so that Greece could engage in a war with
Turkey. That is, they would have preferred to see a bloody war take place
than a defeat of the American imperialists, probably being unaware of the fact
that Greece and Turkey have two things in common: coffee and "democracy."
Both import coffee from Latin America and "democracy" from . . . North
America.
The second example pertains to Kissinger's appearance at the University of
Chicago during the fall of 1974. (Kissinger had been invited by the University
as part of its fund-raising operations.) When the Chicago workers and students
were planning a demonstration to protest his foreign policy, the leadership of
the Hellenic Congress released a statement. This statement revealed that one
of the reasons that we should demonstrate against Kissinger is that with his
policy he is trying to weaken the Southeast Aisle of NATO, which might lead
to its destruction. Believe it or not, they were worried about the future of
NATO, when experience — the seven-year dictatorship and the Cyprus tragedy —
had taught us that NATO is an imperialist instrument serving the dirty purposes
of Western capitalism. So, by having the Greek community under the leadership
of such people the workers are being betrayed both from the outside and from
the inside, and are slowly but steadily, being victimized.
The situation is no better for the students who are attending school in the
U. S.: The majority of them, disappointed with the "medieval" educational system and primitive admissions procedures of the Greek universities, are forced
to seek an education in the U. S. They then find themselves trapped within the
educational system of monopolistic capitalism. As a result of this, the majority of them, through a careful brainwashing (of the same nature as the workers go through) offer their intellectual services to the establishment forces with
all the disadvantages that accrue to foreign status. And when some of them go
back to Greece, having so much of the U. S. system ingrained in them, they
willingly cooperate with the ruling forces and. serve the U. S.-Greek upper class
alliance.
We believe that this situation should not be allowed to go on unopposed.
We believe that we should fight back against these exploitative forces. We be37

lieve that by opposing these forces we can better the living conditions of the
Greek immigrant. We know that there are people in Greece who are fighting and
who will continue to fight the flow of immigrants and we, the Greeks in the
States, can do something to support their struggle. We should try to build in all
the Greek communities groups composed of students and workers willing to
work hard for this cause.
Several months ago, students and workers of the Greek community here in
Chicago got together and formed a group called the Greek Cultural Association. Our efforts will concentrate upon the following areas: (a) Raising the intellectual and cultural status of the Greek community; (b) Creating a socio-political
consciousness among the Greeks in Chicago and enlightening them so to become
aware of the reasons (1) for the colonization of our country, the extinction of
the Greek village, and the need for emigration and of (2) the class differences
within the Greek community, so that they will realize the quality of their socalled leaders and the forces working toward their victimization; and (c) cooperating with other suffering minorities (Indians, Blacks, Mexicans) in order to
fight our common enemy.
Only when the people understand and learn the nature of the forces that
obliged them to emigrate will they be able to fight them successfully and hopefully solve one of the major problems that our country is facing today.
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THE SOCIALLY COMMITTED SIKELIANOS,
1941-1951
by Thanasis Maskaleris

The post-1940 period of Sikelianos' life is marked by a profound change
in his values and consequently in the aims of his poetry. This change is evident
in the entire work of this decade. It amounts to a commitment to freedom and
social justice in an immediate and concrete context. This change in Sikelianos
and its manifestation in his poetry gave rise to considerable controversy, mainly
of a political nature. The progressive readers and critics of Sikelianos saw in
the 1940's a completely changed Sikelianos, a propagandist dedicated to a specific program for a radical change of society. The Right-Wing Establishment likewise saw anew Sikelianos, whom they considered a menace to themselves and to
what they termed the sacred traditions of the fatherland. Many of his conservative admirers, on the other hand, either underestimated the writing of this decade or continued to read it as something not significantly different from his
earlier work. All of the above views are wrong views of Sikelianos, or at best
very limited views, because they are based on political or artistic biases. Thus,
in order to arrive at a more objective view of the poet and his writings during
this period, it is necessary to free oneself from biases that arise from the impassioned and tangled Greek sociopolitical situation.
Two factors must constantly be kept in mind while we attempt to understand and evaluate the work of the last decade of Sikelianos' life: his poetic
nature and his work up to this time, on the one hand, and his experience of
World War II on the other. In his earlier work Sikelianos had preoccupied himself with the poetic expression of his mystical vision of the world, with absolute
spiritual principles. The rich earthly elements and functions of his life and his
poetry always became religious rituals, intended to elevate the poet's consciousness toward the realm of the divine. The impact of World War I and of the Asia
Minor catastrophe was such for Sikelianos that he moved even farther away
from actuality toward the metaphysical spheres, a movement that culminated in
the conception of the Delphic Idea and the writing of his first poetic tragedy,
the Dithyramb of theRose in 1932. With the alarming advances of fascism in
the '30's, Sikelianos began to concern himself with immediate problems while at
the same time dedicating himself to the Delphic principles of life and art. This
double concern with the eternal and the temporal fate of man is brilliantly manifested in his second tragedy, The Sybil, which he wrote in 1940. Here his concern with the problem of freedom is dramatized in the conflict between Emperor
Nero who represents violent force and the Sybil who represents the spirit or the
principle of freedom.
With the experience of the terrible conditions during the German occupation of Greece, however, the shift from the cosmic pursuits to the immediate
problems is completed. The aristocratic hierophant of poetry now becomes a
suffering man who commits himself to a common struggle for liberty. It is during these years of oppression and death that Sikelianos wrote his powerful re)
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sistance poems, such masterpieces as "Agraphon" ("Unrecorded") and "Pnevmatiko Emvaterio" ("March of the Spirit"). The experience of hunger, pain
and oppression during these black years of World War II were the seeds for his
later poetic tragedies: Deadalus in Crete, written in 1943, and especially Christ
in Rome and The Death of Digenis, written in 1946 and 1947, respectively. In
these brilliant compositions, Sikelianos dramatized the struggle of the Greeks
and of mankind for liberty and justice, and more specifically for a society of
brotherhood and peace in the here and now, a new paradisiac world, not only
for privileged individuals but for the whole of mankind.
His Christ, in Christ in Rome, is an engaged, earth-oriented fighter who
inspires the masses to crush their oppressors and dedicate themselves to the social
and spiritual reconstruction of the earth. In The Death of Digenis Sikelianos
created an even more composite and complete hero dedicated to freedom and
the principles of brotherhood. An entire tradition of heroism and dedication to
justice receives consummate expression in this inspiring masterpiece of Sikelianos — the Akritan spirit of the Byzantine times, the klephtic ideals, and vitality
of the demotic elements of Greek life, all merge here within the sweeping vision
of Sikelianos.
There is no question that the major concern of Sikelianos during the last
decade of his life was the problem of freedom and social justice and that this was
a significant change in the poet's life and values. Yet we must be careful not to
conclude from the abundance and force of social concerns in the late Sikelianos
that his earlier poetic preoccupations were abandoned. On the contrary, the
earlier Sikelianos breathes resoundingly in the work of the '40's. The familiar
solemnity of tone, the heightened diction, the grand symbols are all present,
fused with the new themes and concerns. It would be impossible for the mystical
visionary who had pierced the cosmic realms with his spiraling consciousness,
who had made the Greek tragic vision and the Greek religious experience his
highest ideals, for the poet of the Dithyramb of the Rose — who even in the
'40's subtitles his Death of Digenis as Christ Unbound — to free himself from
his earlier visions and poetic liturgies. What we witness in the late work of
Sikelianos is a change in emphasis across the scale of values. While the earlier
Sikelianos soared toward the metaphysical heights, the late Sikelianos reembraces the earth that he always loved in one of its most concrete and most
vital elements — the living, suffering man. And I see this change in Sikelianos as
a synthesis of two major forces and ideals, as a balancing of the cosmic with the
social, the eternal with the temporal. Without this balance the earlier poetry of
Sikelianos, in spite of all its brilliance and power, might amount to no more
than a glorious network of "cerebral phosphorescences," to borrow a phrase
from another great poet' of our century.
And so the Sun that Sikelianos struggles to raise, with the help of his
brothers, "over Greece and over the world" is a total sun, like the brilliant sun
of Solomos — a sun of concrete justice and of cosmic illumination.
Notes
Reference to the military defeat of the Greek Army by the Turks in 1922, when the Allies
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failed to support the Greek campaign. I he aeteat lea to excnanges or population between the two countries and a massive influx of refugees totaling about 30% of Greece's
then population. These events had tremendous sociopolitical repercussions in Greek society.
2
Wallace Stevens in "Reply to Papini."

MARCH OF THE SPIRIT*
by Angelo Sikelianos

As I threw the last log on the hearth,
(log of my life locked in time),
on the hearth of your new Liberty, Greece,
my soul suddenly blazed as if space
were all copper, or as if I had
. the sacred cell of Heraclitus around me,
where for years,
for eternity, he forged out his thoughts
and hung them as weapons
in the temple of Epheseus .. .
Gigantic thoughts,
like fiery clouds or red islands
in a fabulous sunset,
flamed in my mind,
for all at once my whole life was burning
in the care of your Liberty, Greece!
That is why I did not say:
This is the light of my funeral pyre ..
I cried, I am the torch of your history!
And there, let my desolate carcass burn like a torch,
Empyrean vine-shoot,
with this torch
walking erect till the last hour,
to light at last all corners of the earth,
to pair, a road into the soul,
into your mind, your body, Greece!
I spoke and I paced
bearing my enflamed liver
in your Caucasus,
*Translated by Rae Dalven from

Modern Greek Poetry,

Gaer Associates, New York, 1949.
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and each step of mine
was my first and it was I believed my last,
for my bare feet waded in your blood,
for my bare feet stumbled among your corpses,
for my body, my face, my whole mind,
was mirrored as in a lake, in your blood!
There in such a red mirror, Greece,
a fathomless mirror, abysmal mirror
of your liberty and your thirst, I saw myself
heavy with red earth, moulded clay,
a new Adam of the newest creation
we will mould for you, Greece!
And I said:
I know, yes, I know, even your Olympian
Gods have now become a nether foundation,
for we buried them deep — deep so strangers will not find them.
And the whole foundation is doubly and triply fortified
with all the remains our enemies heaped upon it .. .
And I even know that for the libations and the vow
of the new Temple we dreamed for you, Greece,
days and nights, more comrades were slaughtered among them
than lambs were ever slain for Easter! .
Fate, and your fate my own to the very depths!
And through love, through great creative love
see how my soul has hardened, hardened and now
enters entire in your mud and your blood, to form
the new heart needed in your new struggle, Greece!
The new heart already locked in my breast,
and today I cry out with her to all comrades:
"Forward, help to life the sun over Greece!
Forward, help to lift the sun over the world!
For see, his wheel is stuck deep in the mud,
and ah, see, his axle is buried deep in the blood!
Forward, boys, it isn't easy for the sun to rise alone,
push with knee and chest to get him out of the mud,
push with chest and knee to get him out of the blood,
See, we lean on him, we his blood brothers!
Forward brothers, he encircles us with his fire,
forward, forward, we are wrapped in his flame!
Forward creators! . . . Support your burden-bearing impulse
with head and foot, so the sun will not sink!
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And help me too, brothers, not to sink with him . .
For now he is over me, within and around me,
for now I spin in a sacred vertigo with him! .. .
A thousand bulls' rumps support the base;
a two-headed eagle shakes its wings
over me and its flapping whirrs
beside my head and in my soul,
and the far and the near for me now are one! . . .
Newly heard, heavy harmonies encircle me! Forward, comrades
help him to rise, so the sun may become Spirit!
The new word is nearing that will dye all
in its new flame, mind and body, pure steel . . .
Our earth has fattened enough from human flesh .. .
Fat and fertile, let us not allow our earth
to harden from this deep blood-bath,
richer, deeper than any first rain!
Tomorrow each one of us must go out with twelve pairs of oxen,
to till this blood-drenched soil.. .
For the laurel to blossom on it and become a tree of life,
and our Vine to spread to the ends of the earth . . .
Forward boys, the sun cannot rise alone . . .
Push with knee and chest to get him out of the mud;
push with chest and knee, to get him out of the blood;
push with hand and head, for the sun to flash as Spirit!"

So, when I threw the last log on the hearth,
(log of my life locked in time),
on the hearth of your new Liberty, Greece,
my dread cry suddenly took new breath
as if space were all copper, or as if I had
the sacred cell of Heraclitus around me,
where for years,
for eternity, he forged out his thoughts
and hung them as weapons
in the Temple of Ephesus
as I called you comrades!
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SALUTE TO VARNALIS*
by Yiannis Ritsos

Son of the people, voice of the masses
grandfather of the people's struggles
ah! how you built — word upon word, verse upon verse —
a mountain, a heaven, a banner!
How you raised man, heartbeat by heartbeat!
Great grandson of Makriyiannis, son of Greece and of mankind,
the grave cannot contain you;
Logos itself is not enough to hold you.
Winged pulses support you
sun-loved hands of students applaud you
roughened hands of workers raise you
high up in our history, toward the future,
high on the lofty peak of Democracy.
In you the mingling of life and thought
of art and action
of dream and blood
of bread and wine.
And here and there a sparrow stirs
a flower sways — at the crest of the poem.
Oh Poet! You who raised our eyes
on the true horizon,
great grandson of Makriyiannis
son of Greece and of mankind.
the poets are making room for you in their company,
expecting you with laurel branches in their arms:
Solomos, Kalvos, Palamas, Angelos Sikelianos —
singers kissed on the forehead by Liberty,
eagles in significance and soaring flight receive you there;
they welcome you here on this terrestrial heaven.
You knew it well, poet, and you taught us
that the earth grows the greatest wings
that the greatest wings are in the masses.
And the wings you grew are coming to us.
You are not leaving us, you give us wings
for the long leap to man's freedom,
for your great leap to immortality.
Oh Poet! Great grandson of Makriyiannis,
son of Greece ... son of mankind.
.

*This poem, read at the recent burial of the poet Varnalis, was translated by Prof. Thanasis
Maskaleris.
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CYPRUS *
Cyprus, land of the free,
fire always tinted by more fire
every morning, every evening
so that the banners of freedom and dignity
can pulsate in the air.
Strike!
Strike with your avenging act
strike with the hands of the free
the hand of Makarios
the hand of Gamal
hands from Kenya and Porto
Strike!
Tonight is a time for celebration
filled with fighting songs and scarlet blood.
Strike! To open the gates to a magical world,
a world where each man is a brother to all —
a world called justice-equality-freedom .
Cyprus,
homeland of our beloved brothers —
you who rose like my people
against the attack,
shouting to the faces of the murderers:
"Cyprus will not be a stepping ground for aggression."
Cyprus, land of the free
fire always tinted by more fire
every morning
every evening
I send you greetings from my land
the land of freedom.
*This poem was written in 1957 by the Egyptian poet, Kamal Amar, and was translated by
Thanasis Maskaleris.
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CONFERENCE FOR A RELEVANT SOCIAL SCIENCE (CRSS)*
(Post-Junta Developments in Greece)
by Nikos Petropoulos

CRSS held its fourth annual meeting at Indiana University in Bloomington
March 14-16, 1975. The Conference covered several relevant topics: strategies
for political change in the United States, the politics of "Star Trek," worker
self-management, collectives, the American Indian movement, the problem of
patriarchy in Western society, radical films, a new political science, and postjunta developments in Greece. The Greeks have participated in the Conference in the last three years, the two previous panels focusing on the dictatorship. The purpose of this paper is to review the panel on recent Greek developments.
The panel on Greece attracted about 25 people, mostly Greeks from the
Bloomington area. Considering the poor turnout for the Conference as a
whole, the attendance at the Greek panel was exceptional. The poor turnout,
generally, can be attributed to poor planning on the part of the Conference, an
unexpected snow storm, inappropriate location, and the apparent decline of
the radical movement in the United States. The Conference attracted about
500 people from various institutions and action organizations three years ago
when it was held in Chicago: Yet despite the poor turnout, some very intensive
and informative discussions took place. I, therefore, felt it was incumbent
upon me to provide the readers of the Journal with a synoptic account of
the Greek panel.
The coordinator for the panel was the writer. Argyris Fatouros, professor of law at Indiana University and Van Coufoudakis, professor of political
science at Indiana University — Fort Wayne were the two panelists. Each of the
panelists was allowed a ten-minute introductory statement in his respective
area, and then the floor was open to discussion. Mr. Fatouros focused on internal developments while Mr. Coufoudakis concentrated on Greek foreign policy.
The basic question that was put to the panelists and the audience was the following: have any real changes taken place in Greece after the fall of the junta?
The following review presents the basic points made by the speakers and the
*The CRSS was organized four years ago by a group of Midwestern social scientists who
felt that fundamental issues facing the American society were not being covered by the
established professional organizations. One of its principal aims was the breakdown of
professional categories and the incorporation of non-academics and social activists in the
Conference. In addition, the Conference permitted a more flexible format in the presentations; while not excluding formal and written presentations, it encouraged impromptu
panel discussions. In a way, the greater focus on informal discussion is a reaction to the
"publish or perish" philosophy which tends to view the printed word as the only source of
truth. (There are plans to hold the fifth annual Conference in Chicago, Illinois during
March. Contact Bill Pelz, Box 198, Political Science, Roosevelt University, 430 S. Michigan, Chicago, Illinois 60605 for participation in the Conference.)
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audience and does not necessarily adhere to the original sequence of the discussion.
In his introductory statement, Mr. Fatouros pointed to the revival of
civil liberties that has gone beyond any previous situation in recent years.
Among these are press freedom, grassroots organizations, and the legalization
of the Communist Party. A second observation was that, in contrast to the
post World War Two period, there was not one party which was monopolizing
the experience of resistance in the parliament; this is a new phenomenon and
is likely to have important consequences in future developments. A third observation was the greater "civility" in the post junta parliament; although the
deputies are not easily persuaded, they are at least willing to listen to one another. Mr. Fatouros was justifiably a bit apologetic about the use of the word
civility perhaps because he did not want to give the dictatorship any credit for
teaching the Greeks a lesson. One, however, could look at this civility as the
offspring of resistance and of the desire to avoid giving potential "saviors" any
more pretexts for take-overs. Mr. Fatouros' fourth observation dealt with the
impact of the student movement. In comparison with other groups, he felt
they were doing a great job, both in retaining their activist stance and in being
willing to work systematically, e.g. in providing the government with records
and dossiers of academic collaborators with the junta, in the process of dejuntazation. He also felt that the current Government was more responsive
to the student movement, as reflected in the extension of the legislative decree
allowing review of academic collaborators. However, Mr. Fatouros cautioned
against an over-reliance on the student movement in higher education. The
students have their own syndicalist needs, they constitute a minority of the
population, and there are many needs which are not directly relevant to their
concerns; there is, for instance, a need for structural change on the lower levels
of the educational system. Finally, the speaker did not perceive or anticipate
any basic changes in the politico-economic structure of Greek society, today
or in the near future, either under the present New Democracy Party of Caramanlis or even under the Center Union — New Forces Party.
Mr. Coufoudakis made a very brief presentation. He made a reference to
the present Government's past collaboration with the U. S. in undermining
the neutrality of Makarios for the sake of unity in the Western Alliance (NATO).
He even blamed the past policies of the Center Union, including those of George
Papandreou. Aside from the continuing commitment of the present Caramanlis
government to the Western Alliance, he felt that the paranoia about the "slavic
hordes" would be another obstacle to any kind of realignment. Mr. Coufoudakis
thought that the partial military withdrawal from NATO may be too little,
too late. In fact, the speaker was so pessimistic about any impending real
changes under the present administration that he uttered what he himself
called an unthinkable thought: had the junta lasted a little longer, the older
generation of policy-makers would have been out of the scene and Greece would
have had a fresh start in its foreign policy.
The ensuing discussion, which lasted for one and a half hours, centered on
the following issues: new directions in foreign policy, the new draft Constitu48

tion, the growth of the progressive parties, and the possibility of another
coup.
A question was put to Mr. Coufoudakis by Mrs. B 1 with regard to new
directions for Greek foreign policy. Despite his pepimism Mr. Coufoudakis
suggested more dramatic diplomacy toward Europe, more extensive diplomatic
relations with Eastern Europe — including the Soviet Union, and greater dealings
with the neutralist block.
Mrs. B asked about foreign policy in relation to Western Europe. Mr.
Fatouros brought up the point that West Germany and Italy are competing
for the re-supply of Turkey now that the U. S. Congress has discontinued aid to
the Turkish government. There is a great awareness in Greece that the U. S.
government will use this new subterfuge and rely on its dependent European
allies to replenish the Turkish Armed Forces. Such initiatives are not likely to
endear their Western allies to the Greek government.
Another spectator, Mr. P, asked about alignments with the Arab countries, which belong in the neutralist camp. Here, the two panelists were in general agreement. Mr. Fatouros pointed out that EOKA-B had the support of
both Israel and the U. S. and that Makarios was generally considered pro-Arab;
however, he did not see the Arabs as a strong allies either for Greece or Cyprus.
Along the same lines, Mr. Coufoudakis pointed to the tremendous ideological
diversity within the Arab countries which inhibited their effectiveness as a
block.
The most intensive discussion on foreign policy, however, was evoked
by a question on the Soviet reaction to the Cyprus crisis. Mr. P wondered why
Russia had not given stronger support to Cyprus independence and territorial
integrity after the coup against Makarios; he felt that, like in the case of the
U. S., Turkey might have been strategically more important to the Soviet Union
than Greece. Mr. Coufoudakis replied that Cyprus with its access to the Middle
East and the Suez Canal is just as important. He added that Russia's noncommittal response was conditioned from the start by the right-wing take-over
in Cyprus after the coup against Makarios. Another member of the audience,
Mr. K, said that Russia's response was natural given Greece's association with
the Western camp for the last three decades. The credibility of Greece said
Mr. A, another member of the audience, would have increased if the Caramanlis
government had started negotiations with the Soviets for the rental of bases in
Greece. 2 It is possible that this more dramatic response would have compelled
the American superpower to put more pressures on Turkey to cease and desist.
Mr. Fatouros mentioned two other significant factors in this connection. First,
he felt that Russia's "non-committal" attitude and opposition to Samson actually encouraged the invasion by Turkey. Secondly, he suggested that the
detente between the two superpowers, who have a "cartel on power," has
changed the world situation; each of the two power blocks may now be more selective in its acceptance of new clients.
A member of the audience, Mr. R, suggested that the ultimate fate of Cyprus was decided in 1967 when Makarios was forced to evict a contingent of
12,000 Greek troops from Cyprus. Mr. Coufoudakis said that Makarios did
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not object very much to his withdrawal because in the past (1964, 1967) Turkey
had capitulated to the American warnings against the invasion of Cyprus. Such
complacency among the Cypriots was probably also present in the 1974 invasion. The forces which led to a differential reaction on the part of the
United States in 1974, as compared to 1964 and 1967, need further exploration.
Some fundamental historical questions were also raised by the discussion
on foreign policy. Mr. Fatouros stated that all Greek governments, going back
even to liberal Venizelos, have adopted a clientelistic relationship and have not
basically challenged their relationship to the Western allies. In his comments,
Mr. K said that ELAS (Greek People's Liberation Army which fought against
the Nazis and then against the Nazi collaborators and which also disagreed with
the Moscow orientation of the Greek Communist Party) had provided Greece
with an excellence opportunity for an independent foreign policy and they blew
it. There was also some general agreement that at times of crises Greece reverts
to proven clientelistic relationships with the West. I wonder if the series of
disasters suffered by Greece at the hands of its patrons should not make Greece
more calculating and selective with its future allies.
The discussion on the new Constitution did not last long, possibly because it is still being debated and revised by the Greek Parliament. Mr. Fatouros, however, saw both continuities and differences in comparison with the
1952 Constitution which the Caramanlis government ressurected after the fall
of the junta. He singled out for criticism the excessive powers, executive and
legislative, which the new Constitution gives the President and the election of
the President by the Parliament instead of by the general electorate. Another
issue which was discussed by the panel and the audience is the hold that the
party leadership has over the deputies; one provision prohibits defections by
deputies and requires resignation and re-election.
During the discussion on the new Constitution, Mr. Fatouros made an
interesting observation. It pertains to the development of a "legitimate" extraparliamentary "parallel movement" in Greek Society. I presume that Mr.
Fatouros called it legitimate to distinguish it from the illegal paragovemmental
right-wing groups which have menaced Greeks in the past and from underground groups. In any case, this parallel movement includes not only construction workers, as was the case in 1965, but also students, professors, lawyers,
mayors, politicians and others. These people who come from all the parties —
even the New Democracy but especially PASOK, the Communists, and the
Center Union — New Forces — were not necessarily active in the parties themselves and have a certain nostalgia for their successful participation in the campaign against the monarchy. Mr. Coufoudakis added that the existence of the
parallel movement is a good reason why the electoral results of November 17
are deceptive. While Mr. Fatouros saw this movement as a good beginning, he
did express some skepticism about its viability. It, indeed, remains to be seen
if this parallel movement is a temporary overcompensation for the seven-year
ban on mass assembly. Its continuation, however, would be a corrective to
monopolization of the movement by the students and to traditional party
structures.
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The discussion then moved to the pre- and post junta party developments. Both of the panelists did not think the statistical results were representative of post-junta party affiliations in Greece. I have already mentioned
Mr. Coufoudakis' interpretation of the role of the parallel movement in this
regard. Mr. Fatouros said that the electorate's vote was not an emotional reaction but a calculated rational decision; they felt that Caramanlis could avert
another coup and another war with Turkey and enable them to set the foundation for a democratic state in the long run. 3 He said the fact that only 30% of
the Greek electorate voted for the restoration of the monarchy, a crucial issue
of the traditional right, dem onstrates the circumstantial nature of the November 17, 1974 Caramanlis victory (50). 4
Mr. R added that the 9.4% vote received by the United Left Party was
not representative of leftist sentiment in Greece. As evidence, he said he should
look to the fact that former "bourgeois leaders," such as Andreas Papandreou,
have become more left than the leftists themselves. Even Caramanlis, after his
military withdrawal from NATO, has become more left than George Papandreou
ever was. Mr. R concluded that the left movement had reached a new peak in
contemporary Greece.
The two panelists expressed some agreement with Mr. R but also stated
their reservations. Mr. Coufoudakis wondered if the new peak can be sustained.
He pointed to the efforts on the part of the Greek Communist parties to
westernize themselves, but was sceptical of the Greek public's readiness to
shed their misconceptions about the Communist Party "slavic" associations
and "national betrayal." 5 Mr. Fatouros pointed to the factionalism, both historical and impending, within the Communist ranks and expressed some amazement that the experience of the dictatorship had not brought about an armistice. I might add here that the past and impeding factionalism (EDA forming
an independent party) is part of the westernization process. In any event, Mr. R
felt that the factionalism was inevitable, but added that what counts now
that the Communist Party is legalized is that the various wings can present
their basic ideological differences to the electorate.
Even though the November 17 elections did not reflect the general electorate's sentiments, Mr. Coufoudakis expressed some apprehension about the
long-term ramifications of the outcome. The overwhelming majority could be
exploited by the Caramanlis government to impose an authoritarian Constitution upon the Greek people. This is unquestionably a legitimate concern and
may not only account for the origination of the "parallel" and the student
movements but also necessitate their persistence.
The last question on the possibility of another coup was asked by an
unknown to me member of the audience. It is a legitimate question in view
of the coup rumors circulating in Greece and the abortive February 24, 1974
coup by the deposed junta's accomplices. Besides pin-pointing some potential sources for new coups, the question raised some fundamental issues with
regard to the control of the Armed Forces. The discussion also exposed some
basic ideological differences between the panelists and some members of the
audience.
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Mr. Coufoudakis felt that an effective prosecution (not necessarily execution) of the coup-makers would deter further coups. He felt that the coup
mentality was still present in the Army but the Navy and the Air Force were
more democratic.
At one point I raised the issue of the authoritarianism in the Armed
Forces and the reluctance on the part of lower rank officers to undertake initiatives unless they had the support of the public. Since Caramanlis had won the
confidence of the Armed Forces hierarchy, no new coups would take place.
I felt the successful suppression of the February 24 coup would reinforce
Caramanlis' image and discourage revolts from below. I was soon provided with
some counter-examples, by Mr. Coufoudakis and Mr. R, of successful coups
by lower rank officers, e.g. the coups in Egypt, in Greece, and in Portugal. Some
of these, as we know, were not popular revolutions. In regard to Greece, Mr.
Coufoudakis referred to the theory of two coups. But in retrospect, the question may be still raised if the lower ranked officers in these cases did not have
some signal from above.
Mr. Fatouros identified three possible sources of coup-makers in today's
Greek Army: those nostalgic about the junta days and threatened with prosecution; so-called Khadafists, "national socialists," from the lower ranks with a
"populist" ideology; and those who were privileged, in terms of professional
status rather than ideology, during the dictatorship. He placed the February
24 conspirators in the second category. When asked by Mr. R about the royalists, he replied that they are increasingly being associated with early junta supporters.
Control of the Armed Forces became a most engaging topic for the discussion group. Mr. Fatouros pointed to the need to depoliticize the Army.
He said that historically there have been both Republican (Left) and Monarchist
(Right) coups. Some of the members of the audience, Mr. R and Mr. V, were
focusing on the present ideological composition of the Army and overlooked
this historical variation. The latter two suggested some new ways of control.
Mr. R recommended participation and representation of all view points in the
Army — which is tantamount to a kind of re-politicization. Mr. V recommended that all the parties should get together and undertake a re-education
program of the Armed Forces. Mr. A recommended making the lower ranks
who execute the orders of those above them equally culpable as those who give
the orders and doing away with the regimentation in the primary and secondary
levels of schooling. In the latter connection, Mr. Fatouros mentioned an article
by Adamantia Pollis on the connection between an authoritarian educational
system and an authoritarian form of government. I myself added that to depoliticize the Army (i.e. allow for greater ideological representation) would be
difficult in view of the existent neocolonial dependence of Greece on the U. S.
and NATO. Mr. Coufoudakis replied by pointing to the turnaround in the
Portugese Army and then stressed the greater importance of internal conditions. Among the plethora of suggestions, there was an emergent group
consensus to the effect that the Army should reflect all the political forces in
the society, rather than "belong" to a single group or party.
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The issue which divided the panelists and some members of the audience
was the possibility of neutralizing the Armed Forces under the present circumstances. Mr. R saw neutralization (in the sense of more universal participation
of all ideological groups in the Army) as a transitional process, and did not
think that any established group would relinquish its hold on the Armed Forces
without a struggle. Although Mr. Fatouros felt that the Army is by definition
political since it is an integral part and a major instrument of the State, he also
maintained that at least in a party sense the Armed Forces do not always represent any particular class. Thus neutralization, in a party sense, is worth striving
for. He added that he was not persuaded by the outcomes of a violent confrontation. When some of us countered with the cases of Cuba and Chile, he
came back with the case of Russia which he did not consider a successful revolution either in an economic or in a "bureaucratic" sense. He referred to a recent book, by Charles Bettelheim, The Class Struggle in the Soviet Union,
1917-1972 to support his case.
My overall impression of the panel discussion is very positive. Several
of the other participants, both from the panel and the audience, reached a similar
conclusion. This is partly due to the fact that only about 20 minutes were spent
on formal presentation and the rest of the two-hour period was devoted to an
equalitarian exchange between the panelists and the audience. But aside from
this mutual imput, the discussion group became involved in a critical and exploratory process which led to greater insights into our historical past, to a realization of present limitations, and a discovery of some new horizons for our
motherland.

Notes
1. The complete name is not used not because the individual objected to the use of his
name but because the Editor had no time to obtain his permission.
2. One way perhaps to avoid subjecting Greece to a nuclear holocaust is to allow both
superpowers to locate their bases on Greek soil in the same vicinity. This, of course,
assumes a great deal of rationality on the part of the two blocks, an assumption the
Greek people cannot afford to risk.
3. Mr. Fatouros also stated that the war fears are more real to the islanders. This means
that we should expect a greater vote for Caramanlis on the islands close to Turkey.
Research needs to be done to test this theory.
4. The circumstantial nature of the election was also demonstrated by the outcomes in the
April municipal elections. Candidates, supported by the opposition — including the
left — won overwhelmingly. On the other hand, nearly six months have elapsed since
the November elections, and the populace might have lost confidence in the Caramanlis
government which is dragging its feet on the prosecution of the junta.

53

5. It is, indeed, interesting that Mr. Luns, General Secretary of NATO, recently exploited
these traditional fears in order to scare the Greeks into rejoining NATO. He felt Greece
would have something to worry about when the 82-year-old Tito dies and a pro-Moscow
clique takes over in Yugoslavia. See the National Herald, April 16, 1975.

— Nikos Petropoulos
Department of Sociology
Indiana-Purdue University
Indianapolis
April 20, 1975
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A REPORT ON THE CONFERENCE ON U. S. FOREIGN POLICY
TOWARD GREECE AND CYPRUS
(February 22, 1975, Washington, D. C.)
A detailed examination of the subject of American-Greek- and Cypriot relations took place in Washington, D. C., on February 22, 1975. The first round
of discussion took place in a panel at the 16th Annual Meeting of the International Studies Association at the Sheraton Park Hotel. The topic of the panel
was "U. S. Foreign Policy Toward Greece: From the Truman Doctrine to the
Nixon Doctrine." The second round of discussion was co-sponsored by the
American-Hellenic Institute, the Modern Greek Seminar of the Center for Mediterranean Studies, and the Athenaeum University Club of Washington. Both
panels were organized by the tireless Ted Couloumbis (American University)
who chaired these sessions with fairness and valiantly attempted to keep the
speakers from going beyond their alloted time.
On the subject of U. S. Foreign Policy Toward Greece, papers were read
by (a) A. A. Fatouros (Indiana University — Bloomington, Law School): "Manipulation of Legal Parameters in U. S. Foreign Policy Toward Greece; How to
`Solve' Problems by Refusing to Recognize They Exist"; (b) John O. Iatrides
(Political Science Department, Southern Connecticut State College): "The Truman Doctrine — The Beginning of U. S. Penetration of Greece"; (c) Thomas
Keagy (American University) and Yannis Roubatis (Johns Hopkins): "Sixth
Fleet Homeporting in Athens — A Case Study."
Discussants for this session were Cliff Hackett of the House Foreign Affairs Committee; Larry Stern of the Washington Post; John Nicolopoulos, Public Affairs Officer of the Greek Embassy; Adamantia Pollis, New School of Social Research; and James Pyrros, Administrative Assistant to Cong. Nedzie (DMichigan).
Following a brief intermission, the discussion resumed on the topic of
U. S. Foreign Policy Toward Cyprus. Papers were read by (a) Van Coufoudakis
(Indiana Univresity at Ft. Wayne, Political Science Department): "U. S. Foreign Policy Toward Cyprus — A Case Study in Cold War Politics"; (b) N.
Stavrou (Howard University, Political Science Department): "Kissinger's 'Tilt'
on Cyprus: A Case Study"; (c) P. ICitromilides (Harvard University): "The Nature of Ethnic Conflict in Cyprus."
Discussants for this session were: Thomas Boyatt of the U. S. Department of State; N. Dimitriou, Ambassador of Cyprus to the U. S.; Dimitri Kitisikis, Ottawa University; Harry Psomiades, Queens College; Eugene Rossides,
senior partner of Rogers and Wells; and Larry Stern of the Washington Post.
A. A. Fatouros in his paper outlined the extent and manner in which
legal factors affect foreign policy making. In the specific case of Greece, Prof.
Fatouros examined two cases relating to (a) the recognition of the military
regime in Greece by the U. S. and (b) the decision to cut off military aid to Turkey. From both cases the general downgrading by the President and his immediate advisors of the legal criteria in these decisions became quite apparent.
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John 0. Iatrides suggested that in the process of implementing the Truman Doctrine, the U. S. assumed dominant control over key areas of governmental decision-making in Greece, including those of economic, social, fiscal,
military, domestic security, and foreign policy. This extraordinary degree of
intervention was viewed as an essential prerequisite for the success of the foreign assistance program. However, it paved the way for a lasting client-patron
relationship which has had a serious debilitating effect upon Greek politics and
Greek-American relations.
Yannis Roubatis and T. Keagy analyzed the 1972 U. S. Navy decision to
homeport units of the 6th Fleet in the Athens area. It was shown that the decision emphasized military considerations at the expense of political considerations.
Van Coufoudakis stressed that the main policy objective of U. S. National
security bureaucrats since the breakdown of the First Cypriot Republic has
been the limitation, and, ideally, the elimination of Cypriot independence.
The motivations for this policy can be traced to the fear of leftist influence on
Cyprus, Makarios' neutralism, security considerations in the region, concern with
the cohesion of NATO, CENTO, etc. To achieve its objective, the U. S. has
also overtly and covertly influenced successive Greek governments. Although
since July, 1974, Cypriot independence has been undermined, the U. S. policies have alienated Cyprus and Greece, increased Turkish nationalism, and undermined further NATO, U. N., and U. S. influence in the area.
Nicholas Stavrou examined the case of Cyprus as an example of the misconceptions of diplomacy as exercised by Secretary of State Kissinger. The
analysis was based on the Secretary's "art of tilting" on the Cyprus crisis, with
emphasis on the creation of the crisis; the "pro-junta tilt"; the Turkish switch;
and the "errand diplomacy." Finally P. Kitromilides examined the rise of
Greek nationalism in Cyprus and the nature of ethnic conflict in the Cyprus
Question.
In the discussion that followed by the members of the panel, the discussants, and the audience, one was struck by the consensus in the criticism of
American foreign policy under Kissinger. Both sessions, at the Sheraton Park
and the American University, were well attended. In the latter session more than
300 people attended.
My overall assessment of these sessions is very positive, not so much because I took part in the proceedings, but because the panelists were able to
articulate clearly the extent and nature of U. S. penetration of Greece; the
cold war motivations of American diplomacy; and the continuity in American
policy that brought about the undermining of Cypriot sovereignty and territorial integrity. During the morning session new areas of research on Greece
and Cyprus were also identified by the panelists and the discussants.
,

— Van Coufoudakis
Indiana University
Fort Wayne, Indiana
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RECENT TALKS ON GREEK PROBLEMS
Two interesting talks were given in the Detroit area lately concerning the
problems that face Greece today. The first was given in Detroit by Prof. A.
Fatouros of Indiana University at a meeting of the American Hellenic Congress
on March 27, and the second by Prof. S. Rousseas on April 11 at a meeting of
the University of Michigan Hellenic Student Society in Ann Arbor.
The title of the first talk by A. Fatouros was: "Recent U. S. Policy toward Greece and Cyprus — A Legal Perspective." The speaker dealt entirely
with the legal aspect of the Greek-American relationship first in Greece during
the dictatorship and then in Greece and Cyprus during the events of summer of
1974. Realizing that the 'behind the scenes' involvement of American services
(through the CIA, the Greek KYP, or any other service) is a separate chapter,
he completely avoided it concentrating rather on the question: In what manner did the State Department use legalistic arguments to justify its recognition
of the Greek junta. He emphasized the ease with which the military rulers of
April 21, 1967 were initially accepted on the premise that the King still remained the Head of State. The legal justification of the support broke down,
however, on December 13, 1967, after the royal counter-coup and the King's
departure from Greece, and on June 1, 1973, when the King was openly dismissed. In their effort to maintain close ties with the military junta and avoid
the restoration of democracy in Greece, the U. S. employed contradictory
and confusing legal rationalizations. Similarly, a few days after July 15, 1974,
the U. S. did not observe any legalities when it was getting ready to recognize the
Samson regime, and it would have been the first and only country to do so.
Samson's resignation saved the situation. The speaker then discussed at length
some legal aspects of the U. S. government's attitudes in the recent Cyprus
crisis, stressing in particular the administration's violation of U. S. law by continuing military aid to Turkey after the invasion of Cyprus.
Thus the speaker tried to get across to the audience that it is a common
practice nowadays for superpowers to go beyond the legal aspects of international affairs — let alone their intelligence operations — clearly allowing their
interests to dictate their wishes and supressing the rights of individuals in
other countries to choose their own form of government.
The title of the second talk given by Prof. S. Rousseas of Vassar College was "The future of Politics and Education in Greece." In the' first part
of the talk, the speaker dealt with the lack of party structure in Greece. There
have been many charismatic leaders during the last twenty years but what is
really missing is a party structure with a definite ideology, sound policies, and an
array of people to carry these out. Without this requirement a great leader
at difficult times cannot progress at all. Both ERE and the Center Union, the
two major parties in the decade before the coup, were parties that depended
on one individual and time showed their speedy decadence. To avoid the mistakes of the past, Greece today needs one progressive party that will evolve
through the years, will not seek the quick ascent to power in order to satisfy
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the personal aspirations of its leaders, but will focus on the long run to win the
people and benefit the country. This party is needed today in the region of
the political center. Whether it is called Socialist, or Center, or anything else,
makes no difference. Only the principles of its operation are important.
Andreas Papandreou's party promises, according to Prof. Rousseas, to satisfy
such a need. It will not be decided today if he has succeeded or not, it is too
early yet; perhaps the most necessary element is able co-workers and a party
structure not based on the personality of Andreas. The lack of this element in
the past, according to the speaker, has hurt Andreas politically.
Referring to the problem of education in Greece, Prof. Rousseas first
enumerated the shortcomings of it (and as a member of the audience noticed,
there are many) which are well known to anybody with a minimum knowledge of the Greek system, since they have been the same for the last thirty
years. He then proposed the following: The change should not start with
the foundation of a new university but within the University of Athens. Instead of separating the University into professional schools, all liberal arts programs should be united in a common faculty with a particular boost of the social
sciences to catch up with the other sciences. Professorships should be awarded
solely on the basis of merit, outside consultations should be severely controlled
and the faculty should be expected to carry out a serious research and teaching
prograin — particularly a productive one. Finally a system of scholarships
should be established to attract the students who escape to Western Europe
or America for their studies. In this transformation, a particular role should be
played by the Greeks who now hold University positions in the diaspora and
who have always been eager to offer their services to Greece but were not given
the proper chances to do it.
.

— Panos Argyrakis
University of Michigan
Ann Arbor
April 18, 1975
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THE SPIRIT OF 1821 AND TODAY'S REALITIES*
In my brief remarks this evening I will deviate from the traditional tone,
from the usual praise and exaltation of the heroic Greeks who fought and died
for their liberty a century and a half ago. For in dark times, like the days we
are now living through, I know of no better way to praise heroic fighters and
martyrs of freedom than to achieve a true understanding of their struggles and
their aims and to fight for the realization of their spirit and their dreams.
The Greek Revolution was not only a flaring up of the love for liberty
that lived in the hearts of the Greeks. It was equally the outcome of a process
of thought and education that preceded the Revolution, especially in the half
century before the uprising of 1821; a flowering of learning that had culminated in the personality of Righas Pheraios, the powerful educator and inspirer
of the Greeks. In Righas Pheraios we find the embodiment of the finest
human qualities: an ardent love of liberty, a passion for learning and sharing
learning with mankind, and a prodigious love of life which gave him unlimited energy and unwavering dedication to his struggle. In the actions and
writings of Righas Pheraios we witness a complete and dynamic vision of life
which is based on three fundamental ideas, so familiar to us all: liberty, justice
and happiness. Yes, Righas was a marvelous child of the French, and consequently of the American, Revolution, and of the antecedent movements that
made them possible. But let us see how vividly Righas transforms a principle of
the French constitution of 1793, for example, as he transplants growing seeds
from the West into the soil of Greece. The French document states: "The aim
of society is general well-being." But Righas writes:
When men in the beginning of the world gathered outside forests for the
first time to live together in villages and towns, it was in order to help each
other and live happily — and not with the aim of tearing each other to pieces
or to be sucked dry of their life-blood by one single individual among them.

This is the spirit and the anticipation of the Greeks who began their allout struggle for freedom in 1821. The climate that was created by the work of
Righas and of Philiki Etairia before the outbreak of the Revolution is graphically expressed in a remark by a British traveler in Greece at the time: "The Greeks,"
he wrote back to England, "are now singing hymns to their new Panaghia —
Virgin Mary — and her name is Eleftheria — Freedom." This casual remark by
the Englishman also shows, accidentally, an important relationship between the
role of religion and the new wave of revolutionary activity during the lifetime
of Righas. The new ideas completed in a dynamic and progressive way the long
process of creating a Greek national consciousness toward which the Greek
Church contributed significantly throughout the the centuries of Turkokratia.
-

*Speech presented at the 154th Anniversary of the Greek war of Independence celebration
at the Masonic Auditorium, San Francisco on March 21, 1975.
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It is one of the saddest facts of Modern Greek history — a tragic fact,
shared with other nations — that the newly independent nation of the Greeks
did not realize the spirit and potential of its own Revolution, except in the brilliant deeds of heroism that smashed the yoke of the Turkish oppressor. Immediately after independence was won — even during the struggle for it in the
1820's — the wrong and often deadly qualities of the Greek tradition and character joined the colonial intrigues of the "protecting" powers and turned the
tiny and mangled population of liberated Greece into a confused and independent nation. Yes, the Greeks won their independence from the Turks and continued to consolidate and expand their national entity. And they were repeatedly capable of heroic acts during the last 154 years — but, alas, at what cost in
terms of sacrifices and suffering! Yet, the Greek people have not achieved the
independence and dignity that can come only from true self-determination,
which in turn depends on cultural liberation. For only a culture based on universal principles of justice and on vital native elements and values can truly
liberate and elevate a community of people. This is the broader meaning of
1821 and this is why the Greek poet Kostis Palamas wrote in his last poem and
testament just before his death in 1943:
And this: my last word to you;1 have no other.
Drink deep of the immortal wine of 1821!

The Greek people, so wonderfully endowed with natural and cultural
gifts, have not as yet been able to transform their own wisdom and the riches of
their traditions into a truly independent culture and society. The realization of
such a culture and society is the task and the challenge that all of us must face
today. It is only with a clear understanding of our tradition and our present
situation, and only in unity with one another, that we can achieve just goals.
This celebration tonight gives me a special pleasure because it makes me hopeful for such unity.
The recent experiences of the people of Greece under the brutal military
dictatorship that wrecked the country and precipitated the tragedy of Cyprus
must teach all of us that there is no substitute for true democratic principles,
principles that respect human rights and aim at justice. And also as Greek-Americans we must learn, not just to go along with, but to question our government
in Washington and to oppose, which is in the best American tradition, its inhuman policies and actions, whether they support dictatorships or contribute
to the slaughter of the people of Cyprus and the people of Indochina.
Let us all join in a common effort to help Greece rise with her new democracy after the seven-and-a-half-year night of dictatorship; let us help Cyprus materially as much as we can, and politically by making clear to our fellow Americans the extent of devastation and suffering of her people, the magnitude of
the atrocities and injustices committed by Turkey and her supporters. And
let's fight to stop the traveling, computerized Sultan from Washington before
he carries out his sinister plan of partition.
Only our unity and determined actions will enable us to be true to the
spirit of the Greeks of 1821, of the Greeks who defied the tanks of their op60

pressors at the Polytechnic Institute of Athens in November 1973, and of the
Greeks of Cyprus who are heroically opposing the destruction and partition of
their beautiful homeland.

— Thanasis Maskaleris
San Francisco State University
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DEFIANCE ON THE ISLAND OF CORFU*

I had not seen Greece for 27 years, years in which I cherished in my heart
the dream of returning. Postwar Greece was a succession of pro-Nazi governments, gunpoint elections, civil war, exile islands, daily executions of heroes who
fought some of the most glorious resistance battles in World War II. And finally,
an American directed, blessed, and maintained military dictatorship that has
turned the land back hundreds of years and immersed its people in the most
primitive, terrorizing, and destructive chaos.
So, after all these years, why the sudden impulsive irrational decision to see
the land now? It's hard to explain. When you are in the United States you tell
yourself, well, Greece is so far, I'll go when it's free. But I was in Italy, next
door, feeling its presence and palpitations. Seeing the hordes of tourists boarding ships to Greece was too much of a provocation. I, too, boarded the ship.
That night, after interminable red tape, I walked the decks drunk with the
elation Ulysses must have felt, absorbing sights and poises I found myself staring at the Greeks returning to Greece, feeling they ought to show a spark of recognition. There were Greek workers from Germany, and students from Greek
and foreign universities compelled to return to vote. Greeks everywhere, my
people, my language. I listened to their laughter and talk, wit, and enthusiasm.
My Greeks with their greatness and their weakness! It somehow melted
the years and brought me youth and renewal.
The boat, scheduled to leave early in the evening, departed at 1 a.m. On
the top deck about two dozen university students were having the time of
their lives. These kids, who last spring fought the Junta in the streets and shed
blood, sang, danced, played, and joked with the exuberance of their blessed
youth while both tourists and Greeks looked on, laughed, applauded.
As night grew the travelers drifted off to fmd a corner in the goat boat in
which to sleep. The students sat out of the wind playing a harmonica and
singing forbidden songs sotto voce. I joined and stayed with them for hours.
We talked and they told me of their lives, struggles, and despair, their hopes for
freedom. That, of course, only after I identified myself as a resistance writer.
The boat docked at Corfu early in the morning. I saw the hillsides flying past,
the blue waters I had dreamed of for so long, the calmness. Blankets were being
folded, feet moved out of the way, bodies unfolded. From the clear horizon my
land greeted me dazzling in sunlight. I had vowed that when I returned I would
be dressed in white, like a bride. I went to change, to keep that oath. The
engines stopped, the sun danced on incredibly blue waters and somewhere out
there, a childhood friend I hadn't seen for 27 years waited.
The loudspeaker shattered the calm morning, the dream began unraveling.
"Will Mrs. Paidoussi go to the purser's office on an urgent matter. We repeat,
an urgent matter."
*The present account is a slightly revised version of the original story which appeared in the
Bergen County, New Jersey The Record on August 7, 1973.
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First in English, then in Greek, a frantic voice. At the purser's office they
asked for my American passport. The tall, mustached official, unmistakably
a plainclothesman, gave it to another face, unmistakably security police. My
daughter's photograph fell and he picked it up to look. I grabbed it feeling that
my child was being mentally fingerprinted.
You will pick your passport up when you disembark, they said.
"Fine."
"But make sure."
Who are you kidding? I thought, with a sinking heart.
Some students waited for me at the top of the stairs. They had heard my
name.
"What can we do?" they asked, and they knew; I saw the heartbreaking sadness in their young eyes. There was nothing they could do. I was a free person,
an American-born woman. They were trapped Greeks returning to a fascist
state. I suggested they watch to see if I'm forced into any car and to inform
the American Embassy. One by one, they came, gave me both hands and
looked at me in a way I shall never be able to forget.
I went downstairs. The land was a few yards away; my sunny country ready
to accept Ulysses from his wanderings. This, I thought, is my return. I still
had illusions.
The security guard waited with a sheaf of papers. I looked around. Security
police, ship's officers, marines — armed — and finally a military jeep. The dream
ceased. A small figure in white surrounded by the nation's armed forces!
I knew! The stamps and seals of the paper, my family's history, births and
deaths, and marriages! Where the hell did they accumulate all that in the nine
hours of the trip? No one knew I was coming; not family, not even I. Except
for the friend awaiting me, I was a total stranger. But a computer system
reports all passengers and gets automatic replies for clearance. And so, among
the dossiers of the security police I read the special decree adopted in 1972,
when my last book was published. It had to be that book and not because of
speeches or articles in anti-Junta newspapers through the years, because the
name on the decree was as it appeared in that book.
I asked the reason for my deportation. They looked at one another and hastened to inform me humbly that they had no idea, were just doing their duty,
etc., and at that point my sarcastic remark was: Yes, we've heard the same thing
years ago from Hitler's accomplices.
"You must go back without going ashore," he said. I told them I was going
out to walk that land because I hadn't been there for so many years. I wanted
to cry by myself, to feel that soil under my feet away from the stares of those
evil people. The chain of men, inspectors, agents, harbor police surrounded me,
each more apologetic than the other while I became sadder and more sarcastic.
I surmised they wanted no scandal. It would be vain to protest, to call the
American Embassy on a holiday morning especially since the dictator had
thought of the special decree.
And who would listen to my protests or screams? Just the seagulls. One of
the officers was ordered to take me out to walk. I told him to keep away
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from me: "Keep the handcuffs for yourself and these people you've chained,"
I said and walked off.
"Madam," he muttered, "what talk! We assure you we know nothing."
"Drop dead," I said between clenched teeth and I ran out. He came after me
and asked in a whisper: "Did you by any chance write a little poem?"
"No," I said. "I don't write little poems. I write big poems, books full of
them."
"I understand," he said, "but I don't read."
"Fine," I said. "Start reading."
I walked with a secret policeman following at a discreet distance, his jeep
farther back. Back and forth on the hot thirsty soil of the tiny port. The air
was clear, and far back from the dock, behind iron bars that separated them
from travelers. I could guess the silhouettes of the Greeks, those who live under
the Junta terror. Then I shed the tears I had saved for 27 years. Only these
were tears of despair, not elation. I grabbed my suitcase and headed for the
boat that was to take me back to Italy. I had enough! The agent followed me
(all the way to Italy!) for the return ticket.
"Papadopoulos will pay you," I shouted. "I don't wish to leave. I am not
leaving. I am forcibly ejected. He is throwing me out, let him pay you."
Walking past the boat I had arrived on, I heard applause and stopped, a bit
stunned. The students on the top deck were letting me know. They raised
their hands, and I mine. Then I bowed my head so they couldn't see me cry,
and stood at attention. Their boat was pulling out, it was their goodbye.
They knew it was my goodbye, the inheritance I was leaving them. It was my
farewell. For me, Greece of the dictators, was no more.
There was only one wish now: to leave, to run away, home to America and a
chance for struggle. To get so near Greece and not be able to touch it after
more than two dozen years, to see fascism in action suddenly, close at hand,
and feel its brutal power and intricate mechanism made me surer than ever
that to live like a slave is not for me. I should perish.
Yet, my people don't perish. They manage doggedly with their ancient
stoic courage. They go on. Some get entangled, others lost, some fight, others
ignore it. And for every one I've shed tears of hopelessness and despair. I felt
I touched what they have made of Greece and they can have it. I know the day
of freedom will come and Greece will once again belong to its people.
In a crazy sort of way I'm glad the dictators don't want me there. The hell
they have made out of the land, the economic chaos, the shattered culture, the
middle-aged educational system they propagate, chocolate coated with the
magnificent climate and sparkling islands, wrapped in bouzouki music and
evening jasmin aromas, belong to them and to the tourists who rush there and
cannot even smell the presence of the Greeks in the Hades beneath their heavy
clogs. No, that Greece they can have! I will return to my Greece when it's
free!
— Eleni Pakloussi
Bergenfield, N. J.
August, 1973
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TURKISH-AMERICAN COLLUSION
IN THE PARTITION OF CYPRUS*
If the Turks have progressed from those years when they were known as
"unspeakable" and "the Scourge of Europe," they certainly have an indelicate
way of concealing it.
In our century, it is especially the Armenians and the Greeks who realize
this all too painfully. In 1915 the Turks massacred 1.5 million Armenians; in
1922 they exterminated thousands of Greeks. Though no justification exists
for such horrid ruthlessness, the Turks have found ways to excuse themselves.
Again now they use an "excuse" for their invasion and subsequent activities
in Cyprus: they were alarmed, they claimed, by the overthrow of Makarios and
the threatening leadership of Samson, whose hate for the Turks was proverbial.
He wanted enosis, they said, and the union of Cyprus with Greece is not only
unacceptable to Turkey but forbidden by the Geneva Treaty of 1960.
If this indeed were the reason for their intervention, the world — and even
the Greek Cypriots, who also dislike Samson — would have approved.
But events now prove that the Turks did not act as guarantors of Cypriot independence; they simply set out to impose unilaterally and by brute force a
"solution" they have long advocated for Cyprus: partition of the island in "a
crude grab of territory."
The falsehood of their "excuse" is shown by the fact that they continued
their aggression against Cyprus even after Samson was replaced by Clerides and
the Greek military regime by the government of Premier Caramanlis. Their
participation in the recent Geneva conference was a mere smokescreen for what
they arrogantly considered a fait accompli, and their recalcitrance and outrageous demands in those negotiations were deliberately aimed to subvert any
diplomatic compromises. They felt that they must have as much Cypriot territory as they liked, simply because they were stronger.
It is not accidental in this regard that Turkey, sneering at world opinion,
violated all the cease-fire agreements and each of the Security Council resolutions. With total disregard for morality, they exploited not only the weakness
of the United Nations but of the transitional Greek government, continuing
their "intolerable conquest" by bombing hospitals, napalming innocents, raping,
burning and looting.
"But the Turkish minority in Cyprus was treated as second-class citizens,"
a well-meaning colleague explained to me recently. Of course, I cannot be sure
to what extent this charge is true, but the Turks at least should be ashamed to
speak of the proper treatment of minorities. Few nations have behaved toward
minorities as abominably as the Turks.
Minorities will always have reason to complain, but oppression against the
Greeks in Turkey has been exceedingly more brutal than that of the Turks in
.

'This brief article was originally published in the San Diego Union (Circulation 810,000) on
September 25,1974.
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Cyprus. At no time, after all, did the Greeks in Turkey have the autonomy that
the Turks have had since Cypriot independence (an independence for which the
Turks, unlike the Greeks, sacrificed nothing); at no time did the Greeks in Turkey have a vice president, as it has been true of the Turks in Cyprus. The
120,000 Turks living in Greece, furthermore, have lived for generations with the
local population peacefully and equally. Many Greeks expelled from Turkey
will stress the fact that discrimination is institutionalized in that country of
38 million; this has not been the case in Greece and in that unfortunate island
of only 650,000 people.
The casuistry and specious rationalizations of the government of Turkey,
in fact, are only matched in recent weeks by those of our own State Department. Henry Kissinger's stance over Cyprus has been at best disingenuous and at
worst obtuse. The Nixon Administration laid down the line that the tyrannical
Greek junta not only be tolerated but extolled because it "offers strategic advantages to the NATO alliance and to U. S., which are of great importance to
the security of the West."
The interests of the Greek people, as the Greeks realize now more than
ever, were not only secondary bur irrelevant.
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Since it is virtually certain now that the Greek regime of loannides (and
Papadopoulos before him) was working closely with the omnipresent Central
Intelligence Agency, it is not far-fetched to believe, as so many do, that in fact
the overthrow of Makarios was urged, if not engineered, by American intelligence, so as to give the eager Turks the "excuse" to invade the island.
The popular Makarios for too long had resisted a NATO base in Cyprus,
while Turkey was considered a staunch ally of NATO, even more valuable than
Greece. This explains why the Administration turned the other way when Turkey criminally invaded the island; this explains why Kissinger did not condemn
Turkish aggression and the ceasefire violations; this explains why military aid to
Turkey continued even during the invasion and occupation; this explains what
Turkish Premier Bulent Ecevit meant when he said on Aug. 14, "the United
States, like us, has had a very clearly defined policy as far as Cyprus is concerned,
and we are grateful to them for it."
This also explains why Greece withdrew from NATO and why the Greeks are
bitterly disappointed with U. S. foreign policy. Yet, while Kissinger's realpolitik may be explained, it cannot be exculpated.
The Greeks cannot forget that while they fought on the Allied side in both
World Wars, the Turks did not (they were in fact our enemies in World War I).
The truth that American weapons were used to kill innocent Cypriots and
threaten Greece, that the U. S. did or said nothing to prevent the war-loving
Turks, justifiably vexes the collective Greek psyche.
They feel (and they were) betrayed by the overrated U. S. secretary of state.
"You'd think," a friend wrote from Athens, "that it is we, not the Turks, who
supply the world with 80 per cent of its heroin."
A peaceful settlement of the conflict does not seem possible now, while
33,000 Turkish troops occupy 41 per cent of the island, while 230,000 victims
of Turkish bombings are roaming the countryside.
Greece will continue to refuse "discussions at gunpoint," and the U. S. and
its allies must see to it that the Turkish troops leave the island before negotiations are to resume. A strong assurance is also needed so as to defend Cyprus'
territorial integrity in the future.
Autonomy for the Turks or a federal solution, with guarantees, is feasible for
the Greeks, but 41 per cent of the island's best area in the hands of the 18 per
cent Turkish minority is understandably unthinkable. Yet it seems that the
Turks — dizzy with "success" — are in no mood for any reasonable compromises.
If Turkey's bullying methods are allowed to prevail, then whatever border
Turkey may draw by way of defending its territorial theft will surely be one of
the most explosive frontiers on earth. Brutal as the Turks may be, the Greek
Cypriots — already skilled in guerrilla warfare — will have to fight.

— Minas Savvas
San Diego State University
San Diego, California
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HELLENIKA: 1974 YEARBOOK FOR THE FRIENDS OF GREECE
(The Consortium of German Greek Societies, Bonn,
The Federal Republic of Germany, 1974)
Hellenika is an annual publication of the Consortium of German-Greek
Societies. It was founded as a journal in 1964 and became a yearbook in 1973.
The Consortium, whose director is Dr. Hans Stercken, has several affiliates
throughout Germany. Its ethnic composition is predominantly German although
it includes Greeks, too. In terms of professional identification, academicians
predominate but the organization also includes prominent classicists and composers, industrialists, the Greek Ambassador to Germany, the German Ambassador to Greece, the Orthodox Metropolitan in Germany and a secondary
school teacher. One qualification is in order with regard to the academic composition of the Consortium: It is hard to tell whether the title "Dr." refers to an
academic or to a medical degree. Nonetheless, the professorial titles are pervasive.
The 1974 yearbook, which this review covers, is divided into three parts,
each part having its own editor. Prof. Isidora Rosenthal-Camarinea l , who is
a member of the Executive Committee, is responsible for Part I which deals
with "Modern Greek Studies." Prof. Willy Zschietzschmann, also a member of
the Consortium's Directors, is in charge of Part II which is concerned with the
"Archealogy, Arts, and the Humanities of Antiquity." The third Part focuses
on "Politics and Economics" and is under the directorship of Prof. John Gaitanides, who is also a member of the organization's Executive Committee.
The major portion of the Yearbook is devoted to the "Modern Greek
Studies" and consists of a heterogeneous collection of literature and art forms
— fictional and non-fictional — including fairy tales, prose, poetry, historical
and sociological essays, etc., authored mainly by Greek writers: Hadzis,
Psathas, Ritsos, Sarantis, Vrettakos, Athanassulis, Jeranis, Zakythfilos, Carna&tea, Gaitanides, Montis, Themelis, Thrakiotis, and the Metropolitan Eirinaios.
Among the "German" contributors in Part I are the following: Hannsmann, Klaar,
Diller, Hulsman, Duckwitz, and Marcks. The fictional literature (fairytales and
short stories), although of good quality, seem to have lost some of their poignancy in the translation. The modern Greek poetry and lyrics give us some
good insights into the dictatorship period. Another poem dramatizes the plight
of the Greek "guestworkers"; nonetheless, we wonder why there has not been
more literature in this vital area. The non-fictional literature includes an article
on the old and the new Rhodes in which the author attempts to assess the
"oriental" influence on Greek character; an article on "Nisomania" (island
craze) which acts as an antidote to the surrounding fluidity in life; an article
about a museum exhibit at Bochum where Maria Farandouri and Petros Pandis
appeared and whose purpose was to improve contacts between foreign workers
and the local population; an article on the restrictive state of the publishing
business under the dictatorship (we may add a condition which antedated the
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junta); and, finally, an article by Thrakiotis on "The Influence of the Cretan
Literature on the Ionian School."
The Thrakiotis piece deserves some elaboration. Thrakiotis challenges
the unilinear theory of Greek cultural evolution (i.e., the purists of the ancestral cult) and maintains that the Greek culture is the end-product of several
divergent sources which eventually converge in the motherland. The Ionian
School, which includes the Greek national poet Solomos, was influenced not
only by the Cretan culture but also by Italian, Venetian and French developments. The Venetians who began their rule in 1386, apparently had a great
impact upon the Ionian Islands; they tried to latinize the Greeks by imposing
their own feudalistic and artistocratic class system and by prohibiting the Greek
language and the Greek schools. As a result of the anti-feudalistic peasants,
progressive changes in the town's guilds, and the inspiration of the French Revolution, the people's struggle against Feudalism and Catholicism was intensified. Events on the Ionian Islands served as an impetus to the growth of the
demotiki the popular language. The influence of the demotic became so
pervasive that in 1803 non-speakers of the popular language were excluded from
public office and in 1820 the demotic language became the official language for
all public documents. Solomos was thus born in an atmosphere where equality, brotherhood, and liberty vibrated. Unfortunately, the Ionian Islands became separated from the fatherland at the time of the 1821 Revolution; this
enabled the Phanariotes, and even Koraes, to impose the puristic Katharevousa
upon the new wounded state, with the attendant catastrophic results. Today
Thrakiotis hopes that the nation is strong enough to influence its cultural and
intellectual renaissance. He adds, quoting Solomos, "The people must learn to see
as national what is true."
The second part of the Yearbook includes a more homogeneous selection of articles on antiquity and archeology by German authors. Three of
these articles focus on strictly archeological topics. The first, by Eva Jantzen,
reviews the archeological discoveries made by Germans and the German Archeological Institute in Greece during the past two centuries. The Archeological
Institute, founded in 1874, was apparently forced to close several times because of war, but it remained open during the German occupation of Greece
and is credited with the protection of the Greek antiquities from bombing.
The article details the contacts between German and foreign archeologists in
Greece, but does not make much mention of Greek archeologists — perhaps
because they were non-existent. Jantzen also mentions how the German
archeologists of the early 19th century helped the Bavarian crown prince built
up his antique collection and how in 1938 the "Fuhrer" made funds available for his personal excavation in Greece. The second article, by Kleine,
describes the German excavations since 1899 at Miletus and identifies some of
the contemporary dangers facing archeological findings. The two immediate
dangers include both ecological and commercial considerations. Among the
first are rising ground water level and the rains; the latter includes making restorations attractive to the tourists. Neither of the two articles, however, directly
confronts the problem of "looting" of archeological sites by the Great Powers."
—
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The third article on archeology relates a controversy between Prof. Franz
Studniczka (1860-1929) and his students, one of whom was Zschietzschmann,
the author of the present article. The Professor felt that the sculpture of the
Olympia Temple of Zeus was "boorish" and not at all representative of great
classical art. When his students disagreed, he accused them of being "contaminated by expressionism" — a dominant art movement in the 1920s that was
later opposed by the Nazis. Two other articles by Gartner and Hahne, have
antiquity themes but are not strictly archeological. The first of these, "Fallday on Naxos," describes the receding antiquity in the context of the naturalistic, colorful, vociferous, and aromatic milieu. Like the article on Rhodes in
Part I, it gives little attention to the life of contemporary Greeks and leaves one
with the feeling that their existence is a mistake. The other article, "Return
of the Kori," views the Spring of the North (Europe) as "ordered, planned,
beautiful and not without charm," and the Spring of the South (the Ionian
Sea) as "whole," "cosmic," and "experienced" ("the criterion of this truth is
the happiness of being on good terms with the whole.") The Kori represents
the personification of the spring in the girl as shown in ancient myths: Spring's
tender processes were pictured in the "affection between mother and daughter,
between the Goddess and her priestesses." The "return of the kori" reminds
one of the countercultural movement in the 1960s against the regnant "onedimensional man."
Part II also contained a section on "News Briefs," which deals principally
with the affairs of classicists and archeologists.
The section on antiquity and archealogy is relevant today, especially when
one does not completely believe in the unilinear theory of progress. However,
we would still like to raise some questions about the impact of antiquity upon
contemporary Greek culture: What are the reasons for the absence of Greek
archeologists in the present section? To what extent has the concentration on
antiquity been detrimental to economic development? Is the "ancestoritis"
complex, that Greeks are said to have, domestically engendered or have foreign
classicists and archeaologists also contributed to it enabling their respective
governments to exploit Greece's natural and human resources for their economic
development while the Greeks bask in their ancient glory? Although the yearbook does offset in some ways the defensive aspects of emphasis on antiquity
by incorporating two parts on modern Greece, the questions we raise need
more critical exploration both on the part of foreign and Greek classicists.
Part III of the Yearbook covers economic and political developments in
Greece and Germany, beginning with a brief chronology of events since 1967.
It also contains an article by Prof. Gaitanides on "Greece: from Dictatorship to
Democracy" and two articles on foreign and Greek workers in the Federal
Republic of Germany. Prof. Gaitanides attributes the fall of the junta to its
disastrous economic policies, with the Cyprus tragedy acting as a powerful
catalyst. He sees Cyprus as a pawn of successive powers — Britain and the
United States. Prof. Gaitanides rejects the image of the Turks as a minority
since they oppressed the Greek Cypriots for 300 years and were a privileged
minority during the hegemony of the British. However, Greece is likely to pull
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out of the NATO alliance if the U. S. does not support Greece on its Aegean oil
rights.
In terms of mainland politics, the author sees Caramanlis as an "Hellenic
Adenauer" and as a man whom the military could trust at a critical time. He
perceives Andreas Papandreou on the left of the Center Union and the Communists in terms of domestic policy but more on the right in his foreign policy
since he advocates neutrality vis-a-vis the two power blocks. However, he does
not have much hope in the various leftist parties and says that Greece needs a
general "catharsis" to eradicate the patriarchal conditions that led to the 1967
junta.
Three reservations with regard to Prof. Gaitanides' analysis may• be in order: The first has to do with the conditions for withdrawal from the Western
alliance. Although with the present form of government in Greece, the Aegean
controversy may indeed be decisive, we do not see why the oppressive sevenyear dictatorship and the tragic Cyprus sequel are not sufficient grounds for dissociation from NATO. The second relates to his political classification. He
assumes that the Soviet block is the model of socialism, at least in some peoples'
eyes, when he classifies Papandreou to the right in terms of his foreign policy.
The third pertains to the assignment of blame for the Greek dictatorship. Although the pre-existent patriarchal conditions within Greece cannot be overlooked, we should also keep in mind that the "Great Powers" have manipulated these conditions to their advantage since Greece's emergence from the
feudalistic Ottoman dependence. It is paradoxical that Prof. Gaitanides realizes
the role of the "Great Powers" in the Cyprus tragedy but not in the imposition
and maintenance of the seven-year dictatorship. This would mean that
"catharsis" must extend to the area of foreign policy. More concretely, it
means that Greece must not make any more exclusive patron-client commitments with any power block.
The two articles on the foreign workers have been translated and appear
elsewhere in the present Journal. The first one on the "Laws Concerning
Foreigners from the Perspective of a Social Worker for Foreign Employees"
was written by Georg Albrecht who, besides being a social worker, is of German-Greek background. Mr. Albrecht describes how the German laws regarding foreign workers are contravened in practice by administrative acts and by
local employment agencies leading to discrimination, and sometimes expulsion,
against foreign workers — especially against those from non-EEC countries.
The author also refers to the "Action Group," organized by himself, which
tried to rectify the situation but had met with little success at the time of the
writing.
Gerhard Ahl, who wrote about "The Situation of Greek Employees in
Germany," attempts to view the adjustment problems of Greek workers in
Germany, e.g. job training, housing, schooling, insurance, etc., in the context
of German and foreign workers in general. Although Ahl realizes some problems
of structural discrimination and inertia on the part of the German government,
he tends to lay much of the blame upon the Greek workers' cultural background
and their economic motivations. He also tends to over-stress the benefits of
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foreign employment for the motherland due to improvement of qualifications
and remittances to Greece. Although Ahl acknowledges that the employment of
foreign workers "favors the gross social product of Germany," other sources 2
indicate more specifically, that foreign workers' contribution to the "social
product" is "proportionately 71% higher than that of the home population."
The SPD-controlled Munich Council "claims that the recruitment of every foreign worker involves a saving of between 75,000 and 150,000 Marks." Prof.
Nikolinakos, of the Free University of Berlin, has also challenged 3 the other
benefits for the mother country. The proportion of foreign workers who seek
advanced specialization is minimal; even AM's own statistics and observations
tend to confirm this analysis (A recent statistical study 4 shows the Greek
workers in Germany to be one of the least specialized groups). As to the remittances, much of it returns to Germany through the purchase of German
products in underdeveloped Greece. The longterm benefits to the mother
country also assume that the worker will be in good health and the mother
country in a good economic shape when the worker returns home, which is
often debatable. The only substantial benefits for the worker are the various
insruance programs, but even here the collection of welfare benefits is often
tied to expulsion (See Albrecht's article in this Journal). Perhaps it is because
of the greater advantages of foreign employment to the host country that the
Federal Republic has not striven for complete integration ("immigration status")
of the foreign workers and has tried to maintain them on a "rotational"
status; Ahl, himself, recommends this mobility status. The "rotational"
status has even been apparent in the labeling of foreign workers as "guestworkers," although the more recent label is "foreign workers." These observations lead us to the conclusion that it is not coincidental why Prof. Nikolinakos 5 has placed the problem of European migrant workers in the context
of the industrialized European North (Northern and Western Europe) and the
undeveloped European South (Southern and Eastern Europe, North Africa and
Middle Eastern Countries) — with the migrants from the European South being
exploited by the European North which is in economic competition with the
American economic giant.
The recent economic depression affecting all the Western economic systems, including the European North, are testing the limits of foreign worker integration in the Federal Republic and are increasing pressures toward deportation and repatriation, although there are still jobs available for foreigners in
some areas and many Germans won't do the menial work done by migrant
workers. 6 How long this aversion will persist in the face of increasing German
worker unemployment is not known; nonetheless, the rate of repatriation
among Greek workers has increased'. Whether this is due to the German conditions, to the fall of the dictatorship, or to the discovery of oil in the Aegean
is also not known. But one thing is predictable: unless the returnees are integrated
in the existent economic system, their experience of a higher standard of living
in the Federal Republic and their relative deprivation upon return home are
likely to increase their revolutionary demands for structural changes. Dialectically at least, the experience of foreign employment in Germany may work to
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the ultimate advantage of the motherland.
Aside from the three main parts, the Yearbook also contains three
other kinds of information which must be noted. The Yearbook includes a
valuable catalogue of all kinds of literature published since 1967, including a
mention of the present Journal's predecessor. Secondly, there are several
calls for aid to the Cyprus refugees and for the protection of the Cyprus antiquities which were vandalized by the Turkish invasion. Among the signatories
of these appeals, we recognize some Greek American scholars who took an
"apolitical" stand toward the dictatorship. The third kind of information consists of a series of advertisements among which was an advertisement by the
"Commercial Bank of Greece (Prof. Stratis Andreadis)". Among other things,
Prof. Andreadis has been known for his collaboration with the former junta in
the exploitation of the Greek farmers. While we do not want to appear overrighteous, it seems that the Consortium of German-Greek Societies could have
dispensed with such an association. In a way, though, it tends to be characteristic of "apolitical" academic organization, including many in the U. S., which
accommodate an indiscriminant range of political viewpoints.
Notes
1. The present review overlooks the specific professorial distinctions made in German
academic circles.

2. The German Tribune, August 30, 1973.
3. "The Immigrants as a Political Force," Nea Poreia, Vol. 14-15, 1971, pp. 156-167.

4. National Herald, March 27, 1975.
5. "The Concept of 'European South' and the North-South Problem in Europe." Lecture
given at the University of Amsterdam on May 26, 1972, following an invitation by the
Anthropological and Sociological Centre.
6. Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung Fur Deutschland, February 21, 1975; Wall Street Journal, February 26, 1975.
7. National Herald, March 27, 1975.

— Corinna Wiehen, McLean, Virginia
— Nikos Petropoulos, Indianapolis, Indiana
April, 1975
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ALLAN BLOOM'S TRANSLATION OF THE
REPUBLIC OF PLATO
(Basic Books, 1968)
Allan Bloom's edition of Plato's Republic is the first modern edition of
the Republic in English that allows the reader to understand Plato directly. Today when we pick up a work of philosophy, we usually expect to read a treatise
that fairly directly sets forth its meaning, and such an approach to Plato has
been encouraged by modern translators such as Shorey and Conford, who have
presented Plato to us according to their own understandings of him. Conford
even went so far as to leave out many of the short affirmative responses of
Glaucan and Ademantus to Socrates' statements in order to make Socrates'
presentation flow more smoothly. Conford's edition is enjoyably readable, but
doesn't the reader loose some of the essence of the discussion through the translator's ideational and stylistic interpretation?
Plato has presented us with dialogues not treatises. "Oh," one may say,
"but is not Socrates the Hero and is not Plato's meaning to be found in Socrates'
statements?" Perhaps, but such a proposition is extremely questionable. In
Hamlet, for example, one cannot perceive Shakespeare's meaning by examining
only Hamlet's speeches. The meaning of the play can only be fully understood
in examining the interaction of the characters in the context of the work as a
whole. True, a Platonic dialogue is not a play, but as Leo Strauss has indicated,
it has some of the characteristics of both a play and a treatise and should be
read accordingly.' While the translator's views of Plato's meaning should be
of concern to us, we should not be limited by those views in our reading of the
dialogues.
This is Bloom's belief and he has presented us with as literal a translation
as possible that at the same time is eminently readable. Only in a few places
does the necessity of presenting the direct meaning of the original Greek create
an awkward phrase or sentence, and on the whole, the text is lucid and flows
smoothly. Bloom believes, as does Strauss, that Plato wrote on many levels.
On the one hand, in the view of this reviewer, he seems to have intended to
present something salutary to the unthinking rapid reader. On the other hand,
Plato appears to have written complexly, developing the full range of consider.
ations necessary for the careful and thoughtful reader to grapple with the important problems under consideration.
In discussing such questions in the Republic as what is justice and what is
the good, Plato is at once the most conservative and the most radical of writers.
On the one hand he depicts an ideal society ruled by the elite class of guardians,
who have absolute power to rule and to impose censorship. On the other hand
leadership is to be based upon merit, not wealth or birth, and is to be equally
open to women as well as men. Those who govern are to receive no economic
or personal advantage from their position, but are to live communally, receiving
only the necessities of life. The "Republic" is elitist, yet it is to be run "from
each according to his ability to each according to his need." This is not to con75

fuse Plato with Marx, the two writers differ markedly on several crucial points,
but there are some important similarities 2 and Plato's analysis is still relevant in
considering many issues of importance to those who are concerned with progressive politics today.
It is unfortunate that in recent times many on the left have avoided reading Plato because they believed him to be a spokesman of reaction and of established interests. Even if after careful consideration one is to conclude that
Plato is in some important sense conservative, he is still worth reading no matter what one's political position may be. For Plato's concern is with the
improvement of man and society and his mode of presentation forces the discerning reader to examine all of the issues closely for himself. Without such
care it is impossible even to make an intelligent guess as to Plato's own position, and at every point the thoughtful reader is free to arrive at his own
conclusion. Even if one ultimately comes to the conclusion that he agrees with
what he believes Plato's own position to be, he must do so in the course of
finding the flaw in everyone of the conflicting statements and propositions to
be found in the text. In the entire course of the dialogues, there is probably no
single argument that is not intentionally deficient in at least one important respect. In this sense Plato, as a writer, is a true radical in that he wants us to
think for ourselves and not to confuse appearance with reality or to accept
simply, without serious questions, any established axiom or position.
Bloom's literal, yet easily readable translation, supported by helpful
notes and an excellent introductory essay, makes it possible for the reader to
approach the Republic and the issues it raises directly without the usual dangers of being misled or prejudiced by the translator's views. It is very much to be
hoped that the rest of Plato's work soon will be translated in the same fine
manner in which Bloom has proceeded in presenting us with the Republic. 3
Footnotes
1. For an excellent discussion of how Plato should be read, see Leo Strauss, The City and
Man (Chicago: Rand, McNally Co., 1964) pp. 50-138.
2. It is especially interesting to compare Marx with Plato in reading Plato's Mythical History of Man in Book III of The Laws.
3. There is only one drawback to the Bloom edition for classroom use that hopefully can
be corrected in the future. It costs $5.95, whereas Grube's (Hackett Publishing Co.)
translation is only $1.75.

— Stephen M Sachs
Department of Political Science
Indiana-Purdue University
Indianapolis
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CONTRIBUTORS (AUTHORS AND TRANSLATORS)
GERHARD AHL has been Director of the Employment Office at Dortmund since 1966
with special interests in the problems of foreign and Greek workers in the Federal Republic of Germany. Mr. Ahl was involved in the recruitment of Greek workers as early
as 1960.
GEORG ALBRECHT is a social worker by profession, has worked with Greek workers in
Cologne, has acted as social advisor for foreign workers in Dusseldorf, and has founded
the Action Group devoted to the reform of German laws concerning foreign workers.
PANOS ARGYRAKIS is a graduate student in the Department of Chemistry at the University of Michigan and is in charge of public relations for the University's Hellenic Students' Society. Address: 1117 Maiden Lane Court, Apt 106, Ann Arbor, Michigan
48105.
VAN COUFOUDAKIS teaches political science at Indiana University, Fort Wayne, has a
special interest in international relations and Middle Eastern affairs (Greece and Cyprus),
and has published articles and presented papers in these areas. Address: Dept. of Political Science, I. U., Fort Wayne, Indiana 46805.
STAS MARGARONIS is a free lance writer and a community organizer, is now affiliated
with an Arkansas Community Organization for Reform, has been co-publisher of the
San Francisco Newsletter (1973-1975), and has traveled extensively throughout Greece
in connection with his father's shipping business. Address: 523 W. 15th, Little Rock,
Arkansas 72202.
THANASIS MASKALERIS teaches comparative literature, classics, and creative writing
at San Francisco State University, has been a poet and a translator of Greek poetry,
has written articles and two books — among which is a biographical study of Kostis
Palamas, and is now working on critical studies of Kazantzakis and Sikelianos. Address:
Dept. of Comparative Literature, S.F.S.U., San Francisco, California 94132.
ELENI PAIDOUSSI, an accountant by profession, has written a novel about .the 1940s
Greek resistance (No One Shall Escape His Generation), two books of contemporary
resistance poetry — Elegiaka and Cycles of Silence and Screams (See Books of Interest),
and has also translated works of Kazantzakis, Elytis, and Ritsos into English. Address:
6 Dulles, Dumont, N. J. 07628.
NIKOS PETROPOULOS teaches sociology at Indiana-Purdue University in Indianapolis,
has special interests in minority groups and social movements, and has done research
on Greek Americans' attitudes toward Blacks, Jews, and Agnew. Address: 925 W.
Michigan, Indianapolis, Indiana 46202.
STEPHEN SACHS teaches political science at Indiana-Purdue University in Indianapolis,
has special interests in law and administration, political theory and comparative politics,
and has published several articles and presented several papers on poverty in the U. S.
and worker self-management in Yugoslavia. Address: 925 W. Michigan, Indianapolis,
Indiana 46202.
MINAS SAVVAS teaches in the School of Literature at San Diego State University and
besides being a persistent gadfly in regard to the American Press in matters which concern Greece, he has been a translator of Yiannis Ritsos and has published several of
Ritsos' translated poems in the New York Review of Books, the Antioch Review and
other periodicals. We plan to publish some of his translations in our subsequent issues.
Address: San Diego State University, San Diego, California 92182.
DINO SIOTIS is a graduate student in comparative literature and creative writing at UC
(Berkeley), published a resistance journal The Wire under the pseudonym — Jason Cycladetes during the junta, started the Wire Press which has already published its fast
booklet (Anonymous poem), has published three collections of poetry (Apopeira, Emeis
Kai o Vrohopoios, and So What), and has translated American poems into Greek with
the translations appearing in Katathesis 1974. Address: The Wire Press, P. 0. Box
14217, San Francisco, California 94114.
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HEIDI STROH who translated the article by Ahl, is a graduate student in economics, at
the New School of Social Research in New York, has special interests in language
teaching, journalism, and free-lance writing, and has contributed articles in this journal
in regard to the women's status in Greece and the Greek resistance movement in the
U. S. Address: 516 E. 78th Street, New York, New York 10021.
CORINNA WIEHEN has spent several years in Germany where she studied social psychology, has worked with the Women's Strike for Peace and the Southern Poverty Law
Center, and was an active participant in the diaspora resistance movement against the
junta. Address: 1596 Forest Villa Lane, McLean, Virginia 22101.
MICHAEL WIEHEN, who translated Albrecht's article, was born in Bonn, Germany, is a
lawyer by training, and has been working for the World Bank for the past 12 years.
Address: 1596 Forest Villa Lane, McLean, Virginia 22101.
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