




TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page
Editorial Notes 	 2

Articles
The U.S. and the Greek Dictatorship: A Summary of Support

by Phyllis R. Craig 	 5
Night Without Moon: Aspects of the Rebetika

by A. A. Fatouros 	 17
World Conference of Solidarity with Cyprus

(A Document) 	 29
Cyprus: A Status Report

by Van Coufoudakis 	 37
General Observations on Sports in Greece

by Panos Argyrakis 	 42

Book, Program Reviews & Replies
A Review of D. Eudes's The Kapetanios

by William Vettes 	 46
MGSA Panel Reviews

by Dan Georgakas 	 50
Report on Letelier's Funeral

by M.K. 	 54
Letter to the Editor

by Thomas Doulis 	 55

Poetry
A Poem by Yannis Chioles 	 56

Contributors. 	 57



EDITORIAL NOTES

I would like to extend an apology to our readers and subscribers for
the lateness of this edition. We are not becoming defunct, and we are not
facing any immediate economic problems. The publication was held up in
order to incorporate some relevant reports from recent conventions.

The current issue of the Journal contains two principal articles. The
first of these, by Phyllis Craig, is an overview of U.S. military assistance to
Greece during the dictatorship (1967-1974). The writer presents the morality
vs. interests dilemma facing the American government and then goes through
the various rationales used by the U.S. state department in restoring military
aid to the junta.

The second major article, by A. A. Fatouros, represents a perceptive
social analysis of the rebetika lyrics (the "Greek blues"). The author points
out their political-economic significance and describes their function in a de-
veloping and industrializing Greek society.

The Journal is also reprinting a significant document put out by the
"Solidarity with Cyprus Conference" held in Frankfurt, Germany on October
29-31, 1976. The document places the Cyprus problem in its proper regional
and international context and touches on such broad issues as European
security, the armaments race, and the economics of the eastern Mediter-
ranean.

Several brief articles are also published in the current issue of the Jour-
nal. The first of these, by Van Coufoudakis, gives us a status report on
Cyprus since the invasion by Turkey in 1974. The report goes into the pro-
blems of Greek Cypriot economic development, the missing Greek Cypriots,
the Cyprus refugees, colonization of Cyprus by Turkey, friction within the
Turkish community in Cyprus, and the prospects of a Cyprus solution under
a Carter administration. Mr. Coufoudakis is not as optimistic as the Greeks
in regard to a permanent solution.

The second brief piece by Panos Argyrakis represents a commentary
on the status of athletics in contemporary Greece. Mr. Argyrakis comes up
with a depressing diagnosis of the situation. It is ironical that Greece, the
birthplace of the Olympics, is so retarded in this development. It is also said
that Greece is the birthplace of democracy. And until now, the country has
known little true democracy. It is perhaps the duty of the Greek govern-
ment and the educational experts to go beyond symbolic gestures and to
undertake steps in order to rectify this deplorable situation.

The current issue also includes a number of program and book reviews.
Prof. William Vettes contributed a review of D. Eudes book, The Kapetanios.
He brings to light the various ideological and strategic conflicts that divided
the Greek left during the German occupation and the Greek Civil War and
suggests that the Communists' urban strategy may have been miscalculated.

Dan Georgakas, who attended the Modern Greek Studies Association
convention, "The Greek Experience in America," held in Chicago on October
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29-31, 1976 contributes two panel reviews on literature and immigration.
These critical reviews, that also incorporate commentary from the floor,
are a corrective to the largely conservative structure of the convention. Some
of us tried to incorporate two panels on the "Political Economy of Greek
Emigration to the U.S." and on the "Greek-American Establishment" (in
early March, 1976), but were told we were late and that the local Chicago
program committee was deciding the content of the convention. In any
case, we are glad to hear that the 1978 MGSA convention, to be held in
Washington D.C., will be on the "Impact of the 1940s on the Greek Society."

A final review consists of a report on the funeral service of Orlando
Letelier and his associate. Letelier, who had been a minister during the
Allende government, was assassinated in Washington D.C. on September 21,
1976. The funeral service became a mass protest against the fascist dictator-
ship of Pinochet. The Greek people and the Greek emigres, who have had
comparable experiences in this area, gave their moral support to the oppress-
ed people of Chile by their presence at the funeral.

The editor would like to invite the readers to submit critical articles re-
levant to Greek political, economic, social, and literary developments both in
Greece and in the. Greek diaspora. The Journal is especially interested in arti-
cles focusing on the relations between Greek developments and progressive
world movements. An important purpose of the Journal, besides critical
analysis, is the facilitation of cooperation among organizations working for a
sane world.

Nikos Petropoulos
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THE UNITED STATES AND THE GREEK DICTATORSHIP:
A SUMMARY OF SUPPORT

by Phyllis R. Craig

If we accept the political scientist Hans Morgenthau's position that
national interest is defined primarily in terms of power, the national interest
of the United States vis-a-vis Greece in the post-coup period was defined, as it
had been since 1946, in terms of retention of power in a bipolar world. As
such, the policy attitude was dictated by the same sort of considerations with
which the U.S. had been concerned since the end of W.W. II: strategic capa-
bilities, both within and outside NATO, and ideological commitments predi-
cated on the related strategic imperative to continue the fight against com-
munism, traditionally and often incorrectly perceived by the U.S. as Moscow
directed. Yet aside from these two important aspects of national interest
defined in terms of power was a third consideration - the self-proclaimed re-
sponsibility of the United States to support democratically elected govern-
ments and to deny support to those who had overthrown such governments
through the use of force. National interest in this context is argued to derive
primarily from world public opinion or the respect for the United States as a
defender of democracy. The conflict between strategic considerations and
the support of democratic values was resolved through verbal denunciation
of the overthrow of the legitimate Greek government and through consistent
financial and military support of the dictatorship which had replaced it.

Following the April 21, 1967 coup, the State Department announced
that it was "reviewing" its Greek aid programs and was awaiting evidence of
an intention to reestablish democratic institutions in Greece. 1 In May, it was
announced that a decision had been made to hold up "major items" of mili-
tary equipment in the hope of furthering .a return to constitutional govern-
ment. 2 In a meeting of NATO Defense Ministers, Secretary of Defense
McNamara intimated to General Spandidakis that the junta's attitude endan-
gered the continuance of U.S. military aid. 3

Despite the embargo on military hardware, sales and gifts of small arms
such as rifles, automatic weapons, mortars and replacement parts continued,
ostensibly because they were necessary to permit Greece to fulfill its role as a
member country of NATO. Military equipment of this nature is, however, of
less use in performing multilateral defense obligations than in maintaining a
police state and the status quo. No decision on diplomatic recognition was
made as ambassadors were accredited to the monarch who was still nominal
head of government. Hence, Ambassador Talbot was not recalled and busi-
ness-as-usual prevailed with the Greek government despite diplomatic admoni-
tions. As a result, although the "selective suspension of military equipment"
was undertaken with the intention of displaying disapproval of the extra-
constitutional regime, the continuation of the greater part of U.S.-Greek rela-
tions tended to place the military government in greater control of the situa-
tion.
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During this early period, the activities of the regime were becoming
more alarming. The suppression of civil liberties and the use of torture were
widely confirmed, and several "detention islands" in the Aegean, such as
Yiaros and Makronisos, were reopened for the first time since the civil war.

As international condemnation of the regime increased, so too did the
possibility that the U.S. would soon be forced to choose between the strate-
gic benefits derived from a friendly relationship with the Greek government
and widespread pressure that such a relationship be terminated until the
return of constitutional democracy in Greece. The first decision to act on
the basis of strategic capabilities was made as a result of the Soviet invasion of
Czechoslovakia on October 18, 1968. Justifying the decision on the basis of
the Soviet threat to the Mediterranean, and specifically to Greece via Bul-
garia, President Johnson announced the temporary suspension of the arms
embargo on Greece due to "the necessity of equipment clearly related to
NATO commitments." 4 Although the decision was articulated in terms of
NATO, it was a completely unilateral decision on the part of the U.S. which
did not consult with other member countries of NATO before the decision to
assist Greece was announced. Denmark had remained a vocal opponent of
continued relations with the Greek government, and only great pressure had
dissuaded it from bringing the matter of expulsion before a NATO council
meeting. 5 In terms of the possibility of a "Warsaw Pact" invasion, Norway,
the country closest in proximity to the Soviet "threat," condemned all aid to
Greece and, like Denmark, had informally expressed its desire to expel Greece
from NATO until its "undemocratic character" was transformed through a
return to parliamentary democracy.° Despite these considerations, that por-
tion of the suspended items supplied to Greece in early 1969 amounted to:
(quantity deleted from the testimony) F-102 aircraft, listed as surplus; 175
self-propelled artillery (the largest howitzers possessed by the U.S.); coastal
minesweepers; F-5 aircraft; F-104 aircraft; HU-16 Maritime Patrol Aircraft,
listed as surplus; T-41 Trainer Aircraft; T-33 Trainer Aircraft; 90 mm. cart-
ridges; and self-propelled 175 mm. artillery pieces.

For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1968, U.S. military aid to Greece
was valued at $51 million. For 1969, at $93.2 million. However, because
those items listed as surplus were valued at approximately one quarter of
their cost, adjusted figures for 1968 and 1969 respectively amounted to
$87.5 million, and $158 million, compared with $89.6 million in 1966. All
but a small portion of those items included in the figures for 1968 and 1969
were gifts rather than purchases.

Although the State Department testified later that members of Con-
gress had been consulted prior to the 1968 delivery of arms to Greece, Con-
gress was recessed at the time. Senator Symington, who was cited by the
State Department as having been consulted, could not recall any such meet-
ing. Further, in a memo to the Senate, Major S.K. Eaton explained the de-
livery in terms of an agreement with the Greek government made in Novem-

_ber of 1966, rather than on the basis of the Czechoslovakian invasion. In



short, the suspension of the arms embargo was solely an Executive decision,
justified on the basis of NATO commitments and made without prior con-
sultation with either the Congress or other NATO members.

On September 22,1970, the State Department announced the lifting of
the suspension on heavy arms deliveries to Greece in order to "enhance the
ability of the Greek forces to carry out their responsibilities in defense of the
NATO area, and thus contribute importantly to the cohesion and strength of
the southern flank of NATO." 7 Although this decision, like the decision to
make a "one time exception" to the heavy arms suspension in 1968, was
justified on the basis of NATO concerns, Roger Davies, Deputy Assistant
Secretary of State for Near Eastern and South Asian Affairs, implied in a
statement made shortly before the announcement that NATO concerns, while
important, were subsumed under sheerly U.S. strategic concerns. He express-
ed the U.S. dilemma in the following terms:

"We disagree with the political system which prevails in Greece and
consider a return to parliamentary rule essential to the long-term sta-
bility and prosperity of Greece. At the same time, we must pursue our
important strategic interests in Greece as a valuable geographic area in
the critical Eastern Mediterranean region... Balancing these often con-
flicting interests has been the major concern of U.S. policy towards
Greece since the coup."8

Although U.S. military assistance to Greece had been consistently justified on
the basis of the importance of Greece's role in NATO, it would soon become
evident that U.S. strategic capability in regard to both the Eastern Mediter-
ranean and the Mid-East had gained priority over alleged NATO concerns, as
well as over other considerations with regard to the nature of the undemo-
cratic regime.

Growing Soviet naval activity in the area, the Soviet Union's political
and military 'stance toward the Mid-East (Egypt, Syria and Iraq), and the
closing of Wheelus Air Base as well as other American and British facilities
in Libya following the 1969 overthrow of the monarchy increased the im-
portance of Greek facilities accessible to the U.S. Base and port privileges
in Greece had proven invaluable during the Six Day War in 1967, both for
communications and for the evacuation of American personnel. In 1972,
President Nixon, for the first time expressing a U.S. interest in Greece other
than one of ensuring its effective role in NATO, justified the continuation of
both economic and military assistance to Greece, as well as Turkey, on the
grounds that facilities there were necessary to "save" Israel.9 Although
during the October War of 1973, Greek facilities were made available to the
U.S., it remains that the "fate of Israel," while an important administration
consideration, was not the sole factor in continuing relations with the Greek
government. Whether in a crisis situation, or in terms of regular activities in
that area, access to Greek ports for repairs, communications, and personnel
transfer had been considered necessary if the U.S. was to operate effectively
in the eastern Mediterranean. Of the two policy considerations in the post-
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coup period which had prompted the continuation of relations between the
U.S. and Greek governments, anti-communism and strategic capabilities, the
latter had gained preeminence as the Greek regime consolidated its power.
The redeeming feature of the situation from an American perspective was no
longer so much the ruthless suppression of communist tendencies (raising,
for the U.S., the spectre of the Civil War in Greece), as the comparatively ob-
liging nature of the regime's foreign policy. The six-year regime provided, in
Stephen Xydis's words, "a period of political stability that ensured the con-
tinued alignment of Greece with the U.S. and its strategic needs not only in
the NATO defense area, but also beyond it, in the Middle East." 1°

The question of homeporting is closely tied to these strategic consider-
ations. The decision to station thousands of U.S. citizens in a country under
a specific form of government entails a number of policy considerations, in-
cluding not only questions of strategic location, but de facto acceptance of a
form of government as well as the faith that both the government and the
citizens of that country will respond positively to the maintenance of a large
number of American personnel. Testifying before the House Committee on
Foreign Relations, Admiral Zumwalt, at that time Chief of U.S. Naval Opera-
tions, recommended that without homeporting privileges in Greece, Sixth
Fleet commitments could not extend beyond one carrier task group -- or one
half the present U.S. force in the Mediterranean. In his words, the implica-
tions of such a reduction with regard to the Mid-East would "result in our
failure to be able to preserve the sovereignty of Israel, and most important,
to maintain our NATO commitments. Further, Greek homeporting facilities
would meet two basic requirements -- it would enable us to meet our commit-
ments without raising the U.S. profile abroad in the form of permanent mili-
tary bases, and the price tag is such that it can be accomplished within our
constrained fiscal posture." 11

Throughout the debate on homeporting, the Department of Defense
had stressed the value of a Greek location, often while failing to provide the
House committee with full information regarding alternative locations. One
such example was Admiral Zumwalt's argument that homeporting was essen-
tial to the maintenance of a volunteer army, increasing personnel retention
rates by reducing periods of family separation. He neglected to add, however,
that a study conducted by the General Accounting Office revealed that, ac-
cording to a U.S. Navy report of August 1971, naval personnel, whether
single or married, officer or enlisted man, preferred Italian over Greek home-
ports. This information was later supplied to the committee. In addition, the
one percent reenlistment rate he had argued would result from homeporting
in Greece, and which would save the Navy $14.68 million annually in basic
costs for first term reenlistees, was offset by two considerations. Although
he had argued the reenlistment rate increase on the basis of the desirability of
Greek homeporting, such a rate increase is applicable to homeporting in any
location. More importantly, Zumwalt had failed to add that $9.34 million of
the $14.68 million the Navy could be expected to save would be expended in
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reenlistment bonuses, dependent medical care, and other costs attributable to
reenlistment rate increase. Further, Navy officials have acknowledged that
factors other than homeporting contribute to higher rates of reenlistment. 12

Navy surveys of alternative ports which were considered before Athens
was announced as the Mediterranean homeport choice were not made avail-
able by the Department of Defense throughout the House debate on the pro-
posal. Since the majority of those port sites were Italian, one may readily
question why sites in Italy were not considered over politically troubled
Athens. The urgency of testimony calling for Greek homeporting over
Italian suggests that special Defense Department interests were best served
through the continuation of close relations between the American and
Greek militaries. As Mr. Buchanon, member of the House Subcommittee on
Europe, expressed it,

"I have two basic areas of concern. One is the process by which foreign
policy is made and the weight of the Defense Department toward the
making of that foreign policy, as illustrated by and specifically concern-
ing this matter of homeporting in Greece, because there are political
ramifications, whether you determine it to be good or bad politically...
the other is the implication that an increased American presence and a
higher American profile would imply, and particularly of American
military personnel, because there seems to be, and I cannot prove this
in court, a very warm relationship between our military and the present
Greek government, which is comprised of military men who have work-
ed closely with the American military and which is a military govern-
ment... we are concerned about the implications within Greece that
this indicates some kind of particular warmth or closeness or endorse-
ment of this present Greek government." 13

On the basis of political reasons, as well as on the availability of alter-
native homeporting facilities, the House Subcommittee on Europe, as well as
the Subcommittee on the Near East, concluded that "the decision to home-
port... in Greece at this time is a serious mistake." 14 Benjamin Rosenthal,
Chairman of the Subcommittee on Europe, expressed their findings in the
following manner:

"We still have left some margin of the traditional Greek friendship for
the United States. How this will endure and how it can be employed
in the coming critical days in Greece is uncertain. But unless more
attention is paid by our government to the political considerations,
and less to those of short-term military consequences, we will not have
much prestige left in Greece to use in the difficult times ahead... More
important, I hope that the State and Defense Departments come to
this same conclusion very soon. "15

Despite these findings, an agreement of January 8, 1973, between the
U.S. Navy and the Greek Navy, resulted in the decision to implement, in two
stages, homeporting near Athens. These facilities were to serve an estimated
6500 military personnel attached to the Sixth Fleet and an estimated 3350
dependents.

In addition to furthering anti-American sentiments within Greece,
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continued relations between the U.S. and Greek governments provoked in-
creasing international criticism of the U.S. position. The manner in which it
had assumed power, the suspension of representative government and of poli-
tical and civil liberties, and universal reports of ill treatment of the regime's
opponents, had resulted in condemnation of the regime throughout the
world. Confronted by the conflicting demands of the situation, and by pres-
sure both from Greek exiles and Congress to withdraw military support for
Greece, the U.S. policy justification remained couched in the following
terms:

"The readjustment of Greek political life is a transitory phenomenon;
the principles upon which our relationship with Greece must rest are
enduring. In this situation, our endeavor must be to maintain a policy
based firmly on the identity of Greek interests with those of the United
States. The closeness of the security interests of our two countries re-
mains a constant, embracing our mutual reliance on NATO and cooper-
ation in bilateral security matters." 16

In addition to security demands which necessitated friendly relations
between the two governments, two further objections were expressed by the
State Department to Congressional demands for the withdrawal of military
assistance to the Greek government. Interestingly enough, one of the argu-
ments, employed to justify the continuation of military assistance to Greece,
like one that opposed such a policy, centered on the question of intervention.

In the later period of the coup, U.S. military assistance (which, despite
claims to the contrary, increased during the post-coup period relative to that
of the legitimate government) had tended to place the junta not only in a
greater position of power within Greece, but internationally as well. U.S.
military grants alone equalled: 1968-$87.5 million; 1969-$158.6 million;
1970-$101 million (as well as supplementary aid for which figures are un-
available); 1971-$89 million (as well as similar supplementary aid); and
1972-$91.9 million (Greece and Turkey being the recipients of the largest
aid grants that year). 17 Such assistance not only provided the Greek colonels
with superior military equipment, but also tended to implicitly recognize
(and so legitimize) the regime as friendly and deserving of U.S. support. In-
deed, because such "assistance" was perceived as "support," a major criticism
of U.S. policy - voiced by members of Congress, Greeks, and fellow NATO
member countries - focused on the nature of such support as tacit interven-
tion, or the sanctioning and assisting of an illegal and extraconstitutional
government which maintained itself only through the overt suppression of the
Greek people. Although the State Department had consistently asserted that
it did not support the political system which prevailed in Greece, the inherent
contradiction of that policy expression was seized upon by Senator William
Fulbright in these terms:

"You say we do not support the current Greek government, but it is
quite obvious that they (the Greek colonels) say we do support them,
we give them money, and we give them arms, and this tends to keep
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them in and to defeat what you say is our purpose, which is to return
to parliamentary government." 18

Similarly, the State Department supported its position by claiming that
any pressure on the part of the U.S., including the suspension of military
assistance, to induce a change in government would amount to an attempt to
interfere in the internal affairs of Greece. In Assistant Secretary of State
Davies's words:

"In a kind of situation we perceive in Greece today, it would be singu-
larly inappropriate for outsiders to interfere or to favor one alternative
to representative rule over another. Our policy has taken into account
the reality that outsiders cannot restructure Greek politics in accord-
dance with their own ideas. Despite the sophisticated arguments we
frequently hear - that the normal conduct of business between two
governments is intervention -- or even that nonintervention is a form of
intervention -- we do not in fact intervene, recognizing the reality that
the political future of Greece is a matter for Greeks to decide." 19

Of the two positions, the latter strikes one as singularly indefensible.
Leaving aside questions of U.S. complicity in the coup itself, the decision
not to "favor one alternative to representative rule over another" was trans-
lated into support for the current government until such time as it chose
to step down in favor of a democratically elected one. Supported by Amer-
ican economic and military aid, and quelling opposition through torture and
imprisonment, there was at the time little potential for internal changes.
Given that the regime had benefited considerably from U.S. assistance, it is
also difficult to seriously accept the statement that "the political future of
Greece is a matter for Greeks to decide." In effect, that matter had been
decided to a great extent when the U.S. chose to conduct friendly and sup-
portive relations with the colonels.

The second objection to the suspension of military assistance to Greece
consisted of a broader - rejection of arms suspension as a viable foreign policy
tool. An unclassified version of a study on the effect of termination of mili-
tary assistance conducted by the State Department's Bureau of Intelligence
and Research concluded that, "Cutting off or suspending military aid rarely
achieves the desired effect; rather than achieving the recipient's policy goals,
cutting off military aid often has the reverse effect; military aid will not pro-
vide enough leverage to force a recipient to take any actions contrary to his
vital interests... in general, an arms cut-off will not succeed unless the re-
cipient has no other source of supply." 20 Because the Greek government
had purchased military equipment from France, and could presumably pur-
chase similar equipment from other countries, including the Soviet Union,
an arms suspension was seen as being of limited utility. Ambassador Henry
Tasca had told a commission of lawyers on a fact-finding visit to Greece that
an important consideration in determining U.S. policy vis-a-vis Greece should
be the fact that the Greeks were being wooed by the Soviets, who were com-
peting with the Chinese for their favor. 21 Although this cannot be disproved,
one factor against such a possibility was pointed out by Professor Theodore
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Couloumbis in his testimony before the House Subcommittee on Europe. In
his words, "The regime cannot flirt with the Soviet Union because if it does,
the Army again, which is Western in orientation, will not allow it to do
so."22 The implication was a counter-coup led by pro-Western and anti-
Soviet (anti-Communist) officers, which was widely considered to be a real
possibility should the colonels approach the Soviet Union. However, since
such a response could not be predicted with a high degree of accuracy, and
because the suspension of military assistance was not perceived by the State
Department as a viable policy tool for inducing a return to parliamentary
government in Greece, that policy was rejected. In the view of the State
Department, the continuation of 'normal military aid' was, in fact, the only
way to keep the channels open between the two governments. The Depart-
ment also noted that the regime had consistently honored its NATO obliga-
tions and its bilateral agreements with the U.S., and had taken steps to im-
prove its relations not only with Turkey, but with its Balkan neighbors as
well. Hence, witholding or threatening to withold aid from Greece would
only serve to create hostility among both the Greek people and the Greek
government and to negate whatever influence the U.S. might have in re-
storing a more democratic system of government.

Although Congressional disapproval of U.S. policy toward Greece in-
creased during the seven year period, that policy was generally unaffected.
This can be readily understood in terms of the consistent close agreement on
that policy among officials in the Executive branch, manifested in President
Nixon's predictable reaction to Congressional pressure to withdraw military
assistance to Greece - his claim of "over-riding security concerns." The
congruence of what Graham Allison has termed "partially compatible con-
ceptions of national goals, organizational goals, and political objectives"
in regard to U.S. policy toward Greece resulted in a response which was emi-
nently satisfactory to the Defense Department, satisfactory to sectors of the
State Department, and increasingly unsatisfactory to the Congress.

We have seen that Athens was considered by the Defense Department
to be preferable by far to other homeporting locations. Presumably this was
due to the close cooperation between the two military establishments, which
had been maintained since the establishment of the Joint United States Mili-
tary Aid Group, Greece (JUSMAGG) in 1947. The basic mission of that
group has been to represent the Secretary of Defense and U.S. Commander-
in-Chief, Europe, with the Greek Ministry of Defense and its Armed Forces.
In addition, JUSMAGG was to further U.S. military policies and interests in
Greece and in NATO's southern flank. According to Robert Pranger, Assist-
ant Secretary of Defense during the period of the junta, approximately 70%
of the U.S. forces in JUSMAGG were to be devoted to training Greek military
forces and to serving on advisory matters. 23 • The Defense Departme4t not
only succeeded in obtaining the Homeporting Agreement (although it was
to be nullified later), but also in attaining its policy objectives in regard
to Greece. The continuation of military assistance to Greece, as well as close
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cooperation between the two governments, was perceived by the Defense
Department as crucial to the preservation of Western security. Defense Sec-
retary Melvin Laird had consistently expressed his admiration for the "superb
professional readiness of the Greek Armed Forces," while just as consistently
avoiding discussion of the nature of the military government. As expressed
by James Noyes, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Near Eastern,
African and South Asian Affairs at the time, bilateral security agreements and
NATO are "more important than national policy differences which have and
will continue to exist among NATO members."24

Although the policies recommended and justified by the State Depart-
ment were consistent with those of the Defense Department, they were not
without criticism within the State Department itself. Here resistance to
homeporting in Greece was located in the Bureau of Regional Political-
Military Affairs and in the Greek Desk in the Bureau of Near Eastern Affairs.
George T. Churchill, State Department Director for Greece, testified that,
although he preferred homeporting conducted at an Italian port, others
"further up the line" preferred Athens. 25 These included Assistant Secretary
of State SiAco, his deputy Roger Davies, and presumably the Secretary of
State at the time, William Rogers. There is no evidence, however, that similar
disagreement on the continuation of military assistance to Greece, or of
friendly relations between the two governments, existed within the Depart-
ment.

Other figures in the Executive Branch supportive of the policy adopted
were Secretary of Commerce Maurice Stans and Vice-President Spiro Agnew.
In an April 1971 visit to Greece, Secretary Stans expressed his approval of
the "economic miracle" which had been achieved in Greece, while, in fact,
the growth rate of the GNP in Greece never managed to achieve pre-coup
levels. During the same visit, Secretary Stans conveyed President Nixon's
"warm love" to the Greek government, a message which created a minor
controversy between the House Subcommittee on Europe and the State De-
partment, which later maintained that Stans had said, rather, "warm greet-
ings."26 Vice-President Agnew, of course, had openly supported the colonels
since his nomination.

In contradistinction, Congressional reluctance to continue military
assistance to Greece mounted. Disapproval of the military regime was first
expressed in 1969, with President Nixon's appointment of Henry Tasca as
Ambassador to Greece. Congress witheld approval for three months as an ex-
pression of concern over the dictatorship. In 1969 and 1970, proposed
Senate amendments to the Foreign Assistance Act and Foreign Aid Author-
ization Bill, prohibiting military assistance to Greece until it fulfilled its
NATO obligation to preserve the principles of democracy, were defeated on
the floor by a vote of 45-38 and 42-50, respectively. In 1971, a provision
to the Foreign Aid Authorization Bill was recommended by the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee calling for the halting of all economic and
military assistance to Greece unless the President determined that "over-
riding national security concerns" warranted its continuation. An amend-
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ment to delete that provision was proffered by Senator Stennis, who claimed,
"Like it or not, we cannot just pull the plug and expose ourselves and all of
Europe to Soviet inroads in the Mediterranean." The amendment to reject
the provision was approved by a roll-call vote of 49-31. In 1972, Congress
passed an amendment to the Foreign Aid Authorization Bill which curtailed
further military assistance to Greece unless the President cited those ubiqui-
tous national security concerns. On March 1, 1972, President Nixon did cite
such concerns in regard to the Soviet build-up in the Mediterranean and the
situation in the Mid-East. In 1973, the Senate voted 46-41 to adopt an
amendment calling for the cessation of military aid to Greece. Although
this was the first such proposal which passed without a Presidential waiver
provision, the final bill reported out of Congress did not include the original
wording. In 1974, a report of the House Foreign Affairs Committee stated,
"The U.S. stands alone in NATO in insisting on this close relationship with
the Greek military government. American self-interest in projecting abroad
its commitment to democratic societies as part of its foreign policy is serious-
ly damaged when we continue to support a government which has been under
military rule for seven years. Whether or not there is justice to the charge
that the U.S. condoned the execution of the 1967 military coup, there is a
widespread perception in Greece today that our continued support of the
military government has contributed to its continuation. The U.S. has be-
come, in the eyes of an increasing number of Greek democrats, an instrument
of their repression." In April, Congresswoman Bella Abzug introduced a bill
similar to one which had been passed by the Senate earlier that year calling
for the halt of all military assistance to Greece "until that government lives
up to its political obligations under the preamble of NATO's charter to ob-
serve the principles of democracy and provide liberty within Greece." 27

Congress failed to exert any real influence on the policy response to
the Greek dictatorship. Although we do not know the lines of communica-
tion, and so cannot distinguish those persons or organizations which were
influential from those who were influenced, it is apparent that consensus
existed within the Executive Branch on the necessity of continuing friendly
relations with the Greek government. The State Department, Defense De-
partment, and presumably Henry Kissinger, whose Mid-Eastern policy was
apparent in President Nixon's 1972 justification of continued military assist-
ance to Greece, stressed the importance of Greece for Western security.
NATO commitments and bilateral agreements were emphasized as super-
ceding concerns for the nature of the political system in Greece. Hence,
despite Congressional attempts to suspend military assistance to Greece, and
despite Congressional recommendations that the continuation of a friendly
relationship with the Greek dictatorship could permanently damage long-term
U.S. interests in Greece should the military government be overthrown,
the policy decision was to conduct business-as-usual.

In attempting to briefly summarize the nature of U.S. support for the
Greek dictatorship and the policy assumptions upon which that support was
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predicated, we have discovered essentially nothing of which we were not
already aware. Whether in Iran, Chile, South Korea, South East Asia, or
Greece, U.S. foreign policy depends least of all on moral considerations.
This is an indictment - one based not only on 'abstract' normative grounds,
but on the grounds of 'national interest' as well, insofar as one aspect of
national interest is precisely that kind of prestige, respect, affection and in-
fluence which the U.S. is sacrificing more and more for short-term strategic
interests and ill-defined national security concerns.
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NIGHT WITHOUT MOON: ASPECTS OF THE REBETIKA

by A. A. Fatouros

The rebetika, the Greek urban folk songs of the mid-century, have had
a paradoxical fate. They started as the voice of a small subculture of pot-
heads and small-time crooks. They were soon adopted by a much larger
group, essentially the whole Greek urban working class; the middle class and
most of the intellectual elite ignored them or treated them with contempt.
Suddenly, they were "discovered;" they became popular; pop singers tried to
sing them; composers honored them with "the sincerest form of flattery" -
imitation. By now they have pride of place in tourist ads; "Athens by Night"
includes half-an-hour in a bouzouki joint at the end of its regular tour. Yet,
the rebetika are still forcefully rejected by large numbers of Greeks. Toler-
ance of particular songs is often in direct proportion to their lack of authen-
ticity, their denial, or toning down of those features which are most pro-
foundly original in the rebetika. Neither have they fared any better with
politicians and ideologues, of the right as much as of the left, albeit with
honorable exceptions on both sides. The right has traditionally considered
them vulgar and "un-hellenic ;" their influence, they claim, weakens the moral
fiber of the nation. The ideologues of the left, on their part, insist that the
rebetika are products of a worthless Lumpenproletariat corrupting tools in
the hands of a cunning ruling class. The phenomenon is not unique. The
Greek modernized elite has shown over the last century and a half an unerring
instinct for rejecting most of what is authentic in modern Greek culture -
what Seferis has called "the essential elements of the Greek tradition." It
is true that traditional folk songs have been tolerated, even honored, but this
may be atrributed to the effects of nationalism, of a romantic conception of
their idyllic rural origins, and of the fact that foreign scholars discovered and
appreciated them first. Byzantium and its achievements were long slighted -
tradition has it that one hundred Byzantine and post-Byzantine chapels were
torn down so that their stones would be used to build the esthetic and spirit-
ual monstrosity that is Athens Cathedral. Much of the folk tradition was
treated as Turkish-inspired. For a long time, Erotokritos was considered a
servants' book, the kind that maids read in the kitchen; the memoirs of
General Makriyannis were first published more than a century after inde-
pendence. Seen in such perspective, the continuing resistance to the rebetika
is as important as their own persistence for understanding their significance
and their place in modern Greek society.

This paper attempts a brief discussion of some aspects of the rebetika.
My concern is neither that of a literary critic nor that of a folklore specialist.
I am interested in the songs' social, political and moral premises, their histor-
ical background and evolution, their role and significance in modern Greek
society. My own limitations as well as other constraints oblige me to deal
mostly with their lyrics: This is in itself a very serious limitation, for music,
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dance and poetry are inextricably combined in the rebetika and any separa-
tion is highly artificial. It is generally true, moreover, that the lyrics are less
important as artistic achievements than the music and the dance.

Contexts of the Rebetika

The historical cultural context of the rebetika has received little atten-
tion. It is my submission that they are an art form which reflects, marks, and
indeed facilitates, the transition of a society from tradition to modernity.
Without atrributing undue rigidity and distinctiveness to these two notions, I
use them to refer to the social and cultural conditions of two kinds of socie-
ties: a slow-changing society with strongly-held values and well-established
beliefs and expectations concerning individual behavior and worth, on the
one hand, and on the other, a society where (relative) economic growth and
industrialization bring rapid social and cultural change, where expectations
are uncertain and contradictory, and where established values are disputed
and obscured by "possessive individualism," egalitarianism and a near-exclu-
sive affirmation of the value of rationality.

Passage from the one kind of society to the other is a wrenching and
painful process, whether it happens to an individual moving across borders
or regions, or to a whole population affected by "progress." The rebetika
express the responses of some persons who were subjected to this process,
without much choice or any clear understanding of what was happening to
them. These songs exhibit accordingly a profound ambiguity concerning
personal and social values: their creators and their audience are still close
and attached to the traditional, in the Greek case essentially rural, values,
the legitimacy and moral authority of which they still accept; they feel, at
the same time, a certain distance, a gap, an inability to conform to them, for
which they sometimes blame the individual and sometimes the "society."
The rebetika thus depict the consistent infringement, and thereby the dis-
appearance, of traditional values still felt as morally binding; the new, emerg-
ing, hierarchy of social and personal values is still far too unclear and uncer-
tain and it has no obvious source of social and moral legitimacy. It is their
success in expressing this fundamental conflict that accounts for the remark-
able expansion in the constituency of the rebetika over a few years. The
losers in the Lumpenproletariat had always had their own subculture and
their own songs; but at this particular moment, these songs captured and ex-
pressed anxieties and feelings shared by a much larger group. The political
importance of the changing role, or at least potential, of the Lumpenprole-
tariat in countries undergoing modernization has been much stressed in re-
cent years. I see the rebetika as a corresponding manifestation on the cultural
side.

At the same time, the role of the rebetika as expressions of the passage
to modernity may account for the lack of contact between them and most of
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contemporary Greek literature. Transition from tradition to modernity is
no longer an immediate emotional problem for most Greek writers. One way
or another they all belong to the modernized section of Greek society; they
have found their identity in terms of modernized society. The pains of the
transition may have been already expressed in Greek literature, in an earlier
period and therefore in differing context: roughly from 1880 to 1920.
The constituency of most Greek writers and poets in the last forty years has
been exclusively among modem, "westernized," Greeks.

The social context of the rebetika is urban and lower class. In a coun-
try which has very recently passed from predominantly rural to half-urban-
ized, the rebetika represent one of the first expressions of urban folk art.
This sharply differentiates them from earlier folk songs, which held tightly to
traditional rural value orientations. At the same time, the rebetika are songs
of the lower classes, of people living in the outskirts of the big cities -- eternal-
ly poor and unskilled workers, occasionally employed in unpleasant jobs,
often in trouble with the law, with no expectation of affluence or social
advancement. In their majority these people are still fresh from, although
they no longer belong to, the village and the countryside; or they are, especial-
ly in the early periods of the rebetika, refugees from the ethnic Greek com-
munities of Asia Minor. The rootlessness of the villager, newly emigrant to
the city, is thus fused with that of the refugee, permanently deprived of his
native land. It is not an accident that refugees from Anatolia have played
such an important role in the development of the rebetika; their plight -
suddenly wrenched from the relative wealth and security of their towns and
villages, living in abject poverty in urban slums, with a younger generation
growing up totally unable to adopt (and even perhaps to understand) the
ways their parents had inherited from a different society - may be seen as
symbolic of a whole society's passage to modernization.

The evolution of the rebetika over the years has been accompanied
(and in part caused) by a shifting in their primary constituency; the miserable
shiftless member of the Lumpenproletariat of their early periods has been
replaced (although never totally displaced) by the skilled worker, the more
established member of a regular working class, say, a construction worker or
a factory hand. The change in constituency has been reflected in the content
and themes of the songs, although perhaps not as clearly in their general atti-
tude and atmosphere.

Finally, the literary context of the rebetika reflects their essential am-
bivalence in attitude and values. While properly classified as "folk songs,"
they are much less anonymous than folk songs normally are. Their brief
historical timespan, the impact of phonograph recording and of the media
in general, the greater individualism of their makers, all contribute to
identify authors and especially, composers. Still, with half-a-dozen
exceptions, rebetika composers, and even more writers of lyrics, were largely
unknown to the public at large until quite recently; moreover,there is con-
siderable confusion and controversy over some attributions of authorship and
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there are a few well-known songs whose creators are anonymous and indeed
collective — for instance, 0 Haros, the Man from Votanikos.

The language and style of the rebetika are marked by extensive borrow-
ings from the traditional folk songs of rural Greece. Even where there is no
conscious imitation, there are clearly recognizable memories from, echoes of,
folk songs. The lyrics of Markos Vamvakaris are particularly notable in this
connection:

Your eyelashes are shining like flowers in the meadow.
* * * * *

Black eyes, black eyebrows
Black curly hair,
A white face like a lily
And on the cheek a beauty-mark.

Despite similarities and borrowings, however, the whole context of the
rebetika differs so much from that of earlier folk songs that it strongly affects
the meaning and tone of folk-song phrases or verses incorporated in them.
Compare two folk couplets, collected in the early nineteenth century by
Fauriel and Didot, with a song of the late nineteen forties by Tsitsanis:

Night falls, dawn comes, it is not feasible
Not to sigh, not to say, "Ahh!"
* * * * *

It's always with sighs that night falls, dawn comes,,
For you my little heart cries and can't be comforted.
* * * * *

The dawn comes and night falls
On the same old tune
Bring me your most expensive drink
I'm paying for the eyes I love.

On the other hand, the rebetika are replete with city-talk, petty bour-
geois borrowings from foreign tongues, banalities of media-dominated life.
One of Tsitsanis' best known songs has "Cherchez la femme" for a refrain.
(The rhymes which had to be devised to fit it were most ingenious.) And in
one of the ;`heaviest" songs of hashish-smokers, they are ironically called
"enfants-gates":

And all the enfants-gads will sit in the teke.
[Tekes being the pot-smoking "pad."] This kind of cheap and banal

language imports into the songs strong prosaic elements, which contrast with
their generally correct scanning and rhyme and differentiates them both from
rural folk songs with their authentic lyricism and from modern pop songs
with their fake genteel language. At their best, the rebetika renew the tired
and cliche-ridden tongue of the cities; their use of homely expressions and
proverbs to express emotion and feeling reaches the modern city-dweller's
dulled sensibility, pierces his defenses against the lyrical rhetoric he is con-
stantly exposed to and to which he has become immune.

It is in such juxtapositions of the old and the new, the banal and the
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original, the cliche expression and the novel, that one finds sometimes, occa-
sionally - indeed all too rarely, for authenticity is rare in any body of litera-
ture, and particularly hard to find in a literature of transition - the genuine
voice of the rebetika:

Tonight you are great, Wow!
The streetcars see you and they brake and stop.
* * * * *

And if I dance when I am high, beautifully and humbly.
* * * * *

My heart clouds over,
My tears fall like rain;
The way we are going, we surely will end up
You under the ground and me in jail.
* * * * *

It's cloudy over Piraeus
In Athens it's raining.
There are those who've got their love
There are those who've lost it.

Some Themes of the Rebetika

Unlike other bodies of folk songs, the rebetika cover a narrow range of
themes. They include few narrative songs, ballads or paraloges; they have no
epics. This last is indeed remarkable, when one considers that during the life-
time of the rebetika Greece went through two wars and an occupation mark-
ed by powerful national liberation struggles. These experiences found their
music in foreign or foreign-derived tunes and their poetry in folk songs; they
have left no direct mark on the rebetika, except perhaps for deepening the
gloom of which they sing and adding more prisoners to write jail-songs about.
The rebetika show little consciousness of a broader national community, of
collective feelings and reactions; their concerns are too closely tied to individ-
uals, the desires they express too earthy and earth-bound. This is surely a
handicap, an element which may deprive them of any claim to greatness;
it is at the same time utterly typical, totally characteristic of the alienated
semi-modernized persons they are written for and about. To remain faithful
to their own essence, the rebetika cannot properly deal in epic manner with
national issues.

A major theme of the rebetika is love; a good majority of the songs
treat its many aspects, stages and moods. Still, it is not an exclusive con-
cern; many rebetika deal with other themes, either unrelated or tangentially
related with love: hashish-smoking, drinking, being broke, mother love,
homesickness. Overall two dominant moods pervade the rebetika, complaint
and sadness on the one hand, enjoyment of life on the other. The two are in-
timately connected.

Love in the rebetika has no spiritual overtones; it is whole, rounded,
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emotional and physical, with no distinctions and no hierarchies of moral
worth. Because of their origin in the Lumpenproletariat, the rebetika exhibit
a sexual emancipation far in advance of Greek society as a whole. To love a
woman, or a man, means sleeping with her, or him. (I should note here, in-
cidentally, that the hero in the rebetika, the first-person narrator or third-
person actor, is generally male; where there is a female heroine her attitude
is usually a mirror-image of the male's. In many songs, the first-person hero
is reversible, male or female depending on the sex of the singer.) Coincidence
of emotional and physical relationship is taken for granted. If one does not
make out, it is because the loved one does not want him, does not love him,
or is far away, not because of any moral or religious scruples. The rebetika
are casual about all this, neither aggressively immoral nor anti-conventional.
Marriage is often mentioned as proof of love and of serious intentions. The
betrayed lover, however, may or may not be a spouse, it does not make that
much difference; it is the betrayal that matters, not the technical element of
adultery.

Love songs are often courting songs; the rebetika are no exception.
There are a few delicate serenades, like "The Dawn's Minore":

Wake up, my little one, and listen,
Listen to dawn's song,
It's written for you alone
From the crying of a soul.

Or more passionate songs, like the famous "Open Up" by Papaioannou,
rising like a scream of pain in the night:

Open up, open up, I can't stand it
Stop now, stop torturing me.

But the songs where the loved one is being wooed, where love's con-
summation lies in the future, are in the minority. In most cases, it is the
return of the loved one that is sought, it is the re-establishment of the re-
lationship - love has already been consummated, it is its continuation that is
being nostalgically desired for the future. The rebetika express a strong feel-
ing of lack, absence, nostalgic desire; emotions toward the future are founded
mostly on happy memories of the past. This is indeed true of most rebetika,
not only those dealing with love; the homeland, the family, or even the happy
moments of potsmoking, are seen most of the time as being in the past; they
are perceived from the distance of a deprived present.

The particular reasons and factual (fictional) context of nostalgia, de-
sire, and complaint vary: the song may celebrate courting, bemoan betrayal
and separation, resentfully reject after betrayal, or sorrowfully celebrate the
last night together.

You came in tears one evening
To our corner in the tavern
But it is too late now to revive
The love, the love you killed.
* * * * *
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Tonight it's for us the very last night
Tonight stay till morning and keep me company
* * * * *
Dawn, when it comes, I fear it so
For you will go and I'll be alone

In most instances it is the feeling of missing, of loneliness, of despair,
that is described, not the person whose absence is said to cause it. That per-
son may indeed not exist. It may be love that has brought about the singer's
sadness and despair, but it may be some other cause, social, political - meta-
physical, if you will. Tsitsanis' famous "Cloudy Sunday" may refer to the
woman who has gone away; but there is no woman's name in it, no explicit
reference. Who knows what the composer meant, when, at the worst period
of German occupation, he wrote the song -- and who cares? For those who
have heard it, for those who have danced to its music or sang it, when happy,
sad, drunk or nostalgic, the feeling it expresses has a life of its own, an exist-
ence independent of any precise cause:

Cloudy Sunday,
You are like my heart,
It's always clouded over,
Oh! Jesus Christ and Virgin!

You are a day like that
On which I lost my joy
Cloudy Sunday
You make my heart bleed.

It is not only love that makes us sad and unhappy (or for that matter
happy and joyful). The rebetika clearly recognize this; they sing the pains
and troubles of being broke, of wearing old clothes, of losing one's worry
beads, the joys of drink, dance and hashish. Poverty, money troubles, come
back again and again, in a myriad of forms; from Markos' good-natured com-
plaint:

Those who have lots o' money
I wish I knew what they do with it

to bitter denunciation:
Waves have not scared me, snows and hurricanes
The way you have scared me, accursed poverty.

to cynicism:
In today's world, everybody knows it,
Man's strength is in his wallet.

to concrete and touching worries:
My jacket is wearing out,
My sorrow will kill me,
And I am sad, very sad,
That I can't buy another.

A favorite character of some composers, especially Tsitsanis, is the
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"fallen aristocrat," the erstwhile respectable young man who has been ruined,
because of a woman or for other unspecified reasons. Now he is a bum, a
shame to his family, and he has given up:

From high up to low down,
From much to little,
Look at my condition in life;
From the top step
Down to the last I have come.

The symbol is transparent, whether we take it to refer to the refugee, to the
half-urbanized peasant or to everyone living through a "transition period."
Its persistence in the rebetika is significant. It suggests indeed a high degree
of intuition, if not consciousness, on the part of rebetika composers.

It is not true that all rebetika are dark, sad and morose. No doubt,
many are, probably a large majority; this is a point which will come up again
later. , But there are innumerable happy songs, too. They celebrate drinking,
smoking pot, having a good time at the tavern, in bed, or just taking one's girl
for a walk. Some of the best sing the praises of the rebetika themselves, their
composers, their singers. The enjoyment these songs describe is essentially
simple, intense, without guilt feelings. A man enjoys his dancing, and that of
his companions; man and woman enjoy each other's happiness, as when the
man promises:

Tonight at the tavern,
God knows what will happen,
And if you get up to dance,
No glass will be left unbroken.

or when the woman demands:
I want you to take me to the bouzoukia tonight,
For my pleasure spread the bread freely,
And when I dance, clap your hands,
If you love me, if you love me.

And there are finally the exotic songs telling of dreams of Oriental palaces, as
seen in turn of the century chromolithographs, with harems, of course, and
ease, and comfort, and joy. La, tout n'est qu'ordre et beauti, luxe, calme et
volupd. Most of these are pretty poor both as lyrics and as music; very few
escape from banality and give voice to oniric wishes for other lands, "lasci-
vious, erotic negresses," and perpetual joy.

Another major theme of the rebetika is hashish-smoking. It is indeed one
of their main claims to curiosity, if not fame. It is almost exclusively hash-
ish they deal with; hard drugs are rarely mentioned and then only in deroga-
tion. But hashish smoking is casually and sympathetically treated. The pot-
head is one of the boys, not necessarily better but certainly no worse than
those who are straight. Smoking is placed on a par with drinking, so much so
indeed that the songs are easily bowdlerized into drinking songs, as they have
to be on most records, since there has always been censorship of recordings
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of "immoral" songs. So that, "the cat who went for a walk" and now:
...sits there and wonders
Where can he find a roach
To fill his head, to get stoned

changes his concern on the record:
He sits there and wonders
Where can he find good wine
To fill his head, to get high.

There is nothing very exotic, exciting, or extraordinary in potsmoking,
the way the songs tell it. Its joys are extolled quietly, softly, with no effort
to proselytize. At most, the songs' argument is libertarian; in another jargon,
they only ask, "let me do my thing":

Even though I smoke hash
I bother nobody.

Potsmoking is thus seen as part of having a good time: listening to the bou-
zoukia, dancing, smoking. It is at the same time linked with a special group;
it is not everybody who does it, only the tough guys, members of the same
guild, a small one, in fact, where each knows everybody else. It is in their
references to the "heroes" of this guild that the rebetika come the nearest to,
although they still do not achieve, an epic style.

Hashish-smoking is illegal, of -course,' and therefore the rebetika's hero,
the first-person actor, is a criminal. One has somehow the feeling in the early
rebetika that this is not his only infraction, although the other ones are far
from clear; the "criminology" of the rebetika remains to be elaborated. The
vague criminality of the songs' heroes, quite real in the earlier periods, more
of a metaphor in the latter ones, imports a diffuse feeling of struggle, or bet-
er, for "struggle" is too strong a word, of resentment against authority
against what the hero calls "world," "society," "life." By and large the
rebetika express the point of view of the downtrodden, of people living under
oppression. While the rebetika are remarkably non-political, with very few
well-hidden exceptions, it is no accident that they flourished during a period
of unusually harsh and rigid political oppression in Greece: the Metaxas
dictatorship (1936-1940), war and occupation (1940-1944), Civil War (1944•
1950). To suggest that the rebetika were covert acts of political revolt would
e hicorrect, for this was not their role. They were rather escape valves for a

diffuse feeling of oppression, of unhappiness with things as they are, and of
uncertainty as to alternative political or social futures. For it is important to
stress that the rebetika's heros may resent and try to evade authority but they
do not reject it, they do not contest its legitimacy.In such acceptance without
obedience, the rebetika exhibit once again their profound ambivalence.

The Atmosphere of the Rebetika

Even from a brief glimpse of the rebetika one is left with a certain
impression of their atmosphere, their mood. Resignation, passivity, hopeless-

25



ness, permeate them. Life is seen as bleak and sad, society as unjust and harsh.
Both are accepted as such. The hero in the song complains, cries, despairs,
but does not really rebel or fight. No wonder they are constantly attacked as
being morose and fatalistic. Yet, while these features of the rebetika are real
enough, it would be improper to stop at them and not go any further.

In their being "morose" the rebetika are not unique among Greek
songs. A great proportion of Greek folk songs have always been sad or plain-
tive. Theirs is a strange and profound sadness; it is no simple complaint, no
mere fear and desperation. It is hard to classify, far less dismiss as morose or
plaintive, the poetry of a people who insist on singing at a wedding:

On a Friday, on a Saturday evening
Mother, you were chasing me away,
From my family home,
And my father, he too tells me: Go away!
I am going away crying.

As far back as 1885, Nicholas Politis, the father of Greek folklore studies, had
this to say:

In the folk poetry of our nation, the songs which express a feeling of
profound melancholy and pain, and which affect sorrowfully a listen-
er's soul, are so common that a learned and profound student of the
national literature considered, although not without some exaggera-
tion, this to be the main characteristic of the poetry of the Greek
people.

Acceptance of life and society in the rebetika goes beyond mere re-
signation. It signifies a profound affirmation of living. Perception of reality
as essentially unpleasant, insecure and dark does not lead to denial but to
affirmation of life. Their despair is an existential experience which leads to
a pessimistic but positive undertaking of the burden of living. The cele-
brations of love, the feasts and nights at the tavern are not external, alien,
preoccupations, they are part of a whole; they are a human response to the
discovery of the futility and pain of the human condition. The individual
in the rebetika retains a deep sense of personal identity and integrity, in
spite, and almost because, of the poverty, injustice and oppression in which
he finds himself. He is thus passive but not defeated; his is the passivity of
strength, founded on consciousness of long tradition. He is acutely aware of
his own impotence in the "world," but he is not giving up. Without seeking
to change the world, he proceeds to make his bed in it, to love, to get high
on hashish or on wine, to dance, to sing — in a word, to live.

At the same time, the rebetika at their best achieve that transcendence
of the specific stimulus which is characteristic of genuine art. Starting as the
expression of the peculiar concerns of a small untypical group of potheads
and losers, the rebetika have managed to express the essential realities of the
human condition, in a manner which is very Greek and at the same time very
contemporary. It is no paradox to assert that, in their own manner, the
rebetika have much in common with the poetry of Kavafy, the most aristo-
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cratic and cultured but also the most modem of contemporary Greek poets.
There is in both a profound reflection of the Greek tradition: deliberate,
pedantic, and acutely self-conscious in Kavafy, naive, unlearned, almost un-
conscious in the rebetika - each reflects indeed different sides of the Greek
tradition, the literary, logia,. one in the case of the poet, the folk, demotic

Btradition in the rebetika. Both are deeply ambivalent, both forcefully ex-
press the moral ambiguity of contemporary man, as he passes from tradi-
tion to modernity, from security and slow change to constant risk and rapid
transformation. To achieve this, they both give up the poetic, lyrical, lan-
guage of earlier poetry and express themselves prosaically, casually, almost
banally. I do not underestimate the differences, and I do not propose to
raise the rebetika's modest poetic achievements to Kavafy's artistic heights.
Yet it remains true that, not only do they both express a similar human con-
dition, but also the devices they use are, if not similar, at any rate analogous.

A Melancholy Conclusion

One must conclude on an unhappy note. The rebetika are songs of
transition from tradition to modernity. Because of that, they are a fragile
and vulnerable art form. Folk art depends for its strength on its tradition,
and the rebetika haven't had the time to build a tradition of their own.
Indeed, in their short life they have moved through several quite differing
periods, corresponding to at least three distinct audiences. First, a shiftless
potsmoking Lumpenproletariat, then a working class beginning to acquire an
identity and a consciousness of its own, and, finally, a broad national aud-
ience across social classes. A folk art is in a way very commercial - it is
closely linked to, depends on, and responds to its audience. Success, there-
fore, such as the rebetika had, can be fatal. The relative isolation of their first
decades, because of general disapproval and of other special circumstances,
allowed the rebetika to flourish. Their discovery and general adoption
disoriented them. Like good folk artists, the makers of the rebetika continued
to respond to their audience, but it was now a very different audience: a
broad heterogeneous one, bombarded by the media, corrupted by pop tunes
of all kinds, unable to dance to the rebetika's music, and unwilling to adopt
or even tolerate their original life style. Essential constraints of the form
were removed, such as that of writing music and songs for dancing, not for
theater-type performance.

While a few traditional rebetika composers are still very active, there are
no young ones, no new stars -- at least among self-educated musicians, as dis-
tinct from the "serious," legitimate-music composers (Hadjidakis, Theo-
dorakis, et al.) who have turned to the rebetika for inspiration. The latter
bring their own learned methods and styles; their purposes widely differ from
those of authentic rebetika composers. Their example and respectability has
encouraged more and more Tin Pan Alley imitation of rebetika tunes and
features.
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Looking back now it seems as if the rebetika were inherently an ephe-
meral art form. Weak, vulnerable, open to influence and temptation, they
flourished for a brief time and are now apparently on a steep and unavoid-
able decline. The simple metaphor of human life of Eftychia Papagianno-
poulou's song fits sadly the story of the rebetika.

Everything is but a lie,
A breath, a breeze,
Like a flower we'll be cut
By a hand at dawn.

Life has two doors,
I opened one and came in
I walked around for a morning
And by twilight
I went out the other.
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WORLD CONFERENCE OF SOLIDARITY WITH CYPRUS
FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF U.N. RESOLUTIONS ON CYPRUS

Introductory Note

The World Conference of Solidarity with Cyprus, for the Implementa-
tion of the United Nations' Resolutions on Cyprus, was held in Frankfurt
(Federal Republic of Germany) on October 29-31, 1976. It was attended
by delegates from 45 countries and from all continents; by representatives
from 15 international organizations, political parties, trade unions, religious
circles, mass organizations; and by Members of Parliament. The conference
participants adopted a declaration of support for Cyprus, heard several com-
mission reports, made a number of proposals for action, and also sent sup-
portive messages to the following groups (or persons): the signatories of the
Helsinki Final Act, the Council of Europe, the heads of the non-aligned
states, and the United Nations. Due to the Journal's interest in "third world"
developments, the conference declaration, the three commission reports, and
the proposals for action are reprinted. The messages are not reproduced, as
their general content does not vary much from the other documents repro-
duced below.

The Declaration:

The Conference noted with satisfaction that new forces are joining the
international movement of solidarity with Cyprus and expressed its convic-
tion that the trend prevailing in the present international situation character-
ised by the relaxation of international tension is creating favourable condi-
tions for the solution of the Cyprus problem.

However, the Conference noted with grave concern and anxiety that
U.N. resolutions on Cyprus were not implemented. Instead of being com-
plied with, they continue to be flagrantly violated in such a way that the
situation is being aggravated. The independence, sovereignty and territorial
integrity of Cyprus is being infringed by the continued presence of Turkish
troops on the island, occupying 40% of the Cyprus territory. None of the
200,000 refugees was allowed to return to his home. On the contrary, the
number of refugees is being constantly increased by the addition of those
Greek citizens in the occupied areas who are forcibly expelled from their
homes by the Turkish troops and supplanted by settlers from Turkey, thus
colonising the Turkish-held region and changing the demographic composi-
tion of the island. Also the Turkish government still refuses to give any
account as to the fate of any of the 2,000 Greek Cypriot missing persons.
Furthermore, due to the intransigence of the Turkish government, the in-
tercommunal talks, under the auspices of the U.N. Secretary General, have
come to a deadlock.

The Cyprus crisis is not the result of internal conflict between Greek
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and Turkish Cypriots but of the imperialist strategic plan to partition the
island, destroy its independence and bring it into the network of military
bases aimed against the peoples of the area. This state of affairs is not only
the cause of suffering for all the inhabitants of Cyprus but also a serious
threat to peace - aggravating further the already explosive situation in the
Middle East.

If imperialist intervention in the internal affairs of Cyprus is not stop-
ped effectively, this will become a precedent for the disregard of the rights
of the members of the United Nations, for encroachment on nonaligned
countries and violation of the basic principles of the Helsinki Final Act.

The Conference has determined that in the interest of humanity, Euro-
pean security and of peace in the Middle East, the Mediterranean and the
whole world in general, Cyprus must remain an independent, sovereign,
territorially integral, nonaligned state, without foreign troops or bases,
with the two communities - Greek and Turkish Cypriots - living together
in peace, as they have done through the ages. The partition of Cyprus would
be against the interests of the peoples of Cyprus, Turkey, and Greece and
would only serve the interests of imperialism.

The Conference fully endorses the proposal, agreed to by the govern-
ment of Cyprus, for an international conference on the governmental level,
within the framework of the United Nations, with the participation of all
interested parties, the members of the Security Council and nonaligned coun-
tries, with the aim of taking concrete measures for the implementation of
the U.N. resolutions on Cyprus and of establishing strong and genuine guar-
antees for the Republic of Cyprus.

The Conference calls for the Security Council of the United Nations
to take immediate measures to stop the colonisation of the occupied part of
Cyprus and the continuing expulsions of Greek Cypriots from their homes;
futhermore, to take action with a view to tracing the missing persons, secur-
ing the return of the refugees to their homes and, generally, to securing the
full and immediate implementation of all the provisions of the U.N. resolu-
tions on Cyprus.

The Conference calls on all national, regional and international organ-
izations, movements and groups, on all those who value peace, freedom,
humanity and respect for international law and human rights to intensify
their efforts to promote all measures that would further the implementa-
tion of the resolutions of the United Nations on Cyprus.

Commission No. 1 Report:
European Security and Co-operation and The Cyprus Problem

In his opening address Mr. Ierodiakonou (Cyprus) stressed the import-
ance of the Helsinki Final Act. This Act was needed by those who had suffer-
ed in the Second World War and by the wishes and the hard work of new gen-
erations who have grown up since that war. He and many other speakers
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stressed the flagrant violation of the letter and spirit of the Final Act com-
mitted by Turkey in its invasion of Cyprus.

Some attention was given to the international meeting of the Commit-
tee for International Security and Co-operation held in Brussels last week-
end. The purpose of that meeting was to evaluate the progress and the fail-
ures in the implementation of this Final Act since its signing rather over a
year ago.

Robert de Gendt (Belgium), International Secretary of the Committee
for European Security and Co-operation, spoke of the deep concern shown
for Cyprus by the Committee and said that the Cyprus problem was very
much its concern.

The British delegate was also at Brussels and informed the Commission
that he sensed there the vital significance of the Cyprus problem, as an inte-
gral - part of European Security and Co-operation, was not fully appreciated as
it should be.

The same point was also strongly made by the Cypriot delegate at Brus-
sels and, in the final communique, summing up the results and setbacks of
Helsinki to date, Cyprus was specifically mentioned as being the outstanding
failure of the signatories to act in accordance with the spirit of Helsinki.

The Commission recognised that the British government failure to act
in its role of guarantor of Cyprus independence was not an excuse for the in-
activity of other U.N. powers and signatories to Helsinki. Some speakers
mentioned the very positive proposals of the Soviet Union for an Internation-
al Conference under the auspices of the U.N. to solve the Cyprus tragedy
which however had not been adopted.

Many speakers emphasised that the Cyprus problem was not in fact a
dispute between Greek and Turkish Cypriots or hardly even a dispute be-
tween Cyprus and Turkey but the inevitable result of imperialist activities
and in particular the desires of the NETO powers concerned about the oil of
the Middle East and strategic position of Cyprus in relation to the Middle
East, the Soviet Union and some of the Eastern democracies. Cyprus was
required for nuclear bases, air fields, radar stations - facilities which an in-
dependent Cyprus ruled by Makarios would never grant. Hence the U.N.
resolutions have been ignored and the Helsinki Final Act forgotten.

To quote the words of the Finnish MP: "The Cyprus problem is no
inherent contradiction between Greek and Turkish Cypriots, it is the result
of the inhuman policy of neocolonialism. The tactics of imperialism have
long been based on efforts to excite national feelings and to create artificial
contradiction between nations and peoples with different nationalities.

And so, well recognising the dangers of the Cyprus situation to Euro-
pean Security and Co-operation, many speakers turned to the measures
necessary to solve this very urgent problem.

The power of the media, to suppress the knowledge of what is happen-
ing in Cyprus and to obscure the real causes of the dreadful situation in a
small and defenceless country, was discussed. As one speaker put it: "There
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is a power in silence." Representatives from Belgium cited successes they
had achieved in getting publicity in their press and the support they were
receiving from many members of Parliament. It was recalled that in Britain
there is now a very substantial block of MP's working with the Britain Cyprus
Committee. In many countries, there are sympathetic journalists who must
be approached and encouraged to publish the truth. Co-operation between
the many national committees must go on and not only at such gathering as
this but in correspondence.

There is a reprint available in the Conference today of a splendid article
by Christopher Hitchens, published in the British journal New Statesman
some months ago. The efforts to gain such excellent publicity must be in-
creased, and this work can best be done by the , various committees who
know the people to approach and the best methods to gain their help.

The wide recognition of the importance of Cyprus to European Se-
curity and Co-operation was well illustrated by the fact that there were some
25 speakers in the Commission, including representatives from Turkey, the
African National Congress, from Mongolia, Morocco, the World Federation
of Democratic Youth, the Congo, and the "Socialist Internationil."

A strong delegation from France representing many interests pressed
for immediate action on behalf of Cyprus.

Speakers from Poland and France pressed for more activity by the
Trade Unions; the value of international Trade Unions activities and pressure
on international Trade Union Organisations [should not be underestimated].
A speaker from France cast some doubts on the value of the Helsinki agree-
ments and advised the youth of Cyprus "to build your own Cyprus."

Another, a representative of the CGT, pressed for such actions as were
taken in Spain by stopping ships and aircraft from going to that country.

Another French speaker suggested pressures to raise the Cyprus question in
the Strasbourg European Parliament and another, citing the action taken
some years ago in excluding fascist Greece from the Council of Europe,
advocated pressure to exclude Turkey.

A member of Parliament from Greece recommended the application of
sanctions against Turkey until such time as the U.N. resolutions were obser-
ved.

In this short report it is hardly expected to have included all the many
points and suggestions made, but it is hoped that the most important are
included.

Commission No. 2 Report:
Cyprus and the Struggle to End The Arms Race and for Disarmament

During the session held October 30, 1976 the Presidium consisted of
Australia, Norway, FRG, Belgium, Austria, Greece, Poland, and representa-
tion on behalf of the International Federation of Democratic Women and
International Federation of Democratic Lawyers under the Chairmanship of

32



the Hungarian People's Republic and two rapporters from Cyprus and the
U.S.A.

After a brief introduction made by the Chairman, 17 speakers took
the floor representing their national delegations, international federations
and organisations.

There was a general agreement on the following problems connected
with Cyprus and disarmament:

The conspiracies against the independent and non-aligned Cyprus
are continuing. The resolutions of the UNO demanding independence,
sovereignty and territorial integrity of Cyprus, have not been imple-
mented. The withdrawal of all foreign troops did not take place. The
refugees could not return to their homes.

The problems of Cyprus were created by imperialist forces who
laim to keep the military control of Cyprus and the Mediterranean for

strategic reasons. That is why British military rule still continues on
Cyprus. That is why the junta organised a coup d'Etat against the Pres-
ident and the government in 1974 with the help of the imperialist coun-
tries.

The Mediterranean, and particularly Cyprus, should be complete-
ly demilitarised, through the withdrawal of all foreign forces and the
liquidation of all military bases. Positive steps should be taken to limit
the arms race in the region. A secure and international guarantee
should be granted for the independent and non-aligned Republic of
Cyprus.

That would be a real contribution to Cyprus, to all nations of the
Eastern Mediterranean and, first of all, to the Cypriot Greeks and
Cypriot Turks. A fully demilitarised Cyprus could be a major step
towards a peace zone in the Mediterranean area. It would also greatly
contribute to the process of Detente in Europe.

We call for the complete demilitarisation in the spirit of the
Stockholm Appeal.

A world Disarmament Conference should be convened during
which all major international problems, including the arms race and the
Cyprus problem, could be dealt with.

Two years after the coup and invasion, the deterioration of the
situation of the refugees should be halted by letting them return home.

The Secretary General of the United Nations should be asked to
take effective measures for the implementation of the Resolutions on
Cyprus.

With regard to the action programme, speakers felt that mass
media and papers should contribute in an extended manner. Trade
Unions and international organisations should use their influence in
order to let the problem of Cyprus be heard by their masses as that
means peace in that area and through it peace in Europe.

We urge the International Solidarity Committee on Cyprus to
coordinate this activity.
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Commission No. 3 Report:
Cyprus, Middle East, and the Mediterranean

The third Commission of the World Conference of Solidarity with
Cyprus designed to discuss "Cyprus and the Middle East and the Mediter-
ranean," held two sessions on the 30th of October, 1976.

Thirty-seven participants representing many countries and international
organisations contributed to the high level debate and 93 participants attend-
ed.

The discussion was characterised by the free flow of ideas and was
fruitful and productive.

There was a general consensus that the crisis in Cyprus was not the
outcome of a "religious feud" between the Greeks and Turks of Cyprus in
the same way that the civil war in Lebanon was not generated by a religious
conflict between Moslems and Christians.

The speakers were unanimous in emphasising the organic affinity be-
tween the Cyprus crisis and the pestering conflict of the Middle East, whose
core is the Palestine problem, and out of which mushroomed the bloody civil
war in Lebanon.

All noted that imperialism in general, as embodied in NATO, and U.S.
imperialism in particular, in collusion with the reactionary aggressive ruling
circles in the region, and particularly in Turkey and Israel, are sabotaging the
initiatives for a just resolution of the Cyprus crisis and the Middle East con-
flict in a way compatible with the interests of the peoples in the region, with
the independence and unity of Cyprus and the liquidation of the Isareli •
aggression against the Arab countries according with United Nations Resolu-
tions which would liquidate the Israeli occupation, permit the Palestine Arab
people to exercise their right to self-determination and the establishment of
their independent state and insure the security, independence and sovereignty
and territorial integrity of all the states in the Middle East.

A number drew attention to U.S. and NATO's attempt to transform
Cyprus into an aggressive imperialist fortress against the Arab peoples to safe-
guard their selfish interests and warned against the massive overflow of arms
to Turkey, Israel, Iran and Saudi Arabia, stressing that this endangers the re-
gion and the whole Mediterranean basin with a new conflagration.

The discussion therefore was, in this respect, an alarm signal to all
peoples in the Mediterranean and stressed the importance of the struggle
to reduce the imperialist military presence in this strategic inflamed part of
the world. The dismantling of all foreign bases in Cyprus and the demili-
tarisation of the island would be a major step in this direction.

In this context, and recognising that the imperialists are conspiring
to turn Cyprus into a pivot of their predatory schemes in the Eastern Medi-
terranean, the speakers in the commission, considered the solution of the
Cyprus crisis of utmost importance, not only for the people of Cyprus --
both Greeks and Turks — but for the peoples in the Middle East and the Medi-

34



terranean basin. The unity, independence, and sovereignty of Cyprus has
become a most significant factor in the struggle to defuse the Middle East
conflict -- always pregnant with war dangers -- and to achieve the rights of
the Arab peoples. The victory of the Cypriot people, in their fight to pre-
serve their independence and territorial integrity, is a major precondition for
the security and peace of the Mediterranean countries.

The debate emphasized that the way to solve the Cyprus crisis justly
is to implement the U.N. resolutions on Cyprus. This means:

Cyprus should remain an independent, sovereign state and its
territorial integrity preserved.

The peace-loving policy of non-alignment, freely and democrat-
ically chosen by its government and its people, should be respected by
all.

Turkish troops and all other foreign troops should be withdrawn
from Cyprus. Refugees, Greeks and Turks, should not only be allowed
to return to their homes but their repatriation should be encouraged
and facilitated.

An end should be put to the drama of the missing persons. Tur-
key should be called upon to provide information about the fate of
those missing and release those still alive.

In the framework of a constitutional settlement, negotiated freely
between the two communities, due consideration should be taken of
the democratic rights and interests of all Cypriots, irrespective of
nationality or religion, and freedom of movement and property owner-
ship should be guaranteed.

The way to implement the U.N. resolutions is to convene an in-
ternational conference on Cyprus, under the auspices of the United
Nations.

Proposals for Action

a) Concerning the Conference
All participants from the Mediterranean region agree to seek all possi-

bilities for the disemination of the documents of the Conference through
national mass media. They also agree to contact various political forces in
their countries to inform them about the results of the Conference and to
discuss with them the activities proposed for the continuation of the cam-
paign of solidarity with Cyprus.
b) On National activities

1. To hold, in Italy, a national seminar on the Cyprus problem and the
practices of destabilisation in the Mediterranean region.

2. To send a delegation representing peace forces in Cyprus to the Arab
countries with the view of consolidating bilateral and multinational
relations which help attain a just settlement for the Cyprus problem
and a just peace in the Middle East.

3. To hold a meeting between the representatives of Palestinian and
Cypriot people for the purpose of strengthening their joint struggle.
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4. To organise, in Israel, a seminar on the relation between the Cyprus
problem and the Middle East crisis.

5. To hold, in Greece, a national seminar on the importance of the just
settlement of the Cyprus problem on establishing a durable peace
between the countries of the Aegean region.

6. To organise a national event on the impact of the demilitarisation of
Cyprus on the process of reducing military presence in the Mediter-
ranean (to be held in one of the European countries of the Mediter-
ranean).

c) Regional program
1. Cementing the relations between the peace forces in the Mediterranean

through the establishing or consolidating the national committees in
solidarity with Cyprus.

2. Call for the boycott of ships operating from Cyprus occupied ports.
3. Raising the question of Cyprus at various events dealing with the Mid-

dle East crisis.
4. Raising the question of Cyprus at all events undertaken in the Mediter-

ranean region in preparation of the World Assembly of Builders of
Peace to be held in Warsaw, 27th May - 1st June 1977.

5. To launch campaigns in the various countries of the Mediterranean
with the aim of convincing the respective governments to support
the immediate implementation of the U.N. resolutions on the Cyprus
problem.

6. Full support for the International Conference on Peace, Security and
Co-operation in the Mediterranean to be held in Athens, 1977 and rais-
ing the question of Cyprus at various events undertaken in preparation
for this Conference.
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CYPRUS -- 1974 + 3 — A STATUS REPORT

by Van Coufoudakis

As this issue goes to the press the Cypriot government is once more
presenting its case at the U.N. General Assembly and is asking that specific
steps be taken for the implementation of U.N. resolutions on Cyprus. The
fact remains that as we enter into the third post-invasion year in Cyprus,
the basic issues created by the Turkish invasion remain unsolved, while in-
ternational apathy has contributed to the de facto partition of the island.
And while at the U.N. Security Council and the General Assembly numerous
resolutions have been adopted, either unanimously or with minor opposi-
tion (usually Turkish), calling for the withdrawal of foreign forces, the re-
patriation of refugees, etc., none of these resolutions has been implemented.
Unfortunately, the Cyprus situation is a sad reminder of the state of the in-
ternational system as both superpowers are looking at their global interests,
and, in the process, are willing to sacrifice a small state like Cyprus.

Current conditions in Cyprus

As we enter into the third year after the invasion of Cyprus, the condi-
tions in the Southern part of the island have improved immensely. The eco-
nomy of Cyprus has shown rapid growth and adjustment to the new condi-
tions; the cities are bustling with activity; a substantial number of the refu-
gees have been relocated away from refugee camps and are now employed.
And this situation presents an important dilemma to the Cypriot govern-
ment.

The government could have chosen not to do much in the aftermath
of 1974 and to "Palestinianize" its problems so as to induce the international
community into action. The politically explosive nature of this option,
humanitarian considerations, and the personality of the Cypriot people con-
vinced the government to act quickly to cope with its problems. But the
successful handling of these problems has contributed to international apathy
and to the willingness of many states to rationalize their acceptance of the
present situation.

But the central issues of the Cyprus problem still remain unresolved.
Forty percent of the island is still under occupation by the Turkish Army.
A third of the refugees (originally half of the island's 650,000 people) is still
in refugee camps facing their third uncertain winter in conditions threatening
the health of young and old alike.

The tragedy of the families of the missing persons continues. Among
the nearly half million Greek Cypriots, there are still some 2200 people
missing (or the equivalent of some 800,000 people in the U.S.) The data
available to the Committee on Missing Persons overwhelmingly point to the
responsibility of the Turkish government to account for these people.
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There is the question of the Greek Cypriots that were allowed to
remain in the occupied Northern sector following the 1975 population
exchange. Of the 14,000 originally allowed to remain in the North, some
4,000 are now left following the systematic expulsion policy of the Turkish
Army. The last two reports by the Secretary General of the United Nations
clearly describe the fate of these people. Turkey of course claims that these
Greek Cypriots are leaving "voluntarily" and shows statements signed by
those leaving indicating that they are doing so on their own. But it is also
accepted by impartial observers (such as the U.N.) that unless those people
sign such a statement they are not allowed to take out with them their mea-
ger movable belongings.

There is also the problem of the colonization of Northern Cyprus.
Some 40,000 (or more) new settlers have been brought in by the Turkish
government in an attempt to alter the population ratio of Cyprus and to
diffuse the cultural, political, and economic cohesion of the Turkish Cypriots.
Turkish government representatives argue that law regulates who can settle
in Cyprus. Under this "law" Turkish Cypriots who live abroad and families
of the Turkish soldiers killed during the invasion can settle in Cyprus. The
number of immigrants tends to negate this limited "legal" immigration.
First, one must examine the number of the Turkish Cypriots living abroad
and willing to return to Cyprus. A useful statistical guide for this analysis is
the real population make-up of Cyprus up to and through independence and
the number of Turkish Cypriots who left Cyprus in the last 25 years. Second-
ly, one should also look at the number of casualties suffered by the Turkish
forces in 1974 and the number of families of those killed in action who are
voluntarily willing to migrate to Cyprus. These numbers certainly do not
match this documented violation of international law.

Problems within the Turkish Cypriot Community

The following problem areas have emerged in the Turkish section of
Cyprus:

a) Problems between the Turkish Cypriots and the new settlers. These
problems are both cultural and economic. The new settlers have come mostly
from remote areas of Turkey and share none of the cultural characteristics of
the Turkish Cypriots. The new settlers have also received far more favorable
treatment by the Turkish administrators in the areas of housing and employ-
ment, as compared to the Turkish Cypriots themselves.

b) Friction between the Turkish Army and the Turkish Cypriots. This
involves both the authoritarian methods of the local commanders that ad-
minister Northern Cyprus, as well as the social conflict arising from the
preference shown by the soldiers for the favors of Turkish Cypriot women.
The latter is a serious problem in the conservative Turkish Cypriot com-
munity.

c) Economic problems. The general economic situation is still charac-
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terized by stagnation. Yet this was the most economically vibrant section of
the island prior to 1974. The problems of the area have been aggravated by
the lack of skills on the part of the Turkish Cypriots who have moved North
and by the policies of the Turkish civilian experts and administrators brought
into Cyprus in the aftermath of the invasion. The economic development
models used by these experts to revive the economy of Northern Cyprus were
based on the experience of the Turkish economy. Its economic structure,
though, is vastly different from the laissez-faire experience of both Greek
and Turkish Cypriot communities. Aside from the economic stagnation
there is also the Turkification of the economy of Northern Cyprus. Turkish
currency of much lower value has now replaced the strong Cypriot pound.
Finally, large portions of the orange groves of Morphou (now called Guzel-
yurt) face destruction given the absence of expert care.

The Turkish government and its Army command in Cyprus rule the
Turkish Cypriots. These problems and troubles within Northern Cyprus
are increasingly being admitted at great risk by Turkish Cypriot leaders such
as former Vice-President Kutchuk and Mr. Berberoglu, but also py the re-
spected Turkish journalists in such papers as Cumhurriet, Hurriet, aszl Millet.

The combination of political and economic frustration among the
Turkish Cypriots may soon bring to an end their honeymoon with Ankara.
This is why one of the aims of the Turkish colonization program in Cyprus
has been to diffuse the cohesiveness of the Turkish Cypriots by implanting
among them a new "reliable" and dependent population.

Meanwhile, increased threats are being made by Mr. Denktash that he
will soon be declaring the independence of the so-called Turkish Cypriot
Federated State. Such a move is intended as a threat to the government of
Cyprus in order to gain its consent for the present partitionist proposals
known as "bizonal federation." A declaration of independence, timed pro-
perly, can also be used domestically by the troubled Demirel regime as it
faces the uncertain prospect of elections in 1977.

Prospects and Challenge for U.S. Foreign Policy

As the latest phase of the Cyprus problem enters into its third year, the
administration has openly admitted its failure to contribute to the solution of
the dispute. The question that must be asked though is what has the admin-
istration done to induce Turkey to moderate its policies in Cyprus. All evi-
dence to date points to pressures on the Karamanlis and Makarios govern-
ments to accept the de facto partition of the island and the creation of the so-
called "bizonal federation" as pioposed by the Demirel government. This
position is also maintained by West Germany and England, two other states
with substantial leverage over Greece because of their E.E.C. position.

Given the current problems with Turkey over the Aegean and the
interest to speed up the Greek admission to the E.E.C., Karamanlis has all
but written off Cyprus. Unable to assist Cyprus in a military confrontation
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with Turkey and eager to liquidate the political problems that stand in the
way of an early admission to the E.E.C., Karamanlis is also pressuring Cyprus
to accept the inevitable. There is no better evidence of the benign neglect
of Cyprus by both the U.S. and Greece than the military agreements recently
concluded by the two countries. Nowhere there is a mention of the Cyprus
problem. Nor is there any concern shown for Cyprus in the U.S. agreement
signed with Turkey over the status of the U.S. bases there.

There is also the question of a "package deal" covering the Greco-
Turkish problems in the Aegean continental shelf, the Aegean airspace, and
Cyprus. This idea has been also advocated by the U.S. and some of its
European allies. Again, in such a "package deal" negotiated by Greece and
Turkey, Cyprus will be the loser. Turkey would be willing to make con-
cessions in Cyprus if it were to gain major economic concessions in the
Aegean. Greece will not sacrifice the Aegean for Cyprus. It will readily do
the reverse.

Therefore, the challenge to U.S. foreign policy today is to overcome
the mistrust it has created in Greece, Turkey, and Cyprus, and to devise poli-
cies that will contribute to a just, and equitable, solution in Cyprus. This is
not an easy task and is one that the present administration has not been able
to perform.

The Cypriots are convinced that only the Carter presidency can bring
forth positive changes in U.S. policy toward Cyprus. This is why the Cypriot
government resisted all pressures during 1976 to reach any final solution to
the Cyprus problem before the new administration takes over in January.

Will the newly elected Carter administration follow up electoral pro-
mises with a more even handed policy in Cyprus? I do not share the opti-
mism of some Greek and Greek Cypriots that the departure of Henry Kissin-
ger will bring about a 180 degree change in U.S. policy. The making of U.S.
policy is a complex process involving diverse interests. There are certain
continuities of foreign policy that span administrations despite change in
the presidency. The fact remains though that the new administration is both
morally bound and required by political and strategic realities to reassess its
policies toward Cyprus. Without deserting Turkey, the administration can
make its position clear on a future settlement of Cyprus and can induce,
along with other influential Western allies that follow U.S. policy, Turkey
to moderate its behavior. Turkey and the outgoing Secretary of State were
fully aware of these changes and this is why they exerted so much pressure
on the wrong parties to accept the situation created by the invasion of 1974.

Parallel to the need for a change in U.S. policy is the need for the im-
plementation of the U.N. resolutions on Cyprus. Again, the U.S. and the
other influential members of the Security Council must take steps to trans-
form their rhetoric into action. Can the U.N. help in reopening the stale-
mated negotiations on Cyprus? What kind of prospects are there for a settle-
ment that will be both just and viable? The specifics are not the issue here.
But a viable settlement is still possible in Cyprus if some of the following
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points are kept in mind: a) A solution must be based on a just territorial
allocation reflecting the true demographic and land ownership characteristics
of Cyprus, i.e., about 20% of the territory for the Turkish Cypriots; b) A
central government with adequate functions and powers that parallel those
of other successful federal systems; c) A substantial repatriation of the re-
fugees; d) Freedom of movement throughout the country for all the popu-
lation of Cyprus and the right to property in all portions of the country by
everyone; e) Internationally guaranteed minority rights and the granting of
local autonomy to the Turkish Cypriots within the framework of an effective
central government; f) Withdrawal of all foreign forces; g) A settlement free-
ly negotiated by the two Cypriot communities without the threat of external
violence. These are the basic points and not whether or not Cyprus will be
called a federal state.

As stated in the title of this brief essay, this is only a status report on
the situation in Cyprus today. Until the transition to the Carter administra-
tion is completed no major U.S. policy initiatives should be contemplated.
Actually, before the Summer of 1977, the readers should not be surprised if
a worsening of the situation in and around Cyprus occurs (ex. in Turko-
American relations, in a possible declaration of independence by the Turkish
Cypriots, etc.) as the parties prepare for their next act in the tragedy of
Cyprus.

FIVE MNEMOSENA
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GENERAL OBSERVATIONS ON SPORTS IN GREECE

by Panos Argyrakis

I would like to make some general observations on the nature of sports
in Greece, the peoples' attitudes toward team games, and the organization of
athletic events. A few clues from this field can give one several indications
about the general character of Greek people and their attitudes in life.

One might want to look at two different directions. First the case of
organized events, usually professional and mainly having to do with soccer.
Second, the case of the nonprofessional common people who may want to
keep in good physical condition and therefore want to practice in some
sports activity, more or less regularly. They can obviously do so only if the
proper facilities are available.

It must be emphasized that the purpose of this article is solely to lay
down a few facts and situations concerning the operation of the above
mentioned activities and not to pinpoint all the faults of the system. How-
ever one cannot refrain from mentioning things that are altogether missing.

Soccer, undisputably, has the number one position in sports in Greece.
Thousands every Sunday rush to the games or watch them on TV, and, in
general, get very involved in every respect. Fans strictly adhere to one team
and fanatically support it in the game or in discussions throughout the week,
but have no real rationale for this zealous support. In general, all that one
usually cares about is the actual playing, the ball game itself. He simply does
not bother to pay attention to the organization of the club, the people that
make it up, and its mode of operation. This may be natural for sports fans
around the world. However, these clubs are being run in a different way from
what one generally believes.

In principle, each club is independent. It is a collection of 50-100
members or individuals who are interested in sports activities. If one looks
Closely, he will find that some wealthy and well-known families play an im-
portant role in almost every club. In some cases it is a ship magnate who
happens to be a soccer nut and who actually rules the club. Take, for exam-
ple, the Goulandris family that dominated the Olympiakos Club for years.
These powerful individuals offer high monetary rewards to the players when
winning. They also make such important decisions as the dismissing of the
head coach in the middle of the season (something very common in Greece
up to this date) if it is felt that bad coaching is responsible for losses or if the
coach is not receptive to suggestions as to who should play on the team.

The membership usually stays 'closed' in that it is easy for new un-
wanted elements to be voted out or simply never voted in. The monetary
influence and personal finesse of the 'top man' in the club make him the
actual owner of the team. In essence this is not different from the American
tradition where a single individual actually owns the team and makes it his
business enterprise.
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During the dictatorship, all important officials were appointed, not
elected, and usually a retired major or captain was appointed as government
commissar in every club. The junta kept track of all unwanted activities
through the appointed members of all supervising organizations. This, of
course, brought other complications in the labyrinth of who is governing the
ball clubs and forced many able individuals to resign. Over the years the
junta tried to divert peoples' interests from politics to sports and succeeded
somewhat as shown by an increase in attendance figures. At the end, the
junta-appointed minister of athletics stole a $10,000 check donated by a
Greek-American and escaped to Italy. After the downfall of the junta, the
new government appointed several members in central key committees such
as EPO (the soccer equivalent of the American NFL). The first elections were
scheduled for the fall of 1976 and the same individuals who currently hold
the positions are expected to prevail.

The sports press has a somewhat peculiar function. First, the papers
or magazines openly support one ball club or the other, not because it is
doing well or because of some other quality, but just because it carries that
magic name of the particular club. Needless to say, no objective critique can
be expected. In all reports, there is strong emphasis on individual perform-
ance, not on the team as a whole. Individual players are praised and glorified
when they perform well. This attitude can be found in many other aspects
of Greek life, not just sports. For years, political parties have been based
on one person, the so called 'leader,' and they still do. To mention one
example, I refer to Karamanlis in ERE in the past and in ND today, or A.
Papandreou in PASOK. It is not rare, therefore, for these superplayers to
blackmail their clubs by asking extra bonuses or not playing, after a lauda-
tory publicized report on their performance.

Very rarely does one see a well-documented article about the current
situation in a particular area. This is to be expected since the fans' interests
are limited, focusing on individual performance and isolated events. Thus,
no momentum is generated for the necessary revival of the whole basis and
organization of athletics in Greece.

Turning now to the second area of interest -- nonprofessional athletics
the situation is very bleak. To put it bluntly, in a city of the size of Athens

there is only one general gymnasium, in Ayios Kosmas, where a resident can
go to run a mile, play tennis or do some sort of exercise by paying a ticket
price between 20 cents - 80 cents. All the clubs' facilities are closed to the
general public, even though they cannot be considered private property. The
cities are getting crowded and busier and life is getting more hectic, but there
is no outlet for any physical activity. One should also keep in mind that
parks or any sort of green is very rare in Greece, because they are difficult to
preserve. The state is at a standstill in this area.

Young people who nevertheless play soccer for pleasure usually do so
either on the asphalt side-streets, when no cars are passing by, or in empty
lots. They are dressed in their everyday clothes and shoes and have to fight
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with the neighbors who are bothered by the noise. This usually results in
learning the wrong technique, or no technique at all, and, for most young-
sters, in acquiring an unsportsman-like behavior in all aspects of the game.

I will not argue here how necessary physical exercise is in one's life but
will only bring forth some facts: if one does want to keep in good physical
condition, he/she cannot do so. It is well known that all western and eastern
European countries offer a variety of alternatives in this respect, with a size-
able percentage of the population showing interest and constantly making use
of all such facilities.

This has further consequences. All serious athletes in these countries
get involved very early and reach the peak of their career usually around the
age 20-24. Some recent world recordmen include D. Stones, 22, in high jump
or H. McTear, 17, in 100 meter dash, both of the U.S. On the other hand,
the one or two Greeks who came close to a world record were around 30
years old. Papanikolaou, who held the world record in pole-vault, was around
32.

The situation is not unique to Greece and may be characteristic of less
developed countries. One cannot expect such a country to develop, under
the present prevailing conditions, in any particular area, and this is certainly
true for sports. It is possible for such a country to improve in every respect
and in every field if given the proper set of conditions. But it seems un-
natural, or even unreasonable, to expect a drastic change in a unique area
alone. Development in the sports area must be accompanied by development
in all other areas of Greek life.

Nevertheless one should enumerate the things that are badly needed
in the current system. First, a centralized productive plan, which never exist-
ed. The character of this plan will undoubtedly reflect the principles of the
governing party, but this cannot happen otherwise, and one should bear this
in mind. The actual results of the plan is what will count.

Secondly, party politics should stay out of the athletic policy. Rumor
has it that when it was decided to build a public pool in the Athens suburb
of Viron, the plan was cancelled because traditionally Viron has always voted
with the left. One party antagonizing the other in such a way can only hurt
the people.

Thirdly, new, young people should enter all the sectors and fields in
order to build a modern structure and efficient administration. Again, there
should be no mixing with the old elements because whenever this occured,
the old were always reactionary and sabotaged the innovations.

Fourthly, detailed studies and collections of statistics will be necessary
in order to evaluate the situation realistically. Particular care should be
given to the school athletic programs, virtually non-existent now, the avail-
ability of general facilities, the creation of coaching schools, and programs
to acquaint people with physical education. They should be brought closer
to reality, because even though the average Greek is athletically-minded he
has been very passive in this respect.
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Last, but not least, one aspect that should be mentioned is the attitude
toward any athletic activity of the so-called progressive or liberal people. A
large portion of this group considers all such activity worthless and unworthy
of its intellect. Consequently, they strictly abstain and do not do much to
correct the deficiencies. The exact reason for this is not very clear. It may
be the outcome of the tragic situation described above. Probably, though,
the liberal Greek, not being very different from his conservative counterpart
in this respect, still is overfilled with a feeling of superiority about himself, a
sense of personal pride, and considers it a trifle to bother his body with physi-
cal exercise. Again this may be a characteristic of less developed 'liberals,'
definitely not found to any extent in other western or eastern countries. This
negligence, unfortunately, has done nothing else but contribute to the deter-
ioration of the whole situation.

Concluding, we should note what happened last July in the Montreal
Olympic games. The Greeks were totally annihilated in all events. This
stirred some motion in Greece, right away, and it lasted about one month.
Editorials were written, people discussed it, and so on. Then Karamanlis
called upon the world to hold all future Olympics in Athens. The situation
develops from a tragic one to something hilarious.
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by Vassilis Zambaras

Price: $3.50
	

ORDER from Querencia Books
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DOMINIQUE EUDES, THE KAPETANIOS: PARTISANS AND
CIVIL WAR IN GREECE, 1943-1949, MONTHLY REVIEW PRESS,

NEW YORK, 1972, 381 PAGES (TRANSLATED FROM THE
FRENCH BY JOHN HOWE)

This book is "must" reading for every thinking United States citizen in
general and for Greek Americans in particular. It is a story every bit as stir-
ring and heroic as the Akrita epics of Byzantine fame and an analysis of
politics as completely machiavellian as any Byzantine intrigue.

Basically it is the tale of the partisans (andartes) who fought at first
the Nazi-fascist occupation forces and later the puppet government set up by
the British and Americans. These guerrillas are to be distinguished from the
professional politicians and urban dwellers whether of British, Axis or even
communist persuasions. They are the mountain men who, in their harshness,
austerity, and willingness to lay down their lives for a cause they considered
just, are reminiscent of the Klefts -- those nineteenth century freedom fight-
ers. The andartes were notably less corruptible than some of those over-
idealized heroes of yesteryear.

Their great accomplishment in conjunction with the KKE (Greek
Communist Party) was the creation of the EAMJELAS (National Liberation
Front and Army) not only to fight the fascists but to create a postwar Greece
independent of both domestic social parasites and great-power intrigue. The
overwhelming majority of its members were non-communists. Anthony
Eden, certainly no friendly critic, estimated its members to number over half
a million and to include many intellectuals and even priests within its ranks.

Not only the andartes, but all of Greece was the victim of great-power
politics. It is no secret that Winston Churchill did not become prime minister
to preside over the dissolution of the British Empire: preparations for the
restoration of the status quo ante bellum were therefore imperative even
before the final victory. While Britain could agree to share Yugoslavia with
the Russians as a sphere of influence, Greece must remain under English hege-
mony. Given this premise it was necessary to render EAM/ELAS ineffective,
restore the king, and only then hold popular elections. Britain could not
chance the evolution of a truly independent Greece or a Greece attached to
the Eastern block. Accordingly, the British did everything in their power
to control EAMJELAS even while encouraging it to fight the occupation
forces. Eudes records how Winston Churchill and his subordinates, Chris
Woodhouse and "Eddie" Myers, repeatedly outmaneuvered the mountain
men at the conference table where they were less adept than they were on
the battlefield. Some few andartes like Aris Velouchiotes understood the
true British intents but could do little to dispel their propaganda smoke-
screens. Almost to the bitter end, the main body of EAM/ELAS (and the
KKE) continued pathetically to believe that the British would not seriously
intervene and that somehow the U.S. and the U.S.S.R. would eventually
support it.
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The Russian role towards EAM/ELAS is more complicated but, seen
from a historical perspective, quite predictable. Stalin supported counter-
revolutionary policies in China (and thus helped create the abortive revolu-
tion of 1927) and in Spain during the 1930s resulting in the triumph of
fascism there. Both during and after World War II he utilized the communist-
led resistance movements in Europe for serving Russian (rather than popular
revolutionary) interests. Of course, Stalin was by no means exclusively to
blame for all the above results but his opportunism did little to serve leftist
national movements. It was in this spirit that he acquiesced to seeing Greece
in the English sphere of influence at the Percentages Agreement in October
1944 in spite of the- fact that EAM/ELAS controlled the countryside during
the occupation of all of Greece after the withdrawal of the Axis forces.
Stalin's agents even counseled the KKE to offer no resistance to the British
landing at Piraeus.

Crucial also to the country's destiny was the role of the KKE. Al-
though never a large party, it historically posed a threat to the delicate
balance between the republicans and the monarchists. Indeed the possibility
of such an eventuality triggered George II into creating the Metaxas dictator-
ship in 1936. Its two main tendencies were personified in its foremost
leaders, George Siantos and Yannis loannides. Siantos had a-deep antipathy
to violence, a result of his frequent clashes with the police. Ioannides, while
not eschewing violence, was a doctrinaire Stalinist who thought only in terms
of the classical urban proletarian revolution and also considered the peasantry
negligible as an insurrectionary force. This unsavory concoction of revolu-
tionary quiescence and dogmatic disregard for the realities of the Greek his-
torical scene sealed the fate of both the KKE and EAM/ELAS. Indeed the
parallels between the KKE's attitude at this time and the Comintern's during
the aforementioned abortive 1927 Chinese revolution are startling: the same
uncritical preference for the city over the countryside as a focal point of re-
volution, the same rejection of the peasant, the same attempted collaboration
with counterrevolutionary elements (Chiang in China, the British in Greece),
and the same disastrous outcome. At first, the Chinese communists had at-
tempted to follow Comintern directives to the letter; storm the towns with a
direct frontal assault, win over the proletariat and ignore the peasantry. They
were almost wiped out. Yet during the Greek civil war (1946-1949) the
restored head of the KKE, Zahariades, ordered the same tactics in Greece
with similar results. Even as late as 1945 Stalin counseled the Chinese com-
munists to come to terms with Chiang! Not until Mao disregarded Russian
advice was the Chinese revolution successful.

The potential Mao (or Tito) of Greece was Aris Velouchiotis who help-
ed found EAM/ELAS in 1942. Although born of liberal bourgeois parents
Aris, as a student, became a leader of the Young Communists and suffered
frequent incarcerations at the hands of the authorities. On the other hand,
his frequent disregard of dogma aroused the animosities of the KKE leaders.
This is evident from his frequent clashes with the party pundits on seemingly
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trivial issues. Thus Ioannides was shocked more by the growth of Aris' beard
than by his intransigence. On another occasion Aris was ordered by the
Central Committee to return the new uniforms furnished by the British after
his men had worn them in public; after all, the fame of the Kapetanios must
eclipse that of the KKE! Even Aris' iron discipline came under party fire.
Velouchiotis had managed to transform banditry into a holy crusade in a way
that extended even into sexual matters, especially after young women began
joining the ranks. Thus when the andartes' court had condemned one of their
number to death for attempting to rape a woman Aris admonished his men:
"As long as you are here your rods are only for pissing." At another time
Aris had a firing squad primed to execute one of his best friends for stealing
a watch from a peasant woman when the accuser found the mislaid item. On
at least one occasion he had an andarte executed for stealing a chicken. Since
such action was interpreted as deliberate cruelty by the bourgeois press, the
party feared for its legal image and censured Aris repeatedly. Aris was mur-
dered in 1945, his head cut off and strung up for all to see. What role the
party leadership and/or the anti-communists played in this matter will pro-
bably never be known.

Unlike the KKE with its pathetic illusions of legality, the mountain
men wished to resist the British landing but were overruled. As a result,
the British landed, seized Athens by force from a confused and semi-resolute
EAM/ELAS, and ensconced the indigenous pro-Nazi elements in power.
Many anti-fascists now took to the mountains out of sheer self-preservation,
setting the stage for the civil war tof 1946-1949.

Britain's incapacity to continue the struggle led to U.S. intervention in
1947. Far from creating the democracy that the architects of the Marshal
Plan and Truman Doctrine had anticipated, a small clique maintained itself in
power with American support at the expense of the vast majority. Even the
head of the first American economic mission to Greece wrote of the great
contrasts between the banquets of the wealthy consisting of "fine wines....
and magnificently prepared dishes.... while (on) the streets of Athens....
children were still dying of hunger." Meanwhile General Van Fleet announ-
ced on his arrival in Athens: "Greece is our laboratory experiment." The
ensuing use of napalm and defoliants on the andartes was the prototype of
such tactics in Vietnam some twenty years later.

Eudes writes with verve and wit. While his work is documented to a
large degree, he does not hesitate using his imagination to fill some gaps in
his knowledge. To this writer's mind he does for the Greek radical movement
what his compatriot Andre Malraux did for the Chinese radicals of the 1920s
in his magnificent Man's Fate. Both are splendid testimony to the fact that a
work of art can often come closer to the truth than "paste and scissors"
history.

This book should raise some very disquieting questions in the mind of
the thoughtful student. If the KKE was so legally minded, would it have
created a police state even if it had had the power to do so? If it had created
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a police state, could it have controlled Greece, especially in the light of the
large non-communist membership of EAMJELAS and the rise of Titoism
later? Finally, just how necessary was the Truman Doctrine in view of all this
and of Stalin's conciliatory foreign policy?

Admittedly there are no clear cut answers to these questions. But they
raise the disturbing possibility that the American public has been "had," and
that much of the hatred, fear, and loss of human life engendered by the Cold
War was totally unnecessary.

William Vettes

1978 MGSA SYMPOSIUM

The Modern Greek Studies Association has announced
that, in the fall of 1978, it will hold in Washington, D.C., a
Symposium on the impact of the decade of the 1940s on
Greek society and culture. Tentative plans envisage a three-
day meeting in a "varied and flexible format." Contributors
will present papers at several panels, organized primarily on
an interdisciplinary basis around basic events or issues of the
decade and its aftermath. Open discussion sessions ("work-
shops" or "seminars") may also be held. These will be ad-
dressed to particular topics or areas and will involve a mini
mum of structured presentations, so as to encourage extensive
participation by those who attend.

Possible topics for panels and discussion sessions being
considered include the historiography, art and literature of
war, occupation, resistance, and civil war; Greece's foreign
relations during the civil war; the law and politics of U.S.
assistance; the impact of the decade on Greek language and
education; socio-economic aspects of the decade and its after-
math.

The Program Committee, promising that it "will do its
best to insure that [the Symposium's theme] is discussed in
an honest, relevant and scholarly manner," has invited ideas
and suggestions from all interested persons concerning contri-
butions and topics for panels, papers, and discussion groups.
The Committee asks that proposals be accompanied by brief
explanations. Letters should be addressed to either of the
co-chairpersons, Prof. Anne Farmakides (Dept. of Classics,
416 Leacock Bld., McGill University, Montreal, Canada) or
Prof. A. A. Fatouros (School of Law, Indiana University,
Bloomington, Indiana 47401).



MGSA - REVIEWS OF TWO PANELS

I. The Literature Panel

The literature panel of the Modern Greek Studies Association had
much to recommend it. The subject of Greeks writing in America was to
be divided in the following manner: one speaker on Greeks who write in
Greek, one speaker on Greeks who write in English, and one Greek writer
speaking for himself.

Byron Raizis, the first commentator, gave a scholarly overview of
authors using the Greek language in America with frequent quoting from
some of their works. Obviously, Raizis had made this project a life's work
and is thoroughly at home with his subject. His selection of writers to be
singled out for discussion was fair-minded and had no obvious political
biases, one way or another. Each writer was ranked on Raizis' evaluation
scale for their literary merit. The radical poet, Eleni Paidoussi, one of the
contributing editors to this Journal, was among those described as belonging
to the first rank. There was insufficient time for the speaker to elaborate
on the themes favored by the Greek writer, but he spoke at some length on
the Suspended Soul, the dilemma of the creator estranged from one home-
land yet not quite comfortable in another. Raizis concluded with an asser-
tion that the Greek language writers would continue to flourish in the United
States.

During the question and answer period which followed, Peter Pappas
made an important contribution from the floor. He stated that he thought
the Greek language writers of the United States were fundamentally differ-
ent from most immigrant writers in that they really belonged to the broader
tradition of the Greek diaspora. Thus, they should be compared to figures
such as Cavafy or to Yiddish writers and not with other ethnic Americans.
Raizis saw merit in this view, but there was not enough time to pursue the
point. The whole idea of a diaspora tradition versus immigrant writing should
be a theme taken up at some future panel of the association. If, in fact, the
diaspora is the tradition Greek language writers in America belong to, it
would put them in quite a different category than most American scholars
would assign them.

The second speaker, Alexander Karanikas, began by saying that he was
not going to speak of English language Greek writers in general but would
concentrate his comments on the work of Harry Mark Petrakis. He did so,
emphasizing anecdotal material and giving a cursory outline of major Greek
themes in Petrakis' work. When other writers were mentioned, Karanikas
seemed to think that their themes had to be exclusively Greek -- preferably
about the immediate immigrant experience -- rather than American. This was
a self-limitation that excludes the majority of the better Greek writers in
English. In poetry, one can think of poets such as George Economo, Con-
stantine Lardas, George Tsongas, and Richard Kostelantz (a Greek Jew) who
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would be automatically excluded because so little of their work deals with
specific Greek themes. A future panel is definitely needed on this topic,
and it will have to be divided between poets and prose writers because of the
large number of Greek writers in both categories.

The final speaker, Harry Mark Petrakis, was by far the most entertain-
ing and challenging of the speakers. Beginning with tales about his youth,
to set the audience at ease and make them laugh, he got progressively more
serious, especially as he talked of his latest work, The Hour of the Bell, a
novel of the revolution of the 1820s. Petrakis hinted that he felt there was an
evolution in his work from being a local colorist of Greek-American life in
Chicago to books that could be classified as true literature. While obviously
proud of his Greek heritage, Petrakis insisted that what made writing signi-
ficant was its universal aspects and not its ethnocentric particulars. He re-
counted a moving story about his father's final illness to illustrate the point.
Petrakis also denied the We-Greeks-Are-Fabulous syndrome in which the
bitter fratricidal quarrels which have cost us so dearly are slighted over or
omitted from patriotic observations and oratory.

The questions from the floor following Petrakis' talk were disappoint-
ing. Most of them had to do with the trivial personal inquiries often asked
of writers at cocktail parties. They generally avoided his more controversial
ideas. One person did venture to ask why Petrakis did not write of more re-
cent revolutions; the author replied that he might work up to that in a series
of chronological works. At the moment, he said he was immersed in the
research and writing of novels dealing with the revolutions and counter-
revolutions of the nineteenth century.

IL The Immigration Panel

The paper scheduled to be given by Ted Saloutos was read by Eugene
Rossides because Professor Saloutos had a heart attack on the eve of the con-
ference. Saloutos' paper dealt with the political attitudes of Greek-Ameri-
cans, but his topic soon became blurred by Rossides' off-the-cuff comments
at places in which he disagreed with the paper and in his discussion of how he
and his associates had organized public opinion groups on the Cyprus ques-
tion. Rossides outlined how his committee had set out to locate at least one
Greek in each Congressional District who was on a first name basis with the
local Congressman. He stated that over 350 such persons had been located
and that their lobbying had been highly effective. Rossides also noted that
the American-born Greeks often were the hardest working and most effective
contacts, a slightly different position than that taken by the absent Saloutos
who wrote that Greek-born Greek Americans tended to be more progressive
and liberal in their political attitudes than their American-born children.
Rossides also made the statement that the proper way to influence American
policy-making and American public opinion was to demonstrate that what
was good for Greece was good for America. What he seemed to mean by this
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is that a sometimes annoying constitutional democracy in Greece is in the
better interests of the United States than a subservient dictatorship or ruling
monarchy. He did not consider the problem of whether a socialist and neu-
tral Greece could be so presented, and if not, how Greek Americans should
respond to that particular solution. Rossides comments elicited a number of
heated questions. Peter Sokaris, an attorney from Albany, challenged him
about his role during the years of the junta. These questions later were made
into an Open Letter which we reprint below. We have contacted Eugene
Rossides and offered him the chance to make a reply and use whatever space
he needs. We have gone to press before there was sufficient time for a reply.
We have taken this unusual step because the question and answer period
created an ugly mood that was not helped by Rossides' original abrasive and
sarcastic answer or the response to that from some people in the audience.
We hope the less volatile medium of print will provide more substance to
the interchange. Clearly, we are less interested in what specific individuals
such a Saloutos or Rossides would do in future situations, and more in what
strategies the conventional democrats are offering in case of either a popular
front Left government or a new coup by the Right.

1. Sokaris' Letter to Rossides

Eugene Rossides, Attorney-at-Law
Rogers and Wells Law Firm
Washington, D.C.

Re: Modern Greek Studies Association
Symposium at Chicago, Illinois

Dear Mr. Rossides:
You made reference in your speech of October 31 to Prof. Saloutos

joining you in 1974 to mobilize the Greek-American community when the
Turks invaded Cyprus, and to your having dinner with Archbishop Makarios
when he was released from jail in 1957. You also made reference to the
junta. I would appreciate it if you would provide me with a more detailed
reply to the three questions I raised at the Symposium.

Firstly, did you or Prof. Saloutos make efforts to mobilize the Greek-
American community in 1967 when the junta jailed the elected political
leaders of Greece and imposed a military dictatorship upon the people of
Greece? What efforts did you or Prof. Saloutos make in 1967 to have the
elected political leaders released from jail or to have freedom and democracy
restored to the people of Greece?

Secondly, it has been said by many that if the Greek-American com-
munity had been mobilized in 1967 to exert every possible influence upon
our government to stop supporting and maintaining the junta, then the junta
would not have survived seven years and would not have had the opportunity
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to provide the Turks with the provocation the Turks needed for their inva-
sion of Cyprus. If we accept this statement as true, then isn't it also true that
the moral blame and responsibility for the Cyprus tragedy is partially, if not
totally, that of the Greek-American community here in the U.S.A. which
failed to mobilize itself in 1967 as it did in 1974?

Thirdly, if another military coup occurs in Greece similar to the coup
of 1967, and the elected political leaders of Greece are jailed, will you and
Prof. Saloutos, and your lobbying group in Washington be making every
effort to mobilize the Greek-American community to have the elected polit-
ical leaders released from jail, and to have freedom and democracy restored
to the land of our fathers? If the events of 1967 repeat themselves, will you
show the same compassion and concern for the dignity and freedom of the
people of Greece as you have shown since 1974 for the people of Cyprus?

The courtesy of a reply would be very much appreciated.
Very Truly yours,
Peter G. Sokaris

2. Georgakas' Letter to Rossides

Hellenic-American Society
Box 22334
Indianapolis, Indiana 46222

December 10, 1976

Eugene Rossides
1666 K St. NW
Washington D.C.

Dear Mr. Rossides:
I am one of the editors of the Journal of the Hellenic Diaspora (en-

closed). I attended the MGSA Symposium in Chicago in, which you spoke.
We are currently preparing articles about the various panels and issues raised
at the Symposium.

We have been sent the letter mailed to you by Attorney Peter Sokaris
which summarized the questions he asked at the conclusion of your talk. If
you would care to reply to them or send him a reply, we would be pleased to
include your response in the same issue with his questions or in subsequent
issues. May I add that we are less interested in the personal aspects of the
questions and more in possible strategies for action.
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Our purpose in following this controversy is not to put anyone on the
spot, but to move forward the discussion of such issues so that clear alterna-
tives will emerge on how one responds, as an American of Greek origin, to
events in Greece and Cyprus.

Sincerely yours,
Dan Georgakas
212-274-4413

A FUNERAL SERVICE BECOMES A PROTEST

A FUNERAL SERVICE BECOMES
A PROTEST

The funeral service for Orlando Letelier and his associate Ronny Kar-
pen took place in Washington on September 26, 1976. These two last victims
of the Chilean junta were assassinated in the heart of Washington by a bomb
placed in Letelier's car on the morning of September 21. Letelier was a mem-
ber of the Socialist Party of Chile and held important positions in the govern-
ment of Popular Unity. He held a variety of ministerial posts and was also
Ambassador of Chile in the USA. Before the fall of the Allende Government
he was Minister of Defense. After the US-engineered fascist coup, he was
arrested, tortured and remained imprisoned for one year. From his exile, he
continued the fight against the bloodstained junta. Shortly before his assassi-
nation, the junta stripped him of his citizenship.

His funeral developed into a major anti-junta protest. Thousands parti-
cipated. The march started from Sheridan Circle where the assassination had
taken place: The crowd shouted anti junta slogans and passed near the
Chilean embassy with their fists raised. It was the first time that the capital
of American imperialism witnessed anything like that. The prevailing slo-
gans, "Chile yes - Junta no," and "the people united will never be defeated,"
were shouted in English and in Spanish. Many organizations took part in the
march: progressive people, working people, students, intellectuals, and many
persons outraged by the heinous crime. Many Greeks who have not forgotten
the fascist crimes in their own country also participated.

The crowd headed toward St. Matthew's Church where the funeral ser-
vice took place. Among others, Senator McGovern spoke and asked for an
investigation of the assassination. Karpen's husband, who had been in the
same car but remained unharmed, declared that if the junta's hangmen had
intended to stop the just struggle of the Chilean people, they had only suc-
ceeded in intensifying it. Finally, Mrs. Allende, the widow of the assassinated
President of Chile, spoke. She said, in a warm and moved voice, that Letelier
after the coup had become a real ambassador of the poor and the persecuted
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and that the junta through these methods was trying desperately to keep it-
self in power. She asked the American people to investigate the crimes and
the activities of DINA, the secret police of Chile. She proclaimed that with
public support the tormented people of Chile would soon be freed. She
quoted Neruda's verses which sounded as if they had been written for the
assassinated ones.

The whole event was filled with a fighting spirit and anger. At the same
time people would take stands openly. They collected signatures to petition
for the investigation of the crime (up to now, of course, no results), and es-
pecially of the close relations between DINA and the notorious CIA. They
also collected signatures for the liberation of all junta prisoners and the pun-
ishment of the guilty. The unprecedented criminality of the fascist clique
of Pinochet makes the struggle for the immediate rescue and liberation of
Louis Corvalan and all other political prisoners imperative.

M.K.

LETTER TO THE EDITOR

You introduced the Nikolinakos response to Professor Cavarnos's
article on U.S. foreign policy by stating that "the dialectics of dialogue could
have a beneficial impact on political education," but you left unspecified who
could be educated by the diatribe to which we were treated. Mr. Niko-
linakos's reply is not a reasoned one, resembling as it does more a note writ-
ten in haste and sent without revision. I don't know very much about Mr.
Nikolinakos, but I see that his address is listed as West Berlin, that he is a
political economist, and that he has recently become a co-ordinating editor
of the journal. I am sure that as a political economist he is usually lucid,
convincing, and thorough, as his article in your journal on foreign workers in
Germany (Vol. III, No. 1) shows. As a controversialist, however, he leaves
much to be desired, being more of a hatchet man than a debator.

Yet, what he has to say is so conventional, so trite, so tired, that I felt
as though I were reading the remarks of someone whom George Orwell had
dismantled two decades ago. "Every student realizes that policy is made on
grounds of interests... of an economic character." As though this simpli-
fication were not enough - perhaps he expected someone to disagree with
him? perhaps he would be puzzled if, beyond this truism, others, somewhat
more intellectually flexible than he, would add, "but economic interests are
not the only 'facts' that make up foreign policy" -- he must pursue his feigned
surprise at uttering, as though they were freshly minted, the most convention-
al anti-Americanisms. Perhaps he does not know how tiresome they are to
those of us who have opposed many of our government's national policies for
the past decades. I suspect that most of your subscribers and contributors are
in the group that had protested the Vietnam War and the score of other
misadventures, criminal and otherwise, we have had before and since. If Mr.
Nikolinakos wants to learn how civilized discourse is carried on, he would do
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well to read with care Mr. Harold Karabel's "Reply to John Cavarnos" in
the previous issue of the Journal of the Hellenic Diaspora.

The major problem Mr. Nikolinakos reveals is his inability to convince
a reader who might be initially pre-disposed to his ideas. I've read his reply
many times, yet I still cannot see it as more than a collection of notes that
were jotted down in the heat of the moment. He is probably not as bad a
writer as this "reply" may indicate, despite the fact that he is a student of
the "dismal science," but he assumes too quickly that his reader is prepared
to grant him all of his points, even those that are couched in a diction that is
offensive to the reader's sense of decorum. Once he leaves economics and in-
trudes into politics and history, his ideas are not only sloppy (which I per-
sonally would forgive if at least they were interesting) but they are offensive
as well to those of us accustomed to urbanity and politeness in our dis-
agreements.

Ultimately, Mr. Nikolinakos calls into question the journal's hospitality
to the ideas of men like Professor Cavarnos, but I hope it maintains its rela-
tive openness to ideas its readership may not find totally palatable.

Thomas Dou lis

A SUNNY PLACE

for Alekos Panagoulis

The morning after
she lies
my world,
a melodrama,
flaking off,
a wet dream.
The revolution came
out of a Picasso,
dismembered;
but they killed
the laughing boy —
no civil war for him.
Now his brother's
cut down
and Mama cried out:
it's too stupid
even for poetry...
or a song...
or a wreath,
(before she went mad,
sea-girt, in her corner.)

Yannis Chioles
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