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EDITORIAL NOTES - TRANSFER OF JHD

The current issue features several articles, poems and a brief film
review.

Helen Papanikolas relates to us the life of the early Greek immi-
grant workers in the Intermountain West. She also chronicles the complex
function of the Greek labor agents and the contributions of the Greek
workers to the American labor movement. Although she focuses on the
Intermountain West, her observations may have wider significance. Ms.
Papanikolas reveals a side of our Greek American heritage which needs
further research.

Another Greek-American historian, Athan Theoharis, presents us
an account of U. S. foreign policy during the last 200 years. Mr. Theo-
haris describes the forces which made the U.S. move from relative isolation
and a revolutionary stance to intervention and counter-insurgency. He
gives several specific cases, including the relations of the U. S. to Greece,
to document his account.

George Kourvetaris, a sociologist, analyzes the negative impact -
human, economic, and political -- of the 1974 Turkish invasion of Cyprus
on the Greek Cypriots. Mr. Kourvetaris maintains that Turkey's aims are
"invasion, expulsion, and colonization." The author invokes the strength
and unity of the Greek people, support by a majority of the world's
nations and by the United Nations in order to protect the territorial inde-
pendence of Cyprus.

George Gregoriou, a political scientist, also touches upon the Cyprus
problem. Mr. Gregoriou, however, sees the invasion of Cyprus as part of
the strategy of Western (U. S.) capitalism in maintaining dominance in the
area and chides the Greeks (and the Greek Cypriots) for expecting any
changes as a result of Carter's election and his emphasis on "human rights."
The only solution for Cypriots (Greek and Turkish) is to cooperate and
take advantage of the tide of socialist revolution in the Mediterranean.

The current issue also features poetry by Kostas Myrsiades, Willis
Barnstone and Anatol Kravchenko. A brief review of the film Megara
by Dan Georgakas is also included.

Beginning with Vol. IV, No. 4 (January 1978), the Pella Publishing
Co. will assume full responsibility for the production and distribution of
JHD. A survey of the members and editors was conducted, and the over-
whelming majority of those replying approved of the transfer. The Journal
will be under the editorial control of a committee consisting of Peter
Pappas, Dan Georgakas, John Roubatis, Sue Craig, and Paschalis
Kitromilides. Dino Siotis and I will remain as advisory editors. Our
readers will recognize many of the new editors as past contributors to the
Journal. Although some innovations can be expected, the new editors
have agreed to maintain continuity by encouraging the relative diversity of
content characteristic of past issues. Our great appreciation is extended to
Mr. Papathanasiou, the publisher, and to the new editorial board for ac-
cepting the new responsibility and for contributing to the survival of JHD
as an alternative medium among the Greeks of the diaspora.

The new administration will of course honor JHD's commitments
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to its individual and institutional subscribers. The subscription list, along
with information of the expiration date, will be transferred to the Pella
Publishing Co. soon after the publication of this issue. Henceforth, all
communications concerning subscriptions, advertisements, and articles
should be sent to the Pella Publishing Co., 461 Eighth Ave., New York,
N. Y. 10001. I would like to encourage all members, subscribers, and con-
tributors to JHD to give their full support to the new administration.

Finally, I would like to thank the present editors of JHD for their
constructive reviews of contributions; the many subscribers and members
whose financial support made possible the survival and growth of the
Journal; all my former students, my colleagues, and their friends who
volunteered their labor to assemble JHD; and the Ron Haldeman Asso-
ciates of Indianapolis who, true to the Quaker tradition and the 1960s
movement, provided us with discount typesetting. JHD was made possi-
ble only through the cooperation of all these groups.

Nikos Petropoulos
Indianapolis

September 11, 1977

THE HELLENIC AMERICAN SOCIETY
announces the transfer

of the

JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC
DIASPORA

to
PELLA PUBLISHING COMPANY

effective January, 1978
All those interested in contributing articles or reviews,
please send manuscripts directly to Pella Publishing
Company, 461 Eighth Avenue, New York, NY 10001
(U.S.A.).



GREEK WORKERS IN THE INTERMOUNTAIN WEST:
THE EARLY TWENTIETH CENTURY

by Helen Papanikolas

In 1821 the Greeks began the fated revolt against the Turks that im-
bued their character with much that is distinctively important. Eighty
years later in the American Intermountain West, Greeks fought another
kind of battle against industrialists no less powerful than their former
rulers. Heroes emerged across terrain resembling the thyme-covered plains
and mountains of the fatherland. Many are now forgotten, a few like
Louis Tikas, the "Martyr of Ludlow," deserve to be honored alongside
the "valiant lions" of General Makriyannis. 1

This Intermountain Greek immigrant history had its Bouboulina
and unsung women as stoic as the mothers of the guerrilla klefts. 2 It
had men who played both sides, at times for their compatriots, at times
for the pasha industrialists. There were camp followers, panderers and
cardplayers; no different than pillagers after battle, they traveled the cir-
cuit of mining towns on payday to make spoils of wages. There were the
well educated, failures in their own country that was surfeited with pro-
fessionals the people could not afford. They edited, unsuccessfully,
Greek-language newspapers or sold mining stock of questionable authen-
ticity or called themselves "interpreters" and charged their patrioti exor-
bitant fees for routine procedures. The power among them all were the
labor agents dressed with American ostentation. As feuding tribal chief-
tains they pitched Greek against Greek in the labor wars of the first
twenty-five years of this century. And throughout the history there was
death and maiming everywhere.

The Greeks were among many national and racial peoples to inun-
date the Intermountain West, but because they were more numerous in
many parts of it, they were also more vulnerable to Charon. Payrolls
and newspaper reports, the many self-sufficient Greek Towns, large chap-
ters of Pan-Hellenic Unions, and the early establishment of Greek Ortho-
dox churches give cause to believe that the 1910 Census represented only
a portion of Greek immigrants. 3 The men were constantly moving and
census-taking was haphazard.

The intermountain Greeks began arriving in noticeable numbers in
the first years of the century when the opening of coal and metal mines
and the clearing of sagebrush under homestead laws required railroad
extensions that veined the West. With this rapid industrialization a few
adventurous Greeks left established Greek Towns in New York and Chi-
cago, made pacts with mine and railroad management, exchanging the pro-
mise of cheap labor for privilege, and tenaciously became the leading
labor suppliers of the West.

The immigrants lived in crowded Greek Towns made up of shanties,
boardinghouses, coffeehouses, bakeries, and grocery stores selling import-
ed Greek foods. The Towns were sanctuaries for the Greeks; they were
their kleftouria (guerrilla strongholds) in an alien land that needed their
labor but feared their inroads into American life, decried their "racial
inferiority" and their "unassimilability."4
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To these Greek Towns the immigrants traveled when hungry, when
looking for work, when, after clearing a plain of sagebrush in Idaho, they
were routed out of their tents by masked men with guns and whips, when
Americans rioted in Omaha and burned the Greek section of the city,
when they protested the untended injuries of one of their Nevada labor
gang and penniless walked through more than two hundred miles of sage
and salt desert. 5 To these sanctuaries they flocked to blunt their exile
in this xenitia, this foreign land, by singing and dancing their centuries-
old folk culture, watching the Karaghiozi shadow puppets in coffeehouses,
listening to scratchy Greek phonograph records and peripatetic musicians
with lyras, laoutos, and clarinos. Without knowing it, they were already
beginning to accomodate themselves to American life.

The men, with boys from nine to fourteen years of age as water
boys, moved from one railroad gang laying rails to another replacing nar-
row gauge rails with standard gauge, from metal mines to coal mines,
from mill towns to smelters. -- always in search of work and better pay.
The despot who ruled this labor market and to whom almost every minor
Greek agent gave fealty was Leonidas G. Skliris, called the "Czar of the
Greeks" by Americans.

A native of Sparta, speaking a schooled Greek, Skliris arrived in Salt
Lake City, Utah, in 1897, and established headquarters near the Denver
and Rio Grande Western and Union Pacific railyards. He soon had branch
offices in New York, Saint Paul, Chicago, Kansas City, Denver, San Fran-
cisco, and Sacramento. 6 His choice of Utah for headquarters was propi-
tious. Not only were the largest copper deposits in the world and vast
bituminous coal fields within its borders but labor had to be imported.
The Mormon people who settled Utah had continued obedience to Brig-
ham Young's orders to stay on the land and not be seduced by the "sinks
of pollution" that came with industrialization.?

As the leading labor agent for the Denver and Rio Grande Western,
the Oregon Short Line, and Union Pacific railroads, their coal company
subsidiaries in Utah, Wyoming, and Colorado, and for the Utah Copper
Company (later Kennecott) interests in Utah and Nevada, Skliris adver-
tised in Greek newspapers in the United States, mainland Greece, and
in Crete, and brought thousands of Greeks to the West, some in fous-
tanellas (white pleated kilts) and many in Cretan breeches.

In accordance with the traditional custom of paying for patronage,
woven into life under the Byzantines, the conquering Franks, Venetians,
and Turks, the young Greeks paid Skliris's lieutenants an initial payment
of around twenty dollars. In addition they signed a contract giving com-
panies the authority to deduct a dollar a month from their wages, to be
paid to Skliris for continued employment. 5 This binding, unending re-
lationship was even more bitterly resented by immigrants than the paying
of the first bribe. 9 Skliris's awesome extravagances -- to provide a night's
entertainment he brought Greek musicians from New York and his gifts
to mine managers were lavish -- were flagrant reminders to immigrants that
these were provided by their labor.

With his agents making the rounds of coffeehouses in New York and
in Chicago's Halstead district, Skliris made good his boast to mine and
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railroad officials that he could supply men in any number at cheaper wages
and during labor troubles he would supply strikebreakers also.

Strikes and strikebreaking were foreign concepts to Greek immi-
grants. They had not traveled north for seasonal labor and come in
contact with radical labor views as had North Italians and Yugoslays. Yet
it was as strikebreakers that the first Greeks in sizeable numbers came to
the Intermountain West - to break a 1903 eastern Utah coal strike.

Thereafter the Greeks came in ever increasing numbers through the
proselytizing of labor agents and steamship agents. This was lucrative for
the Czar of the Greeks. The agencies for three steamship lines, French,
Italian, and Austrian, and Skliris's labor agency were one and the same in
Salt Lake's Greek Town. 10 Skliris also had partnerships in company
stores where immigrants were forced to trade or lose their jobs.

Living off the labor of fellow Greeks, Skliris showed little interest
in them. He had the Old-World, and particularly the Near-Eastern, con-
tempt for those who worked with their hands. Working conditions were
dangerous and housing crowded and unsanitary in tent towns called "Rag
Towns" and in shacks the men built out of blasting powder boxes on
company land, outside which water for drinking and sewage streams ran
side by side.

Later when the first Greek picture brides began arriving, few escaped
running a boardinghouse or having their husbands' brothers and cousins
living in the house while they raised large families, washed clothes by
hand, baked bread in outside dirt ovens, grew vegetables, and canned fruit.
Working harder than they had in their villages where women in the extend-
ed families gave help and support, young wives alone sacrificed themselves
to the demands of a patriarchal society transplanted to the new country.

Management built boardinghouses over the years, but they were in-
commensurable with the need. The 1910 Dillingham Reports of the
Immigrant Commission said of Utah company quarters provided by the
metal industry:

For "white men" without families the company maintains a dormi-
tory for which the charge for each man is $1 per month. The service
rendered includes the supply of bedding and the laundering of
bedding and towels. For the Greeks and the Japanese the lowest
paid workers the company furnishes bunk houses with running
water for the price charged "white men" at the dormitory, but
covers neither bedding nor laundry.... The Greeks and Japanese
are segregated from other employees... 11

The difference in amenities was most noticeable in railroad gangs:
American quarters included a separate car for cooking, another for eating,
and a third for bunk-bed sleeping; for immigrants one car was used for
cooking and eating, with wooden platforms at each end for sleeping.12

The Western Federation of Miners, the IWW, and the American Fed-
eration of Labor railed at the degradation of all miners' living conditions,
but the clearest' voice was that of a Greek woman journalist, the immi-
grants' own Bouboulina. Maria Economidou traveled the West and as far
north as Alaska. She wrote: "I will always remember the brave young
Cretans and Roumeliots of Utah, Colorado, Wyoming and Nevada."1 d
She rebuked the Greek government-sponsored Pan-Hellenic Unions for
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their exhorting the Greek immigrants to remember the fatherland and to
return to it but overlooking the illiteracy and the appalling living condi-
tions of the workers. She demanded of the Utah Copper Company general
manager hospitals and housing for the immigrants. He answered her:
"They choose their own habitations and if we built them better ones, they
would not live in them." 14

Management, from straw bosses to superintendents, was as extor-
tionist of immigrants as were labor agents. American workers were neither
under the padrone system nor were they forced to pay bribes. A Greek
from Phthiotis province wrote:

I got a job at the Armour's packing house in Omaha for 2 or 3 hours
a day at 23-cents an hour. Out of this sum five of us had to live.
Fortunately, I thought, a labor agent offered us a job on the railroad
800 miles away, paying him $8 a piece for commission, which we
borrowed, and on a freight train we reached our destination but
there was NO JOB, neither were we allowed to return unless we paid
transportation charges back to Omaha.

We worked at some farm for 50-cents a day for 19 days and paid
our way back to Omaha. From Omaha I went to Castle Gate, Utah,
where I was offered a job at the coke ovens, provided I paid $20
commission for the boss and his gang. When I reported to work, as
agreed, the agent told me that someone else had bid the job with
$10 more and since I had no more money I lost the job plus the $20
commission... Then... I got me a job in the recently started coal
mine at Kenilworth. The first month check was $32.50. I got fired
from there because not having any money to spare I refused to con-
tribute towards buying a diamond ring for the superintendent's
wife. (We had to please and pay everybody to hold our job.)15

Exploited by their labor agents and by mine, mill, and railroad
bosses, the immigrants had even less protection than that given to Ameri-
can workers because their pay scale was lower. There were no unions and
no workmen's compensation laws. The loss of an arm or a leg was worth
about three hundred dollars, after which the maimed immigrant returned
to Greece to live in penury. When money was sent to survivors in Greece,
company officials often allowed the labor agent to handle the transaction.
A Skliris agent embittered hundreds of Greeks because it was found that
he had never sent the money entrusted to him.

Greeks learned quickly of death and maiming in western America.
They feared being taken to company doctors just as their ancestors had
feared capture by the Turks. They accused doctors of amputating limbs
without adequate attempts to save them and secretly brought injured
patrioti to praktikot (folkhealers). A legendary Greek midwife in Utah
was consulted by Intexmountain immigrants to set bones and for folk
remedies to cure a wide variety of injuries and illnesses. 16

Greeks, steeped in oral tradition, did not keep journals of their
American odyssey. There is one known exception. He began with his
departure from Thebes in 1912. His mother, he wrote, "kissed me, em-
braced me, and gave me a handkerchief to remember her by and inside was
a five drachma coin and a sprig of basil." 17 A few days after leaving
Castle Garden, he was working on the rails of the Saint Louis-San Fran-
cisco line with three track gangs: Greek, Mexican, and Arab. On the
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second day of work, his village friend injured his hand. "I almost fainted,"
he wrote, "because the two fingers were hanging by the skin." 18 A few
weeks later as the gang was moving rails from one section of the line to
another, a railroad car fell on a young Corinthian and crushed him. Shak-
en, the Theban left for Roseburg, Oregon, to work on another track gang.
He and two Greeks, riding a handcar through a torrential evening rain-
storm, did not hear a locomotive speeding toward them. It emerged ten
yards away; they jumped -- a split second from death. 18

Regularly young Greeks were buried in Thanatoghamoi, Death
Wedding funerals; each lay in his casket dressed as a bridegroom, often
with wedding crown on his head, with gold band on his finger, and a sprig
of white flower in his lapel -- as Greek custom decreed for the unmarried
dead. 2° Until women began coming to the Intermountain West, in num-
bers after 1912, the dead were buried without the keening of the mirolo-
ghia ("words of fate"). In an eastern Utah coal mine explosion that killed
172 men, fifty of them Greek, gas and rubble hampered the rescue teams
and ten days were required to bring up the dead. The widows' keening of
the mirologhia came from mine company houses throughout the ten days
as one or two men were brought up at a time. 21

Yet the young Greeks kept coming. It was the ancient poverty of
their country that drove them westward. Complicating the struggle to
survive were disputes among them that led Americans to stereotype the
Greeks as wild people. In the face of American hostility, Greeks banded
together in railroad cars and empty buildings during winter months when
there was no work on railroads and in summer months when mine pro-
duction slackened. They hid men from authorities during martial law at
the risk of jail; twice in Utah they rushed to save a countryman who was
being dragged to a lynching. 22 Yet they also wrought chaos. Because
Greeks in the new country continued their customs and cultural views,
rooted in poverty, that judged a man's filotimo (honor), men killed each
other over slights to that honor. These were minor skirmishes, however,
compared with the labor wars that Greeks led in the first twenty-five years
of the century.

The Greeks of the Intermountain West were not stirred by the cru-
sading spirit of workers' rights movements. They believed their days of
manual labor were temporary ones on the way to independence as respect-
ed businessmen. Still they joined strikes and led them, even though they
knew they would lose wages committed to dowries and family mortgages
and face the possibility of being blacklisted in mines throughout the area.
When they found Americans were receiving more for their work or that
they were being cheated on the weighing machines or chafing under years
of paying bribes and seeing a chance for escape, the Greeks struck with a
tenaciousness that astonished other workers and brought them editorial
abuse and the contempt of Americans.

As mainlanders and Cretans, they participated in Western strikes in
the depression year of 1908, in 1909, and again in 1911 and 1912, in
mines and railyards. In Pocatello, Idaho, where Greeks had left railroad
gangs early to become wackers (cleaning locomotives with caustic solu-
tions), they initiated reprisals in the strikes of 1911 and 1922.
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The unique characteristic of the big strikes, however, is that they
were led by Cretans. 23 In the 1912 copper strike in Bingham Canyon,
Utah, the Colorado coal strike of 1913-1914, and the Carbon County,
Utah, coal strike of 1922, Cretans became leaders. Their strategy was that
of the guerrilla klefts: taking food, blankets, and guns, they climbed
mountain slopes, barricaded themselves behind boulderi where they
could see the mine workings, and shot at anyone trying to approach the
mine entrances. In the copper strike they were described in a newspaper
report as "Cretans, famed as men who, when the spirit moves them to
fight, are difficult to control."24 The Western Federation of Labor was
powerless to order the men down from their strongholds. Only the black-
robed priest wearing his tall black hat, his pectoral cross swinging, was able
to convince them to descend to the town theater to hear the governor
speak. When copper company officials denied that Greeks had to pay to
keep their jobs and that Skliris ® whose firing the men sought in return
for joining the union -- was upheld by them as an honest man, the Cretans
angrily returned to their barricades. Skliris brought in strikebreakers from
Nevada, Idaho, and Colorado, all Greek mainlanders. The animosity
engendered in those years between them and the Cretan strikers split the
Greeks into two factions that are still apparent in the Intermountain West.
Although the strike did not result in unionization, Skliris was forced to
leave the state. Following this strike, another began in the southern Colo-
rado coal mines owned by John D. Rockefeller, Jr. 25 Again Cretans
became leaders and from them emerged a man to match the heroes of the
War of 1821. Louis Tikes, born near Rethymnon, Crete, left his organiz-
ing activities in northern Colorado to lead a large contingent of Cretans re-
cently arrived from Crete. A report of the Governor of Colorado said:

The will of the Greeks was the law of the tent colony. They were
the most aggressive element, the fighting men.... Such was their
authority that although many of the nations had leaders of their
own, the Greek leader was the master of the tented city. 26

On April 20, 1914, the morning following Greek Easter when Tikas
and his Greeks had barbecued lambs bought at neighboring ranches and
danced old native folk dances with several of the men in Cretan breeches,
shooting erupted. Which side fired first, the Colorado National Guard or
the Greeks, has never been proved. Later, much was made of the Greeks'
drinking wine on their paschal day. Tikes waved a white cloth trying in
vain to stop the strikers and guardsmen from firing on each other. While
the battle continued throughout the day, he brought food and water to
the women and children trapped in their tents by machine gun fire. Con-
tinually on the telephone, Tikas called for help. He was not only a leader
but a peacemaker, as the national guard would subsequently admit.

The tents took fire; two women and eleven children, hiding in dug-
outs underneath them, suffocated. Afterwards, attempting to reach the
tents, Tikes was captured for lynching, brought to the national guard
officer, who broke a rifle over his head, and pushed into the crossfire of
strikers and guardsmen. He fell, riddled with bullets, to become known as
the "Martyr of Ludlow."

Cretans from Raton, New Mexico, forty miles away, walked over the
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mountains with high-powered rifles and Greeks from Colorado Springs
slung flour sacks filled with ammunition over their shoulders, tied red
bandana kerchiefs around their necks as a sign of revolt, and set out to
avenge their countryman.27

Tikas was eulogized in newspapers; his name heads a list engraved
on a monument erected by the United Mine Workers in memory of those
who died at Ludlow. Yet a letter written by him, in the files of the United
Mine Workers, in Washington, D.C., shows he had trouble with union
officials: he was an immigrant Greek; he had charisma and power. 28

In the 1922 coal strike, the catalyst for Cretans' joining the strike
was short-weighing on the coal scales. Again they became leaders of the
tent colonies and led ambushes on trains reportedly bringing in strike-
breakers. The killing of a Cretan in an orchard raised their anger to
hysteria. Seven hundred Greeks, carrying small blue and white Greek
flags, followed the casket to the church and on to the graveyard. 29

Why were Cretans ever ready to fight, more so than mainland
Greeks? The answer lies principally in their having been used to the life
of revolt. Crete was freed from the Turks more than seventy years after
the 1821 revolt. Many had known Venizelos; like Kazantzakis, they had
been in massacres. 31

Strike participation, initial lagging in volunteering for the army in
World War I, inciting envy by leaving labor to enter business, their "un-
assimilability" and "clannishness" as judged by coffeehouses, Greek
schools, Greek-language newspapers, Greek neighborhoods, and large
remittances to Greece laid the groundwork for the Ku Klux Klan attacks
of 1924. 39

In surveying the interplay of industrialization of the Intermountain
West and the lives of Greek immigrants, their symbiosis is apparent: im-
migrants provided the brawn for mines, railroads, mills, and smelters,
and in turn industry provided wages with which immigrants established
themselves throughout America. Labor agents had brief, flamboyant
careers, cut short by the restrictive immigration laws of the early 1920s
that kept desperate young Greeks in the homeland. The leading labor
agents died penniless. They were extortionists and opportunists, yet,
they performed a service for great numbers of uneducated immigrants.

After the expulsion of Skliris, Greeks went through a harrowing
time of scrounging for work. The journal-keeping Theban wandered nine
months through the Northwest, borrowing a few dollars from friends to
follow every rumor of work. On the way to yet another fruitless jour-
ney, he wrote:

Day and night I walk a strange land and despair
I am not able to live anymore in these strange places
I beg you, God, accept my wish
Send the Archangel to take my soul 32
But like thousands of other hardy immigrants, he persevered. The

greater number of Greeks lived through the hard days of early immigrant
life, married, had children, became store owners, sheepmen, and cattle-
men, and moired out of the Greek Towns in the prosperity of the 1920s.
They saw the miracle of America vested in their children, sons and daught-     
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ers of a rustic people, who finished high schools, many going on to colleges
and universities and often to graduate schools, with their Greek ethnicity
ingrained within them. Their grandchildren are as American as any third-
generation immigrant people, but highly conscious of their Greek roots.
Industrial West America with its early horrors in living and in dying was, in
the final assessment, good to immigrant Greeks.

Footnotes

Taped interviews of first-generation Greek respondents used in
writing this paper are filed in the American West Center, University of
Utah. Interviewers: Louis Cononelos and the author.
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8. A copy of Skliris's contract is filed in the American West Center,
University of Utah.

9. Governor's Correspondence, State of Utah, 1911, contains two
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Skliris's extortion. During the Pocatello, Idaho, railyard strike of
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Greeks."
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Government Printing Office, 1911), p. 202.
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15. James Galanis autobiographical sketch, Greek Archives, University
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THE DECLINE OF AN ANTI-COLONIAL TRADITION:
OFFICIAL ATTITUDES TOWARD REVOLUTIONS

DURING THE COLD WAR YEARS
by Athan Theoharis

A serious constitutional crisis beset the United States during the
1970s with the revelations of the Nixon administration's far-reaching
abuses of power, abuses that resulted first in the inception of impeach-
ment proceedings and then in the resignation of an incumbent President.
Nonetheless, in the fall of 1974 Americans might comfortably have con-
cluded that the crisis had been successfully resolved. After all, was it not
the responsibility of one man? Could it not be explained in terms of the
personality, character, and politics of Richard M. Nixon? That comfort-
able conclusion, however, no longer suffices. Post-August 1974 revela-
tions about the policies of the intelligence community — including (1) the
FBI's COINTELPRO and other investigative programs, (2) the CIA's
domestic surveillance activities and covert overseas operations, (3) the
military intelligence agencies' domestic intelligence activities, and (4) the
Internal Revenue Service's institution of a special program to identify and
focus tax investigations on individuals organizations because of their
involvement in dissident politics — compel the recognition that Nixon's
abuses of power were not peculiar to his administration. Further, we now
recognize that these abuses derived from the transformation of national
institutions and values during the Cold War years. For, during these years
the quest for absolute security at home against suspected or "potential"
subversives and for absolute security abroad against the possible expansion
of Soviet power and influence created both a political climate and an un-
controlled bureaucracy which encouraged practices directly contravening
constitutional and legal prohibitions and traditional ideals and led to the
radical expansion of the authority of the intelligence community.

The impact of the Cold War on national values is best illustrated by
three developments publicized in October 1975. First, we learned that the
CIA during the 1960s had established an "executive action" group to
devise methods to ensure the removal of "unfriendly" foreign leaders;
these methods included assassinations, coups, and forced exile. Second,
the Ford administration, while condemning the October 1975 restrictions
on individual liberties and the possible evolution of a Communist govern-
ment in Portugal, did not denounce the Franco Government's decision to
execute five Spanish terrorists. Instead, the administration continued to
negotiate a military base agreement with the Spanish Government. Third,
although refusing to grant a visa to Italian Communist Party leader Sergio
Segre so that he might address a conference sponsored by the New York
Council on Foreign Relations (administration action was required given
the McCarran-Walters Immigration Act's visa restrictions), two members
of the Ford administration's National Security Council nonetheless re-
ceived and listened to the views of the leader of the Italian neo-Fascist
party, Georgio Almirante, on the Communist threat in Italy.

These developments do not simply pose a moral issue. More im-
portantly, they reveal the basic principles ordering current U.S. foreign
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policy: An obsession with Communism, an unthinking quest for order
and stability, and a willingness to sacrifice democratic ideals to ensure
that militantly anti-communist governments or leaders retain power.
During the Cold War years, these had become the basic guidelines of
American diplomacy. Moreover, implicit in the periodic evocation of the
so-called domino theory, a profound sense of insecurity underlay recent
U.S. foreign policy. That a nation, as powerful militarily and economic-
ally as the United States during the post-1945 period, should feel im-
perilled by the prospect that small nations (whether the Dominican Re-
public, Vietnam, Chile, Lebanon, Iran, Guatemala, or Greece) might
change their political orientation is ironic. The history of U.S. foreign
policy during the Cold War years, nonetheless, has been one of such
extreme fear.

An Anti-Colonial Tradition: 1789-1900

How did this come to pass? Both this insecurity and indifference ,
whether U.S. policies were based on undemocratic and illiberal principle,
contrast strikingly with an earlier self-image. Those who had immigrated
from England during the 17th century had been motivated to establish a
New England, a more perfect society which by its example would serve as
"A City on the Hill." Then, when seeking independence from England,
the American revolutionaries felt compelled out of a "decent respect for
the opinion of mankind" to proclaim to the world the specific grievances
that led to their decision to resist a tyrannic monarch. Thomas Jefferson
reiterated these sentiments when later declaring that the United States
mission was to be a "standing monument and example" which would
"ameliorate the condition of man over a great portion of the globe."

Having won independence through revolution and having created a
republican government, early American leaders narrowly based U.S. dip-
lomatic objectives of domestic prosperity and independence on averting
American involvement in foreign wars. These objectives, however, resulted
in policies which included military conflict with the Indians, the promo-
tion of westward territorial expansion, and conflict and international
negotiations with the European powers. Nonetheless, throughout the 19th
century, American statesmen rhetorically supported revolutionary move-
ments and leaders whether in South America or Europe — though being
realists and nationalists these officials never allowed sympathy to deter-
mine policy.

Thus, following the outbreak and sweep of revolutions in Europe
during 1848, American Presidents Taylor and Fillmore, Secretary of State
Daniel Webster, and congressional leaders pointedly praised revolutionary
leaders and extolled Hungarian liberty, independence,. and self-govern-
ment. Earlier, when considering how the United States should respond to
South American revolutionary developments, U.S. policymakers quietly
supported the revolutionaries. President John Quincy Adams, for exam-
ple, expressed this conception of U.S. goals and interests: Wherever the
standard of freedom and independence has been or shall be unfurled, •
there will be America's heart, her benedictions, and her prayers. But she
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goes not abroad in search of monsters to destroy. She is the well-wisher
of the freedom and independence of all. She is the champion and vindi-
cator only of her own."

This anti-colonial sentiment reflected not simply altruism as definite
conceptions of the national interest. The United States might sympathize
with revolutions; policymakers did not involve the United States on the
side of revolutionaries. Further, the rejection of monarchism and the
ejection of European powers from the Western Hemisphere could redound
to U.S. strategic and economic interests. Conceding this does not mini-
mize the distinctive ideological basis of U.S. foreign policy -- accepting
revolutionary change and recognizing that the destiny of revolutionaries
and nationalists depended on whether they themselves wisely addressed the
particular domestic and international pressures confronting their society.
U.S. policymakers then recognized that the United States should respond
diversely to international developments, possessed a basic faith in their
Nation's ultimate success, and believed that the principal problems con-
fronting the United States were internal in origin and thus required the
wise resolution of domestic problems.

A Developing Fear of Radicalism: 1900-1945

All this changed in the 20th century as the United States embarked
upon a more activist, interventionist foreign policy course. American
policymakers no longer believed that the Nation could be indifferent to
foreign developments. Not only did the United States intervene militarily
in Latin and Central America, mediate foreign disputes (Theodore Roose-
velt's role in the Russo-Japanese War), and enter World War I -- but nation-
al immigration policy shifted abruptly. The immigration acts of 1903 or
1917 - the first providing for the exclusion and the second for the depor-
tation of anarchists and revolutionaries -- confirmed a reduced tolerance
for radical ideas and personalities and an underlying conviction that the
Nation was threatened from abroad. The distinction between domestic
affairs and foreign affairs had become blurred.

This fear of revolution and radicalness antedated the Bolshevik
Revolution of 1917 and the emergence of the Soviet Union as a major
power. Even so, we should recognize that American political leaders in
1917-1919 held views about revolutions that differ strikingly from those
held by official Washington today. During a January 1919 Versailles
Peace Conference meeting, for example, President Wilson pointedly con-
firmed this distinctiveness: "Throughout the world a feeling of revolt
against the large vested interests... influenced the world both in the eco-
nomic and in the political sphere. The way to cure this domination was...
constant discussion and a slow process of reform; but the world at large
had grown impatient of delay." If anti-Bolshevik, Wilson did not believe
that revolutions were the consequence merely of foreign-directed sub-
version. U.S. foreign policy, the American President accordingly coun-
selled, should offer the prospect of positive, gradual change.
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Anti-Communism Triumphant: The Cold War Years

This ambivalence and restraint did not continue to shape U.S.
policy after World War H. Only then did U.S. foreign policy shift funda-
mentally -- gradually accepting decisions and principles that culminated
in the national crisis of the 1970s. Only during the Cold War years would
the United States embark upon a policy of global expansionism, relying
on military strength and not the attraction of democratic ideals to attain
international influence. Not economic or strategic necessity but policy-
makers' particular conceptions of the national interest precipitated this
policy change, conceptions based to a great degree on an emotional,
unthinking anti-communism. This anti-communist obsession in time
would lead policymakers to blur distinctions, to become blind to the
complexity of internal political crises, and to perceive disruptive political
and economic change within the underdeveloped world as ultimately
threatening the national security.

The post-1945 breakdown of the U.S.-Soviet alliance following upon
the Soviet Union's Eastern European policy ultimately determined how
U.S. policymakers conceived international developments. By 1947,
accordingly, the Truman administration's conviction that revolutionary
change was merely Soviet-inspired subversion led to a reassessment of U.S.
policy toward Greece and Turkey. Thus, in striking contrast to the
Roosevelt administration's denunciation of British efforts to reestablish
British influence in Greece as well as its own initial recognition in 1946
of the armed conflict in Greece as a civil war, by 1947 the Truman admin-
istration publicly and privately viewed the Greek political crisis in simplis-
tic national security terms. Conceding that the Greek government was
"not perfect," administration spokesmen nonetheless affirmed that the
United States had no alternative but to assist the corrupt and repressive
Greek monarchists. Because of the prevalence of still-powerful anti-
colonial and anti-interventionist sentiments, however (both right and
left critics assailed the Doctrine as simply pulling British chestnuts out of
the fire), the administration in 1947 publicly represented the Truman
Doctrine as making possible the emergence of independent, democratic
governments in Greece and Turkey.

The Truman Doctrine, however, portended what became the central
thrust of official policy: the need to confront Soviet-directed subversion.
In short, by 1947 earlier Soviet expansion in Eastern Europe and not
intra-Greek developments led American statesmen to interpret the Greek
civil war as Soviet subversion and to emphasize the necessity of an Ameri-
can response. Yet in moving to support the Greek monarchy, the admin-
istration had both intervened in a civil war and had assumed the traditional
British role of ensuring order and stability in the Mediterranean region.
Moreover, although initially presenting the Truman Doctrine to the public
as intended to provide economic aid for reconstruction and development
(thereby undercutting the appeal of radicalism), by 1948 the President
defined U.S. purposes more narrowly: "Owing to Communist obstruc-
tion," measures which would promote Greek economic recovery would
have to be postponed until internal security within Greece had been es-
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tablished. Primary reliance was to be placed on military aid and other
efforts to suppress what the Administration then publicly described as an
"armed, foreign-supported minority."

The assumptions underlying the Truman Doctrine were more sharply
outlined in NSC Number 68, an April 7, 1950 report from the Secretaries
of State and Defense to the President on "United States Objectives and
Programs for National Security." The United States must be prepared to
anticipate and to resist forcefully prospective Soviet actions; the ultimate
objective of this containment policy was to change "the nature of the
Soviet system." Radicalism or revolution were no more than Soviet sub-
version and thus required a forthright U.S. response.

Following from this perspective, the administration readily abandon-
ed earlier policy assumptions. Having in 1945-1946 disavowed any inter-
est in intervening in the "internal" conflict between the Chinese National-
ists and Communists, by 1949-1950 the Truman administration narrowly
construed Chinese and Far Eastern developments in terms of a global
confrontation with the Soviets. President Truman's November 30, 1950
press conference remarks on Chinese Communist intervention in the
Korean War graphically capture this narrow conception of Asian political
developments: "If aggression is successful in Korea, we can expect it to
spread throughout Asia and Europe to this hemisphere. We are fighting in
Korea for our own national security and survival... We hope that the
Chinese people will not continue to be forced or deceived into serving the
ends of Russian colonial policy in Asia."

Clearly Truman did not comprehend that national security reasons
might have led the Chinese (as the U.S. had earlier) to react to the U.S.
decision to effect Korean unification by armed force. More than this
myopia, Truman's statement highlights the evolving administration con-
ception of internal crisis and change. Increasingly, administration offi-
cials held a conspiratorial view of revolutions, depicting colonial or civil
wars as no more than Soviet-directed subversion or aggression; believed
that the national security would be imperilled should the United States
fail to respond forcefully; and confidently expected that U.S. military
strength and technology could defeat this subversive alien minority.
National security, moreover, depended on preserving the international
status quo, even in the absence of overt Soviet involvement. Order, stabil-
ity, and nonviolent political change within Western-style institutions
(constitutionalism, and safeguards for individual liberties and private
property) had become the primary goals and considerations of official
Washington. This inherently conservative, status-quo oriented conception
of proper international change, and the belief that communists lacked a
popular national base, moreover, implied that an effecitve counter-revolu-
tionary policy could be successfully implemented.

A Counterinsurgency Strategy

Having thus conceived of revolutions, policymakers logically sought
to devise means to avert or to reverse revolutionary change. While formal-

' ly instituted during the Kennedy years, the forerunner to this counter-
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insurgency policy occurred. during Eisenhower's administration.
Elected on a campaign to initiate a bolder and more dynamic policy

than containment, President Eisenhower did not implement this pledge.
In Europe, for example, the administration refused to support militarily
the East German and Hungarian uprisings of 1953 and 1956. Despite bold
rhetoric and the contention that Communist governments in Eastern
Europe lacked popular support, the Eisenhower administration implicitly
recognized the reality of Soviet power and the legitimacy of Soviet in-
terests in that area.

This same deterrent did not exist in the less developed areas; there,
U.S. policymakers were not confronted by the direct Soviet military in-
tervention. The Eisenhower administration, nonetheless, interpreted
revolutionary or political change in these areas in anti-Communist, sub-
versive terms and relied principally on the CIA either to overthrow or to
prevent unfriendly governments from coming to power.

One motivation for the Eisenhower administration's reliance on the
CIA was its desire to remove foreign policy decisions from public debak
Were troops sent into an area the consent of Congress would have to be
obtained and the costs and risks of that decision justified to the American
public (and the Truman administration's political difficulties with the
Korean War demonstrated the political risks of such a course). Secretive,
unilateral covert operations, however, did not pose these political risks.
This underlying suspicion of the public, moreover, was wholly consistent
with the administration's more general strategies: whether claiming "exe-
cutive privilege" 45 times for "national security" reasons to deny in-
formation to the Congress or seeking to discredit Soviet efforts to promote
an international arms limitation agreement. Secretary of State John
Foster Dulles feared that even discussing arms limitation would undermine
public support for the costs attendant to an expansive Cold War posture.
Rather ironically, then, an earlier rationale for increasing military expendi-
tures -- to negotiate from strength -- by the late 1950s had provided the
rationale for not negotiating.

These anti-communist conceptions of radical and revolutionary
movements conditioned the Eisenhower administration's specific respon-
ses to the Iranian crisis of 1953 and the Guatemalan crisis of 1954. The
Mossadeq Iranian government's radical nationalism and prospect that it
would nationalize Western oil investments caused deep concern to the ad-
ministration. Internal opposition to Mossadeq, notably by the Shah and
conservative military officers, offered a successful counterforce. In 1953,
by selectively funding domestic dissent and offering future military aid to
the Iranian military, Kermit Roosevelt of the CIA helped engineer the
overthrow of the Mossadeq government and the restoration of a conser-
vative government headed by the Shah.

Similarly, during the early 1950s a leftist government committed to
far-reaching social change had come to power in Guatemala. As one of its
first acts, in 1953 the Arbenz government expropriated 234,000 unculti-
vated acres belonging to the United Fruit Company. Relations between
the United States and Guatemalan governments subsequently deteriorated
as the State Department first supported the Company's claimed compen-
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sation terms and then criticized the Arbenz government's leftist orienta-
tion, particularly its decision to purchase arms from Czechoslovakia.

Arbenz might have sought military and technical assistance from the
Communist-bloc states and might have accepted the assistance of the
Guatemalan Communist Party. In no sense was his government Commun-
ist dominated and his foreign policy orientation was neutralist. Nonethe-
less, alarmed over these developments, the Eisenhower administration pro-
vided direct military and technical support through the CIA to train and
equip an army of exiles and mercenaries. In 1954, these CIA-trained
troops successfully overthrew the Arbenz government; U.S. pilots even
engaged in military combat, including bombing the capital city.

This obsessive fear of radical change extended to militant national-
ism, even in cases where there was no direct Soviet involvement. Thus,
because concerned over Nasserite Egypt's appeal to Arab nationalists
following the 1956 Suez crisis, in 1957 the Eisenhower administration
sent the Sixth Fleet to the eastern Mediterranean to deter pro-Nasser
Jordanian army officers from ousting King Hussein. Then, in 1958, the
administration dispatched 7,000 marines armed with atomic howitzers
to Lebanon to avert a possible civil war and the prospective coining to
power of pro-Nasser Arab army officers.

Ironically, one factor precipitating the Lebanese crisis of 1958 had
been the administration's post-Suez policy of defining Middle Eastern de-
velopments in terms of a U.S.-Soviet confrontation. Seeking to secure a
free hand to respond unilaterally and forcefully in the Middle East, in
1957 the administration secured congressional approval for what became
known as the Eisenhower Doctrine. This Doctrine authorized U.S. sup-
port, if requested, to Middle Eastern governments threatened by inter-
national subversive movements.

As we recognize today, the Lebanese internal situation cannot in-
telligently be understood in Cold War terms. Deep divisions separated Le-
banese Christians and Moslems and these were intensified in the late
1950s by the appeal of Egyptian President Nasser's radical Arab national-
ism. Further complicating the situation was the considerable support of
pro-Nasserite Moslems within the Lebanese army. Yet, these Arab nation-
alists were aligned neither with the Western nor Soviet blocs, although
they would resort to military force to overthrow the conservative Christian
government of President Chamoun.

Even before the July 1958 decision to send marines into Lebanon,
Secretary of State Dulles articulated the administration's conception of
the Lebanese crisis. Lebanon was in no danger of attack "from a country
which we would consider under the control of international communism,"
the Secretary conceded. Nonetheless, he warned, "the independence of
these countries is vital to peace and the national interest of the United
States. That is certainly a mandate to do something if we think that our
peace and vital interests are endangered from any quarter." (Emphasis
added) And, when a United Nations inspection team concluded that the
Lebanese government's claim of Egyptian and Syrian intervention in sup-
port of dissident Lebanese army officers lacked foundation, President
Eisenhower dismissed this report with the comment that "some of our
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observers definitely doubted the competence of the [U.N.] team."
Similar conceptions of revolutionary change determined the Ken-

nedy administration's decisions, qualified by a more sophisticated use of
power and a positive desire to extend liberal constitutional principles.
The Peace Corps and the Alliance for Progress programs reflect the liber-
alism of the Kennedy administration's international policy; the emotional
anti-communism underlying these programs and the administration's more
general strategies gave rise to a counter-insurgency policy. Relying on
American economic strength and technological superiority, the adminis-
tration sought to develop a capability to undercut revolutionary move-
ments based on the conviction that because engineered by alien subver-
sive minorities revolutionary change could be effectively countered. If
the motivation was not crassly materialistic and involved an element of
idealism, the underlying fear of revolutionary change would nonetheless
lead to the adoption of a militarized, globalist foreign policy.

The basic tenets of this counter-insurgency policy are outlined in
three separate statements by Kennedy personnel. In a June 1956 Senate
speech, then U.S. Senator John F. Kennedy argued that the Diem govern-
ment of South Vietnam "is crucial to the free world... The fundamental
tenets of this nation's foreign policy, in short, depend in considerable
measure upon a strong and free Vietnamese nation." In 1960, Kennedy
adviser John McCloy wrote that the under-developed lands "promise to be
the principal battleground in which the forces of freedom and communism
compete — a battleground in which the future shape of society may finally
be tested and determined." More pointedly, in 1961 when urging Presi-
dent Kennedy to support a counter-insurgency program in South Vietnam,
General Maxwell Taylor forcefully concluded: "the United States must
decide how it will cope with Krushchev's 'wars of liberation' which are
really para-wars of guerrilla aggression. This is a new and dangerous Com-
munist technique which bypasses our traditional political and military
responses."

Having such alarmist views of revolutionary change as simply the re-
sult of Soviet-directed subversion and thereby as adversely affecting the
national security, the administration accordingly adopted a military strate-
gy that proved to be both counter-revolutionary and counterproductive.
In a graphic way, Vietnam was the culmination of this strategy of thus per-
ceiving revolutionary changes and of the conviction that the United States
possessed the capability to prevent such changes. Vietnam was distinctive
from other Cold War policies only in the dramatic and decisive failure of
the effort and the American public's unwillingness in time to sustain the
costs of this extensive involvement. Almost simultaneous with its March
1965 decision to commit U.S. ground troops to Vietnam, in April 1965
the Johnson administration intervened militarily in the Dominican Repub-
lic. In contrast to Vietnam, however, the Johnson administration's deci-
sion to send in the marines was not costly in money or lives; it was a quick,
decisive action that effectively precluded a leftist change in thatRepublic.

The Dominican crisis of 1965 stemmed from the deep internal divi-
sions created following the assassination of the dictator Trujillo in 1961.
Although winning the presidency in elections held that year, the social
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reformer Juan Bosch's term in office proved to be short-lived. His inabili-
ty to resolve the major social and economic problems of Dominican so-
ciety combined with conservative military opposition to his policies and re-
sulted in a September 1963 military coup and a forced exile. At first,
the Kennedy administration imposed sanctions and refused to recognize
the Dominican military government. President Johnson, however, pur-
sued a different policy toward Latin America. Assistant Secretary of
State for Latin American Affairs Thomas Mann formally proclaimed this
policy in 1964 -- the United States would not put herself in a "doctrin-
aire strait jacket of automatic application of sanctions to every unconsti-
tutional regime in this hemisphere."

This toleration of military dictatorships failed to take into account
the seething political tensions within Dominican society. Accordingly, in
April 1965, a group of pro-Bosch Dominican army colonels led a counter-
coup to restore constitutional government and to effect Bosch's return.
Despite having almost routed the military government, the colonels were
not able to establish their authority. One April 28,1965 President John-
son ordered the marines into the Dominican Republic.

At first, the administration defended this decision as necessary to
"protect American lives and property." When the news media demon-
stratkd the U.S. military's interventionist role, the administration offered
a different rationale. Producing an erroneous list of 53 Communists whom
he claimed were about to capture control of the colonels' coup, the Presi-
dent then offered an anti-communist justification. In time, President
Johnson further extended this rationale, claiming that the distinction
between civil war and international war "has already lost much of its
meaning."

The Cold War Came Home

Gradually, Cold War administrations had arrogated to themselves the
right and responsibility to determine when military coups or political
movements were controlled by communists. Possessing great military
strength and seemingly unlimited economic and technical resources,
American policymakers then acted to avert revolutionary changes through-
out the world. This constituted the tragedy of American diplomacy.
In a basic sense, former Senator William Fulbright's comment of late
1958 capsulizes this tragedy: "If there is a single factor which more than
any other explains the predicament in which we now find ourselves, it is
our readiness to use the specter of Soviet Communism as a cloak for the
failures of our own leadership."

An emotional fear of communism had led American policymakers to
embark upon a course contravening traditional American ideals and princi-
ples. As Cold War passions at home intensified (contributing to a decline
in popular aversion to foreign adventurism and to secretive decision-
making), policymakers were emboldened to define national policy goals
narrowly to ensure order and stability. Two consequences flowed from
this conception of the world situation. First, the belief evolved that the
national security was imperilled even by political developments within
small and relatively powerless states, and that this peril required a mili-

22



1111r.rsar?'

which viewed legitimate dissent at home as subversive.

Essentially, these disclosures pose the need to reassess Cold War assump-

tarized and secretive foreign policy, the stationing of vast numbers of

military pacts, and the disbursal of military aid to corrupt, repressive
regimes. Second, a political climate evolved which encouraged deference
to self-proclaimed experts to public acceptance of the need for secrecy,

cracy which considered itself to be above the law and the Constitution and

tions as well as to regain the self-confidence of an earlier generation of

and to the evolution of a vast, quasi-independent internal security bureau-

ground for considering the principles currently ordering American policy.

troops overseas, the conclusion of innumerable multilateral and bilateral

The recent post-Watergate disclosures thus provide the proper back-

Americans who understood the variety and complexity of overseas devel-
opments and perceived their nation as imperilled more by the zeal aid
folly of American leaders than by overseas political crises.

Americans need not necessarily revert to an earlier policy of sympa-
thy for foreign revolutionaries — contemporary interests differ consider-
ably from those of the Founding Fathers and the world of the 1970s is
vastly different from that either of the 1780s or the 1820s. Yet U.S.
foreign policy should be based on clearly defined principles and not on
what came to be passed off so flippantly during the 1950s and 1960s as
pragmatic realism. As importantly, American policymakers must acquire
a sounder appreciation of the limits to U.S. power and influence. The
world cannot be made safe for democracy nor can policymakers save the
world from revolutions. A mixture of humility and self-confidence, alone,
should in the future guide official policy responses, intertwining the histor-
ic conception of the U.S. role as a City on the Hill with the Jeffersonian
realization that other peoples have the right not to follow the U.S. exam-
ple. If there is any lesson to be learned from Vietnam and the Watergate
revelations, then, it is that the public cannot wisely defer to executive
claims that particular policies advanced, or even represented, the national
interest and the national security. These essentially nebulous terms must
be carefully defined and then only after intensive public debate. Too
often, recent history establishes, "national security" claims have proven
to be the last refuge of scoundrels and have served to distort the policy
formulation and execution processes.
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ATTILAS 1974: HUMAN, ECONOMIC, AND POLITICAL
CONSEQUENCES OF THE TURKISH INVASION IN CYPRUS

by George A. Kourvetaris

The Turkish invasion of Cyprus has by now become legend. Yet the
consequences of such a massive seaborne and air attack against the people
of Cyprus have not been adequately understood in a world bewildered by
profound cynicism and Machiavellian statecraft. It is not an exaggeration
to state that the "Cyprus conflict" is a sad commentary for our contemp-
orary technoculture and hedonistic civilization. To use Senator Kennedy's
words, "The Turkish invasion turned the island of Cyprus into shambles.
In political terms, it violated the integrity of an independent state; in
economic terms, it shattered the island's flourishing economy; and in
human terms, it brought personal tragedy to thousands of families and
turned half of the population into refugees, detainees, or beleaguered
people caught behind ceasefire lines." Polyviou, a Greek-Cypriot legal
scholar, has poignantly compared this tragic story to a "catastrophe of
biblical dimensions," while Christophides, the Foreign Minister of Cyprus,
has termed it as the "macabre glory of the Medieval Attila" and the "peace
soldiers" of Mr. Ecevit who ordered the invasion in the first place.

Indeed, one may argue that the "Cyprus conflict" has all the scen-
arios and the characters of a "Greek tragedy." However, unlike the classic
"Greek tragedy" in which the spectators knew in advance the plot and the
protagonists' fate, the present one is an . ongoing drama and agony with
thousands of people of Cyprus as victims and outside forces as the major
protagonists of such a drama.

The present analysii examines the consequences of the Turkish in-
vasion on the Greek Cypriots only. There is no doubt that the Turkish-
Cypriots suffered from the Turkish invasion as well but the fact remains
that it was the Greek Cypriots who suffered the most. It is the author's
conviction that the "punishment did not justify the crime" nor was the
coup against President Makarios the real cause that provoked the Turkish
invasion. It is the writer's strong belief, which is shared by many others,
that the coup provided a rationale, an excuse, for an otherwise calculated
and long planned strategy known as "the Attila Plan."

What are the human, political, and socio-economic consequences of
the Turkish invasion of Cyprus? What steps have been or are being taken
by the Cypriot government in the face of such insurmountable problems
that have been created by the invasion? How did the people of Cyprus
respond to this ferocious destruction and human drama unprecedented in
the history of Cyprus? It is through an analysis based on reports, books
and resolutions on one hand and information collected by the author him-
self on the other that an effort will be made to answer the questions.
The writer rook part in the First World Conference of the Greek-Cypriot
and other Greek Fraternal organizations from overseas held in Nicosia,
Cyprus, from July 25-30, 1976. The writer, as a representative of a Greek-
American daily newspaper of New York had the opportunity to talk freely
to many persons within and outside the government, visit refugee camps,
and attend the week-long conference. An effort will be made to examine
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the impact of the invasion on the social structure of Cyprus, particularly
the human, economic and political dimensions. For purposes of analysis,
each of these factors will be treated separately but all three should be
understood to be interdependent.

The Human Dimension. Without doubt, the human aspects of the
Turkish invasion of Cyprus are the most tragic. No writer's pen can ade-
quately describe the magnitude of this "human tragedy." To understand
in part this sad story of "man's inhumanity to man," it is sufficient to
state some of the catastrophic and well-documented facts: (a) One child
in 125 is an orphan in Cyprus; (b) More than 5,000 persons have lost their
lives; (c) Over 2,200 young persons continue to be missing and are prison-
ers of war in Turkey; (d) As of May 31, 1976, 207,663 Greek-Cypriots, or
one-third of the total population of Cyprus or 40 percent of the Greek-
Cypriots, were forcefully uprooted from their ancestral homes by the
Turkish army and became destitute refugees in their own country. Of ths
number, 61,000 are children under 14 years of age and 28,000 are above
60 years of age. If this massive displacement of people happened in the
United States, England and India, it would correspond to 83,000,000,
23.000,000 and 240,000,000 respectively.

It must be emphasized that contrary to the prevailing international
opinion a large number of the refugees prior to the invasion belonged to
the middle class. Almost all of them came from the most prosperous re-
gions of Northern Cyprus. Now these uprooted persons have had to ex-
perience the human degradation of having to depend on others for their
existence. The adjustment from a life of comfort and decency to the life
of refugee and displaced person is difficult, ironic, and harsh. Indeed, the
greatest desire of the refugees is to return to their ancestral homes, rebuild
their lives, and regain their dignity. Their desire to go back to their homes
and livelihoods explains why the majority of them did not take anything
from their homes. They could not separate themselves from their belong-
ings and their homes.

Another dimension of inhuman treatment by the Turkish troops is
the calculated policy to force the few remaining enclaved Greek-Cypriots
in the northern districts of Cyprus to leave their homes and move south.
Of the approximately 14,577 enclaved Greek-Cypriots in the districts of
Kyrenia and Ammohostos who remained in these areas as of October 20,
1974 (including 1,376 Maronites and 202 British and others) only 6,448
Greek-Cypriots are left as of July 29, 1976. The rest were forced to leave.
This policy is contrary to the 1974 Geneva accords and the United Nations
repeated resolutions against the forced expulsion.

To these numbers one must add the hundreds of other crimes such
as rapes, beatings, lootings, murders, burnings, and scores of others com-
mitted by the Turkish Attila. The human agony and drama resulting from
the separation of the people, particularly of the old and the children, from
their beloved ones and their homes cannot adequately be expressed in
words. The fear of the schoolchild with all the psychological impact is
expressed in his eyes and face. The children of Cyprus are the innocent
victims of this tragedy. The psychological and social scars created by the
forced uprooting and separation of families will last for many years to
come.
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Economic Dimension. In the foregoing analysis, the cost in human
lives and suffering due to the Turkish invasion was briefly examined. Now
an effort will be made to assess the effects of the invasion on the economy
of Cyprus. Prior to the invasion and despite the fact that Cyprus is con-
sidered a developing country, it had one of the most flourishing and rapid-
ly growing economies in the world. Along with the public sector of the
economy existed, and still does, a commercially minded and dynamic
group of independent entrepreneurs. Naturally, following the invasion,
this economic growth was brought to a standstill. The invasion had a
devastating effect not only on the economy but on the entire social struc-
ture of the republic of Cyprus. To comprehend the degree of this catas-
trophe, one can only compare it with a "natural disaster" of great magni-
tude. In statistical terms alone, it has been estimated that over 70 percent
of the total economic production and 57 percent of the export capacity
of the economy were destroyed because of the invasion. The value of land
and capital investment lost has been estimated by the government to be in
the area of more than six billion dollars.

More analytically, the impact of the Turkish invasion on the pri-
mary, secondary, and tertiary sectors of the economy can be summarized
as follows: Primary Sector: Eighty percent of the most amble and fertile
land fell in the hands of the Turks. Likewise, mines and quarries valued at
more than 40 million dollars are held by them. Secondary Sector: the in-
dustrial development and achievement characteristic of the 1960s with an
annual economic growth of 8.2 percent were brought to a standstill due to
the invasion. In one night alone, 50 percent of the industrial production
and more - than 138 million dollars in capital were lost to the Turks. These
facts alone lowered the buying capacity of the public by 40 or 50 percent.
Even worse hit than both of the previous sectors was the Tertiary Sector
of the economy. Tourism and tourist facilities lost more than 75 percent
of their capacity and services. In terms of numbers, out of 116 hotel units
66 or a total of 8,500 beds fell in Turkish hands. An additional 4,000
beds in organized apartments and 3,500 more beds under construction
were lost. The value of such loss has been estimated to be in the vicinity
of 188 million dollars.

In view of this unprecedented destruction in the annals of the three
millenia hi3tory of Cyprus, the entire private and public sectors of the
economy and the international community were mobilized to deal with
the problem. The machinery of government took extraordinary mea-
sures to alleviate the economic hardships caused by the massive dislocation
of thousands of people from their livelihoods and ancestral homes. The
government established special services for the purposes of feeding the
refugees and securing them housing and work. It created a relief fund for
contributions both from home and abroad. Needless to say similar relief
funds were established among the communities of the Greek and Greek-
Cypriots of the diaspora. Over 40 governments and many more Greek fra-
ternal organizations and groups contributed to the relief fund for the dis-
placed persons and the orphans of Cyprus. Practically every community
of the Greek diaspora has contributed in one way or another to the Cyprus
relief programs. In spite of the substantial aid from abroad, the govern-
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ment of Cyprus is faced with many problems of balance of payments and
deficits. The new economic program, however, has adopted a series of
socio-economic measures and policies to reactivate and strengthen the eco-
nomy and indeed to restore it to its initial position. Among others, these
measures include attempts to solve the problems of housng and work for
the displaced, the broadening of capital investment, the security of the ex-
change deposits, the promotion of exports and commerce, incentives to
increase domestic savings and the improvement of the standard of living in
general.

The Political Dimension. The Turkish invasion had as much political
as it had human and economic consequences. Indeed, the "Cyprus Ques-
tion" is above all a political one. The Turkish invasion destroyed the terri-
torial integrity and sovereignty and violated the constitutional framework
of the republic. The "Cyprus Conflict" is not a simple communal quarrel
between the two ethnic communities, Greek and Turkish Cypriots. It is an
international issue in which the principles upon which the charter of the
United Nations was founded are at stake. Turkey not only has violated
the charter of the United Nations but the Zurich and London accords of
1959 as well, and continues to refuse to abide by the numerous resolutions
of the United Nations on the Cyprus issue in the last three years.

The Turkish policy in Cyprus is an expansionist and partitionist one.
It follows three main steps: invasion, expulsion, and colonization. The
first of the three has been accomplished. The other two are taking place
now. There is a systematic harassment and finally involuntary expulsion
of the few thousands Greek-Cypriots who have remained in the Northern
provinces still occupied by 40,000 Turkish troops. The policy of expul-
sion is consistent with the stubborn refusal of Turkey to allow 200,000
Greek-Cypriots to return to their homes despite the repeated resolutions
of the United Nations and other international organizations to the con-
trary. The policy of expulsion is followed by the process of systematic
colonization from mainland Turkey. While, for example, the Turkish
population of Cyprus was 115,758 as of October 20, 1974 or 18% of the
total population of Cyprus, in a period of 20 months they have increased
by 50,000 and now total 165,000. The objective of colonization of the
northern part of Cyprus is nothing else but the change of the demographic
character of the island. This means that in due time Turkey will present
the Turkish-Cypriot minority as the owners of 35-40% of the land which is
twice as much as their percentage of the total population and even more
than twice as much as what the Turkish-Cypriots owned in land prior to
the invasion.

The long range objectives of Turkey in Cyprus are the gradual
change of the cultural character of the island, the liquidation of the repub-
lic of Cyprus and its final annexation by Turkey. If this happens, it will
mean the end of Cyprus. An important outpost of hellenic culture and
civilization in the crossroads between East and West will be lost forever.
As long as there are Greeks worthy of their long history and civilization,
the capitulation to the fait accomplis and unreasonable demands of Tur-
key will never happen. The Greek-Cypriots, and with them the entire
Greek nation and the Greeks of the diaspora, are determined to struggle
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against the forces of injustice and inhumanity for the physical and nation-
al survival of Cyprus. Indeed, no one has the right to negotiate the life,
the freedom, and the human dignity of so many thousand Greek-Cypriots
who were so unmercifully and brutally expelled from their ancestral
homes. A just and lasting resolution of the "Cyprus Conflict" should
provide the guarantee of the independence, the territorial integrity, and
the oneness of the republic of Cyprus. It is within this triptych that
the viability of the republic of Cyprus can be secured for all the Cypriots,
Greeks and Turks alike. It is ironic and tragic that President Makarios died
without seeing the realization of his dream - the return of the refugees to
their homes, the departure of Turkish occupied troops from the island,
and the maintenance and unity of territorial integrity of the republic of
Cyprus. . .

In conclusion one may say that despite the catastrophic consequen-
ces of the Turkish invasion on the human, economic, and political aspects
of Cyprus, the Greek-Cypriots are determined to "struggle, strive, and
never to yield" to the fait accomplis and the force of arms. The spirit of
the people is not crushed. The people of Cyprus have no other choice.
They want to live and they are determined to live in the land of their
ancestors. Throughout her long history Cyprus has known many con-
querors - Persians, Arabs, Venetians, Byzantines, Turks, British -- yet
has remained Greek. At present the courageous and persevering people of
Cyprus are determined to live in peace, freedom and independence. The
overwhelming majority of the nations of the world support this noble
cause of the Greek Cypriots. The cause of Cyprus is "crystal clear." It
is the same cause that inspired the American patriots and gave us the
"spirit of 1776." It is this spirit of justice, human dignity, and freedom
that must prevail in any future settlement of Cyprus.
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THE "NEW" AMERICAN FOREIGN POLICY:
A CYPRIOTE ILLUSION?

by George Gregoriou

Recently, in Astoria, New York, Cypriote community organizers
held a lecture, with the former American ambassador to Cyprus, Belcher,
as their keynote speaker. After he told the Greek Cypriotes in so many
different ways that a realistic solution to the Cyprus problem would be
some form of partition and that the United States was not involved in the
war on Cyprus and had the best intentions for a just solution, the audience
en masse gave him a standing ovation. He was the "best" friend of the
Cypriotes. Just the other day, a march was organized to protest the con-
tinued occupation of Cyprus by Turkish soldiers and to call on the Ameri-
can government and Congress to press the Turks to become more flexible
on Cyprus. The march was described by the high ranking Cypriote official
as a great disappointment.

Both situations would have passed unnoticed, just reflections of the
poverty of Cypriote emigre politics in New York. The fact that forty
per cent of Cyprus has been under military occupation for the last three
years makes these events more important than they seem. Cypriote immi-
grants are still not sure about the direction of the struggle. They are
still trying to impress on the official Americans to come to their aid by
marching and candles, dressed in black. These futile activities become
more serious when they are the official policy, directed from Athens and
Nicosia. The recent pronouncements by official Athens and Nicosia to
apply pressure on the Carter administraton and the European leaders, who
in turn will exert pressure on the Turks to be flexible on the Cyprus pro-
blem, reflect no departure in the 25-year long struggle for the liberation of
Cyprus.

It is no accident that the Cypriote masses and the Greeks of the
diaspora pay little attention to the dwindling annual charade. Any policy
which does not take into account the objective historical realities within
the Western capitalist world is a bankrupt policy; a policy which is devoid
of creativity and a sense of direction is bound to fail — it deserves to fail.
What follows in these pages are some reflections on recent political devel-
opments in the United States, the crisis of capitalistic hegemony, and the
struggle for the liberation of Cyrpus.

American Capitalism In Crisis -- But There Is Little Talk On Cyprus

In the centers of European and American capitalism and its tributar-
ies around the world, there was much debate over the election of Jimmy
Carter. Until recently, the joke was: "from peanuts to presidency." The
joke is no more. In the early part of this year, many people, either be-
cause of idealism or stubborness, expected (and some still expect) sub-
stantive changes in American domestic and foreign policies. Their num-
bers are dwindling. By now most Americans expect very little, or rather
they expect a continuation of the old policies, the broken promises, and
the cosmetic changes characteristic of every election for the last thirty
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years. Cypriotes are still hoping.
If one chooses to give weight to the pre-election speeches and the

promises of Jimmy Carter, his criticism of the Nixon-Ford-Kissinger trio
for their lack of concern for human rights in the conduct of foreign policy,
and the proclamation of the "new spirit" of humanism, his expectations
are rather high. With the passing of time Carter's new spirit, like all other
spirits, is evaporating. Today, it is being kept alive only by the bourgeois
press. It makes good headlines and sells newspapers, and it is a better
substitute than the old sabre-rattling "anti-communist" crusade.

The "new spirit" and the promises of Jimmy Carter to the American
people and the world are not accidental; they have a real function, they
fill a void. After fifteen years of increased unemployment, rampant in-
flation, political assassinations, international and domestic violence, CIA
revelations, Vietnam, Chile, Watergate, and general cynicism, a new spirit
was inevitable. Too many people were losing faith in the capitalist system.

A vast number of American people, however, see no alternative to
capitalism. Though the ideology of success (instant riches, lotteries, horse
races, and stock markets) is losing its potency, most Americans lack a
working class and socialist consciousness. Being overwhelmed by a fanat-
ic anti-communist ideology and having no viable socialist alternatives, they
reluctantly vote for the Democrats or Republicans. This cynicism was so
pervasive in the last election that most Americans could not be turned on
to the election revival. Many simply did their "religious" duty to vote.
That was all. In fact, there was more celebration over the victory of
Jimmy Carter in Athens and Nicosia than in New York. Carter's election
was declared to be a victory for the official and unofficial bourgeois circles
in Athens and Nicosia. That was a few months ago.

The Cypriote people have been struggling for their liberation from
the British colonial empire for almost one hundred years and from NATO
domination for the last quarter of a century. This historical experience
forced the Cypriotes to cut the celebration short. The mainland Greeks
proved to be more stubborn. Carter himself had to remind the pro-
American Greeks that their celebration of his victory was without justifi-
cation; otherwise, who knows, the Greek bourgeois forces would have
been celebrating their "Carteromania" to this day.

What can the Cypriotes expect from the Carter administration? A
new offensive has been initiated to find a solution this year or the next. It
was part of Mondale's agenda on his post-election trip to Europe and
Japan; it was on the agenda at the London NATO prime ministers' con-
ference; it is the mission of Clark Clifford's appointment. The meetings
between Makarios and Denktash in Cyprus, after thirteenyears, also
reflect the international and local pressures and counterpressures for an
early solution to the Cyprus crisis. No doubt, these activities would have
taken place whether Jimmy Carter was elected or not. It is imperative that
a Cyprus solution be found soon so that the bourgeois classes in Greece,
Turkey, and Cyprus could stabilize themselves within the NATO alliance.
Time, however, is running out.

The bourgeois classes in Greece and Turkey are now skidding on thin
ice. The students and workers have intensified their militancy against their
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respective capitalist orders. At the same time, the two national bourgeois
classes are competing with each other for a favorable position within the
West European and American capitalist world. The Greek propaganda has
been intensified to sway the masses: "Greece Belongs to the West,"
"Greece Belongs to Europe," "Greece is Part of Western Civilization,"
"Greece is Part of NATO," "Greece Must Join the European Common
Market." The Turks also talk about their honor and betrayal by the
West. The Greek bourgeoisie has no choice but to join the European
Common Market and the Europeans have no choice but to admit Greece
as a member, not because they love the Greeks (or the Turks for that
matter), but because of the needs of capital to expand and to lessen the
possibilities for a radical transformation in the Eastern Mediterranean.

The Greek bourgeoisie is by nature incapable of providing national
independence and liberation for the masses of peasants and workers. The
"nationalist" frenzy across the Aegean Sea and the policy of "no war and
no peace" is devoid of any content. It is, however, necessary. In the
midst of strong anti-Americanism and loss of interest in the anti-commun-
ist propaganda among the masses, the Greek bourgeoisie had a need for a
new enemy (real or imagined) to guarantee its staying in power. The same
applies to Turkey. Both ruling classes need each other as enemies to stay
in power and to justify law and order and subservience to American and
European imperialism.

Given the above contradictions, the Greek and Turkish ruling circles
will keep the cold war against each other for some time and will compete,
superficially, for a more favorable position within the more powerful inter-
national capitalist interests. Such a neocolonial situation precludes the
pursuit of purely nationalistic and democratic interests. Caught between
the contradictions of dependency on the big capitalists for technical aid,
capital investments, and military support to stay in power, on the one
hand, and the militancy of the students and workers, on the other, the
bourgeois classes will try to save their own skin through law and order,
repression, and intermittent crises.

The policies pursued by the various factions of the Greek bourgeois-
ie since the collapse of the military junta and the invasion and occupation
of Cyprus support that conclusion. Karamanlis and the right-wing, the
centrist factions, and the social democrats of the left continue to be tied
to the capitalist/NATO apron and they are trying to revive a "new" re-
lationship. Only the form has changed, the new form of patriotism, the
new democracy, and the new ties. But, "new" ties, not just with the
Americans, but with Europeans, with the European Common Market.
These, of course, are the same old capitalist ties and they simply cannot
constitute the interests of a new socialist Greece.

The dilemma which is haunting the Greek bourgeoisie and its bosses
since the Second World War and more so in the latter part of the 1970s is
the radical transformation of the Greek society. The well-known weak-
nesses and servility of the Greek bourgeoisie, the nightmare of the seven
year dictatorship, its impotence to promote its interests in the Aegean Sea,
and the continued occupation of Cyprus, coupled with the militancy of
the workers and students, have put the Athens plutocrats and their bosses
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on notice. This is also the achilles heel which the Cypriotes can turn to
their advantage.

The fear of a radical transformation is not restricted to Greece,
Turkey, or Cyprus. It is the general problem preoccupying Western capi-
talism throughout the 1960s and 1970s. The events in Vietnam, Chile,
Greece, Cyprus, the Middle East, and in Africa are already part of history.
It is no coincidence that American capitalism has discovered the "human
rights" issue as the better way to counteract the challenges to the Ameri-
can empire. But this is just lip-servite, for domestic consumption. One
example will suffice. Only recently American capitalists have "officially"
discovered and supported majority rule in Rhodesia and South Africa.
The armed struggle there and the Angolan revolution helped the Ameri-
cans to make the discovery. And while capitalist interests still keep the
white minorities in power, Carter sent Andrew Young to lecture the Afri-
cans on racism, revolution, and the value of "free enterprise." Socialist
revolutions, it is believed, would not be good for the African masses! But
the African continent is too explosive, and the American ruling circles can-
not afford to offer a reactionary rhetoric.

The situation in Greece and Cyprus, however, was different. The
American policy makers calculated well before . intervening. The Greek
bourgeoisie had relatively strong roots in Western capitalism. Much more
so than the Turkish oligarchy. The Greek bourgeoisie has been part and
parcel of Western capitalism for doe hundred and fifty years. It fought on
the side of the Anglo-Americans in two world wars. Turkey was neutral.
It became part of the American empire, with the defeat of the Greek
socialist forces in the 1940s. For the next twenty-five years, pro-Ameri-
canism and anti-communism reached their apogee. When the military
junta was imposed on the Greeks in 1967, many anti-junta Greeks appeal-
ed to the very powers which imposed the military dictatorship to get rid
of it. And now the Greek bourgeois forces are once again begging the
American and European capitalists to save them in the Aegean crisis and to
apply pressure on the Turks to become more reasonable on Cyprus.
These calculations on the part of the American ruling class proved to be
correct, at least up to now. The crisis, however, is not over yet and
history can be full of surprises.

The Cyprus "question" or "problem" is part of that general crisis
in the Eastern Mediterranean. The Carter government seems anxious to
get rid of the problem. What he can offer the Cypriotes, however, is
something else. One cannot be too sure if the Cypriotes want anything
offered by the American capitalists or their official spokesmen. The
interests of the Cypriotes and the interests of the American capitalists
cannot be the same. And Cypriotes do know that American capitalists
hive a history of two hundred years in dealing domestically with the
American Indians, blacks, workers, minorities, and women and have a
long history of plundering around the world, destroying other peoples'
habitats, raping them of their natural resources, and imposing military
cliques to perpetuate capitalist domination. The recent events in Viet-
nam, the Middle East, Chile, Greece, and Cyprus are instructive. All
the means available have been used to maintain and promote the Ameri-



can corporate interests.
Regarding Cyprus, Jimmy Carter will not be the first president to

deal with. Both factions of the American ruling class, Democrats and Re-
publicans, had much to do with Cyprus. The current military occupation
of Cyprus is largely their making. The officials now dealing with Cyprus
are old hands; they were once Johnson's men. It can be recalled that
Johnson once told the intransigent liberal prime minister of Greece,
George Papandreou, this: "The United States is an elephant. Cyprus is
a flea. Greece is a flea. If these two fleas continue to irritate the elephant,
it will whack them hard with its tusk, I mean whack them hard." What
Johnson said in 1964 he did in 1967. In the 1964 American elections,
Johnson was proclaimed to be the greatest hero and philhellene that ever
existed. Between 1964 and 1967 the same Johnson and his men in the
Pentagon, the CIA, their counterparts in Greece, and the Greek right-wing
conspired, through patchwork governments, to stop Papandreou from
coming to power. Having exhausted all the political measures, the military
solution was imposed in April 1967 to put an end to the democratization
of Greece, to facilitate the war (June) in the Middle East, and to ultimate-
ly partition Cyprus. Recently, Jimmy Carter's victory was also celebrated
by the Greeks, maybe more cautiously than in 1964.

The story of how "Carter broke his promises on Cyprus" is still
unfolding. But one could ask: could the American foreign policy towards
Cyprus have been otherwise? Do American demons have to conspire and
impose military dictatorships around the world? Certainly, the American
ruling class would prefer to see bourgeois "democracies" flourish around
the world. But when everything else fails, they have no choice but to im-
pose fascist cliques, even declare war. It is not a matter of choice; it is in
the very nature of capitalism to be imperialistic and militaristic. Vietnam,
Chile, the Middle East, Greece, and Cyprus are not the exceptions, they
are the rule. Only when the revolutionary forces are victorious, as in
Vietnam and Angola, the American capitalists call it quits. If the present
policy towards Cyprus is well-calculated from the very beginning, what
kind of solution can one expect from current American initiatives? Will
there be another "sell-out" on Cyprus? By whom?

The Dialectics of American Capitalism

The illusory expectations among Greek bourgeois forces and leader-
ships catering to American and European imperialist interests and, at the
same time, promoting their own narrow nationalistic interests which con-
flict with international capitalism can be ascertained through a brief over-
view of the internal dynamics of American capitalism. Already, the pro-
gressive and socialist groups in America have begun to give closer attention
to the socio-economic-military-political forces responsible for the election
of Jimmy Carter. The general view held all along is that Carter would not
have been elected without he support of finance and monopoly capital-
ism, which has in its possession, and controls, the media of communica-
tions, newspapers, radios, televisions, and all the major official and un-
official means of communication. Hence, it was just not possible for these
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capitalists to allow an "unknown" peanut-man to become president of the
biggest capitalist empire in the world and to trust him to protect and pro-
mote their interests. Capitalists are known to make blunders when it
comes to their private lives and the lives of their wives and sons and
daughters, but not when it comes to their power and money.

The capitalist contradictions in America seem to bare that out. It is
a well-known fact among socialists that the capitalist class in America is
divided into two general factions. Of course, there are many more fac-
tions, but two seem to dominate. The more reactionary group, the Nixon-
Ford-Kissinger-Rockefeller type, is deeply rooted in the most powerful
instruments of state domination — Pentagon, CIA, the bureaucratic appa-
ratus, and the vital nerves of the communication system. It is fanatically
anti-communist, pro-law and order, and combats all forms of liberalization
in internal and external policies. Sometimes, it is called the "Cowboy
Establishment" because it has roots in Texas, the Midwest, and other
reactionary centers in the United States. Pure capitalism, in the imagin-
ary classical sense is its immediate and long-range objective.

The second grouping is also super-capitalistic and anti-communist,
but it pursues the same capitalist objectives with a "humanitarian" facade.
This faction reflects the traditional interests of the money aristocracy,
the Anglo-Saxon or "Eastern Establishment" of the Morgans, Du Pont,
General Motors, and members of the Rockefeller family. The latter
family, having no trust in others to promote their interests, belongs to all
the factions of the capitalist establishment.

The general rule in capitalist elections is the succession of one fac-
tion by the other. If there is an exception to the rule, such as the nomi-
nation of a liberal anti-war candidate, George McGovern, he suffers a tre-
mendous defeat. In another exception to the rule, if a Catholic capitalist
gets elected and gets out of hand, like John Kennedy, he is assassinated.
The masses of American voters, due to the deep-seated bourgeois mental-
ity and behavior, are doomed to elect one of the factions of the capitalist
oligarchy, or what is usually referred to in the United States as the "lesser
of the two evils."

The threat of socialist revolutions to American capitalism and hege-
mony after the Second World War did bring things to a climax. Anglo-
American imperialism went rampaging through Greece in the 1940s to
save the Greeks from Greek socialism and national independence. Military
and economic aid to prop up capitalist institutions in Europe and else-
where was thereafter intensified. America was number one in the world.
The cold war against socialism guaranteed American "number one-ness."
It also facilitated the American intervention in Korea right after the com-
munist victory and the establishment of the Peoples' Republic of China.
These events brought the anti-communist crusade to a climax, with
McCarthyism rampant and Nixon as Vice-President from 1952 to 1960.

After eight years of Republican law and order, the American masses
voted for the Democrats, with Kennedy becoming president in 1960.
Kennedy escalated the war in Vietnam and the aggression against the
Cuban Revolution. The failure to bring down Castro led to his assassina-
tion, with Johnson becoming president. Johnson, not Nixon, escalated
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the war in Vietnam on a massive scale.
It should be noted that many Greeks remember Johnson for pre-

venting the Turkish invasion of Cyprus in 1964, not the escalation of the
war in Southeast Asia. The prevention was not because Johnson liked
Greeks, it was because of the serious implications of a Greco-Turkish
war and the possible loss of one or both countries as members of the
NATO system. The same "philhellenic" Johnson was primarily responsi-
ble for the military junta of 1967, which eventually led to the invasion and
present occupation of Cyprus.

The war in Vietnam and the general decline in American social and
economic conditions brought to the forefront the student movement of
the 1960s. Though the movement was small and fragmented, the blow
given to the American establishment was severe. A handful of young
people shook American capitalism to its foundations, not because of their
power and numbers, but because of the national contradictions and weak-
nesses of the capitalistic system itself -- forcing it to overreact to any force
which opposes it. The capitalist forces unleashed all their might to destroy
the militant black and student movement. The result is well-known: the
facade of democracy and legitimacy of the system was dropped.

The internal upheaval of the 1960s and the inconclusiveness of the
war in Vietnam also brought to power the reactionary faction of capital-
ism, with Nixon president. As the war in Vietnam reached its highest
barbaric stage, it also came home. Watergate was the culmination of that
crisis. Nixon was caught doing his dirty tricks, not against "foreign peo-
ple" or young people at home, but against the other "Democratic Party"
faction of capitalism. A golden opportunity was offered to the "eastern"
establishment (and the Nixon supporters who felt betrayed) to kick him
out of the White House before the decadent nature of the capitalistic
system was laid bare. The cracks within the power structure of the system
were widening, with factions of the ruling class fighting among themselves
and caught in their own ideological contradictions: "war in Vietnam was
for peace," "bombings and total destruction of hamlets in Vietnam and
Cambodia to save them," "violence at home in the name of law and
order."

The direction and outcome of the Vietnamese war is well-known.
What is also well-known is the intransigence of American imperialism.
Opposition to American imperialism was intensified, on a world scale.
The end of the war came through the victory of the revolutionary forces.
The American ruling class had to call it quits.

The end of the war in Vietnam also marks the beginning of the eco-
nomic and social war at home. The student movement of the 1960s lack-
ed a revolutionary-socialist ideology and working class roots. It disinte-
grated. Many young anti-war activists returned to their studies, to work,
others found communes, many remained in the "pot" generation, and
still others went to Marxist literature to find out what intervened between
the 1960s and 1970s. The artificial unity, opposition to the war, was no
longer there and the movement "died." One could say a new movement
was emerging out of its ruins, with working class and socialist foundations.
That is the last note of the "New Left" era, beginning with the Vietnamese
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war and ending with the Watergate years.
The war of the capitalists to increase the profits did not stop with

that note. It was intensified. The concessions made to minorities, stu-
dents, ecology, and social services during the war to avoid a second front
at home were rolled back. To regain the lost ground, the ruling class took
the offensive, with poor people getting hit the hardest. The cost of living
skyrocketed; wages were frozen; college doors were shut for minorities and
poor people; education was reoriented towards business and police
"sciences;" funds to house the poor, to improve the ecology, and to build
schools and hospitals were curtailed or cut-off.

Unemployment went rampant. Official figures went up to 8 or 9
per cent. Real unemployment figures were 13 and 14 per cent, if part-
time workers and those who gave up looking for a job were accounted.
For some segments of the working class, women, blacks, other minorities,
and immigrants, the unemployment went up to forty per cent. Capitalist
profits continued to rise uninterrupted.

The assault on the economic and social life of the masses in the
1970s was relatively successful, but so was the resistance. While many
workers were only too happy to keep their jobs and to blame the "illegal
aliens" for the crisis, wild-cat strikes and socialist agitation were intensi-
fied. At that juncture, in the mid-1970s, the capitalist class proceeded to
consolidate the gains and to restore the social peace. A new polit-cal
leadership was necessary to carry out this new-found stability.

It wasn't a matter of turning the clock back, to reduce the food
prices, to increase wages and social services, to open up the colleges for
poor people, or to cut down the capitalist profits. None of these issues
were debated during the campaign by the two capitalist factions. There
was more debate on "what to do" with Yugoslavia, the Nixon pardon, and
who is tougher on communism. Both factions, Democrats and Republi-
cans, did promise to stabilize the economic and social situation, no doubt,
at high prices and low wages.

On foreign policy there was little debate and even less differences.
How the Greeks and other people got the impression that Carter's victory
would signal a new foreign policy baffles any serious student of American
politics.

The above critique is offered to dispel any illusions generated by the
internal cosmetic changes in American capitalism, which have given hope
to Greeks and Cypriotes. Whatever changes have taken place in the last six
months or so leave little margin for optimism. Carter will continue the
policies he inherited from his predecessors and his successors will do like-
wise as long as the capitalists dominate the American society. Any
changes made in foreign policy will reflect not changes in substance but
changes in style, personalities, and changes to reflect the new times and
circumstances.

American policy towards Cyprus has been predetermined by condi-
tions prior to Carter's coming to office. The capitalists-militarists unleash-
ed their agents in Athens and Ankara to invade, partition, and bring
Cyprus under the control of NATO. Yet, the Greek bourgeois world has
abandoned this reality and found refuge in the world of illusions and wish-
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ful thinking.
No doubt, American policy makers will make serious efforts to end

the crisis; their solution, however, will be one which will be advantageous
to their interests in the Eastern Mediterranean. If the American war-
makers were concerned about the welfare of the Cypriotes, why did they
promote and allow the Cyprus "tragedy?" Hence, for the Cypriotes, it
is not a question whether the American policy makers should play an
active role, it is a question whether they should play a role at all -- but
they will, whether the Cypriotes like it or not. Any solution which will
come from the bourgeois circles, Athens or Ankara, NATO, the Euro-
pean Common idarket, or through the United Nations, is not something
that the Cypriotes can look forward to.

The "solution" cooked for the Cypriotes will reflect the grand stra-
tegy for law and order within the decomposing capitalist world. American
corporate/military/CIA intervention around the world, the setting of fas-
cist cliques to keep capitalist law and order, the ideological and geographic
setbacks in Southeast Asia, Africa, Latin America, and around the Medi-
terranean basin, coupled with the bankruptcy of the "stable" European
and North American bourgeois democracies, have created an untenable
situation for American policy makers. It has no alternative but to try to
regain this lost ground. The current attempts to deal with Rhodesia and
South Africa, the Middle East, Cyprus, and the "human rights" issue are
all attempts in this direction: save the American Empire.

The new progressive magazine, Seven Days, dated 14 February 1977,
gave an extensive coverage of the origins of the current foreign policy and
and selection of Jimmy Carter as the "right" man to carry out that policy.
According to this magazine and many other establishment media, two
important studies were made in 1973 by the Council on Foreign Rela-
tions: 1980s PROJECT OF THE COUNCIL and THE TRILATERAL
COMMISSION. The financial brain behind these two studies was DAVID
ROCKEFELLER of the Chase Manhattan Bank. Cyrus Vance was its vice-
president, with Brzezinski one of its directors. With the aid of Samuel
Huntington, the Harvard professor who devised the plan to destroy the
Vietnamese hamlets so that peasants would concentrate in towns and
come under the control of the Saigon government, the new foreign policy
was formulated to rescue the American empire.

According to the two studies, the problems besetting the advanced
capitalist societies was "too much democracy." In North America, Eu-
rope, and Japan, the students, intellectuals, workers, minorities, and
women succeeded in challenging the capitalistic system, its authoritarian-
ism, its legitimacy; its oppression and exploitation, and its imperialism.
These masses of people were more dangerous than the traditional "ene-
mies" of fascism and communism. To an extent, it was maintained, the
media of communication was responsible for accentuating the crisis
through inadvertent reporting of the events. Hence, it was necessary to
clean up the system from all these undesirable social forces. The method
suggested was "self-control" or government action to rid the system of
those elements opposing capitalism, that is, the intellectuals for spreading
anti-capitalist propaganda, the students for challenging the multi-national
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corporations and for refusing to fight imperialist wars, and the workers
who no longer believed in the capitalist work ethic and success. According
to the study, it was necessary to devise plans to change the attitudes of all
the agents of the international community: individuals, governments, gov-
ernment leaders, intellectuals, business firms, interest groups, masses, and
other organizations in the national and international sphere.

With the same spirit the TRILATERAL COMMISSION proposed
that for the success of the capitalist world there must be a lot of "apathy
and defeatism" among the masses. The traditional methods, technical
education, television, sports, alcoholism, and drugs proved to be insuffi-
cient. In order to unify all the segments of the American society in a com-
mon imperialistic front, it was necessary to "cleanse" the press, lower the
expectations of students towards realizable goals, diffuse the workers'
militancy against the capitalists and channel it towards conservative trade
union actitivities. In the final analysis, the state had to confront the eco-
nomic problems and the restoration of faith in government.

For the success of the above, the Trilateral Commission recommend-
ed coordination of the policies of the United States, Western Europe, and
Japan. Cooperation among the capitalist centers meant that the rest of
the world would follow. Third World countries, such as Brazil, Iran,
Saudi Arabia, and Indonesia, would become "junior" partners and would
assume important tasks for regional "law and order" and for smashing
revolutionary movements and movements for national independence.
With the use of junior partners to maintain regional law and order, the
American empire would promote its own interest without having to pay
the consequences incurred during the Vietnam War. In a way, Brazil
would carry out American policy in Latin America, Indonesia in the
Pacific Ocean, Iran and Saudi Arabia in the Middle East (Egypt in Lybia?),
and the Greek and Turkish military governments in Cyprus?

This new strategy did not signal the end of American imperialism
and intervention. It merely meant that American capitalism had found a
better way to deal with capitalist hegemony. American policy makers
would still rely on the traditional forms of domination (neocolonial dom-
ination and local petty-bourgeois-fascist dictatorship; dollars to pro-
Western groups, parties, individuals, labor organizations, and church organ-
izations; CIA, Pentagon, USIA, and MD intrigues; and direct military
intervention as the ultimate weapons). Other methods would be used as
well, such as, changing weather conditions to destroy food production in
Vietnam or to destroy the sugar production in Cuba, to starve the pea-
sants in the former and to foment rebellion against Castro in the latter,
and the use of the latest methods in human behavior modification. Hence,
a change of the political guard at home was necessary.

The eleCtion of Jimmy Carter was the logical and inevitable conse-
quence of the above strategy. If Jimmy Carter was not around, a "Jimmy
Carter" would have been discovered and sent to the White House. Viet-
nam, Watergate, and the "mini-depression" rendered the Republican party
bankrupt. So was the Democratic Party. The election of the "right-wing"
Wallace or the "left-wing" McGovern was unacceptable. According to the
Italian newspaper L Europeo, Peter Brown, the former vice-president of
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the Carter campaign, stated that "David [Rockefeller] and Zbig
[Brzezinski] agreed that Carter was the ideal politician to organize a-
round."

David Rockefeller is of course the brother of Nelson Rockefeller,
Kissinger's boss before going to Washington, during his stay in Washington,
and since coming from Washington. Kissinger is currently working for
both David and Nelson, and recently all of them met with Begin to plan
the strategy for the Middle East. This, of course, may be taken lightly;
they are out of government -- but is that really so?

According to Seven Days, verified since February 14 by the estab-
lishment press, Jimmy Carter and his men (Vance, Brown, Brzezinski,
and other members of the present cabinet) were members of the Trilateral
Commission (with Brzezinski its director) before going to the White
House. The David Rockefeller (and Nelson) connection appears in this
table:

THE TRILATERAL COMMISSION

Organized by David Rockefeller in 1973, the Trilateral Com-
mission is one of several policy-planning groups maintained
within the Rockefeller empire.

The Commission describes itself as a gorup of "private citi-
zens of Western Europe, Japan and North America" whose aim
is to foster closer cooperation among those three regions.
Some of these "private citizens" who have found their way
into the Carter administration are:

1. Cyrus Vance — Secretary of State
2. Zbigniew Brzezinski — National Security Advisor
3. Walter Mondale — Vice President
4. W. Michael Blumenthal — Secretary of the Treasury
5. Harold Brown — Secretary of Defense
6. Richard Holbrooke — Assistant Secretary for East Asian

and Pacific Affairs
7. Warren Christopher — Deputy Secretary of State
8. Richard N. Cooper — Under Secretary of State for Eco-

nomic Affairs
9. Andrew Young — Ambassador to the United Nations

10. C. Fred Bergsten — Assistant Secretary of the Treasury for
International Economic Affairs

The Trilateral Commission also has supplied Carter with a
number of close advisors, including the following:

1. J. Paul Austin — Chairman, Coca-Cola
2. Robert Roosa — Partner, Brown Brothers, Harriman and

Company
3. Paul C. Wamke — Partner, Clifford, Wamke, Glass, Mci lwain

and Finney
4. Henry Owen — The Brookings Institution
5. Leonard Woodcock — President, United Automobile

Workers
6. Lane Kirkland — Secretary-Treasurer, AFL-Cio

—Seven Days, February 14, 1977

THE DAVID ROCKEFELLER CONNECTION
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The above is self-explanatory. It seems that the same capitalists continue
to make foreign policy; they are again trying to "solve" the Cyprus crisis.
If Carter and his men are the new proteges of the Rockefeller dynasty and
many other capitalists involved in the Cyprus policy before the war, during
the war, and after the war, can the Cypriotes expect any substantive
changes in American foreign policy?

During the Turkish invasion of Cyprus, Nelson Rockefeller told the
Greeks to be grateful to the Turks for invading Cyprus. It led to the col-
lapse of the Greek (rather NATO) junta. This statement was certainly
well-calculated, though insulting it may have been to the Greek "philo-
timo" (an imaginary sense of honor many Greeks have). This statement
also proved to be well-founded so far. After seven years of military rule,
the bloodbath at the Polytechnic, tortures and imprisonment of anti-
junta Greeks, and invasion and occupation of Cyprus, the Athens bour-
geois establishment had the audacity to congratulate itself and the Greeks
for the "peaceful" transition from military to civilian rule; spent the last
three years begging its masters to bail it out from the Cyprus and Aegean
crises; and it is now desperately trying to strengthen its neo-colonial ties
to European-American capitalism through admission to the European
Common Market.

The Next or the Last Round on Cyprus?

The above historical experience is the real lesson for the Cypriote
masses. The recent policy and war on Cyprus is not the result of an acci-
dent or miscalculation. It was a conscious policy formulated in the capi-
talist centers of Europe and North America and carried out by the "reli-
able" agents in Athens and Ankara. Capitalists not only behave that way,
but they are expected to behave that way and worse. The bourgeoisie
(Greek or Turkish) needs to survive; it is trapped between the powerful
interests of Western capitalism and the militancy of the masses in Greece
and Cyprus. It has no choice but to accommodate itself to the big capital-
ists and to increase repression and exploitation at home and to accept the
partition and NATOization of Cyprus.

The Greek Cypriote masses, including many Turkish Cypriote
leftists, have no illusions on the current diplomatic maneuvers nor do they
expect anything more than a quick patchwork new arrangement to the
Cyprus crisis. They also see the impotence and subservience of the bour-
geois forces, they expect the worse to come yet. It would be too idealistic
or naive for the Cypriotes to expect the mainland Greek and Turkish
plutocratic oligarchies to offer the Cypriotes (Greeks and Turks) anything
better than what is offered to themselves by the more dynamic capitalism
of the West. It is a well-known fact that the mainland oligarchies are
caricatures of Western capitalism; as long as the Greek and Turkish
Cypriotes are and continue to be caricatures of caricatures, there will be
no national independence nor liberation for the oppressed and exploited
masses.

The Cypriote Turks may have a momentary advantage in the present
crisis, given their being formerly the most oppressed group within the
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colonial and neocolonial system and their being now part of the occupying
forces of 38 percent of Cyprus. This advantage, however, is a momentary
one. It will last as long as they are not absorbed totally within the main-
land Turkish neocolonial relations, either through social and economic
penetration or the influx of Turks from the mainland. The promises of
independence and real estate accumulation for the Cypriote Turks is the
carrot on the stick held by Turkey and NATO. Ultimately, they will have
to confront this choice: either they lose their identity by being absorbed
by mainland Turkey or they become part of a socialist revolution for all
Cypriotes.

The Greek Cypriotes, after decades of illusions, false promises, and
nationalist crusades leading towards catatrophic events and occupation are
beginning to see that the only way out is a socialist revolution to end
ethnic and class antagonisms. There is, however, a large segment of tie
Cypriote population which clings to the illusions of the past and seeks 'um
rationalizations for the present. They blame the organs of imperialism, tie
fascists, who are still operating within the state apparatus and among t
masses. They are the culprits of the present crisis No doubt, the fascist
thugs, in the name of warped patriotism and anti-communism paved the
way for the present crisis and occupation. Except for the fascists, all
Cypriotes would agree on this premise.

The "fascist" explanation of the origins and present occupation of
Cyprus is at best a shallow explanation and at worst a naive attitude held
by and cultivated for the continued domination of the bourgeois forces.
Fascism, as the experience of Germany, Italy, and Greece seem to indicate,
is not suspended mid-air. It emanates from the socio-economic and cultur-
al conditions of the bourgeois order. The bourgeois order has factions
within it -- bourgeois "radicals," liberals, and conservative capitalists.
When the entire bourgeois order is in the midst of a crisis, the most power-
ful faction of the bourgeoisie, normally the monopoly and finance section,
in alliance with the military/intelligence forces, seeks to dominate and to
impose a fascist order. The petty-bourgeois faction, by being within the
ranks of the masses' and in opposition to their revolutionary socialist
interests, fills that vacuum. It creates a semblance of militancy to attract
individuals and groups without a socialist class consciousness and, at the
same time, upholds and promotes the interests of the most dominant
faction of the capitalist class. Hence, the struggle against fascism is by
necessity a struggle against capitalism. Those Greek Cypriotes who do not
condemn capitalism (local and international) for the present crisis and
occupation have no right to condemn fascism. For capitalism has in its
very structure the "unfolding" conditions of fascism, no matter whether
they are presented to the masses with a fascist fist or under a humanist
garb. Hence, whether the partition and NATOization of Cyprus is brought
about through a fascist coup d'etat or through diplomatic arrangements
and smiles, it is just as treacherous.

Now that the real war on Cyprus has been executed, the bourgeois
forces within Cyprus and in the other centers of the West are conducting
the psychological war. In the name of realism and to avoid a greater disas-
ter, the Cypriote masses of workers, peasants, and the youth are being told
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to be patient, to wait for the elections in Washington, London, Athens,
Nicosia, and Ankara, to seek a peaceful solution through the United
Nations, and to accept the inevitable partition. The same forces have been
operating within the diaspora. Immigrants are told to assist the refugees
and the orphans of Cyprus, to visit Cyprus ("Cyprus needs you more than
ever"), to see the economic "miracles" of the Greek Cypriote bourgeoisie,
to hear how terrible the situation is for the Turkish Cypriotes and how
they are resisting the mainland Turkish domination. No matter how true
and commendable these stories may be to the Cypriotes and their friends,
they cannot be the cornerstone of the Cypriote struggle for liberation.
For the Cypriotes, not to confront in a critical way the direction and the
means to be taken for their liberation is a national crime. It will remain
so, as long as the present policy of begging masters is the core of Cypriote
politics and policies.

The ideological war waged on the Cypriotes today is clear: they are
being told by friends and foe, officials and unofficials, invited and uninvit-
ed, through official and unofficial pronouncements and behind-the-scene
pressures to accept partition, domination, and NATOization of Cyprus or
to risk an inevitable and total destruction. Within the Cypriote and Greek
official bourgeois circles, this advice is followed with mathematical pre-
cision, its most convincing form comes in the name of realism. Thus, the
alternatives offered: either "slow death" or "quick death."

Only idealists can expect even a "realistic" solution within the near
future. In fact, any realistic solution coming from Washington, the Euro-
pean Common Market, NATO, the United Nations, Athens, and Ankara
will be the well-known patchwork arrangements imposed on the Cypriotes
from 1959 on and culminating with the 1974 war and occupation. This
new arrangement will reflect the penetration of Western imperialism in
Cyprus and would constitute a tighter strait-jacket than ever before in the
history of the Cypriote people. Given the strait-jacket that the mainland
Greeks and Turks have in relation to the American and European capital-
ists, such a possibility for the Cypriotes becomes inevitable.

The only alternative left for the Cypriotes, Greeks and Turks, which
will realistically deal with ethnic and class relations, is the socialist trans-
formation for both communities. Such a development would have been
facilitated if the two mainlands had their socialist revolutions. Such is not
the case and the Cypriotes cannot afford to wait until socialism is handed
to them on a silver platter from outside. Socialism is won through long
and hard struggles, through armed resistance to the forces of domination
and exploitation. Such a struggle can only begin at home; the Cypriotes
will have to put their own house in order; begin the construction of a
socialist society, not through words, but through deeds. Inevitably, for
this struggle to succeed, it will have to be carried to the roots of the pre-
sent crisis.

The fever to put an end to the Cyprus crisis this year or the next
reflects the fear of that alternative. In 1970 AKEL got 40% of the vote.
Today, the socialist forces in Cyprus constitute the large majority. These
numbers will progressively increase over the years. The same course of
development is also on the agenda of the broad masses in Greece and
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Turkey and around the Mediterranean basin; the tide against capitalism
and imperialism has been reversed. The Cypriote masses have no choice
but to follow this tide. A small fish, to avoid being swept away, has no
choice but to swim with the current to safety.

To be sure, the current will be extremely turbulent. The Cypriote
masses will have to rid themselves from the muck of centuries, domina-
tion, exploitation, authoritarianism, ethnic and male chauvinism, and
social and personal subservience. They will have to create a revolutionary
socialist democracy for all Cypriotes. Can it be otherwise? Can the
Cypriotes keep turning the clock back? I think not. The recent exper-
ience of British occupation, NATO machinations, mainland Greek and
Turkish bourgeois lies and broken promises, fascist coups and Turkish
occupation is a lesson to be remembered. So long as the Cypriote masses
keep on building on sand, illusions, and false promises, the greater will be
their ruin.

It is high time for the Cypriote workers, farmers, and students to
wake up from this nightmare and to assume responsibility for their ow
destiny. The Greek Cypriotes have to initiate their process, to cultivate
revolutionary solidarity within their own ranks, with Turkish Cypriote
workers and farmers and students, with mainland Greeks and Turks, and
with other socialist forces around the Mediterranean and elsewhere around
the world. Such a solidarity cannot be based on abstract principles and
empty promises, but on material assistance and mutual struggles and sacri-
fices against the common enemies. It is, finally, high time to organize the
militant socialist forces and their allies and to select their own methods for
the long struggle for national liberation.

The construction of a new Cypriote society for all Greeks and Turks
to live in conditions of peace, freedom, equality, and brotherhood is not
an easy task. It is a dangerous course, full of traps and pitfalls, and de-
mands sacrifices. But at least it promises real liberation, national inde-
pendence, and dignity for all Cypriote men, women, and children. 

THE GREEK CULTURAL CENTER OF CHICAGO
(4636 N. Western Ave.)

in collaboration with

THE GREEK POPULAR TIIEATRE

presents

ANTON TC1IEKOV'S FOUR ONE-ACT PLAYS

1. Anniversary ("epetelos")
2. The Bear ("Arkouda")

3. A Marriage Proposal ("Protasi Gamou")
4. Consequences of Smoking ("Synepies toy Kapnou")

FOR DETAILS CALL (317)-271-0008        
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TO NAZIM HIKMET

IN LATENESS*

By Anatol Kravchenko

June 5th 1963.
I arrive too late on Gerovena Street
Much too late.
At the end of last week,

(they say)
you were here

without laurels
or honor guard.

Which means, I was too late.
and now
everyone is saying goodbye -

And I am going to meet you in silence.
You could show me that smile, which warms everybody.

You used to say:
"Hi, Brother!"
So I was too late.
That day
I stuck around the Krimskom Bridge until sunrise
and didn't know

how in the world
Galatsky had a bridge
to that daybreak
you loved meeting,
gazing into the Bosphorus.

I didn't know
it was too late,
you would never stand there
you'd never walk with a paper lantern
in the footlit all -
eyed Karaguez night.

yet you wished a repeat performance would happen,
just once more.

I didn't know
how death closed
your skyblue eyes

when
so many suns are around
and a flower
is at peace.

44



Valery Bikovsky trains in outer space
on the new "Orient,"
the "weeklies" flew by
not knowing that on Saturday

-June 8th-
you would no longer exist
and someone else
would be reading your number...

They say,
-at the end of last week-
they used to meet you near Moscow,
and today

Teddy,
Tikhonov,

Shipachev,
and more,
more -

many contemporaries, are standing at your coffin.

We - the very young
students of the Lenin Institute,

pass in silence
without words
without speeches
without poems.

in our eyes alone you will read
what should have been written.

and three

red nails
(remember,
your comrades in prison
in Forty-eight
used to send
the same to you)

am putting it very quietly-
and you smile at me so that nobody can see
and we don't disturb our friends' mourning.
And I understand you:

you transmute
your smile to me.
I must go on and warm it
in Marika,

Lyusyu,
Vera

in utter peace.
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And when I die of love
I'll pass my smile to others,

and everything will be as before.
like your kindness, Hikmet.

*Translated from the Russian by Jack Hirschman.

THE COMING OF DIONYSUS

by Kostas Myrsiades

Fifty volunteers
strut the village square.

Bayoneted Thyrsi
dismember friends.

Bales of cotton
sponge pared faces
bursting in blood.

Lodged heads
upon the Virgin's courtyard gate
gape with empty sockets
into the morning sun.

Only tomorrow
will the bacchant fathers
recognize among the butchered
their wayward sons.
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TALOS

by Kostas Myrsiades

Bull-head they call him
survivor of the brazen race
sprung from ash-trees
perhaps forged by Hephaestus
to run messages for EAM.

His embrace burned red-hot
the invaders of his land,
a daily carrier of medical supplies
on the Athens to Salonica run.

But on the day of the enemy defeat
the liberators
pulled his bronze pin
spilling his life-blood
on Makronisos.

CHAPEL

by Willis Barnstone

Midnight and obversation jeeps parked by the Acheron
and the unexplored temple
and prison at Oropos with the composer.

We hear fever in our lungs
and climb carefully on blue mountains

on the blue ledge over the bay of Euboia
to Saint Peter's small chapel
where we talk and love all night,
a night of milk
and fresh oranges you bring when we are tired.
Our white bird is no dream as it rains

through the tender dark.
The secret police are sleeping in the room

beside the royalist officers who failed.
Ferry boats begin to cross the grape morning bay.
You ask my name. It's dawn.
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PATMOS

by Willis Barnstone

The dream ends here. Beyond these solitary whales
and seven stars

we wake. Here is peace. It is not ours.
By steamer we came to the cave of the Revelation

where a boy is blowing bubblegum
in the yellow air by the candles.

Is this the end? We lose and we begin, and climb
nervously. Wind is wild noise.

Sun bakes the white crenelation on the hilltop
monastery.

The heavens open and a white horse steps
on mountains in the water.

Can we see? The daystars fall like figs
cast down by the windmill gale.

The sea is glass mingled with fire.
Fire in us who love. We lose. We wake.

On the wharf an octopus, in
each tentacle a horse of salt
shining like the seven stars.

The dream ends here. Fire in us who lose.
In the dark cave we see.

MEGARA - A FILM REPORT

Megara is an hour and half color film dealing with an agrarian strug-
gle during the last year of the Papadopoulos' dictatorship. In 1973 the
shipowner and banker Stratis Andreadis got a concession from the junta to
construct an oil refinery near Athens. The tycoon decided he needed to
have the land centered around the town of Megara some 30 miles from the
capital. The land was duly expropriated by the colonels and plans made to
remove 20,000 inhabitants. As a first phase of the land seizure, seven
thousand olive trees, many two to five hundred years old, were uprooted
by bulldozers.

The film Megara chronicles the efforts of the population to repeal
the Andreadis concession. In the course of struggle the Megarians dis-
cover such political issues as environmental pollution, quality of life, and
minimal democracy were integrally linked to the legal theft of their land.
The last scenes show them joining the brutally repressed student uprising
at the Polytechnic University.

The film was completed in 1974 by George Tsemberopoulos and
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Sakis Maniatis. It has been screened at important film festivals such as
the 1974 Thessaloniki Film Festival where it received the Best Production
Award. In 1975 it was shown at festivals in Cannes and Venice.

-Dan Georgakas

HELLENIC MONTH: SOME ASPECTS OF CONTEMPORARY GREECE

Nov. 17 - Dec. 22, 1977 	 ART BY GREEK ARTISTS
Woodcuts by TASSOS, Steenbock Gallery, Madison At
Center
Lithographs by YANNIS GAITIS, Whyte Lounp,
Elvehjem Art Center
Byzantine Art by STATHIS TRAHANATZIS, Main
Gallery, Memorial Union
Drawings and Prints by KLEARCHOS LOUKOPOULOS,
Class of 1925 Gallery, Memorial Union
Ceramic Vessels by DONALD MAVROS, Class of 1925
Gallery, Memorial Union
Photographs by CONSTANTINE MANOS, Theater Gal-
lery, Memorial Union and Sun Print Gallery, 638 State
Street, Madison

Nov. 17, 18	 CONFERENCE: "The Cultural Resurgence of Contem-
porary Greece"

Nov. 17
2:00-3:00 pm: "Writer's Quest for Faith and Roots"

Harry Mark Petrakis, author
3:00-5:00 pm: "Social and Political Transformation in Greece Since

1967"
Van Koufoudakis, Indiana University-Fort Wayne
James Petras, SUNY-Binghamton

Nov. 18
2:00-5:00 pm: "Trends in Modern Greek Literature"

Alexander Karanikas, presiding, University of Illinois-
Chicago Circle
Peter Bien (on Kazantzakis), Dartmouth College
Edmund Keeley (on Ritsos), Princeton University
George Savides (on Seferis), Harvard University
Auditorium, Elvehjem Art Center

Nov. 13-23	 DISPLAY
University Bookstore Window
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Nov. 19
7:00-8:00 pm:

HELLINIKI VRADIA (Greek Evening)
Greek Dinner
A double-screen presentation "Continuities: Origins in
Greece, Realities in America" by Leon Marinakos, Hon-
orary Cultural Attache of Greece, Chicago
Concert, Contemporary Greek Music by the Orchestra
"Greek Spirit" of Chicago
Dancing
Great Hall, Memorial Union

LECTURE AND SLIDE PRESENTATION
"Byzantine Religious Art: Context and Continuity" by
Professor John Barker, UW-Madison, Department of
History
Auditorium, Elvehjem Art Center

MINI COURSE
"Traditional Greek Hagiography (Iconography) and
Manuscript Illumination" by Stathis Trahanatzis
Main Gallery, Memorial Union (Nov. 18)
Top Flight, Memorial Union (Nov. 19)

TRADITIONAL GREEK FOLK DANCES
by the "Hellas Folk Ensemble" of the "Greek-American
Cultural and Educational Society" of Minneapolis
Main Lounge, Memorial Union

ORTHODOX LITURGICAL MUSIC
"The Living Tradition of Byzantine Music" introductory
remarks by Professor Michael Petrovich, UW-Madison,
Department of History

Nov. 17
6:30 pm:
7:30 pm:

8:30 pm:

10:30 pm:

Nov. 18
7:00-8:00 pm:

Nov. 18, 19

2:00-5:00 pm:
10:00-1:00 pm:

Nov. 19
6:00-6:30 pm:

Performance by the Choir of the Assumption Greek Or-
thodox Church of Madison. Professor Michael Petrovich
directing
Main Lounge, Memorial Union

Nov. 17-Dec. 22 EXHIBITS
10:00 am-8:00 pm:

Byzantine Art: Icons and Drawings by Stathis Trahanat-
zis
Main Gallery, Memorial Union
Drawings and Prints by Klearchos Loukopoulos
Class of 1925 Gallery, Memorial Union
Ceramic Vessels by Donald Mavros
Class of 1925 Gallery, Memorial Union

(Nov. 14-Dec. 20) Photographs by Constantine Manos
Theater Gallery, Memorial Union



Nov. 30	 A GREEK ISLANDS ODYSSEY
8:00-9:00 pm: Two documentaries provided by the Greek National

Tourism Organization, "The Spirit of Crete" and "The
Cyclades"
Play Circle Theater, Memorial Union

Dec. 2	 LECTURE AND TOUR OF THE COLLECTION
4:00-5:00 pm: "Ancient Greek Vases in Elvehjem Collection" by Pro-

fessor Warren Moon, UW-Madison, Department of Art
History
Auditorium, glvehjem Art Center

Dec. 9	 LECTURE & SLIDE PRESENTATION
4:00-5:00 pm: "Religious Art and Symbolism in Byzantine Coins" try

Professor John Barker, UW-Madison, Department of
History
Auditorium, Elvehjem Art Center

Dec. 9, 10	 MINI COURSE
12:00-3:00 pm: "Traditional Greek Hagiography (Iconography) and

Manuscript Illumination" by Stathis Trahanatzis
Top Flight, Memorial Union

All events are free and open to the public except "Helliniki Vradia"
and the Mini Course for which there will be a charge.

Angeliki Konovessi-Panayotatos, Hellenic Month Director.
The Conference is co-sponsored by the following University of

Wisconsin-Madison Departments: Classics, Comparative Literature, Eng-
lish, International Studies and Programs, Sociology, and the Comparative
Literature Student Organization, and the Greek American Cultural and
Educational Society of Minneapolis.

The Hellenic Month is sponsored in part by the Wisconsin Union
Directorate, University of Wisconsin-Madison, Elvehjem Art Center, and
Madison Art Center.

For further information call (608) '262-2214, Program Office, Wis-
consin Union.
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CONTRIBUTORS

WILLIS BARNSTONE teaches comparative literature at Indiana Univer-
sity and has written several volumes of poetry and textbooks on China,
Greek lyrics, and modern Europe. Department of Comparative Litera-
ture, Indiana University, Bloomington, Indiana 47401.

GEORGE GREGORIOU is chairman of the political science department
of the William Paterson College of New Jersey. He specializes in political
theory, Marxist studies, and workers' movements. Mr. Gregoriou has
written a pamphlet on the Dilemma of the Greek Immigrant and is now
completing a book on the Eastern Mediterranean - Bourgeois or Social-
ist? Political Science Department, William Paterson College of New
Jersey, Wayne, N. J. 07470.

GEORGE KOURVETARIS teaches sociology at Northern Illinois Univer-
sity and has written a number of articles, books, and monographs on the
sociology of the military, ethnic minorities (including Greeks in the
U. S.) and the sociology of occupations. Mr. Kourvetaris is also founder
and editor of the Journal of Political and Military Sociology. He is cur-
rently engaged in research on class, mobility, and politics in the Mediter-
ranean area -- including Greece. Department of Sociology, Northern
Illinois University, De Kalb, Ill. 60115.

KOSTAS MYRSIADES teaches classical and modern Greek literature
(poetry) at West Chester State College. He has written a book on Takis
Papatsonis and is presently working on another one on Yiannes Ritsos.
Mr. Myrsiades has been co-editor of works about Papatsonis and Ritsos
and has translated some of their poetry. He has also written poetry
which he has published in numerous journals. 203 Rolling Road,
Broome], PA. 19008.

HELEN PAPANIKOLAS teaches ethnic history at the University of Utah.
She has done research on ethnic and oral history which has culminated in
various publications, one of which is Toil and Rage: the Greek Immi-
grants in Utah. Ms. Papanikolas is planning further writing on a journal
kept by a Greek immigrant, on her parents' reminiscences, and on Greek
funeral folklore and practices. 1813 Millbrook Road, Salt Lake City,
Utah 84106.

ATHAN THEOHARIS teaches history at Marquette University. He has
authored or co-authored several books, including Seeds of Repression,
the Yalta Myths, Anatomy of anti-Communism, and The U.S. in the 20th
Century. Mr. Theoharis is also editor of Specter magazine and is current-
ly completing a book with the tentative title, On the Road to 1984.
Department of History, Marquette University, Milwaukee, Wisconsin
53233.
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