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Problems of Economic History
of the Period of Ottoman
Domination in Greece
by SPYROS I. ASDRACHAS

In the following pages we will attempt to present certain of the hypotheses around which our research should, or could, revolve, with reference
to the economic mechanisms of the period of Ottoman domination,* and
with the Greek mainland territories** providing our main focus. The
economies under study are principally peasant economies. The existence
This essay has been published in Greece by Melissa as the introduction to a
volume of studies by several authors, edited by Spyros I. Asdrachas, entitled 11 oixovoii.twil 011,1) Balxav LxiSv xcopv a-cu xp6v 60o.)p.ccv vx% xuptccpxictc (ca't0' cetchac) [The Economic Structure of the Balkan Countries in the Age of the
Ottoman Domination (15th-19th Centuries)]; it was also published separately in
the May 1979 issue of 0 politic. The English translation is published here for the
first time by permission of the author. [Asterisks denote translator's notes.]
[Due to technical reasons, some Turkish and Slavic letters have not been
reproduced as they are written, but rather as they approximate Roman characters.]
* I've rendered the term Turkokratia, literally "Turkish rule"— used in
English in political and social histories of the period—by the straightforward term
"Ottoman domination." The term refers to "the Greek historical experience of
Ottoman domination," and the period it covers is conventionally demarcated by the
fall of Constantinople in 1453 and the beginning of a modern Greek state in 1821.
See John A. Petropulos, "Introduction," in Hellenism and the First Greek War
of Liberation (1821-1830): Continuity and Change, Thessaloniki, Institute for Balkan Studies, 1976, pp. 20 ff.
** "Greek mainland territories" stands for "UXab tau% x65pog," which appears to have no unambiguous equivalent in English. The distinction established by
the term is not between "mainland" and surrounding islands or peninsulas. Rather,
is sets apart regions historically and densely inhabited in continuity by Greek populations—roughly the area taken up by the modern Greek state—from other regions
colonized or traditionally inhabited during different periods of Greek history, Asia
Minor in particular. On the eve of the revolution of 1821, excluding Greek urban
concentrations throughout the Balkans and the Near East, Peloponnisos, Sterea
Ellada, and the immediately surrounding islands, define, in most accounts, the
center of these Greek mainland territories, at least in the sense of eventually providing the main theaters of the war of liberation.

5

6

JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

of a number of centers of handicraft production or shipping activities,
even of commercial centers, instead of negating, on the contrary confirms
the peasant character of the economy: the maximum percentage of goods
that become exchange values derives from the agricultural sector. What
we need to investigate is within which mode of production and under
what conditions a part of the products becomes commodities.
Without departing from the Ottoman general case, which is, of
course, also valid for the peasant economies of the Greek territories, agricultural production could be described as surplus-yielding * family production subject to the realization of tax revenues** and, to some extent,
ground-rent.*** The first form of revenue, taxes, which can also be specified as revenue of the feudal type, is extracted from all agricultural production regardless of the form of land tenure, and is not revoked in those
cases where the rights of possession or landownership lead to tenantry,****
i.e., the realization of ground-rent. The tax revenue—and, in part, the
ground-rent—belongs to the Ottoman state, which redistributes it to the
functionaries of its military and bureaucratic apparatus, as well as to the
religious foundations charged with public services. It is paid in kind, and
* "Surplus-yielding," i.e., agricultural outputs exceed subsistence levels.
** The straightforward term "tax revenue" was selected over the ambiguous
term "fiscal rent" to render "cpopoXoy no) rtp6no8og" ("roue fiscde" in Professor
Asdrachas's French usage). The reader may wish to bear in mind the "double"
aspect of this form of appropriation of the surplus-product: it is a "tax" precisely
because of its character as an economic relation (charged by the state); on the
other hand, it partakes in that common element in various types of "rent," whose
appropriation is "that economic form in which landed property is realized" (Capital,
III, International Publishers, p. 634). No further amplification of this distinction
is possible without entering into a substantive discussion, including the specificities,
variances, and transformations of the Ottoman social formation, which are, in any
case, suggested in the essay to the extent that they bear upon its inquiry. Remaining
on the side of the translator's task—particularly since this responsibility involved
presenting to an English-speaking audience the author's penetrating contribution
to a largely unfamiliar field of research—when confronted with a choice between
relative clarity in English and retention of the author's stylistic complexity, an attempt was made, if possible, to favor the former. In spite of that, the specific length
of paragraphs in the essay has remained as in the original. On the selection of "tax
revenue," as well as on some subsequent points involving issues of terminological
clarity, the translator is indebted to a discussion with Professor Ross Thomson of
the Graduate Faculty of the New School for Social Research, who is, of course,
innocent of any enduring densities in the translation.
*** An argument on the character of this "ground-rent" (standing for "Eyysto;
npOnoaoc" or "yascritp6coaoc"), specifically why it is pre-capitalist, follows later
in the essay. A fuller grasp of several of these points will no doubt be facilitated
by recalling the analysis in chapter XLVII on the "Genesis of Capitalist GroundRent" in Capital, vol. III.
**** "Tenantry," rendering the term "ecypollmcmil c6p.6aali," stands for that

mode of holding or cultivating land, by the tenant peasant, through a relation of
contract that provides the owner of the land with ground-rent
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is proportional to output, or it is appropriated in money form and is relatively stable, while it is limited in the form of labor and exchangeable into
money.* Ground-rent is generally paid as rent in kind and is proportional
to output and, in a few cases, it is extracted in the form of money rent.
In the methods of appropriation of the surplus-product, ground-rent represents a constant mode, but it becomes particularly extensive in the late
eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries in the Greek mainland territories.
Taxes appear to incorporate pre-Ottoman tributes—or, on the contrary,
to continue certain exemptions—in such a way as to result in some minorities in the peasant populations taking advantage of the distribution of
taxation or avoiding bearing it in its entirety. These divergences, however, wherever they exist, are not adequate enough to differentiate the
basic mechanism for the extraction of the surplus-product.
-

The Minimum Limit of Monetization or Maximum Limit
of Forced Commodification of the Peasant Economy**

From the previous encompassing formulation, it follows that in peasant economies the natural and the monetary sectors coexist; the latter is
defined in its minimum dimensions by the relative position of tax revenue
in money form*** against tax revenue in kind. In other words,
to the extent that we are seeking the minimum limit of the monetization
of the peasant economy at the level of direct family production, we must,
as a consequence, refer to the extra-economic exactions that impose this
minimum monetization, and which result from the tax compulsion, i.e.,
the payment of taxes in money form. Thus, in those cases where we can
reach an estimate of the "forced" monetary sector, the minimum monetization simply expresses the limits beyond which monetization could lead
to the realization of mixed incomes, that is, the real participation of
the direct producer in the market.**** The significance, therefore, of the
* It is obvious that, to the extent tax revenue constitutes a type of "rent" (as
indicated in an earlier translator's note), one could have also spoken of "labor
rent" (tax in labor form), "rent in kind" (tax in kind), and "money-rent" (tax in
money form). In other words, the distinction between the forms of tax revenue and
ground-rent only attempts to avoid confusion, and carries no analytical implication.
** Thematic headings, subdividing the essay for greater accessibility, were
provided by the translator.
*** "Tax revenue in money form," as the precise sense of the technical term
"acacoptxt rcpdoo8o6" (literally "differential rent or revenue") in the original, has
been used to avoid confusion with established meanings, in English-language political
economy, of "differential rent."
**** "Monetization" (rendering "ixxpliiaTtcp.k") is used in its political economy
sense of introduction, establishment, and generalization of money exchanges in an
economy. The more awkward "monetarization" is sometimes also used to convey
the same relation. The other significant term in this analytical sequence, "forced,"
whether characterizing monetization or commodification, specifies these relations as
resulting from "extra-economic compulsion" (taxation).
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study of the tax system becomes apparent in order to show not only the
degree of exploitation of the peasantry, but also the consequences of
taxation upon the possibility of internal differentiation within peasant
societies and, by extension, upon the potential role of money as a factor
in peasant production.
To assess the magnitude of the tax revenue in money form, we have
to abandon the formal relation of production and taxation, and arrive at
estimates with reference to the aggregate magnitudes of taxation which
burden peasant populations, regardless of whether these magnitudes refer
directly to production itself or are distributed between those who reap the
tax revenues and the state. The payment of taxes in money is realized with
the commodification of part of the surplus; consequently, personal or other
taxes must be studied in conjunction with the possibilities of existence of
this surplus. Put differently, we need to examine what the consequences
of the aggregate of taxation are upon the surplus.'
Taxes paid in money provide, as we have noted, a sufficient indication
capable of delimiting the minimum of the monetization of peasant economies, which coincides with the maximum of forced commodification,
i.e., that commodification which does not tend to the acquisition of net
money incomes, but to the fulfillment of extra-economic exactions.' In
this process the direct producer participates in a type of market (which we
must define empirically) without being in a position to be influenced by
it and respond to its potential invitations. The money incomes he acquires
through contact with it do not lead to an economy of mixed incomes—
which, in its turn, would allow the introduction of money exchanges to
the interior of peasant economies—but are intended for the payment of his
taxes. Within this perspective, probable motives for the extension of production or the improvement of productivity are canceled. Since, however,
this unqualified formulation can only be useful as a general model, it is
necessary to inquire to what extent there are divergences in reality, and
to what extent these divergences respond to real market stimulations, or
represent adaptations to the potential of the land under cultivation and attempts to escape the impasses of "deficit" * cultivations.
1 Let me be allowed to cite: Spyros I. Asdrachas, Waco) Lap,o1 ecrpotLx%
otxovoli,tocc attv Toopxoxpa-c(c4 (ts'-cat' at.) [Mechanisms of the Peasant Economy
during the Ottoman Domination (15th-16th Centuries)}, Athens, Themelio, 1978;
"Sources et problemes d'histoire economique de la Grece pendant la domination
ottomane," Annuaire de l'Ecole Pratique des Hautes Etudes, IVe Section, 19751976, pp. 477-499; loc. cit. 1976-1977, pp. 435 ff., and 1977-1978, pp. 473-503
(the latter in print); "Aux Balkans du XVe producteurs directs et marche,"
Etudes Balkaniques, 6/3, Sofia, 1970, pp. 36-69.
2 0n forced commodification, see Witold Kula, Teoria economica del sistema
feudale. Proposta di un modello, Torino, Einaudi, 1970, pp. 42-43. [Translator's
note: An English translation of this Polish work has appeared under the imprint
of New Left Review Editions: Witold Kula, An Economic Theory of the Feudal

System.)

* "Deficit" cultivations ("EA.Xstpatcxk xcaXL6pysteg") in the sense of being
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All these ways of approach must be weighed against multiple factors.
The consequences of taxation must be weighed against the rate of depreciation of money and the movement of prices. More specifically, it is
necessary to show to what extent the relative stability of taxes in money
form is counterbalanced by the greater adaptability, to inflation, of taxes
levied by the state and, also, to what extent this game of adaptations and
counterbalances—in its entirety—does not, in the last analysis, mainly
involve the distribution of the surplus-product between the state and its
functionaries, or between the state and the owners of usury-capital, rather
than involve change of the conditions of production at the level of cultivators. Tenantry relations must also be weighed as much against taxation
that burdens the peasant family as against yields that can be obtained on
a typical unit of land cultivated by the peasant family. The results of all
these coassessments can lead us to the estimation of certain magnitudes
capable of demonstrating whether it was possible within the system for
the conditions of its overcoming to be formed.
To arrive at this type of inquiry, we have recourse to source material
that is heterogeneous and, in practice, scattered: estimates of production
by family production units according to tax assessments (mainly from the
fifteenth and sixteenth centuries) ; and evidence about specific cases that
must be coassociated with more "ideal" or typical evidence (e.g., information about the tax burden of a region in conjunction with "ideal" estimates
of the production of a unit of cultivation, or the reverse). As it is true
in general, on such occasions the demonstrative value of evidence—and,
consequently, the value of conclusions—is dependent upon the way in
which the problem is posed, i.e., the connective relation that obtains
between the evidence from the sources and the research hypothesis. Otherwise, nothing remains but the identification of history with the most
particularized empiricism.
The Realization of Ground-Rent or the Formation
of Large Landed Property

As we have noted, ground-rent constitutes a form parallel to taxation in the mode of appropriation of the surplus-product. Ground-rent
can be extracted from a land of small or large extent; in terms of its
consequences upon the direct cultivator, however, its effects are, theoretically, the same. This is the case because, for tenantry relations to be introduced on the basis of small landed property, it means that there is no
availability of lands 3 or possibility of economic choice on the part of the
low-yield and unable to meet typical "surplus requirements," specifically in terms
of the production of the principal crop, i.e., cereals. Peasant strategies in such cases,
intended to satisfy both subsistence needs and tax or ground-rent exactions, are
referred to later in the essay.
3 "Availability of lands" socially: uncultivated lands that belong to an aggregate of private lands do not establish an availability able to reverse the tenantry
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cultivator. In practice, nevertheless, the realization of ground-rent corresponds to the formation of large landed property. In this respect, the
following is indicative: wherever the Ottoman system of redistribution
of tax revenues anticipates the possibility of tenantry relations on the basis
of small or medium production units—namely, in the case of bassa ciftligi,
i.e., the "reserved" seigneurial ("timariot") lands—these relations do
not appear to predominate. On the contrary, the reserved lands tend to
become assimilated with lands that exclusively yield tax revenue, and
ground-rent is substituted by a form of corae, called paraspor (that can
provide the owner of the land with a gross product equivalent to one-tenth
of the gross production of a unit of cultivation), which, however, does not
have the character of a tenantry relationship. 4
In the process of formation of large private landed property we have
the coincidence of multiple factors that extend over a broad time scale.
First, we encounter the methods of transgressing the strategy of the Ottoman state—which was opposed to the formation of large private landownerrelation. In this respect, implantation provides a good example of the reinforcement
of large landed property or of the development of land through non-economic investment. Compare the Italian example, as presented compactly by Ruggiero Romano,
"Una tipologia economica," Storia d'Italia, I: I caratteri originali, Torino, Einaudi,
1972, pp. 273-278.
4 0n bassa ciftligi, see also: Vera Mutafcieva, "Kam vaprosa za ciflicite v
osmanskata imperija prez XIV-XVII v.," Istoriceski Pregled, 14/1(1958), pp. 3457 (in Greek translation: I. Th. Lampsidis, "Rept To0 CiTrii,wroc T63v Toup/txtemo
etc ,cilv '00colaccvixtv Akoxpwroptav xccrdt. .rav '-IZ" atOva.," Ae),Ttov /Acc6Lxilc
Bt,61.toypacplac ("On the Matter of Ciftlik in the Ottoman Empire during the 14th
to 17th Centuries," Bulletin of Slavic Bibliography), no. 29, Thessaloniki, 1970,
pp. 83-117); N. Beldiceanu, "Biens monastiques d'aprbs un registre ottoman de
TrObizond (1487). Monastêres de la Chrysokephalos et de Pharos," Revue des Etudes
Byzantine', 35(1977), pp. 202-204. On paraspor: Ivan Bozic, "Paraspor u Skadarskoj oblasti," Recueil des travaux de PAcadirnie des Sciences, XLIX-Institut
d'Etudes Byzantines, no. 4 (Beograd), pp. 13-30 (28.30, French summary: "Le
'Paraspor' dans le district de Skadar"). The correlation of a form of paraspor with
the methods of exploiting the bassa ciftligi needs to be further established; the formulation regarding the yield of paraspor has been drawn by analogy to an example
of private lands: 4 kile of paraspor compared to 40 kile that equal the entire sowing
in a zevgari [Ceuript: surface unit) (Spyros I. Asdrachas, "IIpaymmutatvrec
ctrth 'cOv 6/./..tivexd atdva," Z.ra0p.ol. icpbc Ttv Nicc 'EXX7ivexil Kohnovfcc
("Realities from the Greek 18th Century," Stages Toward the New Greek Society),
Athens, 1965, pp. 32-33). The paraspor in question is intended for the "supervisor"
(xexcerukc or ao4.7courtic) of an owner of the land. In Gastouni the paraspor of
the "supervisor" was cultivated in 3 to 5 stremmata per each zevgari (T. A. Gritsopoulos, "DraItcrtcxxl etbieoetc /cep% IleAcecovv•hoou," IleXonovvylatrout ("Statistical
Information about Peloponnisos," Peloponnisiaka), 8(1971), p. 456); in the county
of Imlakia in Peloponnisos it reached 2 stremmata per zevgari for the late varieties
of grain, and up to one pinaki of product for the early varieties (P. Papatsonis,
'Azoirrtip,ove6p,atcc [Memoirs) ed. by E. G. Protopsaltis, Athens,1960, p. 31).
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ship—by means of the formation of vakif * or foundation estates.' Then,
at the end of the sixteenth century, comes the formation of large private
agricultural holdings as a result of the enrichment of certain functionaries
of the state apparatus and the favorable conjuncture brought about by the
price revolution." Furthermore, we have the expropriation of peasant
lands as a result of the inability of the cultivators to cope with taxes in
money form, or as a syndrome of the system of farming out revenues,**
which had as a consequence the aggravation of the degree of exploitation
of the peasants. Finally, there is the maximization of coercion on the part
of the functionaries of authority at the local level or the agents of social
domination, and the increase of patronage methods they practiced.
It is self-evident that the tendency for the formation of private
landed property, yielding revenues in kind to its owner, expresses the
existence of market relations. What it is necessary to ask is to what extent
large landownership corresponds to an increase in the volume of production' made available to this market, or to what extent, on the contrary, it
* Among the limited references in English to the Islamic institution of the

vakif (also wakf), see Haill Inalcik, "Capital Formation in the Ottoman Empire,"
Journal of Economic History, 1969, pp. 97-140; Suraiya Faroghi, "Vakif Administration in Sixteenth Century Konya. The Zaviye of Sadreddin-i Konevi," Journal
of the Economic and Social History of the Orient, XVII, Part 2 (1974), pp. 145-172.
5 Vera Mutafcieva, Agrarnite Otnosenija v osmanskata imperija prez XV-XVI v.,
Sofia, 1962 (260-262, French summary: "Les rapports agraires dans Umpire ottoman"), pp. 88-176.
** The system of farming out revenues, specifically tafx-farming, extensive
in centralized and absolutist state formations before the advent of modern tax-collection agencies, generally involved selling in advance by the state, for an assessed
aggregate fee, the right to collect taxes in a particular region (or from a particular
tax-yielding "monopoly") to a certain individual. This tax-farmer, often subdividing
the region for which he had bought the right to collect its assessed taxes to several
petty tax-farmers, received a lucrative return on his investment by simply extracting
more than he had paid for. State functionaries or state-connected financiers were
the obvious competitors for tax-farming contracts. Tax-farming in the context of
the Ottoman Empire is dealt with later in the essay.
Omer Lutfi Barkan, "The Price Revolution of the Sixteenth Century: A
Turning Point in the Economic History of the Near East," International journal
of Middle East Studies, 6/1, Cambridge University Press, 1975, pp. 3-28; "XVI.
asrin ikinci yarisinda Tiirkiye'de fiyat hareketleri," Belleten, 34/133-136(1970),
PP. 557-607; "Les Mouvements des prix en Turquie entre 1490 et 1655," MOlanges

en honneur de Fernand Braudel, I: Histoire economique du monde mediterranien
1450 1650, Toulouse, 1972, pp. 65-79; Ljuben Berov, "Changes in Price Conditions
in Trade Between Turkey and Europe in the 16th-19th Century," Etudes Balkaniques, 10/2-3(1974), pp. 168-178; Dvizenieto na cenite na Balkanite prez XVIXIX v. i evropejskata revoljucija na cenite, Sofia, 1976 (317-322, English summary"Prices in the Balkans during the 16th-19th Centuries and the European Revolution
of Prices"), pp. 142-180.
'Regarding exports which, instead of expressing an overproduction, are due
to local underconsumption, see N. Svoronos, Le commerce de Salonique au XVIIe
-

i2

JOURNAL OP THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

simply constitutes a means of limiting the degree of participation of the
direct producer, who—coming over from a regime of land tenure subject
to tithe to one that, in addition, yields ground-rent—finds himself, at the
end, with a reduced surplus. To wish to estimate the consequences of large
landed property upon the total agricultural product is beyond attainment.
There remain other approaches such as evaluating the consequences of
ground-rent upon the peasant family production, or elucidating the articulation of the inhabited and the cultivated land in those villages, which,
entirely or in part, belong to one or more large landowners. Furthermore,
one can study the movement of the agricultural and urban population
in order to see how this movement correlates with the formation of large
land holdings.
Illustrating the first approach, one could suggest some conventional,
but not arbitrary, numbers. First of all, let us remind ourselves of some
certainties:
a. the technology of the period does not allow an elastic utilization
of the soil; and
b. the scale within which ground-rents are realized is dependent
upon the agricultural yields and the limits placed by self-consumption, reproduction, and the payment of taxes.
Thus, without coestimating the regional or local availability of labor, we
can reach certain estimates which show that large landed property cannot
exist except under the presupposition of satisfactory yields, a fact implying
such availability of lands that it would be unnecessary to have recourse
to marginal lands. Therefore, we have a first improvised conclusion: in
the concrete conditions of Ottoman domination large landed property
is dependent upon the sparsity of the population. That does not mean,
however, that this sparsity can also be identified as an aspect of equilibrium.
Estimating the production of a typical unit of cultivation at the end
of the eighteenth century, we find that, in the case of excellent yields
(a harvest-to-seed ratio of 10:1), the net surplus available to the peasant—
after the deduction of the seed (10% of gross production), the tithe
and other burdens (14%), the subsistence minimum (10.67%) , the
maximum forced commodification that corresponds to taxes in money form
(6.66%), and the ground-rent (29.5%)—was on the order of 12.17%
of the gross production. The sources provide evidence of high yields on
the order of 10:1, but these yields cannot possibly be considered as average
siècle, Paris, PUF, 1956, pp. 363-366; also Seraphim Maximos, 'H °Op) Toff
xcucttalcatwiS [The Dawn of Greek Capitalism], Athens, 1945, pp. 2223. See also the remarks of Felix Beaujour, Tableau du commerce de la Grece,
forme depuis une armee moyenne, depuis 1787 jusqu'en 1797, I, Paris, 1800,

pp. 131-134, II, pp. 182-183 (Greek translation by Eleni Garidis, edited, with an
introduction and notes, by Tasos Vournas: IIivaxas Ton glinopiou 'r 'Exxon
a.* Toupxoxperacc, Athens, 1974, pp. 84-85, 241-242).
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ones. If, on the contrary, we consider that the same unit of cultivation
realized a yield on the order of 5:1, then the surplus, from which the
maximum forced commodification would need to be derived, corresponded
only to 2% of gross production, while this commodification required a
product (a percentage in kind) equivalent to 13% of the production. 8
This example shows that a family production unit that yields groundrent cannot respond to the requirements of reproduction and taxation
except under the presupposition of high yields or other concurrent cultivations which would make it possible to overcome the "deficit" of the
primary crop cultivation, i.e., cereals. These statements are, of course,
valid in those cases in which the ground-rent is of a certain order—in our
example, to the extent it corresponds to one-half of production after the
deduction of seed, tithe, and expenses.
The percentage of product (estimated in kind) corresponding to the
amount of taxes in money form was calculated on the basis of market
price. If, however, one used as the basis for this calculation a price corresponding to two-thirds of the market price—as appears to be the case
in the exchanges of the direct producer—then the percentage of forced
commodification would increase to 9.5% or 19% of the gross production,
depending on whether we were dealing with yields on the order of 10:1
or 5:1. 8
The Movement of Prices

The percentage of forced commodification is a function of the movement of prices and of taxes in money form. As far as the tax revenue in
money form is concerned, we have noted that it exhibits an immobility
with respect to certain of its sectors, a fact counterbalanced and overcompensated- by the addition of new taxes or by the adaptation, to the depreciation of money, of certain among the old ones. For example, a personal
tax such as ispence shows an increase of 528% between 1489 and 1797,
while the "head-tax" (kefalikos) demonstrates a comparable increase, on
a weighed average, on the order of 748%. During that same period, the
price of wheat in the market shows an increase on the order of 2,612%7. 10
8 See Spyros I. Asdrachas, [Ta 'asp.) "ObtovoilIcc" crap `Icrcopla Ton TAATivmor;
"EOvouc [(the chap.) "The Economy" in History of the Greek Nation], IA
[vol. 11], Athens, 1975, p. 160; "Sources et problemes d'histoire economique de
la Grace pendant la domination ottomane," Annuaire de PEcok Pratique des Hautes
Etudes, IVe Section, 1977-1978 (Paris, in print).
° See Spyros I. Asdrachas, "Marches et prix du blê en Grace au XVIIIe siede,"
Slidost-Forschungen, 31(1972), pp. 178-209, where a hypothesis is advanced concerning the formation of prices.
"On the magnitude of ispence in the fifteenth century, see also: Halil Inalcik,
"Osmanlilar'da raiyyet rfistimu," Belleten, 23/92(1959), pp. 602-608; Vera P. Mutafcieva, "Feodalnata renta, prisvojavana of lennija darzatel v osmanskata imperija
s ogled na nasite zemi prez XV-XVI v.," Izvestija na Instituta za balgarska Istorija,
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Under such conditions, the effects of these taxes in money form upon the
gross production of the unit of cultivation we are taking as our example
would have been the following (on the presupposition of a yield of 5:1)
at these two dates: 13% (minimum price) or 6% (maximum price) in
1489, and 2% and 1.4%, respectively, in 1797. These relations, which
must be considered as relations of magnitude and not as relations of precise numbers, illustrate the limits allowed by the movement of prices to
two possible developments: the absorption of the difference either by
taxation or by ground-rent. The absorption through taxation did not occur
exclusively by way of its adaptation to the movement of prices by the
addition of new taxes. It also occurred indirectly through the system of
farming out public revenues, a system which resulted in the maximization
of the exactions by tax-farmers or petty tax-farmers—in other words, the
aggravation of the exploitation of the direct producers.
A third development might have been that in which the cultivator
would be the one favored by the movement of prices. While supporting
examples to that effect are not missing, they are contradicted by a more
general finding: the progress of large landed property and the system of
the formation of prices, which do not allow the incorporation of the producer into the market. To the extent this non-incorporation of the producer can be generalized, examples indicating benefits accruing to producers, due to movement of prices, must be embedded within the equilibrating efforts the producers attempt to undertake themselves in order to
ease tax burdens without expanding production. Within this latter perspective, they prefer to pay taxes in money form.
Systems of Distribution of the Product
This simple knowledge of the systems of tenantry is not adequate to
demonstrate either the limits of surpluses or the corresponding limits of
ground-rents if there is no concurrent knowledge of the dimensions of
units of cultivation, sowing practices, and yields. In a first approximation,
these limits could be suggested on the basis of a sowing practice that appears representative (40 kile per unit). The following table presents the
distributive portions of the tenant cultivators and the landowners after
the deduction of tithe and expenses (20% of gross production), in a scale
7(1957), pp. 178-183 (203-204, French summary: "La rente Muddle appropriee

par les detenteurs Mods.= dans l'Empire ottoman aux XVe et XVIe ss."); compare
N. Beldiceanu, "Un acte inedit sur le statut de la communaute juive de Trikala,"
Revue des Etudes Islamiques, 40(1972), pp. 133-135. For the head-tax (weighed
average for the fifteenth century), use was made of the tables of Omer Barkan,
"894 (1488/1489) yili Cizyeninin Tahsilatina Lit Muhasebe Bilencolari," Beigelee,
1/1(1964), pp. 17 27. For the price of wheat (in Istanbul): Omer Lutfi Barkan,
"The Price Revolution," p. 10; "Les mouvements des prix," p. 70; "XVI asrin
ikinci yarisinda Tfirklyede fiyat hareketleri," p. 561. For the year 1796: Spyros L
Asdrachas, "lipaypatrafrtirseg" {"Realities"].
-
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of yield ratios from 3.5 to 10:1, and according to the following methods
of distribution.*
a. Distribution in half (after the deduction of tithe) : the owner
supplies the seed, and the tenant covers the expenses.
b. Distribution in thirds: the owner supplies the seed, and the tenant
covers the expenses; after the deduction of tithe the tenant takes
2/3 of production.
c. Distribution in fifths: the owner supplies the seed, and undertakes the expenses; after the deduction of tithe the tenant takes
1/5 of production.
d. Distribution in fifths: the tenant supplies the seed, and covers
the expenses; after the deduction of tithe, which corresponds to
1/7 of production, he takes 4/5 of production.
e. Distribution in fifths: the tenant supplies the seed, and covers the
expenses; after the deduction of tithe he takes 2/3 of production.
Table I**
Yield
ratio
3.5

4
5
6
7
8
9
10

t(enant)

(a)
owner)

35 kik 23
40
32
50
50
60
68
70
86
80
104
122
90
140
100

(b)
t

o

56
64
80
96
112
128
144
160

2
8
20
32
44
56
68
80

(c)
t
o
25
29
36
43
50
58
65
72

33
43
64
85
106
126
147
168

t

(d)
01 02

28 44 24
38 50 27
57 63 34
77 75 41
96 88 48
115 101 55
135 113 61
154 126 69

t

(e)

o

16 42
24 48
40 60
56 70
72 84
88 96
104 108
120 120

[author's note] 0(1) Including tithe, in the case of reserved seigneurial (timariot)
land.
0(2) Excluding tithe.

Among these systems of distribution the most favorable for the
tenant is (b), which does not allow the owner to double the seed except
with a yield of 7:1, while in system (a) a yield of 4 to 5:1 is adequate
to double the seed. In system (e) the tenant is in a more favorable posi* To what extent, and during what period, forms of distribution of the surplusproduct in the Ottoman social formation might or might not qualify as forms of
"sharecropping" (metayage), in the connotation of social transition of that term,
is a point of inquiry not to be prejudged by any translation choices.
* * Tables consecutively numbered by the translator.
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tion in the case of yields of 7 to 10:1. Under this last hypothesis, the first
three systems would provide the following distribution of the net product:
Table II
Yield ratio
7-10:1

Owner
85
151
96

kile

Tenant

113
62
102

System

(a)
(b)
(c)

Specifying the subsistence minimum of the peasant family at 32 Me, we
can see that in some systems of distribution the net product is not adequate
for the maintenance of the family. These are the cases of yields lower
than 4:1 in systems (d) and (e), and lower than 5:1 in system (c).
In addition to these systems we can mention two more, one of limited
and the other of extensive application. The first one we encounter (e.g.,
in Chios), named apotrito, consists of a relation established between the
partial buyer of a piece of land and the seller. The buyer becomes the
owner of two-thirds of the land, and the seller is obliged to cultivate the
entire piece and to turn over, to the owner of the two-thirds, the one-third
of the entire production. This system is based upon the relation which
anticipates that the land by itself provides its owner with the right to reap
one-half of the production, while seed and expenses burden the tenant.
The purchase is a means of forcing the acceptance of this relation by
nailing down, through the contract, the cultivator to the land. In reality,
the owner receives one-half of the production of the piece of land he
owns. The other system of distribution provides the owner of the land
with one-fourth of the production after the deduction of the tithe; the seed
and expenses burden the cultivator. In this system the net revenue of the
tenant and the owner, for yields from 3.5 to 6:1, is on the average of
74 kile for the tenant and 55.5 for the owner; for yields from 7 to 10:1,
it is, respectively, 161.5 and 76.5 kile.
Participation of the Landowner in Production

The examples we have presented show the margins of choice that
exist for the realization of the ground-rent and the net product of the
cultivator. It is a characteristic fact that evidence about the nineteenth
century appears to indicate that the more common system of distribution
of the product was tritariko, with seed and expenses burdening the tenant.
This indicates the predominant type of landowner; we are dealing with
individuals who limit themselves to the ownership of land without being
interested in its development through the formation of livestock capital

17

Economic History of the Ottoman Domination in Greece

and the storage or renewal of seed. The maximization, however, of groundrent through the participation of the landowner in the seed and expenses
presupposed high yields. Contrasting the results of distribution system
(c), which follows this logic, and of system (e), which minimizes the
role of the owner as a factor in production, we obtain the following
distribution of the net product:
Table III
Yield ratio

3.5-6:1
7-10:1

Tenant

Owner

System

33.25 kile

56.25
55
136.75
102

(c)
(e)
(c)

34
61.25
96

(e)

Comparing the two systems it becomes apparent that for yield ratios
below 7:1, i.e., the prevailing ones, the owner has no serious incentive to
participate in production, supplying it with capital in kind other than
land. On the part of the tenant, there were no strong motives to prefer in
these yields system (c), since for yield ratios below 4:1 he would not
even secure the subsistence minimum. In maximum yields, also, he was
favored by system (e), while the owner was favored by system (c). We
know that the other system, which was also extensive, was the so-called
syntrofiko (distribution of production in half after the deduction of seed,
tithe, and expenses). In this system we would obtain the following results:
Table IV
Yield ratio

3.5-6:1
7-10:1

Tenant

Owner

44.75 kile

44.75

99

99

With regard to the tenant's portion at maximum yields, as also with the
portion of the owner, one can see that the prevalent systems of extraction
of ground-rent coincide. Indeed, the participation of the landowner in
production, through supply of the seed, favors the tenant in lower as well
as higher yields, while for the owner it is unfavorable in the lower ones.
The comparison, finally, between the two systems demonstrates the inelasticity that prevailed in practice regarding the maximization of groundrent through the more active participation of the landowner in production.
Expenses, as a rule, burden the cultivator: they consist of payments
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in kind combined with payments in money. The latter contribute to the
monetization of peasant economies to an extent that cannot be specified,
but it must be recalled that these mixed payments are advanced to a strictly
seasonal and migratory labor force. It should also be noted that expenses
covered consumption needs of seasonal workers, which explains why
wages are the case mainly in vineyard labor. Some indications suggest
that remuneration in kind was more favorable to the seasonal worker in
comparison to remuneration in money because the wage appears to have
had lower purchasing power in the market, in terms of acquiring the
means'of subsistence, compared with that portion of the product (remuneration in kind) by which one was being paid daily. Sometimes this difference reached a ratio of 1:5.5. 11
Concentration of Landownership

We have noted that ground-rents could be extracted from a small,
medium, or large landed property, but that, concurrently, a presupposition
of that was the control of the area under cultivation by a limited number
of owners in such a way so that small or medium ground-rents would
not reflect respective magnitudes in ownership, but rather mirror the
dimensions of the cultivated area within the entire landed property. Since
it is particularly premature to indicate the frequency of appearance of one
or the other orders of magnitude of ownership, what remains is to recall
some general relations as they derive from the distribution of land between
the Turkish and the Greek population before the revolution of 1821 in
Peloponnisos, Sterea Ellada, and Evia."
The largest concentration of private landed property occurs in the
framework of the conquering society: the Greek peasant populations
cultivate lands which, to a maximal degree, belong to Turkish owners.
The difference in the per capita relation between population and land,
as this relation appears in terms of the Christian and Moslem population
sections, is indicative of the degree of concentration; it cannot, however,
show at what levels this concentration was being formed. The stratigraphy
of large landed property requires evidence in terms of individual ownership within the boundaries of the unit of habitation, the village.
There exists supporting evidence indicating a high concentration of
agricultural ownership in the context of Christian populations. The landed
property of monasteries presents, in this respect, a significant example; at
11 William Martin Leake, Travels in Northern Greece, II, London, 1835, p. 189;
in the village Merali of Fokida (1805) the wage of the laborers in the harvest was
a kouveli of wheat, equivalent to 22 okades, and an aka of wine; a kouveli of wheat
was being sold in the market of Leivadia for 5.5 piasters, while the agricultural
wage during that period was, as a rule, one piaster.
12
D. Zografos, `Icrzop to &XXvivcxi)g yetopylag [History of Greek Agriculture]
A-B, 2nd ed. (Agricultural Bank of Greece Editions), Athens, 1976, p. 145,
pp. 461-462.
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Table V
Average
(per capita)

Inhabitants

Land (in stremmata)

T(urks) : 47,750
To: 9.44
G(reeks) : 458,000
%: 90.56
T: 20,865
To : 7.76
G: 247,850
ITo: 92.24

3,000,000
66.67
1,500,000
33.33
1,480,130
36.02
2,629,100
63.98

62.8

Total T: 68,615
To: 08.86
G: 705,850
1(70: 91.14

4,480,130
32.04
4,129,100
47.96

65.29

Region

Peloponnisos

3.27
70.94

Sterea & Evia
Ellada

10.61

5.85

this point, however, we have no systematic modes of inquiry with which
to analyze the composition of monastic revenues and the location of agricultural production in that composition. Nevertheless, it is almost certain
that in many cases the formation of monastic property was dependent upon
the overindebtedness of peasants, i.e., it was a function of the invasion of
the artificial monetary sector, as imposed by taxation, into the natural
sector. Certain improvements on the land can be counted at the same time
as positive monastic investments."
Ground-Rent: Pre-Capitalist or Capitalist Mode
of Appropriation of the Surplus-Product?

The distinction between the two forms of appropriation of the surplus-product, the tax revenue and the ground-rent, does not entail a corresponding division between a traditional system of appropriation and one
of a capitalist type. If such a hypothesis were held, we would be specifying tax revenue as a function of the "predatory" state which—through
is indicative example is that of the monastery of Lavra at Kalavryta, testifying to land improvements, an extension and safeguarding of its property in the
second half of the eighteenth century. See Kostas Lappas, `Ayto& povii Kcaczep6vov,
A', xatilavo: it Tbv mama uovilg [Holy Monastery of Kalavryta, I: Documents from the Monastery's Codex], Athens Center for Neohellenic Studies, E.I.E.,
1975, pp. 1-63.
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the superimposed dominant conquering society—can extract the surplusproduct, identifying this practice as a presupposition of horizontal as well
as vertical social mobility." Following the same hypothesis, ground-rent
would express the reverse process, identifying as a presupposition of
horizontal, and potentially vertical, social mobility not simply a certain
degree of monetization of the economy, but the very penetration of money
into the sphere of peasant production—money, indeed, coming to determine
it. In reality, ground-rent does not express a capitalist process whereby
the product would have been a commodity created by wage labor and
investments of capital in land. Regarding this last point, we have seen that
the labor force—such as it came to be added to the family—had a seasonal
character, and that its remuneration was mixed; as a matter of fact, in the
sector of cereal cultivation, where it was mainly employed, its remuneration was in kind, whenever it was not mixed. We may add that this labor
force was not only migratory, but that it belonged to a system of mixed
incomes and relative self-sufficiency or "compIementarity. ' * Its existence,
therefore, did not express a social class whose only income was its wage,
but, on the contrary, a section of the peasant population that supplemented
its incomes in kind with seasonal labor. In other words, we are dealing
with migratory island populations that are seasonally employed in Sterea
Ellada or Peloponnisos, or highland populations that work on the plateaus
or the plains, and return to their villages fetching the product (remuneration in kind) or money they acquired with their seasonal labor. This type
of labor force was not exclusively agricultural, but was also employed in
handicrafts: in all cases, it functioned as an equilibrating factor in the
general system, or as a factor of particularizing the crisis."
Capital Invested in Land

Investment in land, to the extent it constitutes a significant means
in the formation of large landed property, can only lead to the perpetuation of the system of proportional revenues and the demonetization of
14
A synthetic presentation of the predatory function of nomadic states appears
in: Perry Anderson, Les passages de PAntiquite au fiodalisme, Paris, Maspero,
1977, pp. 235-247. [Translator's note: In the English original Passages from Antiquity to Feudalism, (the chap.) "The Nomadic Brake," New Left Review Books,
1974, pp. 217-228]. See with respect to Rumania, and more broadly in the context
of a typology of state formations, H. H. Stahl, Les anciennes commits:elutes villageoiler roumaines. Asservissement et penetration capitaliste, Bucharest, 1969,
pp. 241-252.
* This labor force's employment (resulting in mixed incomes) was "complementary," or additional, to self-sufficiency activities such as cultivation.
15 See Spyros I. Asdrachas, "Salaires ruraux et salaires urbains en Grece a la
fin du XVIIIe et au commencement du XIXe slecles," La force de travail dans les
cites mediterrimaennes du milieu du XVIIIe au milieu du XIXe siecle (Publication
of the Cahiers de la Mediterranee, serie speciale, no. 3), Nice, 1974, pp. 99-110.
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the economy of family production. The very fact of investment is a result
of the crisis that is expressed in a large number of cases with the overindebtedness of the peasantry to taxes or the needs for liquidity of certain
large landowners evidently burdened with uneconomical * expenses. In
these cases the process of concentration of land is embedded within a
process of its depreciation. The subsequent rise in the price of land is
dependent upon the ability of the new owner either to incorporate the
ground-rent within a system of expenses of a different type from the one
that led to the depreciation and forced alienation of the land, or to maintain
the cultivations by recourse to administrative methods. From the few examples one could mention, it appears that the period in which revenues
matched the purchase price** of the land was a short - term one or, at least,
that presumed gross production could represent as much as 40 to 90%
of the purchase price. We are led to the same relations by a comparison
between the price per stremma of land and the price of cereals on the eve
of the revolution of 1821: the average price of a stremma of land was
35 grosia (minimum 10 and maximum 60); 18 the presumed production
(with a yield of 5:1, retirement of land from cultivation for two years,
average price 10 grosia per kile, and seed equal to 15 okades per stremma)
was 53% of the price of the land. In this case, for a production unit with
a misakariko system of product distribution, the period in which revenues
matched the purchase price would equal four years; it would equal six
years with a tritariko distribution system. These calculations are based on
the market price of wheat, and are simply indicative. The coestimation
of the price of barley would increase the length of this period, while,
respectively, the coestimation of cultivations that accompany the temporary
retirement of land would counterbalance this difference. A period of five
years, in which revenues come to match the purchase price of land, presupposes an interest rate on the order of 25%. However, the typical rates
of interest—with the exception of those valid for marine loans or certain
consumption loans (including loans for the payment of tax obligations)—
were lower, around one-half of the above percentage. To the extent that
these first approximations are empirically verifiable, one could reach the
conclusion that investment of capital in land constituted a relatively insignificant factor in the process of transformation of products into exchange values.
The Strategy of Capital: Tax-Farming

Capital is oriented toward three major sectors of investment: farming
* "Uneconomical" expenses, e.g., luxury consumption.
** The periphrastic expression, "the period in which revenues matched the
purchase price of land," was chosen to render "d'ut6a6scrti," since its nearest equivalents ("amortization" or "depreciation") bring to mind economic relations incommensurate with the period under examination.
Zografos, op. cit., pp. 169-170.
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of tax revenues, commerce, and lending. Investments in handicraft industry * and shipping are subordinated to the commercial function of
capital, while investments in land, as we saw, do not constitute investments
of a capitalist type since they have no effects upon the mode of production.
'What characterizes the strategy of capital is its incorporation within the
sphere of circulation, and not that of production; its basic operation being
the perpetuation of the pre-capitalist mode of production and of uneven
exchange.
Investment in the farming of tax revenues occurs mainly within the
framework of the economically dominant class of the conquering society.
The vertical social mobility of the latter—a consequence of the "predatory"
function of the Ottoman state and of the system of redistribution of the
appropriated surplus-product—is to a large extent a presupposition of horizontal mobility, so that access to profiteering through tax-farming is the
result of administrative, military, and generally bureaucratic practices. The
economically dominant class of the conquered society—a section of which
exercises administrative functions of, in each case, variable extent—participates in the farming or petty farming of the revenues, or undertakes, on
a collective or individual basis, the direct levy of taxes. The mechanism of
profit in these investments is determined by the difference between the
nominal and the real tax revenue. This difference, in its turn, indicates
a lack of synchronization between the real movement of the sources of
taxation and the latter's assesment by the state. In spite of the adaptation
of the assessment of taxes to the real potential of the tax sources—especially
in those sectors with particular development, such as foreign trade in the
second half of the eighteenth century 17—this adaptation still makes possible
the realization of profits higher than those derived from commerce. These
profits cannot be considered as a recovery, on the part of tax-farmers, proportional to the real increase of the potential of tax sources because the
system of petty tax-farming leads to a higher intensity of the degree of
exploitation, especially of the direct agricultural producers. In this respect,
the possibility is excluded for investments in tax-farming to play a role
as an indirect investment in agriculture in those cases in which tax revenue
was composed of agricultural products which became articles of commerce
by the tax-farmer or his intermediaries. It is evident that the system of
farming out tax revenues in kind presupposes an anticipated profit higher
than the profit allowed by the merchandizing of the very same goods
* The term "handicraft industry" (used to render "6trycsxv ta") and its
analogues—handicraft production, workshops, etc.—were chosen over "manufacture," "manufacturing production," etc., in order to stymie unintended implications
in the case of the latter choice, connected with the analytical issue of the "period
of manufacture" as the early stage of capitalism.
ri Mehmet Genc, "A Comparative Study of the Life Term Tax Farming Data
and the Volume of Commercial and Industrial Activities in the Ottoman Empire
During the Second Half of the 18th Century," La revolution industrielle dans le
Sad-est europêen—XIXe s., Sofia, Institut d'Etudes Balkaniques-Musee National
Polytechnique, 1977, pp. 243-279.
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when they become commodities in the hands of the direct producer. This
apparently self-evident hypothesis, however, needs to be confirmed,
because—beyond cases of an exceptional difference between nominal and
real taxation—nothing assures us that the prices at which the direct producer could dispose of his surpluses were perceptibly different from the
presumed prices that corresponded to the product of which tax revenue
in kind was composed.
Lending and Usury

Lending and usury serve several needs which can be roughly distinguished between commercial and consumption requirements; included
among the latter are also those that expedite the payment of taxes and
which can be undertaken either by individuals or collective bodies. The
lenders, as well as the borrowers, can also be collective bodies such as
communities, guilds, monasteries, bishoprics. A category of loans services
marine transportation: these loans obtain a perceptibly higher interest
rate than the corresponding rate for "secure" land loans. Conjoined to,
or distinct from, commercial practice, lending presents a typical and extensive method of investment of capital: interest rates on the order of 10
to 12% are usual for land loans. Consumption loans, on the other hand,
tend more to the compounding of interest, i.e., its capitalization; in the
context of peasant economies, they lead to the overindebtedness of the
peasants, the appropriation of production by the lenders, and, eventually,
the alienation of cultivators from their land. Borrowing by producers
also leads, through the system of advance purchase of the crop, to the
denial of the possibility, to producers, of taking advantage of the favorable
movement of prices. This does not necessarily always happen when
advance purchase takes place—specifically, in those cases when producers
are not overindebted and retain a bargaining ability, as occurs, for example,
in Crete, with the advance purchase, by French oil merchants, of the anticipated crop. 18
Investment in Handicraft Production

Investment in commerce presupposes a process of transformation of
use values into exchange values and, at the same time, a production of
handicraft goods. In the preceding observations, particular emphasis was
placed on the fact that the goods comprising the agricultural surplus became an object of absorption by the system of extraction of tax revenue and
ground-rent, both of which entailed the suspension of the monetization
is
"'ExOtastc %al emop.v.hpatia eurb rTjv ecUyiXoypoccpEcc Toff
yaUntoti .npoevetou Kptircrig," Kr/Im& Xpovmec ["Reports and Memoranda from
the Correspondence of the French Consulate of Crete," Cretan Annals), 14(1960),
pp. 118-146.
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of the peasant economy at the level of direct family production and, consequently, prescribed the system of uneven exchange. It is necessary to
examine to what extent the utilization of capital goods belonged to a different mode of production or, indirectly, presaged it.
It is indisputable that in handicraft production there occurs both a
constant and a variable investment of capital; however, this is not adequate to characterize production which takes place in handicraft workshops
as production of the capitalist type. The low concentration and, especially,
the low degree of technology render constant capital inconsequential in
relation to variable capital—however much this relation may fluctuate from
activity to activity, and however much the underestimation of constant
capital in pre-capitalist economies may constitute a preconception with a
fair degree of exaggeration." Variable capital consists of that part advanced
for the provision of raw materials and that part intended for the remuneration of labor. This second part of variable capital may be differentiated
into wages and the remuneration of the owner of the handicraft workshop, whose personal, manual labor is differentiated into a presumed wage
and a commercial profit. We are dealing with the historical form in which
simple commodity production is expressed—when not specified into an
elementary transformation of raw material through a system of production
conjoined to agriculture—when the simple commodity producer is an
owner both of the means of production and of the commodities he produces. What it is necessary to inquire, with regard to the possibilities
presented by this type of handicraft production, could be summarized in
the following questions:
a) To what extent is wage labor generalized; thus, also, the production of surplus-value?
b) To what extent does this conjoining (generalization of wage
labor and production of surplus-value) refer to a vertical—which expresses the process of concentration—or to a horizontal distinction capable of
illustrating the reproduction but not the transformation of the mode of
production?
c) To what extent is handicraft production subordinated to the commercial function of capital instead of becoming unfettered from it?
Inquiries of this type appear at first glance to be without an object
since a retrospective examination would locate the appearance of capitalist
relations at a time much closer to ours than to the periods we are dealing
with here. However, the object of our inquiries is not to delimit the
appearance of capitalist relations, but to examine the economic mechanism
which was dominant during an extensive period. To the degree that there
exists a tendency to discover such relations in the Greek eighteenth century
or even the Ottoman sixteenth century, inquiries seemingly "without an
object" retain their obvious necessity.
I° See the remarks of Carlo M. Cipolla, Storia economica dell' Europa preindustriale, Bologna, Il Mulino, 1975, pp. 135-151.
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In the absence of demonstrative evidence capable of allowing direct
answers of a certain quantitative aspect to such questions as to what degree, during a particular period, is the factor of wage labor extended in the
handicraft sector, one must be satisfied by the formulation of some general
indications of direction which may come under an empirical confirmation
in concrete cases. Thus, let us start with the elementary reminder of the
institutional elements of the market as they are specified through the restrictive practices of the guilds.
Restrictive Institutions and the Market: Guilds and Communities

It would be unfair to exclusively identify such restrictive practices
with the existence of guilds." Without departing from even embryonic
examples derived from Greek mainland territories, one can call attention
to the homologous role played by community statutes. In this case, too,
there exist the same restrictive practices with the same referents, most
notably the regulation of prices, the restraint of competition, and even the
subversion of the intended purposes through the perpetuation of the institutional framework which aims at the maintenance of these equilibriums
—price controls, satisfaction of consumption needs at the expense of competition, and traditional beneficial policies with regard to the distribution
of subsistence goods. How were these practices expressed? The predilection in favor of the direct consumer at the expense of the merchant
during the unloading of a boat carrying subsistence goods; the purchases
and sales, with only an elementary profit, of cereals by a certain community; the prohibition on the purchase of imported goods of direct consumption outside the bazaar. All these practices were part of protective
statutes whose aim was to satisfy the needs of the consumers—the members
of the community—and to obstruct the creation of artificial conjunctures
that would benefit commercial speculation. To all these an economic
reality is subordinated whose attributes include limited circulation of goods,
seasonal distribution, and even the limited possibilities of absorption of
the goods offered. In this last respect, an indicative example is provided
by the case of monopoly ("monopolya")—in the form it appears in the
Ottoman public economy—which consists of the privilege of the usufructuary of a certain revenue in kind to dispose of it monopolistically within
a specified period of time. This privilege allows the transgression of the
inelasticity of the market, while at the same time, however, permitting the
transgression of the protective statutes that are anticipated by the system
within which this privilege is practiced, precisely because this monopoly—
conjoined with the social authority of its owner—allows the possibility
of an artificial increase in prices. The perpetuation of the statute is made
available to the partial negation of the system which it intends to protect
20 0n the restrictive practices of guilds: Gabriel Baer, "Monopolies and Restrictive Practices of Turkish Guilds," Journal of the Economic and Social History of
she Orient, XIII, Part II (April 1979), pp. 145-165.
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and, eventually, to the perpetuation of the aggregate system through the
equilibrations brought about by its particular circumvention."
Product quality controls applied by the guild, control of internal
promotion through the ascendancy of journeymen (kalfades) into masters,
regulation of prices throughout the scale of apportionment of labor in the
process of handicraft production, and the determination of the geographical radius of the distribution of products, all conform to the same logic
of economic enterprise. Certainly, the formation of handicraft centers
outside the borders of activity of the guild networks may provide an
answer to the restrictive statutes; the same can be said of transgressions of
guild rules that are observed in centers with an intensive guild organization, such as Thessaloniki, for example Nevertheless, it is by no means
certain that these transgressions intend to overcome totally the regulatory
statutes; rather, they provide a particularized answer only to certain consequences of these institutions. Specified and concrete inquiries are called
forth by these topics; in the meantime, one may direct one's attention to
a crucial phenomenon—the subordination of the traditional guild system
to the commercial function of capital.
The Dominance of Merchant's Capital

The dominance of merchant's capital manifests itself, naturally, within
a framework wider than that of the guild system and refers to the entire
production that becomes exchange value. A very general method involves
the commission: * the merchant supplies the producer with the raw material and specifies the magnitude of production according to the availabilities
of the market; profit is determined by the difference which exists between
The kanunname anticipate an increase of the price of must on the basis of
the tariff (higher price): 2 aspra per medre, for example, in Trikkala and Zitouni,
while 4 in Nafpaktos (respectively, for the years 1520 and 1569-1570); see Josef
Kabrda, 0 ToopxotOg xtba mac (Kanunname) Aa.p.imc," `RXX riv cxck ["The
Turkish Code (Kanunname) of Lamia," Hellenica], 17(1962), p. 216, § 13;
O. L. Barkan, XV Ve XVI inci asirlarda Osmanli Imparatorlugunda ziral ekonominin ye mall esaslari. I, kananlar, Istanbul, 1945, p. 290, § 10. Judging on the basis
of the prices in the account books, this increase would have been, on the average,
on the order of 60%. Certain forced sales of the product of tithe obey the same
mechanism. See an example from Athens (1674), Maxime Collignon, Le consul
Jean Girard et sa relation d' Attique an XVIIe siecle (extrait des Memoires de
'Acadêmie des. Inscriptions et Belles-lettres, XXXIX), Paris, 1913, p. 30 (395):
100% transgression in the case of wheat and 55% in the case of oil.
mac dtpxera Maxsbovbn [Historical Archives of
" I. K. Vasthravellis,
Macedonia), I, Thessaloniki, 1952, pp. 227-228, 228-229, (respectively, for the
years 1742 and 1743).
* Again, as in earlier choices, the neutral term "commission" was chosen over
anything like "putting-out," which might bring about spasms of recognition and
comparability that properly belong to (comparative) analytical argument rather than
translation-derived terminological "leakage."
—

,
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the cost price and the sale price. An example from Philipoupolis in the
fourth decade of the nineteenth century 23 locates this difference in the
weaving sector at a level on the order of 77.4% (sale price versus cost
price; wages represented 23% of the cost price). The margins of commercial profit, which Ottoman legislation attempts to maintain at a level
expressing the "just price," comprise the main feature of the behavior
of merchant's capital and explain its incorporative function, which results
in the perpetuation of the pre-capitalist mode of production. The formation
of prices of this type allows the appearance of disproportionalities between the movement of prices of the raw material and the manufactured
product: the former substantially influences the price of the final product;
however, the latter price exhibits an autonomy due precisely to the distance
that separates the cost of production from the sale price, which is determined by the dominance of merchant's capital within the process of handicraft production—that is to say, commodification. Indicative in this respect
is the movement of prices of cotton and yarn in Thessaloniki and Smyrna
during the years, respectively, 1717-1788 and 1757-1803. In the first
case, the movement of the price of cotton fluctuates between 104% (in
relation to 1717) and 340%; the price of cotton yarn fluctuates between
105% and 908%. In Smyrna (with 1782 as the base year), the price of
cotton presents a fluctuation between 71% and 250%; the fluctuation (for
the year 1769-1803) of the price of cotton yarn (which is white in both
cases) is on the order of 43 to 150%. The difference between the price
of cotton and the price of cotton yarn is, for Thessaloniki, on the order
of 125-136% and, for Smyrna, on the order of 307-772%. (All of these
percentages are arranged by order of magnitude and not chronologically.)
According to an example from the years 1777-1793, the cost of production
amounted to 60-85% in relation to the price of cotton. These examples
illustrate the basic mechanism, in accordance with which merchant's
capital operates, dominating handicraft production. The distance between
the cost price and the sale price indicates, in its turn, that it does not owe
its existence to the depression of wages, but to the absence of mechanisms
capable of multiplying demand through the process of increasing the
supply of goods and bringing about the fall of real prices, even before
this fall is dictated by the rise of the productivity of labor.
Besides the direct dominance of merchant's capital upon handicraft
production through the system of commissions, another form of this
dominance is expressed inside the operation of handicraft production
that is organized in terms of guilds. To the extent the guild undertook the
regulation of price of raw materials used by productive units comprising it,
it protected merchant's capital through the abolition of competition in
the stage of acquiring raw materials, while, at the same time, it made it
possible, for those producers who had the most capital, to have increased
22 N. Todorov, "La genese du capitalisme dans les provinces bulgares de
l'Empire ottoman au cours de la premiere moitie du XIXe s.," Etudes Historiques,
I, Sofia, 1960, pp. 233-234.
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access to these materials. As the prohibition to purchase raw materials at
prices higher than those regulated by the guild shows that we are confronted by significant profit margins (since even the transgression of specified prices also yielded profits without raising the equally regulated price
of the final product), it is evident that, within this system, the strategy
of merchant's capital was being favored. It is also evident that this capital
had no reasons, at least with regard to the regulation of price in the stage
of acquiring raw materials, to disengage itself from the regulatory practices of guilds.
The traditional remuneration of labor through participation in the
anticipated commercial profit also conforms to the same logic. Such cases
of remuneration are provided by the example of the compensation of
seamen on the islands of Hydra and Spetses, as well as by the example of
the handicraft industry of Ambelakia. In its totality this practice needs
to be explained not as an archaic survival, but as a survival that operates
in an equilibrating fashion within a new conjunctural framework. In both
examples we are dealing with an economic activity dependent upon the
foreign market and, in the case of the seafaring islands, vigorously determined by the conjuncture. Judging by the example of Hydra, we can
consider that (maximum) profits on the order of 100% were conceivable
during the years of the continental blockade; in 1820 profits fall to around
16%." According to the statutes of the island, the compensation of marine
labor corresponded to 14.25% of the profits.° Already, by not paying
the wages of crews in advance, merchant's capital is reinforced and, furthermore, investment in shipping is favored. If we suppose that the aggregate
profits of Hydra merchants in 1811 were on the order of 100%, if we
further consider that in 1811 the island's merchant fleet was equal to that
of 1809 (1,667 seamen), then (with the additional hypothesis that all
transactions took place on the basis of the syntrofiko or "partnership wage"
system) the average remuneration of labor would have been 458 grosia
per person. The same capital with a profit rate of 16% would compensate
labor with 73 grosia, i.e., the equivalent of roughly 58 wages in the handicraft industry in 1809, as opposed to 366 such wages, which would apply
24 A. Lignos, `Icrcopta TRIc whcsou `113pag [History of the Island of Hydra),
I, Athens, 1946, pp. 120-135; George B. Leon, "`EXX7Ivutt 'Epacoptxt NxuttXfa.
(1453-1850)" ["Greek Merchant Marine (1453-18501, National Bank of Greece:
TAXylvtx1) 'Ep.noptxt NauctXta (ed., St. Papadopoulos), Athens, 1972, p. 44;
Vasilis Kremmydas, Elaccytoyt creiv latopEcx veosillvtxk xotvcovtag (17001821) [Introduction to the History of Modern Greek Society (1700 1821)], Exantas,
Athens, 1976, pp. 130-133; "'H obtovop.txt xptol crsOv 'EXAahx6 x6po aTIc dcpxk
Toff 19ou aid= xal of inuttchastc trig ottv 'Enlxvicrmal 'con 1821," Mviipav
["The Economic Crisis in Greek Mainland Territories at the Beginning of the
Nineteenth Century and its Consequences on the Revolution of 1821," Mnemon],
6 (1976), p. 24.
-

25 0n the terms of remuneration of the syntronautes ("partner seamen") of
Hydra: I. P. Maniatakos, T6 vauuxbv 8(xsuov °I'bpag (1751-1821) [The
Marine Law of Hydra (1751 1821)), Athens, 1939, p. 92.
-
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in the case of profits on the order of 100%. In the first hypothesis, the remuneration of labor corresponds to 14% of the (presumed) merchant's
capital, while, in the second, it corresponds only to 2% of the capital
of 1820, which, let it be noted, was 60% higher (without taking depreciation into account) than in 1811. The above numbers are simply indicative of certain magnitudes; the real remuneration of labor was higher
because the profits of the Hydra merchants refer only to part of the
activities of their ships. These numbers, however, can adequately show
certain relations within which this system of compensation could operate:
it presupposes high profits and, in this respect, it is indicative that
it was replaced by the payment of wages after the end of the continental
blockade.
A Summary View of the Economy

In summary, we can roughly accept that the economy in its totality is,
characterized by a vigorous natural sector which, more or less, applies to
the majority of the population—a principally peasant population. The
monetary sector, on the other hand, mainly applies to the populations of
the consumption centers, which, in their turn, are differentiated into large
urban centers or range throughout a typology that calls forth specialized
inquiries. A terminal case is provided by those human aggregations where
the disproportionality between the possibilities of the natural resources
and the demographic potential leads to the origination of monetary incomes
through commerce, shipping, land transport, or handicraft specialization,
which is often peddled. The peasant economies themselves—the economies
of the village—exhibit a degree of monetization which, however, is oriented
more toward the payment of the tax revenue than to the extension and
consolidation of monetary relations in the process of peasant production.
In any case, forced commodification does not meet the requirements of
taxation; thus, the possibilities for the creation of net incomes are retarded,
with overindebtedness and alienation of the peasants as a result. This
negative consequence of the extra-economic monetization of the peasant
economy has as its symptom the amputation of the direct producer from
the market or, more specifically, his limited participation in a market prestage—in a system of prices—which does not allow the realization of monetary net incomes.
The Geography of the Market

It is necessary, therefore, to distinguish the type of markets within
which the distribution of goods takes place and their unequal value is
formed. We have already referred to the operation of certain mechanisms,
stressing the restrictive practices of guilds and community authority, the
dominating position within the process of handicraft production enjoyed
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by merchant's capital, and the inequivalent values with which the market
is supplied. We still need to add the geography of the market, that is to
say, the system of interconnections.
The permanent market of the cities, combined with the seasonal one,
weekly as a rule, serves intraregional exchanges and the interconnection
of the economy of the village with that of the city. The same function is
served by the seasonal market of the village. Beyond the intraregional
connection, there is the linkage between the regions carried out by big
commerce, both domestic and foreign, through the system of land and
marine transport. Wherever a seasonal commerce is developed, we have
the direct connection of the local market with export trade, which absorbs
production: handy examples include silk, which connects the market of
Mystras with French commerce through the annual fair that takes place
in that city in August; also, raisins in Peloponnisos and cotton in Serres.
As we are dealing with an export trade based upon agricultural products,
its seasonal character is intrinsic. This, however, does not also prejudge
the chronology of all annual markets, which are subordinated to a distribution of goods independent of the seasonality of agricultural production.
Certain handicraft activities, such as spinning and weaving, lead to
a direct connection of handicraft centers with the foreign market; consequently, they also lead to a direct dependence of the former upon the
latter. The population aggregations active in handicraft industry in Thessaly and Macedonia provide a good example in this respect, with the example of Ambelakia preeminent among them. This dependence is determined, in a negative fashion, by the inability of the domestic market to
absorb a handicraft production, the latter appearing to evidence also
a readaptation of traditional systems to the requirements of big commerce,
as we had the opportunity to note a little earlier. What is worth commenting upon is the fact that the interconnection with the foreign market
does not seem to express a corresponding dynamic of the domestic market.
A system of linked annual fairs services the distribution of goods
on a large scale, creating junctions of exchanges of a seasonal character
and allowing both the propagation of imported commodities and the
collection of those that will become articles of the export trade (we are
referring to the annual fairs of the Balkan peninsula). Their arrangement
within the annual trade cycle allows the itinerant merchant to participate
in this "chain" of fairs and to carry out those exchanges which, in their
turn, will permit him to supply the export trade. A system of credit that
develops in fairs (bills of exchange payable from fair to fair) provides
a further continuity to commercial practices. The commercial fair is principally dominated by the merchants, but it also provides access to the direct
producer of the regions where it takes place. Certain indications suggest
that the annual fair, the one connected with big commerce, provided the
opportunity for the satisfaction of consumption needs of a clientele with
limited incomes, oriented, however, toward acquiring goods different
from those that traditional domestic handicraft activity could supply (trade
in used clothing and such).
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Most fairs take place outside large commercial centers: the latter
become the junctions for the collection of products transported to the
fairs, while, at the same time, using the fairs for the disposal of commodities which are concentrated at these centers and cannot be absorbed through
the system of the permanent market. Thus, annual fairs are more helpful
to distribution rather than to the supply of the intraregional market. The
quantitative evidence, certainly, that would substantiate this general
finding is still not available. There is, nevertheless, indirect evidence to
that effect, most significantly the presence at the fairs of an itinerant merchant who visits them successively and comes into contact with another
merchant, homologous to him, who brings products that are different,
many of them not originating in the production of the region where the
fair occurs. We are confronted with an inelastic market with a slow circulation; this circulation requires an extensive area of operation and continuous redistribution in order to serve the imported commodities. Among
the consequences of the inelasticity of the market upon the structure of
the import trade, we principally encounter the importation of currency *instead of other goods—which occupies a reigning position in the aggregate
of imports, independently of whether these imports are undertaken by
foreign or native merchants.
Foreign Trade: Imports and Exports

A part of production becomes the object of export trade. Let us
conventionally limit ourselves to that trade oriented to the markets of
Western Europe in the eighteenth century. This is not the place to provide
even a brief diagram of this trade; however, we can recall certain of its
attributes.
With reference to its agents, we may distinguish between that trade
where the exporter is a foreign merchant and that trade where the exporter
is a Balkan merchant. The two cases coexist, but the tendency is for the
foreign merchant to be substituted by the native one, more so in the transport sector, less so in the exercise of commerce itself. The traditional type
of the native merchant is the itinerant merchant who travels to the Western
markets, where he comes into contact either with a Western purchaser or
with some other Balkan native residing in the country of destination. In
the latter case (we are referring to Greek communities abroad), we have
a specialization of the incorporation of part of the economy of the regions
of the Ottoman Empire into the economy of the Western and Central
European countries: merchant emigration operates in view of the absorptive capacity of the European market in Eastern** products, consequently,
* An evident reminder: currency here and later refers to coin.
** Changing conceptions of what "East" is to the "West" notwithstanding, the
terms "Near East" or "East," also "Eastern," etc., in this translation obviously refer
to the then-Ottoman Eastern Mediterranean, also known as the Levant.
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in view also of the profits the Western market can impart to the importer
of these products. This does not mean that the Greek merchant in Europe
does not tend to the other posibility, i.e., the absorptive capacity of the
Eastern market in Western products. What needs to be demonstrated is
at what point the control of the domestic market, progressively exercised
by the native merchant, can lead to a preference of this market as a privileged location for the realization of profits through its supply of Western
products.
Foreign trade in the eighteenth century is characterized by the predominance of France at the expense of other nations, especially England,
whose commercial activity in the Near East does not reattain the levels it
enjoyed in the seventeenth century, except at the beginning of the nineteenth century." According to one estimate," French commerce in the
Ottoman Empire and the Barbary coast presents, between the years 1716
and 1781, an increase in its exports on the order of 1,270%; imports from
these countries into France increase, between the years 1716 and 1787,
by 1,099%. French exports to these countries represent, in 1716, 1.91%
of the entire French export trade, and, in 1781, 6.03%; respectively, imports represent 4.94% in 1716 and 9.93% in 1787 (currency-remittances
have not been taken into account in these estimates). The structure of
this trade during the same periods appears as follows:
TABLE VI

Exports
Years
1716
1781

Subsistence Goods
0.131
6.50%
8.108 31.66

Raw Materials
0.006
0.30%

"Industrial" Goods
1.879 93.20%

3.183

14.318 55.91

12.43

Imports
1716

0.972

1787

6.987

23.08%
18.52

2.640
29.162

76.92%
1.576

78.29

4.18%

(in millions of livres)
26 See, summarily, Traian Stoianovich, "Pour un model& du commerce du
Levant: economie concurrentielle et economie de Bazar 1500 1800," Association
Internationale d'Etudes du Sad-est Europêen. Bulletin, XIII 2(1974), pp. 70 97;
Ralph Davis, "English Imports from the Middle East, 1580 1780" in M. A. Cook
-

-

-

(ed.), Studies in the Economic History of the Middle East from the Rise of Islam
to the Present Day, London, Oxford University Press, 1970, pp. 193-206; Paul
Cernovodeanu, England's Trade Policy in the Levant 1600-1714, Bucharest, 1972,
pp. 21-57.
27 According to the tables of Arnould (De la Balance du Commerce et des relations commerciales exterieures de la France dans touter les parties du globe,

I-III, Paris, 1791), commented upon by Pierre. Leon, "Structure du commerce ext6-
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Agricultural products are thus seen to dominate imports into France from
the Near East, with a higher increase in raw materials in relation to subsistence goods, while "industrial" goods are hardly represented. In the
meantime, already from the seventeenth century, the West exports colonial products to the East, substituting the latter's role in this respect. Industrial products exported to the East show an absolute increase higher
than the aggregate of the other two categories of exported Western commodities and exceed by nine times the value of the corresponding products
imported from the East.
This example is adequate in order to illustrate the structure of the
Eastern export trade: " it is characterized by the minimum representation
of manufactured products. It remains to be added that the agricultural
products that compose its bulk are goods that do not start out as commodities, but as use values that end up as commodities through extra-economic
appropriations and uneven exchange.
The export trade presents an increase in the second half of the eightrieur et evolution industrielle de la France a la fin du XVIIIe siecle," Conjoncture
e'conomique, structures sociales. Hommage d Ernest Labrousse, Paris, 1974, pp. 407432. Imports from the Near East to France during the decades of 1716-1725 and
1771-1780 present an increase of 530%; French exports, respectively, show an
increase of 527%: Ruggiero Romano, "Documenti e prime considerazioni inform
alla 'Balance du commerce' della Francia dal 1716 al 1780," Studi in onore di
Armando Sapori, II, Milano, 1957, p. 1287. For the years 1716 and 1780 only,
the percentages are 1,072% for imports and 1,508% for exports. According to
other evidence (R. Paris, Histoire du commerce de Marseille. Le Levant, V, Paris,
1957, p. 600), imports from the Near East increased, for the same decades, by
185%. For the years 1716 and 1780 only, by 475.5%.
2a For an analysis, see N. Svoronos, Le commerce de Salonique, pp. 220-280.
On Peloponnisos: V. Kremmydas, TO dulsepto Tqc IlIsXurcovviloou o'cbv 18o atcliva
(1715-1792) [The Commerce of Peloponnisos in the 18th Century 0715-1792n
Athens, 1972, pp. 129-205; Eleni K. Yiannakopoulou, "TO illaceptov etc rliv
lleXonevvyloov lava B' arrote-cfccv tio6 19ou alelvoc," IleXonovvriamx&
("Commerce in Peloponnisos during the Second Five-Year Period in the 19th Century," Peloponnisiaka), 12 (1977) pp. 103-151; concerning the character of commerce, see the observations on Peloponnisos by Vasilis Panayiotopoulos,
"'Axe Tb NctenAto ovr)v Tpcxa mad: 9t Icrcoptcc .01G Ite'racpopEtc vac pecpspemei}c
7spoycnodar1c TN 18o ctithvoc„" '0 'EpaNtoTtc ("From Nafplio to Tripolitsa: The
Significance of the Transfer of a Regional Capital in the 18th Century," 0 Eranistis),
11(1974), Athens, 1977, pp. 41-56. On Crete: Daniel Sabatier, "Les relations
commerciales entre Marseille et la Crete dans la premiere moitie du XVIIIe siede"
in J. P. Filippini et al, Dossiers sur le commerce franfais en Mediterratae Orientals
an XVIIIe sidcle, Paris, PUF, 1976, pp. 217-231; see also V. Kremmydas, 01
camouvonotteG Tyjs Krirtyx o'cb 18o altbvx [The Soap Industries of Crete in the
18th Century), Athens, 1974; Yolande Triantafyllidou, "L'industrie du savon en
Crete au XVIIIe siècle: aspects economiques et sociaux," Etudes Balkaniques,
11/4 (1975), pp. 75-87. For these, as well as other zones of export trade, also see
Seraphim Maximos, sterli To5 D.AlivExo5 xa7crtaXtop.o6 [The Dawn of Greek
Capitalism), pp. 113-154. The examples that follow in the text have been drawn
from the above works; see also note 29.
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eenth century which, in certain Greek regions, reaches the following levels:
476% in the years 1750-1789 for the export trade of Thessaloniki in
relation to the years 1722-1749; 182% for Peloponnisos in the years 17501789 in comparison to the years 1700-1749; and only 34% for Crete
during the same years and 19% for the Aegean region for the years 17501759. Evaluating consular reports, on a homogeneous basis, Smyrna presents the following changes in the sector of imports from Marseilles:
TABLE VII
Period

Annual Average

1736-1762

100

1763-1773

178

1787-1789

511

Egypt presents an increase in French imports during the period 1764-1773
on the order of 287% in comparison with the years 1756-1763.
The movement of prices of exports is also on the rise: in Thessaloniki
the main categories of exports show an increase around the end of the
century (1785-1788) which fluctuates between 1.4 and 9 times in comparison to prices around the beginning of the century (1720-1723) . This
upward phase starts with the second half of the eighteenth century for
some products and during the period 1740-1745 for others. Thus, in
spite of some continuities, the eighteenth century is clearly divided into
two phases of upward movement, as much at the level of values in distribution in foreign trade as at the level of prices of export products. The
reverse phenomenon is observed in the prices of import products, where
the main commodity, textiles, is 1.4 times cheaper during the years 1785-1789 in Thessaloniki in comparison with the period 1720-1724, and
1.8 times cheaper in Peloponnisos in comparison with the years 1725-1729.
Other products are on the rise; in the aggregate, however, the movement
of prices is favorable to exports. In one of the principal export products,
coffee, the relative increase of prices is compensated by the high price of
Eastern coffee: "
,

"Louis Meignen, "Esquisse sur le commerce francais du café dans le Levant
au XVIIIe siêcle" in J. P. Filippini et al, Dossiers, pp. 148-149 in sols per livre
poids de table; pp. 137-138 (Smyrna imports), pp. 144-146 (Egypt).
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TABLE VIII
Years

Antilles Coffee

Moka Coffee

1776-1777
1778-1779
1780-1781
1783-1785
1787

9
11.5
18
12.7
18

25.5
28
28
37.3
36

As a rule, foreign trade was on the credit side in favor of Eastern
markets, a fact which reflects the slow circulation in the Eastern market;
currency-remittances, through which the requirements of Western exporters are met, find their correspondence in the import of currency undertaken by native merchants who travel to Western or Central Europe or
reside there. Profits which could theoretically be extracted from investment
exclusively in import products come up against slow circulation and, consequently, inadequate liquidity in the Eastern market. This is the case in
spite of the fact that profits from imports were considerable.
Eastern products were not always competitive in their market of
destination. For that reason, judging by the example of Marseilles, profits
in general were determined by profits realized in the East. Sometimes,
imports into Marseilles presented deficit-losses in bills of exchange, in
currency, and in commodities, to such an extent that profits in the East on
the order of 35% were unable to counterbalance losses." Still, returns
in Eastern products rather than in bills of exchange are considered preferable: "How to repatriate the available `merchandizing credit' with the
least loss? No doubt, one earns a lot in imports (to the Eastern ports);
let there even be no profit in the return. If one is, however, losing? Yet,
every return in bills of exchange is accompanied by a constantly increasing
deficit. Why then not recover the values created via exports through the
transport of commodities ? Even such transports leave a deficit that is
slowly aligned with the general fall." Finally, why is there a deficit in the
bills of exchange? In the short run, it is due to the continuous depreciation
of the Ottoman currency—the political conjuncture. In the long run, "we
must also turn our attention to the balance of trade. Bills of exchange for
Marseilles are expensive in Istanbul; they are therefore rare. In order
to obtain livres tournois, one must give more Eastern money than the
percentage of the exchange rate, in other words, the ports of the East are
debtors: the balance of payments of Marseilles is on the surplus side.
On the contrary, when the East is creditor, the rate of exchange drops;
the bills of exchange for the Christian world are abundant. So it occurs
" Charles Carribre, Negotiants .Marseillais au 'Mlle siecle. Contribution a
?etude des economies maritimes, I, Marseilles, 1973, pp. 408-490, source of the
citations in the text.
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that when a satisfactory crop of cotton is predicted, the East exports more,
it improves its balance of payments." That much could be said about the
general mechanism that governs foreign trade, mainly from the viewpoint of the exporting European center.
One further attribute of foreign trade is its conjunctival character.
We are referring to a double conjuncture, climatological and political:
a good indication of the former is the movement of wheat exports. Marseilles again offers an example: 31 while in typical years Eastern wheat
represents an average percentage Of 6.4% of the entire Marseilles wheat
imports, in the years 1756-1790, at times of crop failure in the West, the
percentage fluctuates between 22.46 and 47A8%. We observe the consequence of this conjuncture in the increase of wheat exports from Thessaloniki and Peloponnisos. We commented upon the political conjuncture
while referring to the Greek merchant marine during the period of the
continental blockade; let us recall the positive effects of Anglo-French
competition upon the formation of Greek shipping in the middle of the
eighteenth century. The opening of the Black Sea presents another significant example of the role of the political conjuncture and its more permanent consequences upon Greek commerce and shipping, but also of the
discontinuities it brought about to commercial practices and the movement
of ships (1806, 1821).
Summarizing, we can say that we are dealing with a foreign trade
determined by the requirements of the dominant economies; the provision
of industrial products in exchange for agricultural ones, even the provision
of colonial products or simply precious metals, when the Eastern market
has been satiated by textiles. This last fact is an indication of the "flexibility" of Marseilles merchant capitalism. In the exchanges between East
and West two different monetary realities confront each other: the soft
and continuously depredated currency of the Ottoman Empire and the
currency of the dominant economies, invested in production, which arrives transformed into commodities. In relation to isekini (stable golden
coin), the Turkish currency falls in value nine times during the eighteenth
century: thus, the tsekini reflects an appreciation on the order of 60%
between the years 1700-1770 and of 132.5% between the years 17701800. The continuous depreciation favors speculative enterprises and dislocates hard currency, directing it to intermediaries or to hoarding. These
intermediaries, who carry out activities both in the domestic and the foreign
market, are the native merchants, or even handicraft producers, whose
activities, as we saw, are also dominated by the commercial role of capital.
This role defines the limits of participation of handicraft products within
the entire distribution of goods, and negates the possibilities of investment
in production.
What could the consequences of this trade be upon the mode of
,

,

.

al According to the tables cited by Ruggiero. Romano, Commerce et prix du blê

a Marseille au XVIIte siecle, Paris, 1956, pp. 142-143; .see Spyros 1. Asdrachas,
"ClIstovotax" [Economy], p. 175.
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production? The approximations we have attempted lead to negative
conclusions: the absence of transfer of merchant's capital into production
and the dominance of this capital upon handicraft industry, i.e., neutralization of the dynamic that could be inherent to it. The wealth that is created
by trade is the result of a pre-capitalist mode of production based upon
the peasant economy, with taxation and ground-rent as the principal forms
of appropriation of the surplus-product; instead of overthrowing it, this
wealth tends to perpetuate the mode of production.
Translated from the Greek by Yiorgos Chouliaras
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Olga Karlatos in a scene from The Idlers of the Fertile Valley.

The Greek Cinema Today: An Interview
With Nikos Panayotopoulos
by DAN GEORGAKAS AND PETER PAPPAS

In April of 1979, Nikos Panayotopoulos's new film, The
Idlers of the Fertile Valley (I tebelidhes tis eforis kiladhas), received its American premiere at the annual New Directors Festival
co-sponsored by the Museum of Modern Art and the Film Society
of Lincoln Center. Panayotopoulos came to New York for the
occasion and gave the Journal the interview which follows these
introductory comments.
As opposed to Thodoros Angelopoulos and Pantelis Voulgaris
(the other two prominent members of Greece's new generation
of filmmakers) , Nikos Panayotopoulos does not make films that
are directly political. While they are all ultimately social critiques aimed against Greek bourgeois society in particular —
their narrative form does not allow one to interpret them on an
easily identifiable political level. As Panayotopoulos says himself,
he is a creator of "parables."
His new film, The Idlers of the Fertile Valley (which is his
second feature after The Colors of the Rainbow), is about a
father and three sons who "retire" to a country villa, and slowly
forsake the complexities of life for the endless serenity of sleep.
Simply put, they decide to spend the rest of their lives in bed,
an existential choice which is, in fact, made possible only by
their maid, who agrees to cater to their every whim. In the end,
however, the youngest son chooses to run away from his family—
in essence, "to wake up"—and is assisted in his escape by the maid.
Panayotopoulos's film has provoked considerable controversy
wherever it has been shown. In any event, it clearly confirms its
creator as one of Greece's most important filmmakers. It also
confirms what many observers have been saying for some time—
namely, that the Greek cinema is one of the most vital and vibrant
national cinemas in the world today.
—Dan Georgakas and Peter Pappas
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PP: Can you tell us a few things about how you came to the cinema?

NP: I came to it very naturally, in other words, I don't remember
ever wanting to do anything else but make movies, except when I was
very young when everybody wants to become a naval officer or something
like that. Otherwise I think I always wanted to make films. After I finished
high school I went to a film school in Greece, and I worked on quite a
number of movies because, in those days back in the fifties, there was a
large production of films in Greece—commercial films of course. And then
when I finished that, I went to Paris, where I registered at the Institut
de Filmologie at the Sorbonne. The thing that interested me most in Paris,
however, was the Cinematheque grangaisel, where I spent many, many
years watching movies. My formation, so to speak—the basis of which was
the French cinema—came from the Cinematheque. I remained in Paris
for a number of years, during which time I made one short feature.
I also shot one short feature in Greece.
PP: Let's start at the end. Can you give us your opinion of the current
state of the Greek cinema?
NP: At this moment the. Greek cinema presents a peculiarity that
is singular in the history of movies. At this moment in Greece, about ten
to fifteen films a year are made, ninety-nine percent of which—from
1 973 to 1978—have been produced independently. In other words, when
we talk about production in Greece, we are talking about self-financing,
the director is the producer of his own film. This fact adds another dimension to these films—it makes them films of the director, not of the producer.
In other words, the director has absolute freedom when he makes a
movie. This fact, of course, has led to a decisive turning-point in the Greek
cinema. Now, when a couple of films are made, they're made completely
independently, without the intervention of the producer, without taking
into consideration the commercial aspects of the movie, without the
director being obligated to anyone. Due to this, the Greek cinema has
gained a dynamism, and its most characteristic element is its variety.
That is, we can't speak of any single Greek school when we talk about
the new Greek cinema. We are not referring to something compact or
solid, something uniform, it's polymorphous and various.
PP: You said "new Greek cinema." What's your opinion of that
term ?
NP: These terms don't mean anything. What does "new Greek
cinema" mean ? Neither Angelopoulos nor I are very young. The distinction from the old Greek cinema is simply that the old cinema was the
cinema of the producer, whereas the new one is the cinema of the director.
There has been a differentiation in the manner of production.
PP: In the last fifteen to twenty years, we've noticed the development
of a number of national cinemas—the Brazilian, the Cuban, the Swiss.
Do you think that the Greek cinema will ever be able to go beyond its
borders as the other cinemas have, to open itself up to the wider inter.

.
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national audience, or are there particular problems unique to the Greek
cinema which will not allow it to do so?
NP: I think that at this moment there are ten to fifteen directors
in Greece who could very well and very easily make films which would
have an international appeal. Besides, they've already started talking in
Europe about the Greek cinema in such a manner as to make it obvious
they are expecting big and good things from it. The bad part about these
national cinemas, the ones you are referring to, is that European critics
maintain a colonial attitude in regard to them. In other words, these
cinemas are only considered to be good when they speak solely of their
own regional problems. It's like the rich philanthropist who goes and
concerns himself with the problems of the poor. This clearly represents
a colonial relationship. They expect something concrete, something
specific, from these national cinemas, but they don't expect films. They
don't want these national cinemas to "trespass" into the vineyards of the
Europeans. All you have to do is look at the selections that are made
at the various festivals. There's a conscious policy which dictates the
selection of films which only speak about the unique characteristics of
their respective countries. The Greek cinema, however, has this peculiarity
which I mentioned before, that it's not a cinema about which you can
speak of a specific national school as you can, for example, of the Cuban
cinema, the Brazilian cinema, etc. Each director makes his film without
really knowing why, each director represents a different school . . .
DG: They're all like that really. Take a look at Cuba or Brazil .. .
PP: But in Brazil, you talk about the cinema nuovo . . .
DG: There are a lot of films which don't belong to it, though.
Since you've mentioned it, I'd like to ask you about Cuba. Cuban cinema
was born in 1959 with the revolution. As far as I can remember there
were no films in Cuba before then. The Greek cinema seems to have
been born about a decade ago. Do they have any feeling for Cuban cinema
in Greece, do they see a lot of it? It seems that the two countries have
a number of things in common, including the same amount of people—
nine million—for an audience. They are also both distinctive cultures—
the Cuban, while Spanish, still being very distinctly Cuban, and the
Greek, while European, being very different from European culture.
Do you see any similarities or influences, or are there none?
NP: First of all, the Cuban cinema is unknown in Greece, completely
unknown. And if the Greek cinema began. in 1963—all of the directors
working now began working in 1963 (we call them the Generation of
'63)—when a few young directors decided to get together and change
the conditions which held sway over the Greek cinema at that time, it
was because there was a political change in Greece. The Center Union
had come power, and there was a liberalization of Greek social life, which
of course allowed a greater movement of ideas and freedom of expression.
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That is the characteristic point because until then—from the civil war on—
Greece was governed continuously by the right.
DG: Greece is a European country that's not quite European. I
wonder if the Greek cinema or the new directors of the Greek cinema look
too much to Europe for their crowns and laurels, while maybe they
should be looking more to those other similar countries we've been
talking about, this newly-emerging periphery. Greece, after all, belongs
more to the periphery than it does to Europe—not in a judgmental sense,
of course, but more in the sense of its financial and technical problems,
its subject matter. Even eastern Europe is closer, Hungary and Poland,
for example.
NP: This problem is bound up closely with the more general political
problem which exists in Greece today. Greece has openings toward the
western countries and doesn't have openings toward other countries. Of
course, I personally believe that the natural area of Greece is more in the
Balkans and in the third world than in Europe. But political openings—
and, by extension, cultural openings—to the Balkans and the third world
don't exist. These things are bound together. Greece is a very small country,
only nine million inhabitants, and since a film cannot recover its costs in
the country itself, it is obliged to look to Europe. That's the problem.
As I said, I personally believe that the natural area of Greece is in the
Balkans and the third world, but I don't think that any new form of expression has appeared even from there that is so dynamic as to instruct
new filmmakers in Greece on how to make a new kind of militant film,
for example. Many people in Greece do make militant films. This tendency
certainly exists. Especially after the dictatorship, we have had very many
documentaries, which simply means that people tried to speak about the
past, about Greek history, all those things about which we just couldn't
express ourselves during those years. There are many sixteen-millimeter
films, many documentaries, but then again there is another tendency
which is, let us say, more cosmopolitan or European.
PP: You mentioned the militant film. What is your opinion of the
engaged cinema, engaged art?
NP: A few years ago we believed that the cinema could create a new
consciousness, that it could have a direct political decisiveness about it,
that it could do many things. I don't believe this anymore. In any event,
I'm not interested in this kind of cinema, or rather, it interests me, but
only to a point.
PP: Since the fall of the junta a sort of leftism has developed in
Greece. At least on the face of it, the contemporary Greek cinema has
been somewhat influenced by this general ideological tendency. What
do you think that the specific role of this leftist intervention on the Greek
cinema has been?
NP: It is logical, up to a point, for alI directors to belong to the
left. This is • a fact. On the other hand, Greek culture has, in some way,
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become monopolized by the left. There is no corresponding culture of
the right, for example. This monopoly exists whether we like it or not.
Then, there's the other point which I mentioned before, the relationship
of European criticism to the various national cinemas. They want political
films from these countries. I can't imagine, for example, some Greek
making a metaphysical film. They'll slaughter him. But someone who's
French or German can make such a film, and get away with it, and enjoy
a wide popularity all over the world. All these things, I think, are important, play a role, and are bound together.
PP: Since you mentioned metaphysics, your visual style differs significantly from the visual style of Angelopoulos or Voulgaris. It is, how
shall we say, not so concrete, somewhat more abstract. You have been
criticized for this manner of narration that you use. Why have you chosen,
or rather, why do you continually choose to use this manner of film narration ?
NP: First of all, I don't believe in realism. Realism doesn't interest
me; realistic films bore me. So, I'm obliged to pass on to other things.
I believe in the power of that which is not said directly. I believe that
to be stronger. I believe that we also, in what we do, try to disclose what
is hidden. That may be be considered metaphysical, but it isn't because
what is hidden is not somewhere else, it is here, except that it's hidden
and can't be seen, and we must disclose it to the world. That's my belief
in general about a work of art.
DG: If I follow you correctly, what you're interested in is a Greek
participation in European cinema, not "Greekism," so to speak. The
strength sometimes of the German film, of the French film, certainly of
the American film, is that it works through ethnicity to get to the general.
I wonder how you feel about that because your newest film, The Idlers of
the Fertile Valley, is a parable more than an allegory. Do you intend
always to work with parables, or do you think that we must sometimes use
ethnicity to get to the general? This film reminds me more of Herzog
in some ways, and some of Buliuel of course. Buliuel is a brilliant example
of what we're talking about. He sets up these worlds which can be
anywhere. They are usually in Spanish countries, but they can be anywhere.
Herzog's village in Germany—in Heart of Glass—could be any peasant
village in the middle ages. Do you intend to keep on working in these
generalized forms?
NP: For the time being, I'm interested in the road which I am following rather than in making the kinds of films that already exist in
Greece. There is something which I find very curious about all this.
I am consistently criticized for being a so-called cosmopolitan. But I
believe that cosmopolitanism is a Marxist term, that it has a Marxist
significance. It is incorrectly considered to be reactionary. Marx was a
cosmopolitan. Internationalism is a Marxist concept and part of its history
and fact. And yet, in the area of the left, cosmopolitanism is considered
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reactionary, whereas nationalism and chauvinism are considered progressive.
I simply don't understand this. It is also as a reaction against this that
I continue on the road that I've been traveling for the last few years.
I want the movies that I make to provoke discussions, a dialogue, because
as far as I see it, more than anything else, a movie is a proposal for a
dialogue, a movie is really made to provoke a discussion. Whether positive
or negative, at least people talk about it. This is what interests me.
PP: Many critics who have seen your films have commented on the
fact that you have apparently been very much influenced by the French,
and specifically by the nouvelle vague. To what degree is this observation
correct?
NP: There's no such thing as parthenogenesis. Everybody takes from
somewhere, everybody is influenced by something. I lived in France for
twelve years; that's where I went to school. It's absolutely natural to be
influenced by the French in this manner.
DG: Did you work in France at all as a director?
NP: While I didn't work in France as a director, I had many
friends who did, and it's obvious that I've been somewhat influenced
by the French. Not so much in this film but in The Colors of the
Rainbow, where the French influence is much clearer, much more obvious.
PP: Who are some of the directors who have influenced you in some
manner?
NP: I like a great many directors, but usually I end up making films
opposite from the ones that they make. It's my way of expressing my
respect to them. I like Godard very much ...
DG: Which Godard?
NP: I like the Godard of Pierrot le fox .. .
PP: The first Godard.
NP: Yes, the first Godard. Beyond that, I happen to like the American cinema very much. For example, I like Hitchcock very much, I like
Hawks, I like Walsh, I happen to like Bulmel very much.
PP: Let's return to your films. You've been particularly victimized
by the Greek. Film Center. Why?
NP: I went to make a film in Germany. It was going to be a story
of a family of immigrants, and it was called Danke schtin, bitte schOn.
At the end of it there was a collective murder of the father, a collective
parricide. They considered this a sort of invitation to an uprising and
other such things, and, to tell the truth, I was fought a great deal. I,
however, looked upon this entire event as a sort of dialogue with them.
For my part, I continued the dialogue; I also swore at them, cursed them
a bit, ranted and raved. Unfortunately, this episode created a bad precedent. Besides, I'm not the only person who has been victimized by the
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Greek Film Center. No new Greek filmmaker has received money from
it. Angelopoulos has not received a cent from them, and they didn't
give me a penny for my new film either.
PP: What do you think the specific role of the Greek Film Center is?
NP: It's obvious, it's crystal clear that this center has been founded
to be able to control film production ideologically. First of all, they
create an undesirable competition with independent production because,
from the minute that they give millions to directors to make movies,
they compete with private filmmakers, they take the initiative away from
them. Secondly, everybody knows that for one to take a script to the Greek
Film Center, and for them to finance it, one is going to have to write
it to their measure. If I took a romantic story to them this minute, they'd
finance it—there's no doubt about that. By forcing directors to submit
their scenarios for approval, the Film Center imposes a form of censorship. The Film Center plays a many-sided role, but, in any case, it is
clearly political.
PP: Where does the financing for films come from in Greece?
NP: This is the most curious thing of all. It's really a miracle.
Nobody has quite yet understood how it happens. After my first film,
four years passed before I could raise the money I needed for my second
one. We try to trim the budgets of our movies as much as we can with
the participation of friends and with capital which comes from outside
the cinema, from people who are essentially "patrons" of sorts, who give
some money here and there for a few of us to make films—the shipowner
George Papalios, for example, who gave money to some of us. It is a very
curious story. It's really very difficult to make films in Greece.
DG: This film was pretty well-received. I'm interested if it's recovered its costs, or if it's made any money. What are the economics of
the situation. Does having a success make it easier to finance a film the
next time? Is theatrical distribution in Greece organized on a legitimate
level, or is it a chaos like the bookstores?
NP: So that I can make you understand, this film was considered
a very big hit in Athens. In other words, in its first run, 150,000 tickets
were sold, which is a record. The film cost me 4,000,000 drachmas. From
the receipts of the film in Greece, I have realized, at the moment,
1,500,000 drachmas. That's what we mean by an enormous success. Do
you understand. In other words, I'm left with a debt of 2,500,000 drachmas.
PP: Do you think you'll recover the costs?
NP: Only if we sell the film to distributors outside of Greece.
As far as Greece is concerned, the most that the film can do from here
on in is perhaps another 200,000 to 300,000 drachmas. And I repeat
that this was the movie that was considered a sensation in Athens. The
other films sell five, ten, twenty, forty thousand tickets at the roost.
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PP: How much is the production of Greek movies influenced by the
importation of foreign films into Greece?
NP: Look, in Greece we import 500 films a year from abroad.. .
PP: And what's the annual domestic production?
NP: About fifteen a year, and even these fifteen films aren't exhibited
correctly. As a matter of fact, this was the first year that, because of
the enormous success of my film, we could stick a few others with it,
and these films could enter a normal pattern of distribution. Before,
these movies were only shown in the two art theaters of Athens, averaging
three to five thousand tickets, ten thousand at the most. Why? Because
the importation of foreign films is absolutely frightening. It's incredible.
We see everything in Greece, the entire American cinema, everything
in the international cinema in general.
DG: Do you get the new global production films?
NP: Everything comes to Greece, we get everything.
PP: Is the foreign film especially protected by the Greek government?
NP: Everything is done for the foreign film; it's the Greek film
that's not protected—not at all.
PP: How does the taxation apply?
NP: There's no differentiation between a Greek film and a foreign
one. The Greek film is not protected. In other words, there are no tax
incentives for producing movies in Greece, theater owners are not compelled to show any, etc.
PP: Over the last few years we've been told continually that a correct intervention of the state in these matters is possible. We know that
the Film Center in Greece, however, doesn't function correctly. Do you
think there are any boundaries within which the government can correctly intervene in support of the cinema, or is it solely a matter of individual initiative?
NP: The cinema that's being made in Europe at the moment, the
German cinema for example, developed because a great deal of money
was given to it by the various European governments. There would
never have been a new German cinema without the support of the German
government. The kind of cinema that we make is not commercial, it
can't survive by private initiative. Private initiative means that I put in
money so I can make a profit. Who's going to give me money when they
know that they're going to lose all of it for sure? The Germans created
a cinema which is, at the moment, one of the most extraordinary in the
world through the support of the German government, by the money
that the German government poured into it. Wim Wenders, who is considered a great filmmaker now, once sold all his movies—seven altogether—for one French franc.
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DG: They were also shown on television first.
NP: That's right. As a matter of fact, the best market for my films
happens to be German television. I sell my films to them for prices that
I can't get in Greece
PP: What about Greek television?
NP: It's ridiculous even to discuss Greek television.
DG: Your movie cost approximately 110,000 dollars. What was
your shooting ratio?
NP: I shot 20,000 meters, and the film was about 3,000 meters long.
It's almost a seven to one shooting ratio.
PP: To sum up, the major problem of film production in Greece
right now is the lack of financing.
NP: There is no production in Greece at the moment. Somebody
writes a scenario, but there's no place he can take it to have it produced.
In other words, there are no producers that you can take a script to
and say, I want to make something out of this.
PP: I'd like to discuss some "paracinematics" with you for awhile.
First of all, what's your opinion of the institution of the Thessaloniki
Film Festival?
NP: All festivals are institutions which generally concern the producer more than the director. In the final analysis, I don't understand how
directors have made the various festivals a concern of theirs, not just
Thessaloniki but all festivals. Essentially, they are a kind of bazaar, a
kind of market. As for Thessaloniki, to a certain extent it's helped the
Greek cinema because it was a forum for seeing the films we'd never be
able to see at the regular theaters. From that standpoint, Thessaloniki
played a very significant role. On the other hand, it played a very
restrictive role in the sense that people just made movies so they
could show them at Thessaloniki, and their careers would end
there. A film would play at the Thessaloniki Film Festival, we'd see
it there, and nobody else would ever see it again. There are many
examples of that. At the moment, however, there are other problems—
essentially political ones—which plague Thessaloniki. Who are the people
who constitute the committees which judge the films, for example? This
year the critical committee was something absolutely tragic. It had a
variety of academicians, eighty years old, who had never stepped foot
inside a movie theater in their entire lives—people who were absolutely irrelevant to the cinema. The whole thing is ridiculous. The Thessaloniki
Film Festival has become like the Festival of Wine.
PP: Parallel to that, how do you see the level of film education in
Greece at the moment?
NP: Nonexistent. There is one little private school [The Stavrakos
School of Film) in Athens. That's it. Education in Greece is nonexistent.
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We don't even have a cinematheque in Greece; we have the so-called
cinematheque of Aglaia Mitropoulou which functions in any manner that
she sees fit. She gets up in the morning, decides that she'll show a particular film, and she shows it—there's no program whatsoever.
PP: What about the level of criticism in Greece?
NP: As far as criticism is concerned, there are a number of young
people who have entered it now, and who are trying to do serious work
on the cinema, but they work in essentially restricted forms—magazines
with circulations of about 2,000 copies. The daily criticism of the newspapers is actually on a rather high level. We have two critics, Yiannis
Bakoyiannopoulos [of I Kathimerinij and Vasilis Rafailidhis {of To
Vilna), who, considering that they're daily newspaper critics, do a considerably serious job.
DG: Do you think that the left's hostility to non-doctrinaire films
is a sign of one of the reasons that it has trouble gaining strength. It
appears to be insensitive to anything that is not two-dimensional in the
arts. And the Greek left, being very underdeveloped ideologically, seems
to have this characteristic very strongly, whereas the Italian Left seems
to be very sophisticated in accepting all kinds of films, and we see the
result in the Italian cinema. The Greek left, however, is very rigid, and
its view toward art also appears to be very, very rigid. You might have
a situation where it would be easier to make films under Karamanlis than
it would be under•the Greek Communist Party.
NP: When we talk about the left, we're specifically talking about
the Communist Party as it is divided into two—the Communist Party
of Greece and the Communist Party of the Interior. The Communist
Party of Greece is still, as you know, a dogmatic party which holds a
dogmatic position on the arts. The Communist Party of the Interior, however, is more open on questions of art. But even with them, there is no
clear policy. Nobody in Greece knows what the policy of the left is as
far as the arts are concerned. The only thing possible is "Greekness"—
"Greekness" is the only artistic policy which the left has. According to
them, any films that are made should clearly have elements of "Greekness" in them. Beyond that, there is nothing, there is no cultural policy
of the left .
PP: What is "Greekness" by the way?
NP: Frankly, I haven't the vaguest idea ... maybe the Aegean Sea,
the islands. Who knows ?
DG: Let's talk about The Idlers of the Fertile Valley. You've called
it an allegory, and you've also called it a parable. I think it would be
better described as a parable rather than as an allegory. Do you see any
difference between the two ?
NP: In Greek, there is no difference between the two words. In any
event, it's a very dangerous thing to characterize a film. To say that this
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is a parable, or this is an allegory—I keep away from such things. I would
rather not say anything about the film because as far as I'm concerned,
and I've said this before, what the film tries to do is create an atmosphere,
a climate. For example, it is much closer to Beckett than to anything
else .. .
DG: In other words, it is more a parable in English terms.
NP: We can't say whether Waiting for Godot is a parable or an
allegory. We don't know exactly what it is, we can't say what it is It's
something in which everyone tries to recognize certain elements of the
story through his own reading of it.
DG: In other words, your movie is a parable about idleness, really.
About members of a certain class being idle, and it isn't particularly tuned
into a certain country or time. It's a parable, it's timeless in that sense,
whereas an allegory is usually based on something which already exists.
NP: Yes, in that sense, it is more of a parable. All the elements in
the film do not correspond to certain other references outside the film.
You can't say that a particular person in the film represents someone or
something. The entire climate of the film is what is parabolical, not individual elements.
DG: I think that the general summation of the critics who respect
you was that the film was very successful as a parable. It was amusing,
and it made its point.
PP: Dan mentioned comedy; you're the only Greek director who
seems to have some connection with comedy. What do you think the role
of comedy is, not so much in the cinema as a whole, but rather in "serious" films dealing with more "serious" subjects?
NP Chris Marker has said that humor is the luxury of the desperate. I think that humor is a very significant thing—it helps people
not to go mad.
DG: To get back to the film, one of the objections that the more
political of the critics have made against it is that the bourgeoisie is not
idle in this particular time period. In that sense, the film is not accurate.
NP: I've said this repeatedly in interviews in Greece and here—
even little children know this fact: the bourgeoisie is the most active
class that the world has ever known. The only thing it doesn't do is sleep.
But you can also take this as an extension of my humorous approach to
the problem. The idea of symbolizing the excessive activity of this class—
which, by the way, for me is nothing because this activity has only been
in the area of production and not creativity—by complete inactivity, with
total lassitude. The bourgeoisie is, I believe, a class which cannot create
a new world, and, in this sense, it is a class which just sits, which is decomposing.
DG: Some people objected because the maid seemed to accept her
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enslavement. She was given a little bit of money with which she might
have made a new start, but she didn't take advantage of it. She seemed
to worry about the family and be very much involved with their own
decadence. Without her, actually, they couldn't have been decadent.
NP: This film is a photograph, as it were, of the situation which
I feel exists at this moment. And really, one of the problems that enters
is this problem of the tolerance of the maid and of her complicity. It
is a situation—a decomposition—which occurs because of the tolerance
and complicity of this other class represented by the maid. Frankly, if
things weren't this way, we would III be living in socialist societies now—
and nobody can tell me otherwise. When we speak of a working class,
we are speaking of a working class without consciousness. Beyond that,
there is the problem of ideology. I believe that there is a dominant
ideology, and only that ideology. In other words, I don't believe that
there is any other ideology except bourgeois ideology. There is, of course,
the dominated ideology, but since it cannot become praxis, it is as if it
never existed. If you want, you can live straddling both ideologies, and
the people who do this, of course, are left wing artists, but for me this
is a schizophrenic situation because you can't live within two conflicting
ideologies—that's very simple. That scene of masturbation in the movie
has that significance for me. When the maid masturbates, it's obvious
that she desires a corpse, she desires something which is undesirable ...
PP: Do you mean that simply in a sexual sense?
NP: She desires an ideology that's dead. Meanwhile, she doesn't
have any other ideology, she can't survive with any other ideology. In
short, what I made was a film that was critical in all directions. The
thing that usually bothers me most about political films is that they're
always enthusiastic. The people who make them, however, always end
up going against reality because things are really very different from
our optimism about them. And so, this relationship between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie—and now I say these things in a very simplified
way, very grotesquely—interested me, and I wanted to see how it works.
DG: In Iran we see the same thing, people are very happy to go
with the right. To move to another subject, I also appreciated the difficulty of using sex in this film. I don't know of any other Greek film which
uses sex so explicitly and freely, and that is really a breakthrough, and it
has to be applauded and understood. On the other hand, I wonder if
it doesn't reinforce some of the more negative attitudes that Greek men
have about women. We have that same problem, too, in the United
States. When does pornography exploit women? Is it artistically useful
to see it for the first time out in the open? It comes out of the psychic
closet, which is good. At the same time, however, it reinforces some of
the negative fantasies of men.
NP: That's the role that sex plays in this film. The sexual act is another form of oppression, it is a relationship of power. And then there's

The Greek Cinema Today

51

the question of the more general climate of the film. In other words,
sex is not just a sexual act but a show of force.

DG: Do you think the audience sees that though, or do they just
become excited by it.
NP: If the movie sold so many tickets in Greece, I'm sure the reason
was that it has all these sexual scenes .. .
PP: But does the audience understand the meaning of the sexual
relations in the film?
NP: Well, I believe that this movie is very difficult. One must
constantly make references in order to follow it, one must constantly
think. On the other hand, I think that the film possesses such a great simplicity that people who are entirely irrelevant to the cinema, who know
nothing about it, who are uneducated people in general, have told me
things which they saw in the movie which are very simple but, nonetheless,
a very essential part of it. Which is to say that I think you feel something in seeing this film, you feel that which the film wants to say, more
or less. If the specific point that you mentioned was understood or not,
I simply don't know.
DG: In the fifties and early sixties the United States went through
this same kind of awakening. People would go to see Swedish films to
see the sex. It seems, therefore, that we can say that in some ways Greece
is culturally twenty years behind the times.
NP: I don't know if it's twenty years behind, but it is a fact that
it is behind. Movements come to Greece about ten years after they
emerge. Whatever was the fashion in Europe in 1960 came to Greece
about 1970. However, this matter of pornography is, I think, a matter
of concern all over Europe and even in America.
DG: I want to ask you about the character who had the paintings.
I think that he was a bit weak, that you didn't develop him as much as
he needed. What was his role in the film?
NP: The painter is an artist who admires these people. With this
I wanted to say that the bourgeoisie—since it is incapable of creating a
new world—gets its only taste of existence through works of art. You
can fit the painter in the movie somewhere into that assertion.
PP: What is the meaning of the scene where Stathis dreams of a
huge factory machine?
NP: Stathis has a very romantic notion of work. He looks at it
as a magnificent machine in motion. That's what the scene symbolizes—
this romantic notion which Stathis has.
PP: One more question about the film Since it refers both to
specific instances and is also a general parable, do you think that it concerns Greece more, or is it really a universal situation which you are
describing?
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NP: The matter of the bourgeoisie is clearly an international
phenomenon. On the other hand, one can read the film in a manner
which makes its references uniquely Greek. In other words, we can
speak of a capitalism of an Asian type, of a capitalism in which the
rulers live completely from land revenues, where they really are idlers,
where they do nothing.
PP: Do you believe that there is such a thing as a "progressive"
cinema?
NP: For me, a progressive cinema is that cinema which tries to
bring the viewer into a new relationship with the object being viewed,
and which tries somehow to obstruct the development of the dominant
ideology—with any kind of subject matter. It is not necessary for a movie
to have a clearly political subject matter for it to be progressive.
PP: How do you see the future development of the Greek cinema,
both culturally and with regard to production?
NP: If some light doesn't shine suddenly, if we don't find the
sources which will be able to finance the development of this cinema, it
will have a terrible problem surviving. Films in Greece are now made
by people who are, in a sense, kamikaze pilots, who put on a parachute
and jump out of a window. Well, you do this once, you do it twice, but
after awhile, as you get older, you confront problems which are more
clearly related to simple survival. Things are difficult, but there are a lot
of mad people in Greece.
PP: Do you think that Europe might be the answer?
NP: Angelopoulos made The Hunters through the support of
French and German television, while the official Greek state ignored him
completely.
PP: But beyond producing films with European capital, what about
just leaving Greece and working in another country if you can't make
films in your own?
NP: Even though I'm constantly criticized for not being Greek
enough, I'll never be able to make a film outside of Greece—it simply
doesn't interest me. What interests me is making films in Greece. I just
feel much more comfortable there. I've never considered going to France
or America to make a film. It's not an issue for me; I simply don't want
such a situation. Furthermore, as the budgets get larger for your films,
as more money is poured in, and the project becomes bigger and bigger,
you feel more and more oppressed by the weight of all this mass, whereas
in Greece our films are made in a manner which could really be described
as artisan. This interests me much more. I'm the kind of person who
wants to do everything. I like to get involved with the designs, with
buying material for the sets—a kind of "homemade" movie.
PP: Every so often we read various manifestoes about various move-
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ments to unite Greek directors. In the end, nothing ever comes of them.
Do you think that anything serious can be accomplished to change the
nature and structure of the Greek cinema through the unity of Greek
filmmakers, Greek directors in particular?
NP: I don't think so because whether seven people get together to
look for financing for seven films or one person does it by himself for
his own, the problem remains the same from the minute that sources of
funding are nonexistent. I don't see what power a union of Greek film
directors would have.
PP: One last question. The traditional form of the Greek artist
twenty to twenty-five years ago was that of the poet: all Greeks wanted
to become poets. Now we see that essentially all Greeks want to become
filmmakers. Do you see this as a good or bad development?
NP: It's true that there are a lot of Greeks who are working in the
cinema at the moment. To give you a good example, the union of Greek
directors has three hundred members at this time. For me, however, this
is a positive development. In general, our profession is a profession for
those who don't like to work—for idlers, we could say.
***

POSTSCRIPT
The New Greek Cinema exists; and like its counterparts in
West Germany and Cuba, its appeal is not limited to a national
audience. Without any single guiding figure or a common esthetic
creed, the films made since the waning years of the Papadopoulos
dictatorship have a spiritual and intellectual kinship rooted in
the wounds inflicted by that regime. A whole group of Greek
directors using the Greek language and Greek actors are developing their craft on native soil as they employ a variety of techniques to address the tensions and dreams of a society struggling
to be reborn. This is in sharp contrast to even the most recent past,
when a filmmaker such as Costas Gavras found it necessary to
immigrate if he were ever to make films that would have a substantial critical and popular audience. One consequence of this
immigration is that ten years after Z, he is essentially a French
director and his concerns do not arise from a Greek context. The
emergence of the New Greek Cinema also reminds us that since
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the birth of talking pictures in the early thirties, Greece has never
had a viable national cinema. With the exception of the work of
Michael Cacoyannis, few Greek-language films have succeeded
in reaching a foreign audience.
It must be emphasized, however, that this bright new cinema
with its promise for Greek culture exists largely because of the
commitment of the filmmakers themselves. Support from the
government and major financial powers has been nearly nonexistent. The Greek Film Center is run in a scandalous manner,
with funding mainly serving a censorship rather than a supportive
function. And the Thessaloniki Film Festival, which began with
great promise, has degenerated into one more banquet for the
cinemas of other countries. Without the success of Greek-made
films in the European market and at European festivals, future
projects will be difficult if not impossible to finance.
The situation of Greek filmmakers is comparable to those
in many third world countries where backward governments
vacillate between being delighted at having a national cinema
and being outraged by most of the actual films Bolivia and Brazil
come to mind. In those nations a whole generation of young
filmmakers are in constant danger of being prosecuted on one
charge or another, or of having their works kept from the national
or international public by government decree.
What a contrast these scenarios are from the ones prevailing
in two nations of vastly different resources and ideology, West
Germany and Cuba. Before the Nazi era, German cinema was
among the best in the world, yet two full decades after the defeat
of the Third Reich, unlike the cinemas of Italy and France, German cinema was moribund. The West German government responded with modest grants to young filmmakers, whose works,
often controversial, were shown on public television. Beginning
in the late sixties, this body of new films began to emerge as one
of the leading edges of European cinema. Without the support
of the West German government, particularly in its earliest
phases, this development would not have taken place.
In Cuba, before the triumph of the revolution, there was
literally no cinema. Starting from nothing, the Cubans allocated
precious funds from a limited budget to launch a film industry.
In the course of less than twenty years, the result of that policy
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of encouragement has been the creation of one of the most intelligent cinemas found anywhere in the world, and one which
commands respect both in the socialist and capitalist worlds.
Films like Memories of Underdevelopment are among contemporary masterpieces, while others like One Way or Another pose
esthetic/political questions as boldly as the work of Herzog and
Fassbinder in West Germany. On a strictly practical level, Cuban
cinema happens to be quite profitable, earning the nation badly
needed hard currency.
To date, none of the major political forces in Greece has displayed much understanding of the potential and importance of a
national cinema on the order of that of either West Germany
or Cuba. Financial and critical support have been linked to
ideological predictability rather than talent. Neither the right
nor the left fully appreciate that one of the most precious functions of the artist is truthtelling. It is not surprising that the same
Costas Gavras who dealt with Greek "gorillas" in Z should take
on their American and Czech cousins in State of Siege and The
Confession. Nor should it be surprising that healthy socialist states
like Cuba are not afraid to expose internal problems in films like
Lucia or Death of a Bureaucrat. We can and would expect no
less from the Greek cinema. The ancient Greeks did not honor
Homer until his death. We moderns should do much better for
our filmmakers. To be precise, there are a number of simple and
economical steps the Greek government could take that would
greatly aid the viability of a national cinema:
1. The. Greek embassies and press offices in major centers
around the world should initiate regular screenings of the New
Greek Cinema. In a city like New York, the gateway for the American market, the French, German, and Japanese all have such
programs in place, some of them operating directly through the
respective governments and some through cultural or student
organizations whose film programs are aided by the governments.
As well as providing the films at no cost to the users, the governments occasionally sponsor a filmmaker's trip to the United States
and arrange for appropriate press coverage.
2. The Thessaloniki Film Festival should be revitalized, with
its major emphasis being that of a showcase for Greek films. Ex-
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penses should be paid for influential international critics who
wish to attend, and the presence of Greek filmmakers at the festival
should be subsidized. Grants to foreign critics writing in major
languages should be available for books dealing exclusively with
Greek cinema (two of the most influential books on Japanese
cinema currently available in English are products of such a
scholarship program). Finally, the Festival should be incorporated into the general promotion of Greek culture so that visitors
to Greece will be as anxious to see Greek films as they are to hear
Greek music and attend the classical theater.
3. A subsidized subtitling facility should be created in Athens
or Thessaloniki to provide accurate and inexpensive subtitles for
Greek films to be shown abroad. Given the poor quality of subtitling around the world, it is quite possible for subtitling and the
even more difficult skill of dubbing to become a Greek specialty
attracting business from both those parts of the world where cinema is a marginal phenomenon and from European producers worried about costs. With or without this larger perspective, subsidizing the subtitling of Greek films into the major European languages should have a high priority. This could be accomplished
in conjunction with the Thessaloniki Film Festival so visitors
could have a choice of French, English, German, or Spanish
screenings. Distributors of films in those languages would be
assured of the quality of available translations, and some recovery of costs could be gained from films that eventually were
sold to such distributors.
4. The Greek Film Center should be reorganized so that its
grants are put on a merit basis. The Center should also undertake a vigorous policy of encouraging full participation of women
in such key cinematic job categories as director, editor, and cinematographer. This could be accomplished by looking favorably
upon any projects which make such a commitment to women in
their proposals for funding.
5. The Greek government should aggressively promote Greek
cinema at foreign festivals. Just as important as more famous
circuses such as Cannes are the numerous smaller festivals where
a new cinematic movement could command considerable attention.
Given the popularity of things Greek and the large number of
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Greek immigrants in the United States, Canada, and Australia,
much could be done to open those markets through participation
in regional festivals of all kinds, with continuous backup support
provided through the embassies and press offices. In combination
with Great Britain, success in the English-speaking market alone
could repay the total governmental investment.
From a strictly patriotic point of view, however one wishes
to define patriotism, the New Greek Cinema offers the first opportunity in half a century for Greece to free herself from an
onerous cultural colonialism. However one feels about the Common Market or NATO, Greece can never be fully sovereign if the
most popular form of mass entertainment, the art Lenin thought
"the" art of the century, is commanded by outside forces. In 1959,
a new socialist government in Cuba understood this quite well.
Twenty years later, American and European (Western and
Eastern) films are shown regularly in its many theaters and on
television, but side by side with them, and just as popular with
the people, are Cuban films. This island nation has an even smaller
population than Greece, possesses a far more fragile economy, and
is blocked from many markets by the ill will of the United States.
Yet Cuban cinema has prevailed. With a little assistance, Greek
cinema can also do battle with the international giants, and emerge
with its share of laurels.
—Dan Georgakas

A couple of months ago the Greek student organizations of
the New School for Social Research and New York University,
and the Greek cultural organization Xasteria, sponsored the
second annual Greek Film Festival in New York City. What began
as a simple student event, however, developed into a cultural
occurrence of unprecedented magnitude. For the first time in
anyone's memory, a major repertory film theater in New York
presented a retrospective of the Greek cinema ranging from the
works of Cacoyannis and Koundouros to those of Angelopoulos,
Ferris, Panayotopoulos, and Voulgaris. Compared to the first
festival held last year, which was plagued with seemingly endless
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difficulties, this year's gathering was a tribute to the inherent
capacity of students to act as a vanguard cultural force.
A series of problems arose, however, which could have been
avoided if the students had been willing to allow non-students
and, more importantly, people connected with the cinema to
assist them with their enterprise. The major difficulty stemmed
from the fact that most of the members of the festival's executive
committee wanted to retain the "pure" student character of the
undertaking. Consequently, the festival's cinematic character was
considerably adulterated. The selection of films, although unusually representative and varied, could have been better; in addition,
the first day of the festival had to be canceled because many of
them did not arrive on time. As for the critics of the New York
press (which is, of course, the most important film press in the
country), not only were they not given the professional courtesy
of advance screenings, but they were, in fact, invited at the last
minute, thus having no way to accomodate their schedules to the
festival's program. Finally, the "official" statement of purpose
of the executive committee was a sorry compendium of inaccuracies, half-truths, ideological obfuscation, and provocative pseudoesthetics. As far as can be determined, it was written without
consulting anyone who had a knowledge of film in general or the
Greek cinema in particular. It appears that many of the festival's
student organizers have not yet learned that, while art may be
a part of politics, or related to politics, or similar to politics, it is
not identical with politics.
Nevertheless, this initiative begun by students can become
a unique forum of Greek cultural expression. In that spirit, I
believe that a permanent organization devoted to the annual
presentation of the Greek cinema—in all its aspects—should be
formed. Furthermore, this organization should be freed from the
invariably limited perspectives of the Greek student movement
in New York, and should be constituted by Greeks and Americans
with a knowledge of film. Whether some people like it or not, the
cinema is the quintessential art form of this century; it is also the
first one to speak directly to masses of people. As such, the Greek
cinema in particular can act as a battering ram against the walls
of the ghetto which has perennially surrounded Greek culture.
—Peter Pappas

Dialogue with Poetry: Fourteen Poems
by Nikiphoros Vrettakos
Nikiphoros Vrettakos, one of the major lyrical poets of contemporary Greece, has been producing poetry of excellence since
1929, when he published Under Shadows and Lights, his first
book of verse. He won the National Award for Poetry in 1941
for The Grimaces of Man and, ten lears later, was awarded the
First National Award in Poetry for Poems 1929-1951. He fought
in the Second World War, and played an important role in the
underground movement during the Nazi occupation of his country,
At this writing, his publications—not counting fiction and his
masterful study of The Odyssey of Nikos Kazantzakis—number
about thirty volumes of poetry. The verse of Vrettakos has been
translated into most European and many Asian languages. In recognition of his total oeuvre, Vrettakos was given the Kostas
Ouranis Award in 1976, when Afternoon Heliotrope was published.
The poems in this present group, whose title I've taken from
one of the works, are Vrettakos's attempts to understand the
form and function of poetry. Most of the preoccupations of
Vrettakos can be seen in these fourteen short lyrics. By focusing
on the role of poetry, however, Vrettakos enables us to become,
through a reading of these works, witnesses to what he believes
is the centrality of the poet's mission.
The mystery of the world is beautiful, profound, and eternal.
But not everyone sees this, as is made clear by the poet's constant
return to the topic. 'While "God" is not a frequent word in the
Vrettakos lexicon (the sun may, perhaps, be a stand-in for Him),
the attributes of mystery can also be considered qualities of the
divine. There are many reasons why the beautiful, the profound,
and the eternal are ignored by what Vrettakos calls "the illiterate
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children of [the} century." Disoriented by the world wars, "The
Muddy Rivers" he had written a major poem about (1950), men
need to be reminded again about the "strange face the world has,"
or, lulled by the petty cares of peace, they will become overwhelmed and spiritually deadened by routine. Though unmistakably present and tangible in the poet's terms, the love (agape)
which permeates the world is often forgotten by men, who can
also be ignorant of the centrality of their existence. "Without man
the Sun's light/is not fulfilled," he says, stating without ambiguity,
the co-functioning of man and creation.
As the human being can try to reflect, in his or her own small
way, the agape that, like the sun's rays, permeates the universe,
so through poetry can we enter into "communion" with the divine
principle. This is done by praising God, as the Psalmist did. In
Vrettakos's terms, poetry is not like prayer; poetry is prayer. It is
not public prayer, as is the codified form of the liturgy, but the
personal and free insight into the "flood" of light that overwhelms him. "What can I do," he asks, "with so much leftover
sky?" The table on which a poet writes his prayer, though it is
often a humble kitchen or workshop table, is similar to the altar
of a priest celebrating the liturgy.
My chest has been wounded on this table,
almost rooted, with its corners
jutting into my bones—Payment for the holy
gift of bread, payment for the water
that the cloud has wrung, payment for the mountain
and the sun that I see.
The role of the poet is to remind his fellows, who are apt to
be lulled by everyday routine, of the ultimate mystery on which
the world's beauty and grandeur rest. "It is two months now,"
he informs us in one of his shortest poems, "I do nothing else./
My hands are in ceaseless motion./ I unload sky onto the spirits
of men." Without the poet's insistence on life's mystery, we might
tend to let it slip by us unobserved and uncelebrated.
Since he does not use traditional liturgical forms, Vrettakos
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confronts his reader with poetic structures that seem deceptively
simple and "free," and with material that, at first glance, appears
conventional. Ironically, in seeming to be easily comprehensible,
his verse becomes as difficult for the ordinary reader as the work
of more complex Greek poets. In breadth of vision, however, and
in consistence of theme, Vrettakos is fully the equal of the best
poets working in the language.
—Thomas Doulis
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Dialogue with Poetry

WITHOUT PAUSE
It is two months now. I do nothing else.
My hands are in ceaseless motion:
I unload sky onto the spirits of men.

THE HIGH BRIDGE
My heart grows like the day.
It surpasses the city's horizon, the mountains
that encircle its suburbs, and many
stars. It surrounds unseen rivers,
regions, and unnumbered powers of light.
I will not leave this world early.
I have so much matter to store in my speech.
I must order it. Must bind pages.
Extend roads toward the quarries,
create my own river between
heaven and earth.
I must build a bridge, but
not like that of Brooklyn, Eurotas, or the Thames
I will raise the earth. I will support its arches
twenty centuries beyond my own time.

THE WORLD AND POETRY
All things are simple. Their order is
cared for by your hand. A cluster of colors
in the vase of time.
Otherwise, what
do you think is the essence of poetry? It is the pollen
of things in the universe. The pollen in acts,
the pollen in pain, in light, in joy, in changes,
in journey, in motion.
Life and the spirit
in an eternal reflection within time.
What do you think, then? In essence, poetry
is a human heart burdened
by all the world.
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Dialogue with Poetry

BORDERS AND SOLDIERS
Soldiers are needed to guard the border.
Borders are needed so that soldiers may exist.
Borders and soldiers
so that
laws of the sun and poetry will not
be allowed to fulfill their task.

THE DOOR'S OPENING
..Therefore, the firmament is love.
It will never crumble ..."
I return singing
On my feet there is dust from all nations. From all the
suffering.
Dust on my hair. I half-open the door.
The fireplace is in the distance. Next to it is my mother.
She snaps up, startled, and runs.
I dose my hands on her shoulders.
I press my forehead against her breast.
"... Give me a tuft of grass ...
so that I may sleep . .."
Give me your blessed hand
so that I may write a poem. Not with words.
No more words ! With a kiss.
Take my ten tired fingers now,
hang them on the wall to dry. Look.
They drip solitude, wind, pity, and sea.
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Dialogue with Poetry
MAN, THE WORLD, AND POETRY
I dug up all the world to find you.
I sifted the desert in my heart; I knew
that without man the sun's light
is not fulfilled. While now, gazing
at the world through such clarity,
through you — things focus,
become distinguishable, transparent —
now
I can
express its order in one of my poems.
Taking a page I will set
light in straight lines.

PREPARATION FOR SLEEP
I see something like improbable forms
stirring before me — naked branches that entangle
with the nerves of light.
Mother,
when did we lose our home? Wrap me well.
The rain does not matter. Like the rocks.
The beasts, mother, were always proud.
Cover me well. With your kerchief only.
It does not matter.
I hear
sounds somewhere within me. Music. My eternal
music. I exist At the peak of my heart
an interval of sun sustains my pulsations
with repeated sparks. Let •me suffer. It does not matter.
What is pain? Nothing. It is like the snow
that freezes at night.
The sun, playing once more its golden flute,
melts it in the morning.
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Dialogue with Poetry
SUNRISE AT SOUNION
I am a compound of a foreign grandeur.
Everything you see in my being is foreign.
Something from the sea, from the sun, from you,
something from the forests and from the elements of night.
And when I die each element will take its like—
the light, the sea, the woods, the moon.. . .
Here in my place there will be silence.
And this my soul, which in my heart I've borne,
high in the heavens from whence I fell,
would have been in love dispersed upon the earth.

DIALOGUE WITH POETRY
You've come again, Poetry. You must have
discovered some bone of mine that has not dissolved.
A fold of my heart that has not become your undulation.
An untouched vein in one of my fingers.
A tissue that has not become a verse of yours.
They will know of it tomorrow; viewing the world,
you divided me justly. You made me a thousand
and one sparks — and scattered me.

WAITING FOR THE MUSIC
I await the music that I may cleanse my hands of the
ink of the day. To wash these invisible
clots of blood from my forehead.
My chest has been wounded on this table,
almost rooted, with its corners
jutting into my bones — payment for the holy
gift of bread, payment for the water
that the cloud has wrung, payment for the mountain
and the sun that I see.
I await the music. Then it seems to me
that all the day that has passed I was
in a church giving out blossoms.
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Dialogue with Poetry
THE MOON AND THE SEA
With invisible threads the moon
governs the sea. Submerging deep,
she binds it at the roots, changes its color
commands its waves.
Your aspect is
a moon. I, too, have
a sea within me. At times it rolls,
becomes unfathomable, calms uneasily,
trembles. As though your light
were a steel net in which the sea
was totally snared.
But still you give it
repose and serenity. Upon it play
sweet shadings. It fills with sport.
The moon and the sea. What a strange face
the world has! Likewise, the index finger
of your hand passes over me like the sky's vault.
And covers the sea.

THE READER:

SUN AND LIFE

You came yesterday and exchanged
the present with the future. You flooded
my notebooks with light. What can I do
with so much left-over sky?
I propose, therefore, to write the Reader
of Joy. San and Life for the illiterate
children of my century.
A
mountain-book whose pages
would wander toward the sun by day
and among the stars by night.
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Dialogue with Poetry
EPIC POETRY
An epic is a song full of sun
and love. It is a sphere in
eternal motion. The leaf of a tree
and the sheaths that circle about a
molecule of light, binding it together in the infinite,
are an epic.
As the protons
bombard the atom,
my soul bombarded the dominion
of the suns of God and raised waves,
light, swirling dances of feeling
high in my heart. Everything I see
becomes sound and nothing
else remains within me. How and with what
will I search for time, space,
the mass of matter, to spread numbers
on my large table ?
Everything
becomes sound. I have but
to blow softly but forever, like
the breath of a rose, toward all
the world.
Even a
drop of love in a book
is an epic.

EXPECTATION AND THE DREAM
I glance at the time; you are not due.
I turn the key in the door and take
the first book that says nothing.
And suddenly, as I am reading, the air
around me softens, becomes impalpably blue.
You have entered the room without knocking.
I stand up. The book in my hands
loses all its pages and falls.
Everything becomes transparent. You advance with a veil
of sky on your head.
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1909 [Social Transformation And
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[The Interventions of the Army
in Greek Politics, 1916-1936] by

by GEORGE DERTILIS. Athens:
Exantas, 1977. 285 pp. 250 drs.

THANOS VEREMIS. Athens: Exantas, 1977. 467 pp. 300 drs.

Both of the books under review, which are based on the authors' successful doctoral dissertations,' are examples of what I consider the most significant and hopeful trend in the field of modern Greek studies: the gradual
rapprochement of history and the social sciences. This rapprochement is a
two-way process: historians are trying to break away from the conventional
historiographical approach with its atheoretical enumeration of "events" by
using concepts elaborated in the social sciences; and social scientists increasingly reject the ahistorical, functionalist analysis of the Parsonian paradigm
the more they realize the importance of the historical dimension for an
understanding of the social world.
I. George Dertilis's book is undoubtedly one of the most successful
attempts at reassessing crucial historical developments in the light of a
holistic conceptual framework which goes beyond the narrow and sterile
compartmentalization of the social sciences into politics, economics, etc.
Dertilis sets out to give us an overall picture of the basic socioeconomic
structure of nineteenth century Greece, and examines the relevance of
such structures for an understanding of the politico-military sphere in
general, and the Greek 1909 military coup in particular.
Beginning with this issue we are introducing a new section to the Journal.
From time to time, we will publish review essays of related books on significant
issues in Greek society. In this way, we intend to overcome the restrictions of the
average book review. The presentation of a book in the "Book Review" section does
not, of course, preclude its inclusion in a review essay or vice versa.
George Dertilis, Social Change And Military Intervention: Greece, 1881 1928,
Ph. D. Thesis, University of Sheffield, 1976; and Thanos Veremis, The Greek Army
In Politics, Ph. D. Thesis, Trinity College, Oxford, 1974.
-
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He begins his analysis with an admirably thorough examination of
the position of the Greek diaspora bourgeoisie, its functions in the world
capitalist system, and the role it played in the development—or rather
underdevelopment—of Greece's nineteenth century economy and society.
He points out that treating the indigenous and diaspora bourgeoisie as
one undifferentiated whole often results in the misleading idea that the
nineteenth century Greek bourgeoisie was all-powerful, and that, therefore, the Greek social formation was dominated by the capitalist mode
of production. In fact, the behavior of diaspora capital, in terms of rapacity and acquisitiveness, did not differ at all from that of any other
foreign capital, and, since its investments in Greece were of a predominantly speculative character, it merely accentuated the country's international socioeconomic dependence without making any contribution to
its capitalist development.
Dertilis uses the concept of capitalism in its strictest sense: as the
entrance of capital into the sphere of production by expropriating the
direct producers of their means of production and thus creating wage
laborers. Presenting an impressive array of most carefully collected data,
he shows that, even after the Trikoupian reforms of the 1880s and until
the first decade of the twentieth century, the Greek economy was actually
predominantly pre-capitalist: simple-commodity production prevailed in
both industry and agriculture, and surplus labor was extracted from the
direct producers by the state (indirect taxation) and by a merchant class
as unwilling as the diaspora bourgeoisie to channel its resources into the
sphere of production.
In Dertilis's view, the peripheral position of the capitalist mode of
production in nineteenth century Greece very largely explains the relative autonomy of the political sphere vis-a-vis the economy and the
economically dominant classes. This autonomy was relative in the sense
that the political oligarchy ruling nineteenth century Greece was not only
quite separate from the economically dominant classes, but also in the
sense that, in Greece's pre-capitalist context, the linkages between the
state and civil society consisted of extensive patronage networks which
resulted in a monstrous growth of the state machinery as political patrons
incessantly created jobs for their clients.
This type of political structure meant that, with the all-pervasive
and strongly rooted clientelism cutting across and preventing the emergence of "horizontal," class-based political organizations, issues arising
out of the economic division of labor remained outside the political arena.
Given the insignificance of strongly organized class interests, Dertilis
rejects as totally misleading interpretations which, basing themselves on
a naive evolutionism, try to analyze nineteenth century conflicts as a
struggle between a rising bourgeoisie and a defensive landowning class.
In his view, the peripheral position of the capitalist mode of production
and the ensuing comprador character of the economically dominant classes
not only left landowning and merchant interests non-antagonistic, but,
in the absence of any horizontal organization of such interests, also lacking
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any direct collective representation at the political level. This did not
mean, of course, that state policies could go against dominant economic
interests. It simply meant that, given the structural limitations set to state
action (foreign dependence, administrative paralysis due to clientelism,
etc.), economic interests required no safeguards of direct political representation. In Dertilis's words:
The upper classes had little direct power in the sphere of politics.
But why should they have asked for more? It was as though they
had relegated this power to the politicians before they ever
acquired it; as if they had accepted with relief an autonomization
of politics which allowed them to enjoy a great many economic
privileges without any serious political privations. (p. 166, my
translation)
It is on the broad basis of his introductory analysis that Dertilis
examines the causes and nature of the 1909 military intervention. After
a brief account of the major events leading to the coup, and the various
theories which have been put forward to explain it, he elaborates his
own thesis: that the coup can by no means be seen as a bourgeois revolution, as the forceful attempt of a rising and robust bourgeoisie to impose
its own institutional framework and its own political rule on society.
The main reasons the 1909 military intervention at Goudi was not a
bourgeois coup are that such a bourgeoisie was not strongly organized
and, in any event, Greece already had bourgeois political institutions
since 1864. Given the persisting pre-capitalist nature of the Greek
economy — that is to say, the very timid, almost nonexistent entrance
of capital into the sphere of industrial production—and also the fact
that merchant capital was by no means antagonistic to the status quo, it
is pretty well inconceivable that Greece could have experienced a bourgeois transformation at this particular historical moment. The fact that
the policies and pronanciamentos of the Military League had very little
to do with social reforms, as well as the fact that there were no organized
bourgeois interests behind the military, are seen by Dertilis as clear indications of the non-bourgeois character of the coup.
Specifically, Dertilis puts forward, and successfully defends, the
following five propositions:
(a) the objective of the coup was not to establish or reinforce the
dominance of the bourgeoisie, and neither the bourgeoisie nor any other
class can be seen as creating or planning the coup;
(b) the bourgeoisie was involved in no revolutionary action, either
independently or in support of the coup;
(c) any development of revolutionary tendencies in the decade
preceding the coup took place in the countryside and even more so among
the lower urban classes, whose political orientations were much more
radical than those of the military;
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(d) the post-1909 emergence of Venizelos and the Liberal Party
were neither symptoms nor results of any (nonexistent) bourgeois revolution—they were, however, major contributory factors in the subsequent
bourgeois transformation of Greek society between 1910 and 1930;
(e) this eventual bourgeois transformation was a historico-economic
process which came about despite the nonexistence of a bourgeois revolt,
and despite the potentially anti-bourgeois orientations of the lower urban
classes (p. 183).
Dertilis's work is a very valuable contribution not only to a series
of substantive issues in the study of Greek economy and society, but also
to the sphere of methodology. His work is indeed an excellent example
of the fruitfulness of applying conceptual tools elaborated in the social
sciences to the study of history. For instance, his rigorous use of the
concept of capitalism allows him to differentiate the mere commercialization of the economy from capitalist development itself, and this distinction in turn gives a more precise meaning to the concept of bourgeois
revolution or transformation.
Blanket use of the concept of capitalism has been the source of a
great deal of largely pointless debate and misunderstanding, both in the
sphere of Greek studies and more generally.' Dertilis's conceptualization
of the relative autonomy of the state and politics vis-a-vis class divisions
and interests, and his masterly analysis of the ways in which the patronage
2 For instance, the famous debate between M. Dobb and P. Sweezy on the
problem of the transition from feudalism to capitalism in western Europe is based
on different definitions of the concept of capitalism. (See R. Hilton, ed, The
Transition from Feudalism to Capitalism, New Left Books, London, 1976.) The
same is true of the Laclau-Gunder Frank debate about the nature of transition in
underdeveloped countries. (See E. Laclau, "Feudalism and Capitalism in Latin America," New Left Review, May-June 1971.) As far as Greece is concerned, the disagreements over the social character of the 1821 Revolution are also based on
differing views on the definition of capitalism and of a "bourgeois transformation."
Thus, B. Kremmidas (Introduction to the History of Modern Greek Society:
1700-1891 [in Greek), Exantas, Athens, 1976) argues against V. Filias (Society
and Power in Greece, 1830-1909 [in Greek), Makrionitis, Athens, 1974), and
considers even the eighteenth century Greek economy and society as capitalist! Kremmidas arrives at this strange conclusion because, as Frank and Sweezy have done
in different contexts, he defines capitalism in the sphere of distribution: that is to say,
commercialization equals capitalism. Thus, since eighteenth century Greece was
integrated into the world capitalist market, it was necessarily a capitalist society
(p. 197). If, on the other hand, capitalism is defined, as with Dertilis, in terms
of relations of production, it becomes quite obvious that, despite some timid
"proto-capitalist" developments in the eighteenth century textile and shipbuilding
industries, the capitalist mode of production was dominant in neither eighteenth
nor nineteenth century Greece. In conclusion, it seems to me that the definition
of capitalism in terms of relation to production has, as Dertilis's work shows,
much greater analytical utility than a broad definition which, by indiscriminately
labeling as capitalist any economy integrated into the world capitalist system,
totally disregards its internal structures of production.
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system operated in nineteenth century Greece, provide a set of analytical
tools which allow an explanation of the 1909 military intervention without
resorting either to mechanistic interpretations which try to squeeze Greek
history into the procrustean mold of pseudo-Marxist evolutionary schemes,
or conventional historiographic approaches which reduce that same history
to a mosaic of politico-military events. Dertilis's work demonstrates how
a holistic conceptual framework (i.e., a framework focusing on the complex interconnections between economic and political structures and practices) can be adopted without any risk of the familiar reductionist traps
which lead to portraying the political sphere as a mere epiphenomenon,
as the passive product of an omniscient and omnipotent bourgeoisie.
Moreover, the author's style—ironic, elegant, and, at the same time,
extremely lucid and rigorous—not only makes the book a real pleasure
to read, but also constitutes concrete proof that it is possible to deal with
highly complex and abstract notions without indulging in the wooly
convolutions that characterize so much of Marxist literature on such
topics. Finally, the fifteen highly illuminating tables—the result of a laborious effort to arrange in chronological order the major demographic and
socioeconomic data on the nineteenth century and the first four decades
of the twentieth—are an invaluable reference for every student of modern
Greek society.
Concerning the chief substantive issue of the nature of the 1909 coup,
I do accept Dertilis's main thesis that, since there were in fact no organized
bourgeois interests, they cannot be called upon to explain the origin and
dynamics of the military intervention. However, rejecting the interpretation which sees a rising bourgeoisie as the instigator of the coup should
not lead one to assume that the military intervention was dissociated from
the socioeconomic developments which, since the last quarter of the nineteenth century, had brought fundamental structural changes to the Greek
economy and polity. Although Greece continued to remain a pre-capitalist
social formation until the 1920s, this fact must not be allowed to obscure
the definite changes due to territorial expansion, demographic growth,
the influx of foreign and diaspora capital (however parasitic) , and the
far-reaching Trikoupian reforms of the late nineteenth century.
It is true, as Dertilis argues, that diaspora capital and Trikoupis's
measures of the 1880s did not result in capitalist industrialization. What
they did do, however, was to contribute to the increase of Greece's social
overhead capital, the creation of national markets, the growth of banking
institutions, and a restructuring and rationalization of the state machinery.
Such developments were related to the marked acceleration of the commercialization of agriculture, rapid urbanization, occupational differentiation and, therefore, to changes in the class structure—if class structure is
understood to mean, in Poulantzas' terms, not only class practices but also
objective class locations or places.' If such changes did not bring about an
3 According to N. Poulantzas, class places refer to the "objective" location
of agents in the division of labor, these locations being structurally determined by
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actual capitalist transformation, they certainly prepared the ground for
it, and they certainly did a lot to gradually undermine the system of
oligarchic politics which had endured up to the rise of Venizelism.
In other words, I would like to stress that in Greece and in many
other dependent capitalist countries (for example, in most interwar Latin
American and Balkan societies), the demise of oligarchic politics4 through
the breaking up of the monopoly exercised by a handful of politically
powerful families, and the entrance of new middle class elements into
the political arena, did not always necessitate the dominance of the capitalist mode of production and the rise of well-organized bourgeois interests. Neither did it require that those exercising the oligarchic monopoly
be landowners and those trying to break it be industrial capitalists. For
one thing, the breakdown of oligarchic politics frequently happened when
these societies were still in their pre-capitalist phase. For another, the class
character of the "insiders" and the "outsiders" could vary considerably,
or was at any rate not definable in clear-cut terms (for instance, some
merchant families might be part of the oligarchy, while others or newer
merchants might try to break the oligarchy's monopoly).
I would like to argue, therefore, that an analytical distinction be
made between the process of capitalist transformation and the process
of transition from a system of oligarchic politics to a system of enlarged
political participation. In some cases, as in several western European
societies, the two processes coincided: the decline of oligarchic, olden
regime politics was linked with class antagonism between a quasi-feudal,
politically dominant landowning class and a rising industrial bourgeoisie.
In Greece, as Dertilis rightly points out, the antagonism between landowning and bourgeois interests was insignificant, if not completely nonexistent. But the insignificance of such antagonism does not rule out the
existence of other types of socioeconomic mechanisms which, from the
1880s onwards, could gradually erode the monopoly of power enjoyed
mainly by a few tzakia families—a power monopoly of the kind which
thrives in conditions of accentuated localism. Thus, Greece's economy
in the first half of the nineteenth century was quite different from the
economic system that emerged during the last quarter of that century. In
both cases it was pre-capitalist, but the pre-capitalist economy and class
structure of the 1840s was very different from that of the I89Gs.
the relations of production, but also by equivalent structures on the politico-ideological level. Class practices, on the other hand, refer to such things as the
political organizations representing a class, the strategies it adopts on specific issues,
etc. See his Les classes sociales dans le capitalisme aujourd'hui, Seuil, Paris,
1974, p. 19.
*The term "oligarchic" politics as used here does not imply that the political
elite consisted exclusively of "tzakia" families or that it was completely dosed and
unchanging. What it implies mainly is the fact that, given the well-known phenomenon of "captive dienteles," even after the introduction of universal manhood
suffrage, the area of active political participation was very restricted (especially
if compared with interwar or postwar political participation).
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With the above in mind the 1909 coup, and the resounding success
of Venizelos in the two elections after the coup (which radically reduced
the political power of the old oligarchic elite, the paleokommatikoi),
cannot make sense without taking into consideration the broader socioeconomic transformations which had begun in the 1880s. For instance,
such phenomena as the revolutionary orientations of the lower classes
(referred to by Dertilis), the even more widespread popular dissatisfaction with parliamentary politics at the beginning of the century (reflected
in the contemporary press), 5 the emergence of organized pressure groups,
the popular support given to the military, seem to me to indicate some
limited social mobilization which is certainly linked with the processes
of commercialization and urbanization mentioned above. Such long-term
processes unobtrusively but steadily sapped the foundations of nineteenth
century oligarchic parliamentarianism. This gradual process of erosion
became politically visible by the success of the 1909 coup and the routing
of the paleokommatikoi in the December 1910 elections, a resounding
defeat which irreversibly changed the social composition of the parliamentary forces in Greece, as lawyers, doctors, and other bourgeois elements
not belonging to the old tzakia entered the political arena.'
A different argument with the same result would be to say that a
similar coup, or even a leader as charismatic as Venizelos, could not have
become the catalyst for the fundamental changes after 1909 if it had not
been for the socioeconomic transformations of the late nineteenth century.
In conclusion, I would suggest that if the 1909 coup was not part
of a "bourgeois transformation" in the western European sense, neither
can it be explained in conjunctural terms alone. It can indeed be seen
as part of a slow process of structural transformation leading to the
decline of oligarchic politics, and this decline was in turn related to the
socioeconomic changes of the late nineteenth century.
The above arguments, which are no more than a hypothesis about
the demise of oligarchic politics in some peripheral capitalist formations,
are not a contradiction of Dertilis's thesis. They merely indicate an aspect
of the problem which the author, more concerned with stressing the nonexistence of a capitalist transformation and of organized bourgeois interests
before 1909, has emphasized very little. In other words, with reference
to the notion of the relative autonomy of politics in the matter of the 1909
military intervention, my comments lay greater stress on the "relative,"
whereas Dertilis focuses more on the "autonomy" aspect of the problem.
Another very valuable insight of Dertilis's work which I believe
could be developed further is his emphasis on the fact that the political
oligarchy was quite separate not only from bourgeois but also from landowning elements,' and that the politically powerful groups and the
3 See S. V. Papacosma, The Greek Military Revolt Of 1909, Ph. D. Thesis,
Indiana University, 1970, pp. 55 ff.
See K. Legg, Politics In Modern Greece, Stanford, Calif., 1969, ch. 5.
See Dertilis, p. 166.
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economically dominant classes were quite distinct—hence the fallacy of
calling the political oligarchy feudal. The sharp differentiation between
landowners and politicians is easily understood if it is remembered that
large private landownership emerged on a great scale only in the 1870s,
that is to say, long after the creation of the modern Greek state and the
consolidation of a political oligarchy. In this sense, Greece's oligarchic
parliamentarianism contrasts sharply with the nineteenth century politics
of a number of Latin American countries, where the landowning classes
had a much more central position in the power bloc from the beginning
of their existence as independent nation-states.
This rather looser connection between Greek landowners and the
political oligarchy explains to some extent the relative ease with which
oligarchic politics gave way after 1909. In Latin America the ability of the
oligarchy to hold on to its political monopoly was as strong as the link
of that oligarchy to the economically dominant landowners, and it required the large-scale mobilization of urban and rural masses by populist
leaders to break the restrictive political system of oligarchic power. It is
interesting that the strongest populist movements in Latin America are
in those countries where the landowning classes are politically most deeply
entrenched (Argentina, Brazil) ; whereas in Mexico, for instance, where
the landowners have had no central position in the power bloc since the
social struggles of the 1910s the attraction of populism was more feeble
and short-lived.' In Greece—an even more extreme case of politically weak
landowning classes—a mere military coup (initiated, as Dertilis rightly
argues, for reasons which had nothing to do with class politics) and the
charisma of a Venizelos were quite enough to break the back of the
political oligarchy without any need for a populist type of mobilization.
II. Thanos Veremis's book, although less theoretical and more oriented
toward research into primary sources, is also concerned with the problem
of the relative autonomy of the political and military spheres vis-a-vis
economic and class developments. In his attempt to give us an overall
picture of the internal organization of the army and its relationship to
political developments from 1916 to 1935, Veremis skillfully uses the
concept of patron-client relationships, which, according to him, more
than any other conceptualization, makes sense of the complicated interrelationship between military and political institutions and practices
during the interwar period. Some of the major themes of Veremis's work—
which, being solidly researched, makes a significant contribution to our
knowledge of politico-military relationships in the interwar period — are
as follows:
The nineteenth century officer corps was of a predominantly elitist/
aristocratic character. Given that the education and style of an officer's
life presupposed a substantial private income, the tiny number of officers
8 See R. Kaufman, "Mexico And Latin American Authoritarianism," in L. Reyna
and R. Wienert, eds., Authoritarianism In Mexico, New York, 1977.
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graduating from the Military Academy tended to come from the same
wealthy oligarchic families which provided the major politicians and top
administrators. Given the lack of social differentiation between the military
and political elites, it was not forbidden to military officers to present
themselves as candidates in political elections—a phenomenon which makes
sense if one remembers that the army as a whole had not yet emerged
as a distinct interest group pressuring for the advancement of its corporate interests.
During and after the Balkan Wars and World War I, the army grew
spectacularly in size. As more middle class men were accepted into the
Military Academy and as, due to the long war years, the officers' chances
of promotion increased, the corps lost its purely aristocratic orientation.
It acquired a more middle class character and emerged for the first time
as a pressure group anxious to promote the professional interests of its
members.
The changes in numbers and class composition were accompanied
by deep intra-army divisions which were the result not only of the overall
political schism between Venizelists and anti-Venizelists, but also of the
way in which the officer corps had expanded during the Balkan Wars.
Despite the 1914 revision of the charter of the Military Academy to allow
the admission of more students, the majority of postwar army officers
were not Academy graduates: they were conscripts who at the end of their
military service had been offered the possibility of a permanent army
career. The admission of large numbers of such officers created strong
antagonism between them and the Academy graduates. Also, the newcomers (the effedroi) were the least professionalized and the most insecure of the officers—and the first to be forcibly retired whenever the army
list became too crowded. For most of them, therefore, a powerful patron
among the higher ranking officers or politicians was an effective means
of reducing the insecurity of their army tenure.
As far as patronage is concerned, patron-client relationships had
permeated the entire army hierarchy even before the Balkan Wars, and
they constituted the main informal mechanism linking the political and
military spheres. One of the major themes of Veremis's book is that the
army did not succeed in insulating itself against the large-scale dientelistic
networks which were so prevalent a feature of Greek interwar politics.
Not only did the clientelistic networks weaken, and even neutralize, the
formal military hierarchy, but they were also the major communication
channels between the military and political elites. In fact, there was a
two-way penetration between the military and the political spheres: it
was not simply that the military interfered in politics (by searching for
powerful political patrons and trying to redress professional grievances
through military intervention), but politicians also constantly interfered
in military matters, endeavoring to use military power to foster their own
objectives. In this sense political factionalism and patronage politics
permeated the army organization from top to bottom.
It is within this general context that Veremis demonstrates the extent
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to which, especially after 1922, infighting within the army cliques, as
well as the major army interventions in politics, can be explained in dientelistic rather than class or ideological terms. According to the author,
the political practices of the leading military personalities of the interwar
period (Plastiras, Kondylis, Pangalos, Metaxas) cannot possibly be understood in terms of their beliefs in either democratic or monarchical ideals,
nor in terms of their pursuit of dass or even horizontally organized professional interests. They can only be explained satisfactorily when the
focus is turned on the intricate clientelistic networks of the time, and on
the frantic attempts of these men to promote very narrowly defined personal interests.
If, on the level of the political system as a whole, clientelistic/vertical modes of political organization had weakened or prevented the
emergence of horizontal class-oriented political organizations, a similar
phenomenon had occurred on the level of the army: the formation of
vertical cliques between officers of different ranks prevented the strong
institutionalization of horizontal organization among officers of the same
rank. Even the well-known ESO (Hellenic Military Organization),
which recruited its officer members not on the basis of personal but general
criteria (graduation from the Academy, junior rank, republican ideology),
did not manage to maintain its horizontal character for long. Patronage
networks sapped its non-personalistic character and brought about its
full clientelization.
One risk inherent in using the concept of patronage for explaining
political developments in non-Western societies is the tendency to portray
patronage politics simplistically as a constant mode of organization underlying various and transient historical events and political conjunctures.
Veremis has happily avoided this tendency by stressing that the structure
and functions of army patronage changed considerably in response both
to its own internal dynamic and to the dynamic of broader political developments. From this viewpoint Veremis distinguishes five phases in the
development of patron-client relationships within the army.
(a) 1892-1909 — This period is characterized by a rigid, monolithic
form of patron-client relationships, with royal patronage as the major
basis for granting favors—hence the discontent of officers who happened
to be outside the magic circle of royal favorites.
(b) 1909-1915 — The royal patronage monopoly is broken, and
army clientelism acquires a more flexible and open character as a multiplicity of patrons at the top compete for the recruitment of clients and the
granting of favors.
(c) 19154923 — Given the intensity of the dichasmos (the Venizelist/ anti-Venizelist conflict over the monarchy), patronage networks lose
the openness and fluidity of the previous period as switching from the
Venizelist to the anti-Venizelist camp becomes increasingly difficult.
(d) 1923-1933 — With the abolition of the monarchy, the more
flexible system of army patronage reemerges, but now the pluralism of
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patrons operates in the context of factionalist divisions within the Venizelist camp.
(e) 1933-1935 — The rise of the Popular Party and the revival of
the dichasmos lead to the abortive coup of 1935, the large-scale purge of
republican officers, and the reestablishment of a royal patronage monopoly. 9
Although it is not possible to examine here in detail how Veremis
analyzes specific politico-military developments (for example, the role
of the military at the time of the initial split between King Constantine
and Venizelos, the numerous army interventions in the 1922 - 26 period,
etc. ), the general theme running through the entire book and distinguishing
it from other historical writings on the interwar period is the focus on
patron-client relationships as a fundamental dimension of social organization. This approach sheds light on a variety of phenomena which cannot
be properly tackled by either Marxist class analysis or conventional, legalistic historiography.
There is no doubt that Veremis's emphasis on patron-client relationships, and the historically sensitive and sophisticated manner in which
he applies this conceptualization, are a very positive and valuable contribution to the study of modern Greek society. His work avoids the usual
simplistic and schematic analysis of dientelism proffered by political
scientists or sociologists who, crudely and neo-evolutionistically, associate
"tradition" with clientelistic politics and "modernity" with non-personalistic class parties; it also avoids the narrow approach of the anthropologists who, at least as far as Greece is concerned, study patron-client relationships at the village level without any serious attempt to see how
patronage is linked to broader historical developments. Moreover, the
fact that the study is based on extensive research into a variety of primary
sources (public and private archives) and on long interviews with personalities who played a crucial role in interwar politics makes it an invaluable source of information and inspiration for further research.
On the other hand, it should not be overlooked that, as the author
himself says in his introduction, exclusive emphasis on patron-client relationships is insufficient to provide a complete explanation of the structure
of the political and military sphere in the interwar years. The fact that
interwar politico-military conflicts cannot be accounted for in terms of
class cleavages and organized class interests does not mean that the underlying economic and class structure (which Veremis has chosen not to
examine) is irrelevant to an understanding of interwar politics in general
and the structure of patron-client relationships in particular.
The very relative autonomy of politics vis-a-vis class interests—an
autonomy which takes the form of the persistence of vertical/ clientelistic
organizations—is to a great extent a result of the type of economic development, or rather underdevelopment, Greece was then experiencing.
As Dertilis has shown for the nineteenth century and the first decade of
the twentieth, it was the lack of capitalist industrialization which mainly
° See Dertilis, op. cit., p. 108.
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explains the persistence of clientelism and the non-emergence of horizontally organized bourgeois interests. To Dertilis's analysis for the post-1909
period might be added the assertion that clientelistic politics persisted
even after the development of industrial capitalism in the 1920s and 30s
and the subsequent emergence of a politically more cohesive bourgeoisie.
In contrast to what happened in western Europe, the development of
capitalism in Greece was such that it did not lead to the irreversible decline of clientelistic politics and the strong institutionalization of nonpersonalistic, horizontally organized mass parties. Given the restricted
expansion of the capitalist mode of production—in other words, given
the large-scale persistence of simple-commodity production both in industry and in agriculture—conditions were rather unfavorable for the development of horizontally organized mass parties.
Of course, with the growth of industrial capitalism and the decline
of oligarchic politics, the relationship between class structure and politics
became more direct—with broad issues related to the socioeconomic division of labor appearing with greater frequency in the political arena, and
with part of the growing proletariat managing to organize itself politically
along class rather than clientelistic lines. But such developments did not
lead, as in the West, to the elimination of clientelism as a principal mode
of political organization. They simply led to more differentiated and flexible forms of clientelism. They also led to a situation, especially in the
postwar period, in which vertical and horizontal political organization
coexist in uneasy balance, disturbed by every change in the political conjuncture."
The previous rather elliptical remarks on the relationship between
capitalist development and the persistence of patron-client relationships
may help to place Veremis's book within a broader framework. Now,
Veremis himself is quite aware of this framework, but he has deliberately
chosen to limit his analysis to the study of patronage. In that sense the
above remarks must not be taken as criticism, but rather as suggestions
concerning some other problems connected with the prevalence of patronclient relationships in interwar Greek society.
One of the most refreshing aspects of Veremis's work is the demystification of the major political and military figures of the interwar period;
it administers a strong antidote to the idealized and pompous portraits
of our forefathers as given in conventional Greek historiography. This
demystification is particularly effective and credible because it avoids the
usual crude Manichean distinction between "the good people" and their
"corrupt exploiting leaders." With commendable detachment and a
great deal of concrete evidence, Veremis demonstrates that the practices
of major politicians and military men were not so much inspired by
lofty ideals, or even by the defense of collective class interests, but by
considerations of patronage dealings and narrow self-interest.
" For a more detailed analysis of the above, see N. Mouzelis, "Class and
Clientelist Politics: The Case of Greece," Sociological Review, Vol. 26, No. 3.
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Given this thesis, and given that Veremis is focusing mainly on
Venizelos's supporters, his work has aroused the ire of surviving Venizelists as well as scholars who feel that the author's "cynicism," his keen
interest in showing that everybody was "immoral" and "corrupt" in the
Venizelist camp, gives as distorted a view of the Liberal Party as the
idealized picture of the more conventional pro-Venizelist historians."
With regard to this highly controversial issue, I would like to make
the following points in defense of Veremis's position.
First of all, I think nowhere in the book is the fair-minded reader
given the impression that the author has any partisan interests in proving
one political camp more corrupt than the other. Such a partisan strategy
would actually be a total contradiction of the book's main thesis, which
is that patron-client relationships were all-pervasive and that the major
cleavages had a vertical/ clientelistic rather than a horizontal/class basis.
While it is perfectly true that Veremis focuses much more on the clientelistic practices of Venizelist personalities than on those of their opponents, this emphasis may be explained by the fact that in the period
under examination the Venizelists were in power for much longer, as
well as by the fact that one usually ascribes more idealistic motives to
rising reformist political forces than to the political defenders of the
status quo.
The second point to be made is that Veremis's book focuses on the
structural features of interwar politics, in other words, on the dominance
of clientelistic modes of political organization which, combined as they
were with extreme forms of factionalism and regime instability, not only
prevented the emergence of horizontally organized interests, but also
hindered the institutionalization of a hegemonic bourgeois ideology. It
was precisely such an ideological and cultural hegemony in western
Europe which resulted in the decline (although not complete disappearance,
of course) of patronage as the main mode of political organization, and
in the remarkable development of a strong civil society with its bourgeois
civil liberties. It was the lack of such an ideology and civil society in Greece
and in many other peripheral capitalist formations which explains why
clientelistic/ "corrupt" practices still play a dominant role in those politics.
If this point is accepted, then it is quite obvious that Veremis's main
objective is not the psychological criticism of specific personalities, but
the analysis of an institutional framework within the rules of which specific individuals had to operate. In other words, the implications to be
drawn from Veremis's work are not that Plastiras, Pangalos or Kondylis
as individuals were more "crooked" or "corrupt" than their Western
bourgeois counterparts, for instance, but that these leading personalities
were subject to a set of political rules which forced them, as individuals,
either to operate clientelistically or to become politically ineffective. Another way of saying this is that, whereas political and military leaders
See the extensive review of Veremis's book by George Mavrogordatos,

Diavazo, No. 16, 1978.

88

JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

in the West had to operate within strongly institutionalized horizontal
modes of political organizations to promote their personal ambitions
(whether egoistic or altruistic), in Greece they had to do so within a
dientelistic framework.
Furthermore, it is precisely because the basis of the self-interested behavior of interwar politicians was one of social structure rather than
personal psychology which explains why these same persons, in different
contexts, displayed genuinely heroic qualities (for example, Plastiras
during the Asia Minor campaign). If this fundamental point was not
explicitly spelled out in the book, it is certainly implied by both the substance and the detached style of Veremis's chief arguments.
III. In a way Dertilis's and Veremis's books are very different intellectual endeavors. The major strength of the former lies in its theoretical sophistication, its analytical rigor, and its successful attempt at
synthesis; the latter's strong point is the very valuable and original research in an area which has remained untapped so far by historians of the
interwar period. However, both works in their different ways put forward
a similar argument: the relative autonomy of the political and military
spheres vis-I-vis class developments.
Reading these two books shows once again how misleading the analyses are which try to establish one-to-one direct linkages between class
locations and politico-military practices—a type of class reductionism which
proliferates even today in Marxist works on modern Greek history. The
two books also demonstrate that attempts to see an omniscient and
omnipotent bourgeoisie anthropomorphically pulling the strings behind
the backs of politicians and army officers is methodologically misleading
and substantively wrong.
The lesson to be learned from the relative autonomy thesis is not,
however, that class analysis is irrelevant, but that the links between
class structure and politics are highly complex and indirect, that in certain
conditions the influence of class structure on politics does not operate by
means of horizontally organized collective actors consciously "making
history," but takes more indirect and passive forms—with class locations
often acting as a framework which sets more or less narrow limits to
political and military practices.
Finally, both authors, by showing how inappropriate is the mechanical application of conceptual schemes borrowed from the study of western
European socioeconomic development, have opened up the field and prepared the ground for further research on Greek politics—research which,
as both authors have persuasively argued, should take the specificity of
modern Greek society more seriously into consideration.

A Life-Long Sojourn in the Aegean:
A Tribute to Kaldis
by GEORGE VALAMVANOS

Death is
paid of
by living
GIUSEPPE UNGARETTI

What follows is by no means a eulogy of the painter Aristodemos
Kaldis. That would have been a sacrilege for a man who could speak eloquently about himself either on a strict personal level or in conjunction
with his art, and who has left behind a considerable oeuvre as a testimony
of his genius to future generations. It is rather a timid, personal account
of the man, and draws heavily upon my brief encounter with him toward
the end of his life and from numerous conversations I have had about him
with people who knew him well and admired him or were puzzled by his
remarkable personality. For Kaldis, to say the least, was an unusual human
being, a legend among New York artists during his lifetime.
Kaldis's birth, certain as that may be, is clouded in obscurity. Reportedly he was born in Dikeli, Asia Minor, which in antiquity was known
as Atarneus, and where Aristotle married a princess. Other sources have
it that he was born on the Greek island of Mytilini, which is also the birthplace of Sappho. When asked, Kaldis would say that he was actually born
on a calque sailing in the Aegean off the Turkish coast, a stone's throw
from either Asia Minor or Mytilini. Like a true giant he seems to have
been born with one foot on each place. But since the reported circumstances of one's birth can be left to one's own prerogative, it suffices here
to say that somewhere in between the poetic vision of Sappho and the
philosophical reasoning of Aristotle, Kaldis was born—at a very young
age—to Greek parents on August 15, 1899. He was the third of four
children.
That beginning, an intermarriage of myth and reality, of an incredible imagination and the commonplace, marks the entire personal and
creative experience of Aristodemos Kaldis. To be born in the Aegean is
to be born with more than a heritage; one is born with a past. And it
is precisely that past which also shapes the future. History, which over
the years has left its unmistakable mark of distinction on that part of
89
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the world, is inescapable in one's formative years. Being synonymous with
beauty, it is a force that shapes man's destiny. Young Kaldis must have
sensed this when at the age of fourteen he became involved in a relative's
shipping business and was sent sailing in the Aegean, for he carried with
him throughout his life the impressions made on him during that period,
setting them visually in his work as "memories." Byzantine churches,
colorful domes, lighthouses, tiny harbors, conically-shaped rocks, olive
trees, white-washed houses, which appear again and again in his paintings,
all come from that time-frame in his life. Even when finding himself
thousands of miles away, Kaldis would always return religiously to Greece
to fulfill himself as an artist. New York, which became his adopted home
and which he loved equally well, served as a practical resource by exposing
him to the other artists and new ideas so vital to his artistic inquisitiveness.
But his dream remained essentially Levantine: a life-long sojourn in the
Aegean. In a sense, Kaldis shares with Theophilos, the Greek primitive
painter, the same profound ethnic attachment so evident in their work.
After a brief attempt to study theology (he actually enrolled in a
seminary), he had second thoughts about it and dismissed himself from
the "select flock" to the advantage of both himself and his Maker. Greatly
relieved, he promptly left for Watertown, a suburb of Boston, as an
immigrant. He was now seventeen, with a robust personality and an open,
receptive mind, and he was ready for the experiences which would eventually lead him to his creative awareness. On reaching the New World his
immediate concern was to learn English, which he did largely by speaking
to people, a method he had previously employed to learn Turkish and
would use again to master Italian. It has been reported that Kaldis maintained his impeccable Greek by engaging in lengthy conversations about
books and art with two Greek bakers in New York. Soon his English improved to such an extent that he was hired as an interpreter for Greek
workers at a rubber factory in Boston. This was his first direct contact
with the common laborer, an experience he was to rely on as a union organizer in later years. During that period he also worked as a journalist,
writing articles about art or any other subject for any willing publisher.
In the early 1930s he left Boston for New York.
Whereas Boston was the second stage of preparation for Kaldis,
Greece being the first, his arrival in New York marks the end of his
"formal" schooling and the beginning of his formative years as a serious
artist and a man whose ideas, stature, and total dedication to his art would
be an inspiration to scores of other artists. Being a man of action, he
plunged himself wholeheartedly into the organization of the Hotel and
Restaurant Workers and led a strike of New York chefs. He must have
been a unionist par excellence for he possessed both the physical attributes
for such a role (he was tall, husky, fearsome, impressive) and a capacity
for self-expression matched by few. At the same time he continued to
write, and in 1934 he met his wife, the late Laurie Eglington, the noted
editor of the influential Art News of the 1920s and '30s. Soon Eglington
proved to be more than a wife to him; she was the inspiration and the

92

JOURNAL OP THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

I left the room and hid. How could it be possible!" Yet, he knew well
enough that he, too, along with Matisse, had something to say on that
matter. Being a lover of literature as well as the visual arts, Kaldis also
associated with many writers, including Joyce and Hemingway. In the
midst of all this he would pay frequent visits to Greece, sometimes with
young Guy, to realize a deeper, inner need. On the occasions when his
son traveled alone, Kaldis instructed him to go to the Temple of Poseidon
at Cape Sounion, one of his favorite spots, where the Aegean spreads
below one like an enormous blue sheet.
In the 1940s Kaldis held a series of twelve lectures at Carnegie Hall
in which he discussed the influence of the past and present on art. He
appropriately called them "Key to Modern Art," and they were attended
by many young artists who later became well-known. In one of the lectures
devoted entirely to the artistic evaluation of modern painters living in
New York at that time, he included a number of women. This angered
many male artists who did not wish to be compared to them. Kaldis's
firm determination to stand for women's value in the arts as well as his
conviction on other issues elevated him to a champion among his fellow
artists, who spoke of him in a way we usually associate with the archetypal
image of the patriarch. He was now in a position to instruct other painters
and had entered a period of great artistic productivity and spiritual insight. He argued with anybody willing to do so on any topic of artistic
interest, lectured extensively on a variety of subjects from El Greco to
early Christian art, wrote and painted, constantly developing his mode
of expression. It was during this period that the Barnes Foundation of
Merion, Pennsylvania, bought one of his paintings, bestowing upon him
the distinction of being the first living American painter whose work was
included in that prestigious collection of masters.
Kaldis as an artist did not receive popular recognition until the '60s,
with two major shows in New York, one in 1963 at the Stewart Gallery
and the other in 1967 at the Kornblee Gallery. In 1975 he was awarded
a Guggenheim Fellowship specifically to do New England landscape paintings. Typical of his boisterous personality, Kaldis's landscapes have a
panoramic view and seem to encompass a cosmos in miniature. What came
out of that period, which extended to 1977 when he was awarded a second
grant, is Kaldis's singular statement of his love of America. Being in his
seventies he could now look back and evaluate his life not only in terms
of his artistic achievements, but also in terms of personal contacts and
happiness. There is no doubt that the New World had a very strong voice
both in the expression of his art and in his personal experiences. Kaldis's
last exhibit was in November 1978 at the Grimaldis Gallery in Baltimore.
On the day before the official opening he gave a lecture at the Maryland
Institute to a capacity audience. The reception he was given on that day—
the standing ovation, the warm, spontaneous response to his wit and intellect—was a pure expression of love for the man who had spent fifty
years of his life in the service of his art.
With age, however, came ill health. Toward the end of his life, Kaldis
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moved to a two-room apartment on Broadway, also keeping a studio within
walking distance to store his larger paintings. He conducted most of his
business from home, where he was frequently visited by friends and students who did small chores for him. Since he could no longer travel great
distances, he stopped his visits to Greece, where he still had a brother,
Christos, ten years younger. His inability to go to Greece reawakened in
him his Hellenic heritage. He spoke more Greek, painted Greek landscapes from memory, talked about his early beginnings in the Aegean,
and even listened to Greek radio programs—something he had refused to
do all his life considering it an insult to his taste. One wonders if it was
just a coincidence that he chose a Greek to give him his last show before
his death. Kaldis died in New York on May 2, 1979. He is survived by
his son and three grandchildren.
To comment on Kaldis's personality would be an extremely ambitious task, and I will not attempt it here. A teller of tall tales in the
fashion of the classical raconteur, he possessed an innate wisdom characteristic of such men. In fact, his whole personality was earthy. Walking in
New York, he could be easily distinguished among hundreds with his
long, uncombed mane, his three scarfs that swept the street hanging
snake-like from his neck, and that permanent forest of hair on his nose.
When he added a cane to his attire he had a reach longer than any other
living creature. No wonder a young woman was transfixed as though struck
by lightning when she once encountered Kaldis before her, open-armed,
crying ecstatically at the top of his voice, "My girl, you are beautiful.
And so was the Aegean!"
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The Metamorphosis Of Greece
Since World War II by WILLIAM

H. McNEILL. Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1978.
264 pp. np .
In Metamorphosis, William H.
McNeill reviews the changes in
Greek society over a period of
thirty years. The metamorphosis of
the title is the transformation of
Greece from a traditional rural to
a modernizing urban society. The
author's assessment is based on periodic observations of six villages
in different parts of Greece and
on information from a very selective list of books and articles on
Greece. The result is an odd mixture of incisive insight and somewhat naive superficiality. The metamorphosis that McNeill has witnessed is real, and he does a good
job of describing it. Less convincing, however, are the reasons he
gives for these changes.
The fundamental thesis of this
book is that the culture of the Greek
countryside is somehow distinctive
and that a transferral of values
embodied by this culture to the city
can account for the unique character
of Greece's postwar experience,
particularly the relative ease with
which large numbers of rural
Greeks have been accomodated in
the cities. This may be a valid
thesis, but the particular values and other features of rural
Greek culture that McNeill iden-

tifies as important can be found
in almost any peasant society. According to McNeill, in Greece there
is a "core of ideas and practices
that informs the lives of rural folk
and deeply affects urban behavior."
He maintains that this core's two
principal features that have facilitated urbanization are market skills
and family structure. "What I believe is this," he writes, "the values
and patterns of conduct inculcated
by family life in Greek villages are
readily transferable to urban contexts." The problem with this argument is that neither the market
skills described by McNeill nor the
family structure of rural Greeks is
unique, or even particularly distinctive, among rural peoples in
general. These same skills and patterns of family structure are present
among peasants in many of the
countries of southern Europe, Latin
America, southeast Asia, the Middle
East, and even in certain African
states; yet urbanization in most of
them has been considerably less
successful than in Greece, suggesting that we should look elsewhere for explanations of Greece's
unique experience in urbanization.
Since the entire thesis of Metamorphosis depends on the validity of
these characterizations, it is very
disturbing to find them so vulnerable.
There are two parts to this book:
chapters 1 to 3, which are essentially background, and the final two
95
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chapters, which deal with the details of Greece's postwar transformation. In general McNeill's account of the historical background
to this transformation and the situation of postwar Greece is accurate. Less revealing are his characterizations of traditional Greeks
and traditional Greek life. In
Chapter 1 the "commercial orientation" of Greek peasants is stressed,
and the mercenary quality of their
social and economic relationships is
maintained. On page 17 we read,
"it seems hard for me to exaggerate
the central significance of buying
and selling for traditional Greek
life." Yet, how does this differ from
peasants in other parts of the
world? Later, in the same paragraph, we find, " 'what can I gain
by making a deal with him' is the
first question that crosses a Greek
peasant's mind in almost every
encounter." Two pages later, in a
seemingly contradictory vein, McNeill observes, "but however real
the psychic income a generous host
might gain through envy tinged
with admiration that his acts aroused
among his neighbors, it is impossible to believe that the decisiofi to
play host was not taken spontaneously." Many of the facile generalizations in this first chapter, often
repeated throughout the book, reveal an ignorance of basic sociological and anthropological ideas about
peasants in general and Greek peasants in particular. Moreover, they
gloss over significant Greek regional
differences.
An example of McNeill's misguided reasoning with regard to the
nature of Greek rural character can
be found in his acceptance of the
stereotype of Greek peasants as

obsessed with political discussion.
His explanation for this obsession
is that, by specializing in vines and
olives, crops requiring relatively
little attention, Greek peasants have
had large amounts of free time to
engage in leisure activities such as
political discussions. Speculation of
this sort is of little value and can
be refuted by a multitude of evidence from other peasant societies
where rural underemployment (an
endemic featike of peasants in
general) has not led to a more
active concern with politics.
Somewhat more interesting is
McNeill's model of rural Greek
society as being composed of highland food-deficit villages and lowland settlements producing food
surpluses. Much of Greek history,
he maintains, has been affected by
the inherent tensions of this situation; indeed, McNeill proposes
that periodic violent confrontations
between highlanders and plainspeople have acted as a Malthusian
check on rural population growth.
He even suggests that the Greek
Revolution of 1821 and the Civil
War of the 1940s were, in part,
manifestations of this fundamental
division. This model reflects a bask
division in rural Greek society, but
it ignores, for the most part, the
informed ethnographic literature on
rural Greece in which the relationship between mountain and plains
villages is described as somewhat
strained but basically symbiotic.
The "ecological history" of
Chapter 2 covers the political, economic, demographic, and social
aspects of Greece's history to 1941.
Particularly good is the way in
which McNeill traces the origins of
certain influential aspects of Greek
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society: the division of the population into highland and lowland
communities; the virtual absence of
social classes; the creation of a diaspora; the establishment of international trade networks. Treatment
of the period between 1821 and
1941 is sound, but is little more than
a competent review of well-documented facts, and it sheds no new
light on this period. Likewise, in
the next chapter, McNeill's relatively objective account of the Civil
War and subsequent events (including the coup of 1967 and the
Cyprus crisis of 1974) is good, but
breaks no new ground.
This volume's most valuable
contribution to the literature on
modern Greece is to be found in the
last two chapters. Here the author
introduces original material, and
provides a unique and valuable perspective on change in rural and urban Greece. The basic thesis is
rather simple: rural Greek society
has been strongly affected by urban
influences, and many rural values
have been transferred to the city by
rural migrants. The most profound
and probably irreversible changes
have taken place in the countryside,
however, and Chapter 4 provides an
excellent overview of the variety of
postwar experience in rural Greece.
Here McNeill systematically reviews the circumstances of the six
villages he has observed over a
thirty year period. His first visits
were made to four of the villages
in 1947 when Greece lay devastated
from the combined effects of the
German occupation and the Civil
War. Visits to the same four and,
later, two additional villages at ten
year intervals provided the primary
source material for this chapter.
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Economically, Greece has progressed enormously since the end
of the Civil War, and the themes
of prosperity and material success
dominate here. Each village is a success story as measured by material
improvements: roads, electricity,
indoor plumbing, eradication of
malaria, mechanization of farming,
cash cropping, and changing patterns of consumption. McNeill is
particularly good at documenting
changes in life style, paying a great
deal of attention to such features
as clothing, dwellings, and other
material manifestations of incipient
rural affluence. He also registers
the effects of emigration and tourism.
Ultimately, however, McNeill's
observations on rural Greece are
superficial. Although he tried to
penetrate below the surface during
his brief visits to these communities
in 1947, 1956, 1966, and 1976, he
never really succeeded, and, thus,
his observations tend to focus on
aspects of village life that are readily accessible even to the casual
visitor. The real value of this chapter lies in its chronicle of progressive change in rural Greece over
thirty years and the elucidation of
the diverse experiences of the six
communities.
Greek urban life is the focus of
Chapter 5. Here McNeill maintains
that, although traditional village
life was disrupted by the influx of
new ideas and technology following
World War II, basic values survived
intact and were transferred to the
cities by migrants who abandoned
the countryside in numbers so great
that they comprised 55% of the
greater Athens population in 1960.
In addition to market skills and
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family structure, other rural traits
McNeill sees as influencing Greek
urban life are work schedules, an
inordinate concern with owning
real estate, "individual pursuit of
gain," patronage and clientage, and
the whole system of "mesa" and
"rousfeti" (although he does not
use these terms). But no real evidence that these are traditional
Greek peasant traits is presented,
nor do any of the ethnographic
studies cited by McNeill suggest that
they are. It is quite likely in fact
that patronage and clientage, for
example, are more characteristic of
urban environments, where there is
greater social stratification, and,
thus, do not represent an extension
of a rural pattern.
McNeill's repeated assertion that
rural Greek family structure is fundamentally unchanged in the city
is also annoying, especially since it
is never made entirely clear what
he means by "family structure," a
phrase which recurs throughout the
book. The only differences he notes
in family life among urban Greeks
are a trend toward fewer children
and some changes in courtship and
marriage patterns, a rather sad commentary on his familiarity with urban Greek kinship.
The strongest part of this chapter. is McNeill's use of statistics to
support the picture he paints of
Greek urban life. Moreover, he does
a good job of assessing the effects
of western influences through television and tourism, and of delineating the resulting tensions
between indigenous and imported culture. Less impressive is
McNeill's evalution of the political
implications of Greece's material
progress. His simplistic notion that

Greece's spectacular postwar prosperity has blunted the political appeal of the left was clearly disproved by the parliamentary elections of 1978 in which the left made
a very strong showing.
There are a few errors in Metamorphosis. For example, commenting on the junta's practice of torturing suspects, McNeill says that
"the regime always strove to conceal such acts." If this were the case,
the colonels would have administered their torture at a spot more
secluded than the downtown Athens
police station on crowded Bouboulinas Street, where the screams of
the unfortunate victims could easily
be heard by neighbors and passersby. It appears instead that the colonels wanted it known that political
dissent would be met with harsh
repression. McNeill is also a bit
confused over the sequence of events
during the Turkish invasion of
Cyprus in 1974. It was during the
second round of fighting on August
14-15 that Turkish troops occupied
a substantial part of the island, not
in the first round as McNeill states
on page 133. Moreover, it was not
the "Turks of Cyprus" who controlled the northern part of the
island following the invasion, but,
rather, as subsequent events have
clearly demonstrated, it is the mainland Turks who are in control there.
At the nitpicking level the absence of a bibliography is annoying,
and in a footnote on page 236 an
article by J. Lambiri-Dimaki is incorrectly attributed to C. SafiliosRothschild. Nowhere does McNeill
tell us how much time he actually
spent in any of the villages during
his visits over the years. Moreover,
the absence of a comparative per-
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spective further diminishes the
force of McNeill's analyses of
rural Greek culture and the country's experience with urbanization.
At one point he contrasts Greece
with the mostly Slavic Balkan
states, but he makes no attempt to
place Greece in the more appropriate
contexts of southern Europe or the
developing nations of the western
world.
This book is well-written, and
McNeill does an excellent job of
weaving together the various strands
of the modern Greek experience:
urbanization, rural development,
emigration, westernization, industrialization, tourism, the Cyprus
crisis, national and international
events. He also makes excellent use
of statistics. But Metamorphosis is
a mixed blessing. It contains bits
and pieces of the brilliance which

"AXX
T6p.oG IIpthroq,
II oXvnxii xposioypoccpla Eta6oXIj5 atAv Kimpo 6ricrii Tem%mi.; 7clyk [The Other Side.
Volume 1, The Political Chronography of the Invasion of Cyprus on the Basis of Turkish
Sources] by NEOCLES SARRIS.

Athens: Grammi, 1977. np.
Very seldom does news about
developments in Turkey which affect the interests of the Greek state
and nation reach the public in
Greece as a result of on-the-spot
reporting or systematic research by
Greek journalists and scholars. For
Greeks the two main sources for
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has helped establish W. H. McNeill

as one of the foremost historians of
our age, yet it is disappointing in
its most basic contentions. McNeill
is correct in maintaining that the
Greek postwar experience is unique
and is not just another case of western urbanization; but his argument
that the success and character of
urbanization in Greece can be attributed largely to a set of rural
values transferred to the city by
incoming migrants is simply not
substantiated. This volume is recommended for its clear relation
of modern Greek history and its
lucid description of modern society
and culture, but the reader is cautioned to cast a critical eye on interpretations and explanations of modern social phenomena.
—Peter S. Allen

such news have been the foreign
press agencies and the Greek Cypriot press. Usually it is the latter,
which must in turn rely on what its
Turkish Cypriot counterpart has to
report. On occasion Greek newspapers may send one of their reporters across the Aegean on a specific assignment. But such infrequent
forays to the other side only underscore the absence of any systematic
effort to follow and report developments in neighboring Turkey. And
they stand in sharp contrast to the
continuous monitoring of Greek
developments by Turkish journalists permanently stationed in
Athens. As a result, the Greek public is either ignorant or misin-
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formed about Turkey—especially
about Turkish policy and intentions
toward Greece and Cyprus.
Needless to say, the Greek press
cannot be held wholly responsible
for this lamentable state of affairs.
Greek governments have so far
exhibited an almost criminal indifference to the public's need to be
kept informed about matters concerning which it may one day be
called, in the name of God and
country, to make the supreme sacrifice. Successive Greek governments,
including the present one, have
made no effort to support and facilitate the flow of news and information from Turkey. And when,
on occasion, individuals performed
that function, their research or
scholarship was ignored and often
ridiculed by those in power. One
such case that comes readily to mind
is that of the Turkish-born Athens
lawyer and author, Ch. Christides,
whose incisive analyses about Turkish publications, anticipated the
tragic fate of the Greek community
both in Turkey and Cyprus. (See
especially his Kipriako ke ellinotourkika, 1953-1957, Athens,
1967.)
The author of I alli plevra, Neodes Sarris, was also born in Turkey
and, like most of those belonging
to that disappearing breed, has
found refuge in Athens, where he
teaches and writes. During his
youth, Sarris was an active participant in the Republican People's
Party; ideologically, he supported
the left-of-center positions which
are today espoused by the leadership of the RPP. Bulent Ecevit and
his current coterie of advisors, including Turan Gunes, Ecevit's Foreign Minister during the invasion

of Cyprus, have in fact been, and
continue to be, we are told, Sarris's
personal friends. This, and the
author's knowledge of the language
and culture, uniquely qualify him
in his twofold objective: to chronicle the Turkish invasion of Cyprus using Turkish sources, and, on
the basis of the reaction it provoked
in Turkey, to draw some generalizations on Turkish attitudes and
intentions toward the Helladic
world. As such, the book is aptly
titled.
To chronicle the invasion, Sarris
traveled to Turkey and talked to
many associated with the 1974
crisis, including then Prime Minister Ecevit and his Foreign and
Defense Ministers, Gunes and Isik.
The author's bibliography, the first
of its kind to be made available to
Greek readers, also attests to a comprehensive survey of the available
writings. Most of the material on
the invasion, however, is drawn
from a truly remarkable work on
the subject written by Mehmet All
Birand, the well-known reporter of
the Istanbul daily, Milliyet. Entitled
30 Sicak Gun (30 Hot Days), and
published by Milliyet publications
in 1976, it covers the period from
July 15 to August 13, 1974, and
provides a unique picture into Turkish deliberations, Turkey's diplomacy, and the first phase of the
Attila operation.
Sarris, who acknowledges his
indebtedness to Birand and praises
his work, draws extensively from
it, often quoting whole pages verbatim. Criticism is warranted for
this recurrent practice. But to the
extent that Sarris's use of extensive
quotations makes it possible for his
readers to follow directly particular
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developments as recounted by eyewitnesses or participants, this overindulgence of the author can perhaps be excused.
A number of revelations and disquieting themes that can only forbode ill for the future of GrecoTurkish relations emerge from the
work under review—and therein lies
its value. On the debate whether to
invade or not, we are informed that
many in Ecevit's cabinet were reluctant to endorse the use of force.
During the discussions in the bipartisan National Security Council,
former Prime Ministers S. Demirel
and N. Erim also advised against
any overseas adventurism. Partisan
motivations were, no doubt, partially responsible for the opposition's view, particularly Demirel's.
But Demirel's opposition was also
a reflection of his conservatism and
long political experience, which
suggests that the course of events
might have been different had he
been in power.
The disquieting aspect of the
pre-invasion period, however, is the
role of Bulent Ecevit. According to
Sarris, he was the driving force behind the decision to intervene, and
he had made up his mind on the
matter within hours of the antiMakarios putsch of July 15. Sarris
is quite emphatic on this point,
citing an equally emphatic Birand.
Additional corroborative material
is also referred to, in particular the
disbelief of many in Ecevit's inner
circle, in the Turkish diplomatic
service, and even among the military, regarding the prime minister's
determination to carry through the
invasion.
His romantic and poetic tendencies notwithstanding, Ecevit is por-
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frayed by Sarris as a cold, calculating
realist, and above all as a resolute
nationalist. It was under Ecevit,
after all, that Turkey put forth its
unilateral claims concerning the
Aegean continental shelf, while
Turkey's Cyprus policy shifted
subtly under him by officially espousing federation. But it was the invasion that established Ecevit's nationalist credentials. It silenced his
opponents on the right, who, until
then, and by using his now infamous
poem on Greco-Turkish friendship
as an indication, questioned his capacity to protect Turkish interests;
furthermore, the invasion also reconciled him with the Turkish military, who viewed him with misgivings and whose bitter critic he
had been. In connection with Ecevit's nationalism, it should also be
pointed out that the 1976 crisis in
the Aegean, which prompted
Greece's recourse to the Security
Council, was to a considerable extent a consequence of pressures by
Ecevit, then in opposition, on the
Demirel coalition.
Another aspect that deserves attention and is duly emphasized by
the author, was Turkey's readiness to
go to war with Greece if the latter
countered its invasion of Cyprus.
The Turkish High Command did
in fact expect a Greek reaction in
the Aegean and was adequately prepared to meet any opposition. More
than two thirds of its war machine
was concentrated there, and Turkish war plans called for the capture
of Greek territory. Turkey's resolution to go to war was dramatically
demonstrated by the air attack on its
own warships in the erroneous belief that they belonged to the Greek
navy. That incident is vividly de-
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scribed by Sarris with a commentary
on its significance. One only hopes
that Greek authorities have drawn
the appropriate conclusions.
Turkey's invasion provoked an
outburst of intense chauvinism,
which, according to Sarris, reflects
a pervasive and deeply rooted psychological resentment and inferiority complex on the part of Turks
toward anything Greek. He supports this contention by citing cases
of chauvinistic behavior by the masses and, more importantly, the interpretation given to such behavior
by Turkish scholars. The Turkish
victory and power, according to this
view, proved a psychological compensation for the average Turk,
who otherwise sees small Greece
surpassing Turkey in all areas of
economic development and achievement.
Although Sarris may overemphasize the extent to which these attitudes may be held by the average
Turk, the danger lies in their promotion and the active encouragement of anti-Greekness by Turkish
authorities. The author refers to a
book by a certain Selaha ttin Salisik,
published in 1967, that advocates
such views as the Turkish origins
of the Aegean and Ionian civilizations. (Ionia is today's Turkey, ergo
it was Turkish, etc. See also the
presumably scholarly diatribe of
Yaman Ors, "Certain Basic Misconceptions in the Field of History.
Ancient Greeks, the West and the
Modern World," in The Turkish
Yearbook of International Relations. Vol. XIV, 1974, pp. 92-119.)

The bemusement of the reader
quickly comes to an end, however,

when he is informed that, according
to a 1967 decision (No. 0783) of
authorities within the Ministry of
Education, Salisik's effusions are
recommended for high school students and civil servants in the Ministry of Defense and Foreign Affairs.
Indeed, the recent decision of the
Greek government to change the
name of its planned exhibition on
the Aegean civilization was a result
of Turkish objections to the use of
the word Aegean, in other words, of
the mythopoeia concerning its Turkish origins. Lest it might be "misunderstood" by its powerful neighbor, Greece obliged.
Sarris's I alli plevra deserves our
attention because of its many insights into Turkish political behavior and for the substantive information it provides on the issues,
and on the Turkish personalities
who shaped them. He must certainly be commended for his pioneering attempt to make accessible
to Greeks numerous and hitherto
unknown writings and sources from
the other side that may enable
Greek policymakers, researchers and
the public to better understand and
cope with present and future challenges from across the Aegean.
The present volume limits itself
to the 1974 crisis, but does not cover
the Geneva conferences and the
second phase of the Attila attack.
A sequel is planned that will cover
these areas and the historical evolution of the Cyprus question in the
context of Greco-Turkish relations.
One can only hope that it will be
even richer than the present volume
in its use of Turkish sources.
—Marios L. Evriviades

Book Reviews
oXuab ock aTCCXELptirIECC ma 6TCSpxoaroXoyipsLc - filtoxots-coAoYirsz LS GTO `EA) &a [Multinational Corporations and Transfer
Pricing in Greece) by PANAYOTIS

B. Roummons. Athens: Papazisis, 1978. 240 pp. 250 drachmas.
The multinational corporation is
one of the most controversial economic and political institutions of
our time. It has become a major
factor in the world economy, seriously affecting the functioning of
the entire international economic
order, through its influence of the
monetary and trading systems, the
international distribution of income,
and even world growth and price
stability.
Roumeliotis has attempted to
show the effects of the multinational
corporations (MNCs) on the Greek
economy. Because of the importance
of the subject, the book deserves a
great deal of attention. Constantine
Vaitsos, an authority on multinational corporations, explains, in
the introduction to the book, that
the author's concise analysis contributes to the understanding of the
multinationals' so-called "transfer
pricing" policy and its effects on
the Greek economy. Roumeliotis has
indeed successfully examined the
policy of import overpricing and
export underpricing purported by
the MNCs operating in Greece.
In the first chapter, Roumeliotis
gives an overview of the existing
theories on the role of the MNCs
in the world economic order. In
examining the issue of direct international investments, he asserts that
these investments control the transfer and disposal of resources as well
as the systems and methods of pro-
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duction on an international scale.
These direct investments have been
created by corporations which are
characterized by their global strategy
of utilizing and disposing of international economic resources.
It is at this point that one needs
to be reminded of the myths that
have been cultivated by orthodox
economists. They believe that the
MNCs can contribute to the development of less developed countries
(LDCs) through transfer of technology, financial inflows, and the
alleviation of balance of payments
problems. The technology transferred to the Third World by the
MNCs has been designed for the
resource conditions of the advanced
industrialized nations where there
is a relative abundance of capital
and a relative scarcity of labor.
This technology is, therefore, incapable of absorbing labor from the
LDCs. Technology is also a key
variable in explaining unequal income distribution in countries undergoing increasing industrialization. This is due, to a large extent, to private ownership of the
required technology and the absence of governmental programs
for redistribution, as is the case in
most LDCs. The modern technology
that the MNCs have transferred to
the Third World has benefited a
small minority of its population
while it has become a disservice to
the great majority.
Rather than benefit the LDCs,
financial inflows have, in actuality,
turned out to be a financial drain,
decreasing both current consumption and available local savings and,
thus, future consumption for the
vast majority of the populations in
LDCs. On this point, Roumeliotis
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refers to U.S. Department of Commerce statistics which show that,
between 1960 and 1969, the movement of capital outflow from the
MNCs to their subsidiaries abroad
was approximately one billion dollars from profits alone, excluding
interest, royalties, and transfer pricing policies.
Problems with the balance of
payments, which most Third World
countries have experienced, have
worsened since the MNCs began
operating globally with large scale
operations. On the one hand, the
gap between LDC exports and imports increases, and, on the other,
outflows continue to mount on payments of profits, royalties, and interest for past MNCs' direct investment.
Roumeliotis mentions that the
productivity of American capital
is higher abroad than within the
United States. He refers to a study
which has shown that 90 billion
dollars was invested by MNCs
abroad. The same amount invested
in the U.S. would increase American
income by 213 billion dollars and
the wages and salaries of Americans by 10 billion dollars, but
would decrease corporate profits by
8 billion dollars. We can see that,
though the internationalization of
capital is necessary for its own
growth, it is contrary to the interests of the American people and the
future of American economic
growth.
One should note, of course, that
American multinationals also have
many opponents in the United States
who believe that the MNCs are not
only a nemesis for the developing
nations but represent a threat to the
American economy. They assert

that by producing abroad, they export American jobs and, by transferring technology to overseas affiliates, they undermine domestic
economic growth. The MNCs pervert international relations through
bribes and kickbacks, and they
generally dictate the course of
American foreign policy. Finally,
the multinationals alter the distribution of income away from labor
and toward capital, and they erode
the bargaining power of labor by
supporting non-union operations
overseas.
While the author gives us a good
analysis of the position of the liberal
and Marxist schools of thought on
the issue of MNCs, however, the
work of Barnet and Muller, perhaps
the most definitive work on the
multinationals, does not receive the
attention it deserves. According to
their treatise in Global Reach: The
Power of Multinational Corporations, the multinational corpora-

tions' primary interest is worldwide profit maximization, and their
power is growing at the expense of
both home and host countries. These
global giants are striving by conscious design to become anational
entities, and, in the process, they
distort the economic development
of poorer countries by promoting
inappropriate production and consumption patterns.
In the second chapter, the author
explains that the MNCs' power in
Greece resulted from their worldwide monopolistic nature, the relatively small size of the Greek
economy in comparison with these
giants, and the very conducive legal
and financial conditions which exist
in Greece. Roumeliotis presents a
comprehensive synopsis of the legal
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framework that exists in the country
and the incentives and privileges it
has given to foreign companies. He
concludes that the MNCs benefit
more than the domestic companies
from the system of incentives that
exist in Greece.
According to the author, until
1975 the MNCs could have exported an amount of 467 million
dollars—the capital outflow, however, reached only 219 million dollars. He suggests that these companies have an interest in reinvesting
these profits because they are exempt from paying taxes and can
take advantage of other provisions
of Greek law.
The third chapter, which is the
most important in the book, contributes considerably to the understanding of the "transfer price"
mechanism that the MNCs use to
overprice imports and underprice
exports. Roumeliotis's empirical
work on this important issue deserves a great deal of commendation. Transfer prices frequently
deviate sharply from the market
price of goods. The primary reason
for such a policy is the tendency of
the MNCs towards world-wide
profit maximization of their operations.
Import overpricing can occur
when the parent company transfers
funds from one subsidiary to another part of its network. Export
underpricing occurs primarily when
the parent company pays lower
corporate taxes in the country where
it has a subsidiary. In this way the
parent company will earn more
profits by directing the exporting
subsidiary to undervalue its exports. It is obvious, from the above,
that import overpricing accom-
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plishes the same objectives and is
done for similar reasons as export
underpricing.
The author compiled the following data: first, in considering the
issue of overpricing imports and
examining the metallurgical and
chemical industries, he found that
the total loss in foreign exchange
from December 1974 to December
1975 was over 10 million dollars.
The higher overpricing was approximately 230% and the lower
about 5%.
In looking at export underpricing, Roumeliotis examined the
case of three metallurgical products
between January to December 1976.
The export of these products represented about 6% of the total
Greek exports for 1976. Foreign
exchange in the amount of 8.4 million dollars was lost through only
these three industries; one industry
underpriced its exports by 8.3%,
another by 8.8%, and the last by
16.9%. An additional discovery
made by the author was the astonishing number of cases where many
companies systematically underpriced their representatives' commission in Greece. This is done so
that these representatives, who are
Greek nationals, can keep a part of
their commission in foreign bank
accounts.
In the last chapter, the author
examines the possibilities of MNC
control and transfer of technology.
This is the weakest chapter, but
only because of the difficulty of the
task. Even the late Stephen Hymer,
a foremost expert on the multinationals, was pessimistic about their
future control: ".. . as it [MNC)
crosses international boundaries, it
pulls and tears at the social and po-
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litical fabric and erodes the cohesiveness of national states. Whether
one likes this or not, it is probably
a tendency that cannot be stopped."
If there is a shortcoming in this
very good piece of work, it is its
omission of a crucial issue—the effects of the MNCs on the distribution of income in Greece. Although

the problem of the distribution of
income has been neglected by all
post-war Greek governments, one
hopes that Roumeliotis will take the
opportunity in the near future to
study the relationship between the
MNCs and the distribution of income in Greece.

' Axacthv dottii [Shore of the Acheans) by KYRIAKOS CHARALAMBI-

place of Cyprus in Greek history
and the difficulties that its geographic position at the crossroads
of warring civilizations created for
its people. Moving on three different planes of unequal emphasis,
the poem attempts an intuitive
grasp of the present disaster
through an evocation of an illustrious historical journey.
sometimes locking step with the
First of all, there is, of course, the
past. Cyprus was one of the birthplaces claimed for Aphrodite, and
the goddess of love is omnipresent
in Charalambides's verses, sometimes locking step with the Virgin
Mary, that other great motherfigure that has dominated the consciousness of the Greek people.
But Cyprus was also the Greeks'
eastern paradise, the island of the
blessed, on the shores of which
the dead disembarked after a long
sea journey. On Cyprus they would
spend an eternity of beauty and
happiness. The precise spot where
the blessed Acheans stepped off
their boats was the northern shore
around Kyrenia—and it was there
that, centuries later, the brutal invader first set foot on the island.
Around this shocking juxtaposi-

DES.

Nicosia: 1977. 110 pp. np.

Greek writers often seize upon
their country's disasters and the
profound human misery accompanying them as fuel for their
loftiest flights. While scarcely a
consolation for the crimes committed in Cyprus by "Greeks" and
foreigners, a sparkling poetic voice
has risen, in accordance with that
tradition, to lament the island's suffering. I refer to Kyriakos Charalambides's collection of poems entitled Shore of the Acheans (Acheon
Akte), one of the more significant
achievements of the youngest generation of Greek poets. Its rhythm is
swift and captivating; its style terse
and almost classical, with frequent
unusual and powerful combinations
of words. Charalambides's poetry
testifies to the vitality of the civilization of Cyprus and to the resilient
spirit of its martyred people that has
already become manifest in many
other ways.
Shore is a poem of historical
memory and historical consciousness. It is permeated by a deep
awareness of the distinguished

—Theodore C. Kariotis
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tion of bright and eternal myth and
the darkness of the present,
Charalambides structures the dramatic tension of his poetry:
Three thousand and fifteen years
ago you were
beauteous, blessed, invincible,
virginal like Kypris that gave birth
to the desire for things better.
Now your soul
chains Mr. Sky and places bandages
on terrified trees and empty birds.
("Epinelos")

The ideal past is, thus, a bridge
to a shattered present. In a poem
written in May 1974, the poet had
a premonition of the catastrophe
that was about to befall his martyred land. As another poem
("Shore of the Acheans") notes,
it was a catastrophe that was aided
by the spite, stupidity, irresponsibility, and thoughtlessness of
those in charge of the destinies of
Hellenism in the period leading to
the explosion. Charalambides condemns the traitors with restrained
but deep-cutting tones ("Magic
Image"). In any case, no matter
who the culprit was, the present
moment is one of utter destruction. The greater part of this collection is devoted to a description
of the situation in which the civilization an entire people had been
building for centuries is threatened
with extinction. One fundamental
theme pervades the poems dedicated to the present—Death appearing
in a thousand disguises. The landscape Charalambides paints is
dominated by mutilated bodies,
broken stones, broken images,
broken dreams. His is a cry of
revulsion and despair, a protest
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against an injustice of great historical dimensions. If this situation is not rectified, then, the poet
says, quoting Archbishop Makarios, the message is that only
violence wins out in the end in this
world ("The Hoof of Logos"). A
sample of the black and oppressive
atmosphere, contrasted sharply
with the bright beauty of the land,
is found in "Motherland's Dissection":
My motherland, startled deer,
incredibly pale.
Envy fell on your head,
your soul has withered; ugly scream.
Under the wheels of treachery
your blood stooped fleeing, worldly.

Is there a way out of this disas.
ter? Charalambides is so emotionally involved grappling with
the dismembered present, that it is
not surprising that the dimension
of the future remains weaker and
uncultivated. In the history of Cyprus it seems that the only constant is that the "future" has always been worse than the "present." Charalambides certainly concentrates most of his energy on
nursing the wounds of today. However, there are indications that he
is also looking ahead, albeit with
an understandable hesitation and
ambivalence.
Two distinct attitudes emerge.
One is uttered by Rimako, that
oracular presence in the poems who
reminds us of the "manteis kakon"
in ancient tragedy. He says that
when the immediacy of the pain is
past, we will learn to live with our
mutilated being, continuing to
exist in an ordinary way as if nothing had happened, or at least
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of freedom triumphant, the rebirth
of beautiful and fulfilled life out
of the devastation of the present.
This is the idealistic, the noble
view that the world was made for
liberty and justice, and therefore
those that thrive on oppression and
evil are bound to meet their inescapable doom. This is the dominant sentiment in Charalambides's
heart. We can only hope he is correct.

nothing that can be set aright again.
This prophecy is frightful because
it contains a great deal of truth.
Would it be unfair to suggest that
it represents an attitude of indifference adopted by many Greeks
today? 'Whatever its objective justification, it contains an element of
selfishness that cannot be wished
away.
Another vision also informs
Shore, and this one is affirmed in
more ringing tones. It is the vision

—

Pericles S. V allianos

***
Ewcppoyc6'ttx6 atxocto: yevtxd ttepoc
[Correctional Law; General Part)

by STE FANGS K. ANAGNOSTAKIS.
Thessaloniki: Krinos (printer),
1978. 326 pp. np.
Imprisonment is the sanction most
commonly imposed by states upon
individuals who violate their laws.
Prison life is associated with the
deprivation of many human and
legal rights of the incarcerated offender. Many perceive these deprivations as necessary concomitants
of the punitive nature of imprisonment, indispensable for the maintenance of social order. Others
distinguish between unduly restrictive deprivations and deprivations attributable to the institutional
structure of prisons, and try to draw
the dividing line. Finally, others
question the entire premise of imprisonment and support its eventual abolition. Thus, a rich body of
literature has developed — both in
national and international forums—
regarding prisoners' rights and
the correctional process in general.

In Greece the law of corrections
has not yet received the attention
given by scholars to other areas of
criminal jurisprudence such as criminal law, procedure, or criminology. The relevant literature has
been disappointingly scant, whereas
the presence of courses on correctional law in the law schools is invariably feeble. Reflective of this
situation is the fact that Greece—
a typically civil law country—never
had a single statute or code governing the treatment of prisoners
and their rights until 1967. That
year, a few months after it came
to power, the military dictatorship
brought into force the country's
first correctional code.
During that period, Greek prisons were also filled with political
prisoners, opponents of the regime
who were hypocritically called
common criminals" by its officials.
These prisoners had the opportunity
to experience the inhuman conditions of Greek prisons and the
cruelties of the Greek correctional
system. Thus, when the dictator"
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ship collapsed, they were the first regarding the bibliography, ministo advocate reforms in that aspect terial ordinances, and various laws
which had been in force.
of state legislation as well.
Although these reforms have
Anagnostakis offers valuable
never taken place, the problem of information in that respect, but his
prisons has now attracted the at- approach to the historical evolution
tention of more jurists. Hesitant of penal practices is typically tracriticisms of the correctional code ditional. The history of penal sancare appearing presently in univer- tions is presented as the unfolding
sity textbooks, and the need for re- of an idea in which penological
form of the correctional system is developments are bound together
a recurring theme in the literature. with the ideological notions of
It is in this respect that Stefanos progress" and "reform," without
Anagnostakis's book is, if nothing any further insight into the relaelse, timely.
tions between penal changes and
The book constitutes a critical changes in social structure. This inexamination of the general part of sight is very often lacking in standGreek correctional law, that is, of ard historical studies of punishment
the general principles governing in Greece. (European penal praccorrectional treatment and the legal tices have been examined under that
status of incarcerated offenders. The perspective in the classic work of
author examines mainly the Greek Georg Rushe and Otto Kircheimcode of corrections in comparison er, Punishment and Social Strucwith prison rules and legal stand- ture, new edition, New York: Rusards prevailing in other countries sell and Russell, 1968.) Thus, very
or adopted by international organi- little is known on the introduction
zations such as the Council of of convict labor into Greek prisEurope and the United Nations. ons, the establishment of county
Although critical of many provi- prisons (etypoustic puAomic), and
sions of that code, this book does the political, social, and econonot seem to advocate radical reforms mic changes which accompanied
within the Greek correctional sys- them. Likewise, our understanding
tem.
remains vague on the effects that
In the first part of his book, political considerations had upon
Stefanos Anagnostakis attempts to the legal status and rights of crimiclarify his position on some method- nal prisoners—as political prisoners
ological issues such as the defini- in Greece were very frequently cattion of correctional science and its egorized. In this respect, an evaluarelationship to the other branches tion of the work done and the
of criminal jurisprudence. Then he role played by various foreign exproceeds with a brief historical re- perts invited by Greek governments
view of the evolution of penal sanc- during those years to assist in the
tions in Europe, the United States, organization of the country's corand Greece. According to him, the rectional system would be extremely
history of corrections in Greece can helpful. Professor Anagnostakis's
be divided into nine phases, each historical account is another indione having its own characteristics cation that our knowledge in this
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respect still remains rudimentary.
The second part of the book contains a selected general bibliography
on corrections from various countries and international organizations.
Unfortunately, that bibliography,
because of the way it is compiled,
cannot be used effectively as an aid
to further research. Most works are
listed by author's name and date of
publication alone, the references to
publisher's name, edition number,
and place of publication being absent or very scant. However, the
inclusion of foreign materials besides the ones in German, French,
and Italian, which are routinely
cited by Greek scholars, is an effort that should be welcomed.
Part III of the book deals with
the principles upon which modern
correctional treatment should rest
and the legal status of the imprisoned in Greece. Professor Anagnostakis lists five postulates to be pursued in every modern correctional
system: the improvement [rehabilitation) of offenders; the individualization of treatment; the legality
of correctional treatment; and the
humanitarian way in which this
treatment should be exercised. He
then examines the conformity of
the Greek correctional system to
these principles. Despite his discomfort with some linguistic and
other minor deficiencies of the correctional code, Anagnostakis seems
to be satisfied with the degree of
this code's accomplishment of the
five principles. His analysis, however, is somewhat mechanical. It is
confined to a strict comparison of
the code provisions with the commands of each principle, and it
ignores a number of other equally
decisive issues such as the ability

of prisons to rehabilitate, the lack
of alternative non-custodial sanctions in the Greek penal code, the
differing philosophical considerations in the imposition of punishment and its execution, the role of
the principle of legality in strengthening prisoners' reintegration into
society, etc. An extensive discussion of these issues would have shed
more light on the extent to which
the Greek system conforms to these
principles, particularly since that
conformity is a matter extending far
beyond similarities in form or language.
The legal status of prisoners is
determined by article 4, paragraph
4, of the code of corrections. According to it, prisoners are not prohibited, because of the deprivation
of their liberty, from exercising the
rights afforded to them by law.
Thus, the mere fact of imprisonment
should not affect the legal rights
they possessed when they were free,
except in the cases provided for by
law. Anagnostakis believes that
many Greek laws are unduly restrictive in that respect, and recommends their revision. More specifically, he is particularly critical of
article 1700 of the civil code prescribing that a person convicted for
a felony is placed under "legal protection" ("vdiuµo5 dc7cay6psuaK"),
and is therefore deprived of the
capacity to contract; he argues
for the repeal of article 3, paragraph 3, of the correctional code,
which enables the prison administration to deny a prisoner the permission to marry; he also recommends the revision of article 60 of
the penal code providing for the
mandatory deprivation of the convicted person's civil rights, etc.
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Equally interesting is the author's
treatment of prisoners' rights in
concreto. Stefanos Anagnostakis
distinguishes between rights in
the legal sense and concessions
made to prisoners by prison authorities. Among prisoners' rights he
indudes the right to education, the
right to work, the right to vote,
the right of freedom of opinion, the
right to make reports or complaints
to the authorities, the right of protection of family life, etc. His list
of concessions indudes items such
as prisoners' recreation, the exercise of a system of privileges and
rewards, the notification of regulations governing the institution into
which prisoners are admitted, the
previous description of disciplinary
offenses, and the type of punishment to be imposed.
Anagnostakis's examination of
the legal status of prisoners offers
a stimulating insight into the problem. However, apart from supporting the position that prisoners
should not be prohibited from exercising the rights afforded to them
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by law, the author does not elaborate on any guidelines as to when the
law can forbid such an exercise.
Thus, his recommendations for reforming specific laws do not constitute an in-depth approach to the
discussion of the problem.
The absence of these points, however, does not diminish the importance of the book. Anagnostakis's
work affords us valuable information on the internationally accepted
norms regarding prisons, and offers a lucid picture of some of the
inadequacies of the Greek correctional system. Yet, for a better understanding of these issues, further
research is needed into these norms
(extensive comparative research of
Anglo-American law, assessment
of the case law developed by the
organs of the Council of Europe
regarding the application of the
European Convention on prisons,
etc.), along with a critical reevaluation of the Greek correctional model, extending both to the theory
and the way it is enforced in reality.
—Nikos Patouris
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