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Statement

With this issue, the Journal inaugurates "Documents," a new
feature, which will, as material becomes available, publish archival
documentation relevant to the history of Greece and the Greek
diaspora. All documents published will be done so without any
editorial intervention whatsoever. As much as possible, we will
endeavor to reproduce the exact format and text of all documents,
including all typographical, orthographical, and syntactical errors.
Our purpose simply is to make an ongoing contribution to the un-
covering of the historical data necessary for the elucidation of
Greek history. In addition, we would like this data to be as acces-
sible, and to be disseminated as widely, as possible. There is a
tendency among many historians to "appropriate" history's value,
that is, to "deal" with it as if it is not, in fact, the collective testa-
ment of humanity's presence on earth, but, on the contrary, a
private will whose beneficiaries are a few "special" relations—the
historians themselves, of course. It is this extraordinary subversion
of historical integrity to which we are opposed. We do not believe
in the "interpretation" of history but in its conscientious—and con-
scious—reconstitution. As such, we believe that, once documents
are made available to everyone, most people can—and will—draw
the historically unimpeachable conclusions.

One other point: there is a peculiar tendency that crosses the
ideological barriers dividing historians. Regardless of whether they
are reactionary or progressive, one can detect in many of these
people's work an almost ineffable awe of the "document" per se.
Specifically, in Greek historiography, there has been a trend during
the last few years to assume that "the archives" (whether P.R.O.,
or America's National Archives, or the diaries of former guerilla
leaders) will finally cast all the necessary light on the oppressive
darkness of our recent historical experience (especially from Au-
gust 4, 1936, to April 21, 1967). This type of thinking is not only
delusional, it is, in actuality, anti-historical. Documents are neither
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objective nor value-free nor, indeed, indicators of anything except
the particular mediation of the consciousness that produced them.
Documents are not autonomous texts; they speak the words—and
thoughts—of those who wrote them. In that specific historical
sense, one cannot "prove" anything with documents except the
fact of their own existence. The most one can do is recreate an
ideological environment or confirm specific decisions taken and
actions executed. Nothing more. In any case, history is not a
criminal trial. The purpose to the study of history is not to prove
culpability but to reconstruct the "facts"—and the facts do not lie
in documents but in history's material process of social definition.
Thus, as one reads these documents, one must keep in mind that
they are not "innocent" scriptures but the compositions of breath-
ing men and women, who are, like all of us, historical—and poli-
tical—agents. (Ironically, what makes this series of documents
particularly interesting is that many of them are clearly composed
not by right-wing but left-wing "mediators.")

As for our other articles, the essay on Epirot folk music is our
first review of a non-literary cultural product. We welcome more
reviews of this type from our readers. We want the Journal's
review function to expand beyond books and encompass ever-wider
areas of cultural articulation. Finally, we hope that our lead article
by James Petras will be the first in a continuing series of essays
on the successes, problems, and practical and theoretical issues in-
volved in the definition of the first Greek socialist government.
Once again, we welcome all contributions. If nothing else, we
know that this will be a long, complex, and emotional debate.
Nevertheless, it is absolutely necessary—in fact, for a Greek, it
is this generation's most significant and definitive debate.

—The Editors



Greek Socialism:
Walking the Tightrope

by JAMES PETRAS

Introduction

Outwardly, not much has changed in Greece since a socialist govern-
ment was elected this past October: U.S. military bases are still operating,
the multinationals are doing business as usual, the wealthy Greek ship-
owners, bankers, and businessmen still crowd the elegant restaurants in
the exclusive Kolonaki area of Athens. Yet, among the great mass of
people, there is a sense of expectation that substantial changes are in
store—that the socialist government will make a difference in their lives.
The difference in Greece today is the complete absence of fear among
the populace of police repression. Already in decline since the military
junta collapsed in 1974, there still remained a deep suspicion among
farmers and trade unionists that the files and blacklists of the post-civil
war (1944-1949) regimes could be reactivated, since many of the per-
sonalities of the previous conservative government were holdovers from
an earlier, more repressive, period. Especially in rural areas, the tight-fisted
control exercised by the local gendarmerie since the civil war has only
broken recently. The widespread vote for the Socialist Party in rural
areas signals the breakdown of right-wing control and the growth of
rural populism. For the first time in decades, small farmers and peasants
openly support the left. The new found independence is openly being
encouraged by the Socialists through the elimination of police files and
informers, and the promotion of rural credits and cooperative organiza-
tions. In the past, tanks lurked in the shadow of every popular meeting.
Today, Greece is a democracy without tanks. At the annual meeting to
commemorate the students who died during the uprising at the Poly-
technic University, protesting the military regime, no police were present;
the march of one million proceeded by the U.S. Embassy without in-
cident. In previous years, brutal battles with police were normal oc-
currences, and they led to scores of injuries and the death of two students
in the previous year. It has taken a socialist government to secure liberal-
democratic freedoms in Greece.

Western commentators—of the left and the right—have alternatively
conveyed two equally mistaken impressions concerning the new govern-
ment in Greece. Prior to and just after the elections, they predicted radical
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and immediate changes, including widespread socialization of the econ-
omy and abrupt realignments in foreign policy. When those changes
were not immediately forthcoming, the estimates shifted to the other
extreme: the Papandreou government was described as another social
democratic regime bringing about changes at the margins of society.
The problem with this type of instant analysis is that it overlooks the
complex contextual situation which the Greek Socialists confront, the
commonplace problems of internal organization that any political force
lacking governmental experience encounters, and the need carefully to
plan changes to avoid unnecessary dislocations that could prematurely
disrupt the long-term process of socioeconomic transformation.

As if to underline the above, the first point that Prime Minister
Papandreou made during an extended interview was "the need to avoid
the mistakes of previous socialist governments," and he went on to
specify the Chilean experience. To emphasize his concern with the prob-
lems of change and stability, he pointed out that he had assumed the
position of defense minister as well as prime minister.

The socialist government's cautious approach to changes in domestic
and foreign policy is dictated by a number of constraints—both internal
and external. The pace and direction of social and economic transforma-
tion is conditioned by these constraints—and, in some cases, program-
matic positions have been modified in response to the exigencies of the
situation in which the government finds itself. This is not a revolu-
tionary socialist government operating without institutional constraints
and willing to rupture its ties with the capitalist world. But it is also
not a government which will merely sit on its hands—a passive vessel of
the U.S. in international affairs; nor will the Socialists allow the econ-
omy to continue its downward slide without energetic state intervention.
Somewhere between revolution and incrementalism, PA.SO.K. hopes to
create the basis for a modem revitalized economy with a strong welfare
component; internationally, it hopes to make its autonomous presence
felt—both in Europe and in the third world. This approach cannot be
easily pigeonholed into static categories. The temptation of many com-
mentators until now has been to discuss policy in a contextual vacuum,
or to emphasize context at the expense of political commitments.

In the course of a lengthy interview, Papandreou did outline con-
textual factors that could not be ignored in formulating policy. On the
domestic front:

(1) The lack of experienced administrators and personnel to run
the ministries; the need to recruit personnel and formulate plans which
could bring about change and avoid disruptions of production. This is
not an insurmountable problem, but it requires time—at least a few
months for the new team to familiarize itself with the operation of
government. Once in place, it can be expected that the process of
socialization and redistribution will begin.

(2) The economic mess inherited from the previous conservative
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government was much worse than any of the Socialists anticipated: large
budget deficits, severe balance of payments problems, huge and grow-
ing foreign debts, declining overseas remittances with declining im-
migration, widespread nepotism, corruption and inefficiency in the large
public sector enterprises leading to near bankruptcy, etc. A plan of eco-
nomic recovery will precede or accompany social change.

(3) Military holdovers in top command positions who have author-
itarian linkages and continuing ties with the U.S. military establishment
and the N.A.T.O. command. It requires time to promote constitutional
officers and establish working relations with others.

(4) There exists a large backlog of liberal-democratic reforms that
include issues that deal with political refugees, women, civil service,
education, health services, etc. Since Greece has been ruled by right-
wing authoritarian regimes over most of this century, it has not experi-
enced either a democratic or social democratic transformation, as has
most of northern Europe. This backlog of problems, political and civil,
led to the socialist victory, but it now presses on the new government
for solutions.

(5) A large, inefficient, politically conservative bureaucracy stands
in the way of effective implementation of many innovative programs.
The top appointees frequently must hire new personnel and learn the
tactics of inter-bureaucratic struggle to overcome the internal resistance
of rightist-appointed functionaries.

(6) More basically, the Socialists face an economy with deep struc-
tural weaknesses: an "open economy" heavily dependent on imports, ex-
ternal financing, and foreign remittances at a time of worldwide reces-
sion and declining demand for its products and overseas labor force;
secondly, the previous growth pattern engineered by the conservative
regimes spawned a huge tertiary sector of non-productive services and
inefficient small-scale enterprises—at the expense of primary (farming-
mining and fishing) and secondary activity (large-scale manufacturing).
The result is a huge army of petty capitalist and commercial firms that
employ the bulk of labor in sweat-shop conditions and are not easily
reformed or compelled to yield higher standards of living—especially if
they are part of one's electoral clientele. If these groups shift their
allegiance to the right, with big business and the multinationals, they
could cause considerable political problems.

In the area of foreign policy, several constraints impinge on the
socialist attempt to alter Greece's traditional subordinate position in the
Western alliance.

(1) The growing rapprochement between the Reagan administra-
tion and the Turkish military junta, and the military build-up of the
latter, are perceived as a real military threat by the new government.
The repressive military junta is made up of the same people who seized
and colonized Cyprus in 1974. Furthermore, the Greek islands off the
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Turkish coast are vulnerable to the mobile amphibious forces now being
trained on the mainland.

(2) The massive U.S. miltary build-up in the Mediterranean, grow-
ing East-West tensions, especially the Polish crisis, the growing threat
of a Middle East war, rising from Israeli air-strikes in Beirut and Iraq,
and the annexation of Syria's Golan Heights, have served to raise the
ante in any context of confrontation.

(3) The generally conservative European foreign policy adopted by
the French Socialist Government—an important ally of the Greek
Socialists—serves to channel Greek opposition within the E.E.C. and
within the N.A.T.O. political structure. Faced with increasing conflict
with the U.S., and rejecting the Warsaw Pact, the Socialists may choose
the "lesser evil" route of working with the French and other European
social democrats to modify the positions of the alliance rather than
face the pressures and polarizations that result from a complete rupture.
This is especially the case with the declining worldwide economic
situation.

Changes: The First Measures

While these constraints are real, the Socialists are determined to break
new ground and have already begun to take new measures of democratic
substance. First, the government has created a belief that structural
changes are possible—that patronage, clientelism, and emigration are not
the only choices for voters. Substantive issues and ideological concerns
have become central to Greek politics—although they are still expressed
in terms of personalities and leaders rather than strong parties (the
pro-Moscow Communist Party excepted). Legislation to provide voting
rights for eighteen-year-olds, and property, employment, abortion, and
divorce rights for women will very shortly be approved; credit and
financial support have been reallocated to small farmers and businessmen;
wages and salaries of the lowest paid sectors have been substantially
raised, and quarterly adjustments to keep up with inflation have been
decreed. Numerous proposals to upgrade the national health service and
open up and modernize the educational system are under way. In the
realm of foreign policy, the Papandreou government has called for the
U.S. to withdraw all of its atomic weapons (bombs and warheads) from
Greece. The government will probably pursue a policy of proposing a
Nuclear Free Balkan Zone as a follow-up. The government will begin
negotiations with the U.S. on the timetable for phasing out the military
bases. Informed sources predict that the bases will be dismantled not
before two years, but not after four. The timing is designed neither to
provoke a harsh U.S. response nor to disenchant an anti-militant elec-
torate. Regarding N.A.T.O. membership, the Socialists will probably
remain in the political but not military structure of N.A.T.0.—essentially
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following the position of the French Socialists. This compromise (which
is being debated and discussed within the Socialist Party) reflects a
desire to avoid alienating Europe—particularly the German and French
Socialists—when the U.S. is moving closer, in military terms, to
Turkey. Concretely, the retention of European ties means that Greece
could count on French military supplies if the U.S. decides to cut back
or eliminate its military aid in the face of U.S. support of Turkish claims
in the Aegean.

Membership in the European Economic Community will continue
with special claims and clauses to protect farm interests and vulnerable
economic enterprises. The acceptance by the E.E.C. of this special rela-
tionship (meeting these objections was the basis upon which the Socialists
previously called for withdrawal from the E.E.C.) facilitates a Greek
presence.

For Greece, the two key foreign policy issues concern, not the Soviet
Union, but Turkey: the continued Turkish occupation of Cyprus and
the Turkish claims in the Aegean Sea. The unwillingness of the U.S. to
oppose the Turkish occupation of Cyprus, and the tacit support that the
U.S. has given to Turkish claims to air and offshore rights, has contributed
to the adversary relationship. As Papandreou described his meetings with
Haig and Weinberger: "They were cordial. But while they talked of the
Soviet threat and N.A.T.O., I spoke of the Turkish threat and Cyprus."
A N.A.T.O. built around U.S. geopolitical concerns is thus described
as having no relevance to Greek national security concerns. Thus, while
Greek troops are, formally, still part of N.A.T.O., they are stationed
on the eastern, not northern, fronts of the country.

The most striking change in Greek foreign policy has been its open-
ing to the Arab world, in particular the strong support extended to the
P.L.O. In addition, increased economic and diplomatic relations will
evolve between Greece, Iraq, Syria, Libya, and probably with the Gulf
states—including Saudi Arabia.

The government describes its policy as providing a bridge between
Europe and the Arab world. Political support of the Palestinians may
have, as its logical accompaniment, an increase in commercial relations
and economic aid. However, as long as the Iraqi-Iranian War continues,
and Libya's oil production declines, no great economic breakthroughs
can be expected. The policy toward the Middle East is part of a general
approach of greater participation in the non-aligned movement and
receptivity to third world issues (Greece has already endorsed the Franco-
Mexican resolution, calling for political negotiations and settlement of
the Salvadoran struggle).

The prudence which characterizes Socialist foreign policy is sharply
conditioned by the presence, within some sectors of the military, of
visceral anti-leftists who are staunch supporters of N.A.T.O., except on
the Turkish issue. On the other hand, the Socialists face growing pressure
to side with the Warsaw Pact countries from the pro-Moscow Corn-
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munist Party, which continues to defend staunchly each and every policy
emanating from the Eastern bloc, including the military takeover of
Poland. While the Communists received only ten percent of the vote,
they can put tens of thousands into the streets of Athens.

Internal Reform

The key to the internal reforms proposed by the government revolve
around three major areas: decentralization, nationalization, and self-
management. Plans are underfoot to vitalize local government at the city
and regional level, delegating tax authority to increase their financial
and decisionmaking autonomy. The present system is so centralized and
inefficient in delivering essential services that any moves toward local
governance in likely to have immediate beneficial results.

The economic program currently envisions major institutional changes
in agriculture, revolving around the development of agro-industrial co-
operatives managed by the farmers. The system is designed to eliminate
speculators and absentee owners—each farmer must be working and liv-
ing on the land, and the coop leadership will be elected on a one-
person, one-vote principle. The government will assist with a major in-
crease in credits and technical personnel; efforts will be made to provide
coop control over the commercialization of products and industrial
purchases.

On the industrial front, the government envisions a mixed economy:
it has already established a program to promote credit and technical
assistance for small and medium-size industries—firms employing under
twenty employees. Among the larger industrial enterprises, the govern-
ment distinguishes three categories. The public sector, which already
produces fifty percent of the total product, includes telephones, air-
lines, port facilities, and many other activities; the operations of public
enterprises have been plagued by featherbedding and incompetent man-
agers; and they have been run without adequate planning, and, as a
result, they have accumulated huge deficits. The Papandreou govern-
ment's goal is to attempt to modernize and streamline these firms to
bring investment in line with planning, and to experiment with labor
self-management.

The second category of enterprises includes those firms (about
3,000) which are heavily in debt to mostly state owned banks (about
eighty percent of the financing comes from the state banks). If the
government decides that the firms are viable, they plan to turn the loans
into equity, and these firms will enter the public sector. Those firms
which are not viable will be allowed to go under or be run as co-
operatives by their employees.

The third category of enterprises includes the private banking sector
and approximately one hundred large firms which will be nationalized.
These include the steel, cement, shipyards, arms, and fertilizer in-
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dustries. The cost of buying these firms outright is too high; the govern-
ment therefore plans to use outstanding loans to buy equity in these
firms. Given the importance of the state financial institutions in bring-
ing about change, it is clear that the state-owned Bank of Greece will
become the key authority in running the economy. The strategy of in-
direct takeovers may avoid the confrontational and polarizing con-
sequences that might result from mass mobilization. Behind these measures
is a concern by the government to carry out basic change without provok-
ing capital flight, economic sabotage, and a military coup. The govern-
ment is concerned to restructure the economy and to stimulate economic
recovery; both are premised on the consolidation of political rulership,
and that involves the avoidance of military intervention.

Factors Favoring Structural Change

While we have dwelt on the constraints on the Greek Socialists, the
instruments and assets which facilitate a socioeconomic transformation are
also formidable. The electoral victory of the Socialists was overwhelming.
PA.SO.K. received a clear majority in the parliament and an overwhelm-
ing plurality of the electorate based on a campaign and program calling
for domestic and foreign policy changes. This powerful electoral mandate
left the opposition rightists badly divided and in disarray—incapable, at
least in the electoral aftermath, of mounting any obstructionist campaign.
With time, no doubt, they will regroup their forces. In the meantime,
however, the Socialists have an excellent opportunity to proceed with
their program unhindered by parliamentary or extra-parliamentary ob-
structionism. Similarly, the Communist Party received such a low vote
(approximately ten percent) that it cannot be expected to pose any
serious challenge in the short-run—although any weakening in the gov-
ernment's commitments to essential programs could lead to an increase
in Communist strength. The second factor favoring the government is
the already existing formidable state sector—especially its control over
banking. The financial controls and credit allocations can serve as useful
instruments in directing investment and production in line with govern-
ment priorities. Despite the unwieldy and inefficient nature of the state
sector, its presence legitimates state intervention and provides a basis
for wider governmental activities in the economy. State planning and
public investment can be effectuated with less opposition from a reduced
private sector.

Greece does possess a substantial number of educated and skilled ad-
ministrators and workers, and the government's policy of overseas re-
cruitment among the Greek diaspora can provide it with the necessary
human resources to develop the economy. The problem is to match those
with a high level of general educational skills with the needs of specialized
agencies.

Third, the government does possess considerable breathing space in
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preparing its forces for far-reaching changes. There are a wide range
of issues on which there is a very broad consensus: educational changes,
decentralization, the extension of women's rights—all these basic dem-
ocratic changes will precede the taking-on of the tougher economic and
foreign policy issues which can polarize society. In that sense, the very
"underdevelopment" of Greece provides the government with room to
maneuver.

Fourthly, the initial process of domestic and foreign policy change
occurs at a time when some aspects of the political climate in Europe
is supportive: Mitterand in France, the Scandinavian Social Democrats,
and even the German Social Democrats can be expected to oppose any
bullying tactics from the Reagan administration. The massive European
anti-nuclear movement ties in nicely with the foreign policy thrust of
the new government. At a minimum, the Greek Socialists will not be
isolated from the rest of Europe.

Fifthly, the oil boom in the Middle East and the emerging ties be-
tween the Socialists and the Arab countries facilitate new economic op-
portunities involving trade and investment relations, possibly lessening
their dependence on the U.S. and Europe.

Sixth, the annual promotions within the military take place this spring
(between March and April) and should give Defense Minister Papandreou
some flexibility in choosing among the more democratically and con-
stitutionally inclined officers, lessening the weight and influence of the
right-wing factions. One is never sure, of course, who, among the mili-
tary, is a democrat and who isn't, as Allende and Letelier found out when
they appointed Pinochet to the General Staff.

Issues and Controversies

While Greek Socialists have moved forward toward democratizing
the polity, criticism has not been absent, both from within and without
the government. Some observers have pointed to the internal disor-
ganization and the slowness with which the government has acted to
establish its development agenda. Others have criticized the high levels
of military spending and the substantial housing alowance allocated to
officers. Some leftists are bothered by the ambiguities in foreign policy—
they see the issue of one of being in or out of N.A.T.O. and the E.E.C.
On the conservative side, businessmen are holding up new investments,
seeking to determine what the "rules of the game" are going to be—who,
and what, is going to be nationalized. Within the government, there are
various pressure groups. Some are calling for greater effort to organize
the electoral base into a solid social force for .the regime and stressing
greater grassroots participation. Others, engaged in administering pro-
grams to promote private investors, are questioning whether this is a
stage toward socialism or whether they are merely modernizing capitalism.
Finally, the strongest supporters of the Socialists among the better-paid
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workers are looking toward greater intervention in the decisionmaking
process and are not always pleased with policies that tend to level in-
comes among wage and salaried groups.

These and other currents of opinion within the Socialist Party have a
voice and vote—and no doubt they will be heard in the coming months.
But what they are all agreed upon is that Greece cannot go back to the
days of the colonels, the oligarchy, and subservience to the U.S. Nor is
there likely to be much movement toward the ultra-orthodox Communist
Party. Whatever changes and policies are going to be debated and dis-
cussed are likely to take place within the framework of the Socialist
Party. The future of democratic socialism is in its hands.

Conclusion

The reason for the prudent policies pursued by the Greek govern-
ment, the "deliberate ambiguity," is to avoid premature ruptures and in-
ternational isolation at a time of political and economic vulnerability.
This is evident in the Papandreou-Haig/Weinberger meeting where
Greek issues of security were counterposed to the U.S. The style was not
to turn down U.S. requests directly, as much as it was to affirm Greek
concerns. Basically, the strategy of the Greek Socialists seeks to con-
solidate state support, maintain broad social consensus, and calibrate social
change with a degree of state and social tolerance. The Greek Socialists
are walking a tightrope between internal changes and securing military
acquiescence; between efforts to promote economic recovery and to
initiate the process of socialization of the economy; between pressures
to modify the terms of participation in N.A.T.O. and .efforts to avoid
isolating Greece from Europe and providing leverage against U.S.-Turkish
pressure.

The central issue, however, remains whether the mass electoral base,
which is atomized and whose loyalties are still tentative and contingent
on concrete results, can be organized and turned into an effective and
stable force to sustain the necessarily prolonged process of social trans-
formation. The expansion of trade unions, self-managed enterprises, and
farmer cooperatives is the key to institutionalizing the new power of the
left. The Socialists and Prime Minister Papandreou have made a promising
beginning.

This essay is the original English , version of a French translation published in
Le Monde Diplomatique. It is published here for the first time by special
permission of the author.



Alexandros Kotzias:
Antipoiesis Archis
and the Poetics of an Antihistorian

by CHRISTOS S. ROMANOS

Alexandros Kotzias is primarily known as a novelist. Since 1953, he
has published six novels. The first four, Siege (1953), A Dark Case
(1954), Lucifer (1959), and The Attempt (1964), constitute the first
cyde of his development as a novelist. The rupture or, more precisely,
the transgression beyond traditional novelistic norms occurs in his last
two novels: Brave Telemachos (1972) and Antipoiesis archis (1979).
This transgression may be aphoristically defined as a Leap from the tradi-
tional to the avant-garde. This leap stems from a number of innovations.
In studying the fiction of Alexandros Kotzias, the sophisticated reader is
exposed to the development, as well as transformation, of the modern
Greek novel which is reflected in his fiction. This essay deals with Anti-
poiesis archis.

Beyond the text, on the back cover of the book, Alexandros Kotzias
states his intention: "the reader should note that this book is neither his-
tory nor chronicle; the author aspired to write something more truthful
than historical truth—a novel." 1 The author questions history. The means
to arrive at the truth is not history but the novel. He does not, of course,
claim absolute truth for the genre; he aspires toward authenticity—one
step beyond historical truth. Although modified, and in a new context,
the statement provides a direct fink to Stenthal: "One can no longer attain
truth except in the novel."2

In Greek, mytbistorima is the equivalent for "novel." It is also the
title of a poem by George Seferis. In an appended note, the poet explains
his choice for the title: "Myth, because I have used in a fairly obvious
way a certain mythology; history, because I have tried to express, with
some connection, a situation as independent of myself as the figures of a
myth-history."'

lAlexandros Kotzias, Antipoiesis archis (Athens: Kedros, 1979). All refer-
ences from Alexandros Kotzias's novel are my own translations. The page numbers
will appear parenthetically after each quote.

2Stendhal, Mélanges litteraires II (Paris: H. Martineau, 1927), p. 417.
'Philip Sherrard, The Marble Threshing Floor: Studies in Modern Greek

Poetry (London: Vallentine, Mitchell & Co. Ltd., 1956).
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This explanation also pertains to a particular branch of the novel
aspiring twoard authenticity. Myth has undergone a redefinition; it is no
longer an escape from reality, the observable universe around man and
woman, but a means to get back to authentic reality:

What lies behind myth, the reality of which myth partakes and
which it helps to make intelligible to us is something which always
exists. It is the world of the ever-present and primordial realities,
which it is the artist's concern to reveal to us in the living material
of his art.°

This is only one aspect of mythistorima. The other, history, has a
different burden: to place the myth in a contemporary historical frame-
work. In the process, myth is modified, distorted, transformed. The novel-
ist becomes an antihistorian. He does not merely reconstruct the historical
events. Instead, from a contemporary viewpoint, he controls and revises
history—the past. The events are transformed; they are shaped by artistic
forms which give unity to history.'

Ambiguity is embedded in our times; it hinges on the awareness that
a particular point of view is simply relative. In Antipoiesis archis, am-
biguity is first manifested in the title, which has a dual meaning: one
points to the content of the text and the other to its poetics.

The novel is centered around the three days of the Polytechnic up-
rising, November 14, 15, and 16, 1973. The title, which is a legal term,
refers to the abuse and misuse of authority by the military. Its misappro-
priation of power brought about the breakdown of the political structure
and hierarchy of authority. The junta was a destructive force in the politics
of contemporary Greece. The author is explicit on this:

I wanted to stress one of the characteristics of the junta which, I
believe, did the greatest damage to this country. Because they
degraded the concept of organized society—that each citizen per-
forms a function. This taking apart and scrambling, the stepping-
on of the hierarchically superior by the underworld, in my opinion,
has done the greatest damage to this land, which we will be paying
for for many years to come.°

In the novel, the lowest form of this underworld is the main character,
Menios Katsantonis, son of Athanasios. His means of survival is a series
of treasonous acts that go back thirty years. During the German occupa-
tion of Greece (1941-1944), Menios collaborates with the enemy. In
order to save his skin, he betrays the Greeks to the Germans, the right

4lbid., p. 243.
'Peter Weiss, Materialen zu Peter Weiss "Marat Sade" (Frankfort: 1967), p.

104.
g"Alexandros Kotzias: That Which Is in Our Mind, Only That Can Be Ex-

pressed ...," Diavazo (February 1980), p. 52.
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to the left, and the left to the right. During the dictatorship, he is an
undercover agent for the junta.

Although the chronicity of the novel is only three days, it is im-
pregnated with thirty years of the character's active treason. This brings
up the question of the employment of historical events in the novel. In
all his works, the author deals with historical events of his own imme-
diate experience. In his view, to deal with events of the distant past, or
with a society of which he is not a part, would have an artificial out-
come! Although faithful to this principle, he does not ignore the past.
Within the text, there operates another novel: Ellinikon Mythistorima or
Klephtikon Episodion Katsantonis (1862) by Konstantinos Ramphos.
This novel is set during the times when Greece was under the rule of
the Ottoman Empire. Passages from this text are woven into Antipoiesis
archis. They evoke the past through their content and linguistic form and,
at the same time, transpose it into the present. The differences between
the two texts, linguistic and contextual, sharpen the immediacy for the
reader. The events at the Polytechnic are historically recent; they are re-
created in the linguistic form of the times.

The workings of a text within a text is only one aspect of the novel's
poetics. Also at work are a number of innovations: use of time, employ-
ment of myth, the element of chance, the absurd, and the narrative. These
innovations constitute the poetics of the novel and provide for a second
interpretation of its title: antipoetics of Aristotelian principles.

The events exist in historical time. There is a chonological sequence
to them. The narrative, however, employs the Bergsonian kale, kairos
as opposed to chronos, and explodes the chronicity of the three days to
accommodate thirty years of active treason, as well as the times under the
Ottoman Empire evoked by the second text, Ellinikon Mythistorima.

This second novel is centered on the betrayal of a klepht, Katsantonis,
by Kartherinis, to Isouf Arapis, who represents Ali Pasha. Katsantonis
is a historical person—a hero of the struggle for Greek independence. He
was betrayed to Ali Pasha by a shepherd and was executed. Oral tradition,
fiction, and shadow theater provide another version; the traitor was not a
shepherd but a monk whose name was Kartherinis. It is this traitor who
is instrumental in saving Menios's life in Antipoiesis archis. Caught by
leftists, Menios betrays his companions. The leftist captain provides the
connection between Menios and Kartherinis. Even though the hero in
Ellinikon Mythistorima and Menios have the same family name, Katsan-
tonis, the captain associates Menios with the traitor:

. . . what do you mean, Katsantonis? . . . You degrade the name
—you are Kartherinis—get lost, you insolent one ! I spit on you!
. (p. 49)

The captain discerns the truth about Menios. The act of treason connects
him to Kartherinis. The connection is strengthened by a physical character-

p. 44,



20 JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

istic which both characters have in common. Kartherinis has "a stigma
on his forehead, larger than a five drachma coin...." (p. 50) Menios
has the same mark:

Menios is watching Menios in the mirror. That birthmark on his
forehead, round like a five drachma coin, is reddening today.
(p. 15)

Menios's curiosity is aroused. He wants to find out who his savior is.
The captain's remark signals a quest. Menios "was asking each and
everyone to enlighten him as to who that Kartherinis, his savior, is." (p.
49) He comes across Ellinikon Mythistorima while collaborating with the
Germans and steals it. (p. 50) Menios reads the novel innumerable times;
indeed, he memorizes it.

Kotzias's novel has a strong affinity to Balzac's work. In La Conaddie
humaine, the author aspired to portray the moral and social history of his
times. He invents the "reappearing character," which becomes a connect-
ing link—a means by which his works fuse into a whole. Menios is also
a reappearaing character. While bearing the last name of the hero in
Ramphos's novel, he plays the role of Kartherinis well. The two novels,
however, are not the work of the same author, as is the case with Balzac.
In the stream of tradition, an autonomous text fuses into another. Balzac's
notion of the reappearing character is modified by Alexandros Kotzias.
The modification penetrates deeper into the moral and social history of
modern Greece. The author does not imitate Balzac. He innovates and
develops the notion of "reappearance" to achieve a unified view of mod-
ern Greek history.

The articulation of Menios as a character probes into the structures of
myth. Menios is a composite of archetypes. The cbronos of the three
consecutive days provides a traditional structure to the work. The three
days, Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday, are embedded, in Antipoiesis
archis, with allusions to the crucifixion. The parallels are disguised and
the myth distorted. Menios is instrumental in the performing of sacrifices,
and, at the same time, he is a victim. He may not be a sacrificial lamb,
but he is a sacrificial goat.

On Wednesday, the first part of the novel, Menios is betrayed by his
cohabitant, Voula. He calls her a female Judas. (p. 53) Menios is tor-
tured later for withholding information. The captain accuses him of playing
a double game. (p. 97) It is on Holy Wednesday that Christ announces
his betrayal.

On Holy Thursday, Christ is at the house of Simon: "There came
unto him a woman having an alabaster box of very precious ointment and
poured it on his head, as he sat at meat." 8 In the second part of the
novel, Menios pays a visit to a pediatrician. He wants to spy on him and
also have him treat the wounds he had received the previous day from his
torture. The ointment and surgical tape, which is applied in the form of

8Matthew 26:7.
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a cross, provide a distorted parallel to the crucifixion: "The yellow oint-
ment which the doctor spread on the bruise has dried by now; two
crossed pieces of surgical tape hold the gauzes on the two festering
wounds." (p. 209) The allusion to the Passover is also distorted. Menios
spends the evening with an old acquaintance who had been active in the
Resistance. Actually, he was present when Menios was first addressed as
Kartherinis. The two of them drink ouzo and smoke one cigarette after
another. They know each other well; they are cautious, mistrustful. (p.
222) The distortion here is also technical; they partake of the spirit
(ouzo) but not of the body (bread) of Christ.

The third part completes the parallel. It is fragmented and begins:

. the hour of death
about midnight the secret door

of the saray opened. . . . (p. 237)

The second line signals a passage from the novel that Menios had memo-
rized. The puristic language refers to times past. Saray refers to the palace
of Ali Pasha. The hero in Ramphos's novel, betrayed by Kartherinis, is
presumably led to his execution. A sudden shift in narrative, however,
replaces the hero with one of Menios's possible victims. The two texts
fuse in the delirium despite their distinct linguistic differences. The themes
of betrayal and crucifixion provide a deeper structure to the novel. Menios
is both Judas and Christ. He is Judas by profession, as a citizen and a
human being. For the sake of Voula, he deserts his family. His son asso-
ciates him with Judas: "Mother does not condescend to your worthless
penny. . . . From the hand of the devil, she says. The thirty, sinful, silver
coins!" (p. 135) The end of the novel picks up the earlier theme. This
time death has come for Menios:

the hour of death
where are

my worry beads help
and now? (p. 289)

The crucifixion myth is distorted but recognizable. The distortion comes
partly from the fictional work which has left an imprint on Menios and
partly from its accommodation into the new context of present-day events.
The duality of his character makes him complex and ambiguous. The
ambiguity extends even further. Another set of archetypes is also at work.
Menios is called Cain by his wife. The connection is reinforced by the
stigma on his forehead.

The novel is a labyrinth. Cain calls for Abel, and he is reconstructed
in the novel as Menios's cousin and double, Menios Katsantonis, son of
Vasilios. He had left for Chicago, from which he returned before the
dictatorship. He is everything that the main character is not. He holds a
ministerial position and lives in luxury. Since Menios bears the mark, it
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would follow that the cousin is Abel. This is hardly the case. In the end,
it is Menios who is dying.

The myths, reconstructed in a new context, are transformed. The
transformation extends to reading. It was first suggested by Mallarme
and has been systematized by Jacques Derrida. As the reader changes, so
does a particular text. The distortions delineate the changes between one
era and another. Menios has strong affinities to tragic archetypes. Tradi-
tional forces tend to impose a tragic view on the character, but the novel
resists it. The tragic view is contrived and, at the same time, undermined.
Menios is an antihero. Yet, if he proves to be Abel in the end, he is a
tragic figure. He is Cain throughout, though; he is homeless and a wan-
derer. He bears the mark and, as Cain, he is no less tragic:

Though his crime was heinous, Cain is represented not as a villain
but as a tragic character. We are accustomed to thinking of him
with revulsion; but the text of Genesis aims, rather, at evoking
our sympathy for a man who atoned for his crime with homeless-
ness and fear: a fate worse than death.'

In the Homeric tradition, slayers of kinsmen were treated with sympathy.
Theodymenos, who had slain a man of his own blood, is offered prote-
tion and hospitality by Telemachos: "It is against this background that
we are to understand the plight of Cain, who had slain his brother
Abel."'°

The novel, however, fulfills the second interpretation of its title. It
deprives Menios of the tragic by employing the absurd. He lives in his
own world. The outside world is insensitive, indifferent to his condition.
Thoroughly sick and doubled up with pain, he is assigned by the captain
the task of a sniper against the Polytechnic students.

During his visit to the pediatrician, he tries to establish some form
of communication. The doctor's wife remains an "emotionless mask." (p.
209) Earlier, she had called Menios a karagiozis. (p. 209) Menios also
smells the stench of dead rats from the lightwell. The pediatrician fails
to detect the smell. The stench is Menios's obsession alone. It begins the
moment he wakes up on Wednesday morning—with the opening lines
of the novel. His effort to establish some form of communication with
the pediatrician is also an effort to understand himself and come to grips
with his destiny:

"I am named, let's say, Katsantonis from birth. Right? Except
that, in a deeper sense, I shall have another name from birth,
doctor; that's the way I was born. My cousin verified it. 'A red
stigma, larger than a five drachma coin,' he says. You're Karther-

"Cyrus H. Gordon, The Common Background of Greek and Hebrew Civiliza-
tions (New York: W.W. Norton & Co., 1965), P. 16.

"Ibid., p. 15.
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iris, he tells me, because you make me vulnerable now that I am a
minister. . . ." (p. 208)

Menios speaks in a hypothetical pseudo-sophisticated manner. Being
linguistically flexible through exposure and experience, he adjusts himself
to the mode of language appropriate at the time. The suggestions, although
latent and obscured by the "deeper sense," cannot be ignored. Being an
informer par excellence, he is connected with Kartherinis in terms of
function. The connection now becomes genetic as well. The stigma on his
forehead is indicative of this. The connection for Menios, however, is
resting on a work of fiction. In effect, two incompatible forces, those of
causality and chance (reinforced by the absurd), are simultaneously at
work. Throughout Antipoiesis archis, Menios is caught between the
centrifugal forces of causality and the centripetal forces of chance.

In terms of causality, heredity and environment are not only conducive
to the creation of Menios, they are also the deeper causes which shape his
destiny. The author points out in a letter 1  that the legend of Kartherinis,
however distorted by tradition, is nevertheless rooted in history. The fic-
tional character of Kartherinis, if not identical, corresponds to the actual
traitor of Katsantonis. It is evident from Kartherinis that such fictional
characters may find their analogues in modern Greek history. Is the author
then a fatalist? The same accusation was leveled against Emile Zola. In
his refutation, Zola defined his position as deterministic, indicating that
modification is inherent in the "experimental method" which he employs
in his work. In a similar manner, Alexandros Kotzias seems to suggest
modification. If the conditions—social and political milieu—are not con-
ducive, characters such as Menios could not possibly flourish. This form
of interpretation is also supported by Alex Argyriou. The dark forces of
destiny manifested in the collaboration of heredity and environment ac-
count for Menios's doom:

Menios . . . did not choose on his own to play the role of the
informer. Others (who continually change) chose him because he
was suitable. He is not even responsible for the shaping of his
character. His family tree (whose branches are detected back to the
time of the Ottoman occupation of Greece) and his family en-
vironment (robbers, cut-throats, political scamps) acted upon
him like catalysts. It is with such initial velocity that his orbit has
been delineated."

The deterministic interpretation, although valid to a certain extent,
becomes a distortion when left on its own. Yet, it is tempting, since it
provides a moral perspective from which historical events and their causes
are analyzed and criticized. A novel may be based on reality, but it is not

natter from Alexandros Kotzias (May 31, 1981).
15AICX. Argyriou, "The Rising of a Dictatorship and the Decline of an Ideol-

ogy," Diavazo 25 (n.d.), p. 63.
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reality. There is a distinction. A fundamental shortcoming of the deter-
ministic interpretation is the imposition of a unified perspective and a
simplification of the novel. It overlooks the complexity and ambiguity
contrived in the text. The centripetal forces of change and the function
of the absurd counteract the deterministic viewpoint. Their presence modi-
fies the determinism in Antipoiesis archis and transforms it into a parody
of the naturalistic novel. The text undermines the naturalistic view by
reiterating that Ramphos's work is a novel, and, therefore, Kartherinis is
a fictional character. It is from Ellinikon Mythistorima that Menios learns
about Kartherinis. Prior to this, and further than the name, Menios has
no knowledge of his "ancestor." His quest to find out who his savior is
comes to an end when the novel falls into his hands. Ellinikon Mythis-
torima has an impact on Menios. Though it is not the Bible, he is
ontologically influenced by it. He reads the novel, not once, but one
hundred and sixty times. It becomes the framework through which Menios
understands and defines his relationship to society and the historical
process. In essence, it is here that the absurdity lies.

To recapitulate and further probe the function of the absurd: one of
its forms (expressed in La Nansee) is the lack of connection between
one's own world and the outside. Menios has failed to establish any form
of relationship and has come to a grim acceptance of the fact. His failure
to relate to the pediatrician and his wife extends to his own family, which
he has left; to his cousin, who denounces him; to the authorities, who
torture him; to the opposition, which mistrusts him; and to his cohabitant,
who has left him.

The author's employment of myth and multiple archetypes accounts
for the complexity of Menios. He is complex but also ambiguous. The
ambiguity has its source in the dissolving of traditional dichotomies: Cain
and Abel, Judas and Christ, Kartherinis and Katsantonis. The first two
dichotomies are fundamental components of universal myths; the third
provides a link to the concept of illusion. In his muddled perception,
Menios is named Katsantonis from birth, yet he has another name—from
birth! Even his cousin verifies it, and he is an authority, a minister !
Menios's logic is far from systematic; it can hardly be taken seriously.
Kartherinis, whether fictional, legendary, or historical, is an individual
distinct from Menios. Yet, Menios holds on to the absurdity that he is
Kartherinis. The illusion has been embedded in him; he has come to view
himself as a reincarnation of the arch-informer. Through illusion, Menios
Katsantonis, the individual, has been absorbed into the archetype.

Illusion, however, operates in two directions. The first is in terms of
the character who is trying to define himself. The second is in terms of
the reader. Menios's effort to define and consequently place himself in
the social context falls back on a work of fiction. The technique sharpens
the characterization; it creates a further illusion for the reader that Menios
is a real character. The same technique is employed by Cervantes. Don
Quixote visits the printing house to see his life and adventure in the
process of being printed. It is a contrived illusion. The Don is simply a
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character in the novel. His visit, however, creates illusion within illusion.
The Don, who makes the visit, corresponds to the character in the text
that is being printed. In the eyes of the reader, Don Quixote emerges as
"real" in the foreground while corresponding to a fictional character in
the background. The same illusory effect operates in terms of Menios.
There is, however, a modification which marks a departure from Don
Quixote. The Don's world is incongruous and in conflict with the world
around him. Menios is a characteristic type in the political history of
Greece. His means of survival is treason. His link to the outside world is
nevertheless a work of fiction. The connection is absurd; it excludes him
from the tragic.

The absurd culminates in the second part of Antipoiesis archis with
the Association of the Blind. Its president, Yiambas, is a public figure with
underground connections. He is also Voula's father. The Association is
not only organized but operates like a political system. The language is
strongly political, and mirrors and mocks the political situation of the
times. The president's blindness alludes to the blind rule of the military.
The absurdity, the blind leading the blind, becomes a reality. The presi-
dent of the blind is also a journalist and publisher of "Lighthouse of the
Blind." The content of this pseudo-periodical is "mirades of saints,
patriotic anecdotes, and words of wise men. . . ." (p. 16) It is a means
of deception and an excuse for begging. The content reflects the junta's
slogan: Hellas Ellinon Christianon.

In literary tradition, the lighthouse stands as a warning; it prevents
shipwrecks. While mocking traditional symbolism, the author employs it
effectively in terms of the blind rule of the military. Modern and con-
temporary novelists have an ambivalent attitude toward literary tradition.
The mockery signifies rejection. Effective use of such symbols indicates a
deep bond with tradition. What may distinguish these authors from
authors of other eras with similar attitudes is that they are acutely aware
of this bond.

The element of chance is a preoccupation with the modern novelists.
It plays a fundamental role in Antipoiesis archis. The life and works of
Yiambas, captured in photographs, reflect a haphazard disorder:

Innumerable photographs hanging with unimaginable disarray—
high, low, near, far, crookedly—as if someone had stuck them on
the wall, throwing them haphazardly from a distance. (p. 164)

The disorder portrays the breakdown of hierarchies and misappropriation
of political power by the military. The outcome—an abuse of the concept
of authority: antipoiesis archis. Menios's life is thrown against this poli-
tical dissolution, which the author portrays through the Association of
the Blind and its notable president. Indirectly, the novel is not only
critical of a character such as Menios but of the political situations that
make his function indispensible.

The workings of chance run deeper. The events in the novel are not
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causally linked. Deeper connections are elusive, vague, and unclear. The
psyche of Menios is unfathomable; the reader is provided with discon-
nected fragments. Menios's experiences are based on chance. A systematic
view of this notion is formulated in Jacques Monod's work, Chance and
Necessity. In Monod," the physical is taken out of the frame of order
and placed into convolution and unpredictability. This is in contrast to
the naturalistic novel, which employed control and a deterministic pro-
cess. The notion of unpredictability is now transferred into the novel.
Because of the political situation, the microcosm of Antipoiesis archis
reflects a blind, unpredictable universe. In addition, employment of the
Bergsonian duree in the novel breaks the chronicity—the linearity of cause
and effect. In the realm of an unpredictable universe, Menius has no
destiny and, therefore, no moral duty: his life and actions are unpre-
dictable. In order to survive, he selects the side that is in power. In his
desire for Voula, he captures chance and undergoes its convulsions. The
microcosm of the novel, the universe that Menios lives in, is as chaotic
and unpredictable. Voula betrays him, and he is beaten by the same
authorities to whom he renders his services.

Menios's condition has deeper artistic implications. Since he has no
destiny, he has to rely on choice and selection. This is Jacques Monod's
remedy. When this notion is transferred into art, artistic reaction to objec-
tive, apprehensible reality also becomes a selection. Artistic creation,
though, is an illusion; awareness that it is an illusion breaks down the
anthropocentric concept of man which accepts a priori the relation of man
and the universe. In the first part of the novel, "Menios is watching
Menios in the mirror. . . ." In essence, he is now watching Kartherinis.
He is aware that Kartherinis is a fictional character, or, at least, he is
aware of the distinction between Kartherinis and himself; yet he holds
on to the illusion that he is a reincarnation of the arch-informer Initially,
he resists the changing of his name, but he accepts asking for an advance.
(p. 195) He thus breaks the link with his ancestors. The worry beads
he inherited, a further link with the past, are never returned to him. His
resistance is almost manifested when pressed by the authorities to tell
all he knows. Menios explains himself to the pediatrician:

Since I am named Katsantonis, Isouf Arapis, I should tell you
the secret?—don't press me! Hormoul Karderinis, he says. . . .
(pp. 208-9)

In spite of the initial equivocation, Menios submits and reveals the secret.
Though he is conscious of his true name, he acts as Kartherinis would.
The passage manifests Menios's intricate assimilation into the framework
of Ramphos's novel. He understands and explains his relationship to
present-day society in terms of this framework. Abandoned in a hap-

"Based on notes from a lecture and follow-up discussion held in a Compara-
tive Literature seminar. This seminar, "Metamorphosis of the Modern Novel," was
given by Prof. Anna Balakian at New York University (Fall 1979).
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hazard, non-anthropocentric universe, he is thoroughly absorbed in the
archetype of Kartherinis. In his new guise, he embarks on another illu-
sion. In Ramphos's novel, Kartherinis is portrayed as a "shepherd of
beasts transformed into an Agha of the saray dressed with breastplates
embroidered with gold thread. . . ." (p. 141) The scene flashes before
the eyes of Menios. His illusion is nothing but the distorted reenactment
of the fictional work in his own life and circumstances. He is deceived.
In Antipoiesis archis, the shepherd of the beasts is his cousin and double.
He lives in luxury, obeying the dictates of the miltary which reenacted
the rule of Ali Pasha in contemporary Greek history. In retrospect, it is
to this degradation that the military had then reduced the political life
of Greece. The novel penetrates beneath the surface to capture and reveal
the essence of this degradation at its roots.

The complexity of characterization extends to the narrative. In his
essay on Antipoiesis archis, P.A. Zannas provides a systematic view of the
narrative. His point of departure is Tzvetan Todorov's three categories
of narrative art: a) narrator character (the narrator is omniscient) ;
b) narrator=-character (there is no distinction between the two: the
character is also the narrator); c) narrator<character (the narrator is
an observer; he knows less than the character)."

The first type of narrative is inapplicable; there is no omniscient narra-
tor in the novel. The other two are not mutually exclusive. Although the
identification of character and narrator is the most dominant, an observer
is also present in the novel. The author points this out in an interview:

Here I introduce still a second narrator, in the second part, on
the second day; an unknown narrator exists; he does not reveal
himself anywhere, but a narrator is present. He observes Kartherinis
from behind; he sees whatever Karatherinis sees; he hears what-
ever he hears, but his critical ability is above Kartherinis's percep-
tion. His disposition is quite different, but it remains to be deter-
mined as to who he is.'

He further denies that this observer is the author. The narrator is still
an enigma. His presence, however, is not restricted only to the second
part of the novel; it is planted in the opening section of the text:

"Why don't you leave me alone—early in the morning—with the
bullshit. Shut up and make my coffee!" he yelled, in a bass, hoarse
voice. (p. 16)

Menios is answering Voula. The conversation is quarrelsome; it takes
place on Wednesday morning. (They only had a few hours of sleep.)
The comment about Menios having a bass, hoarse voice can hardly come

"P.A. Zannas, "A Greek Novel: Antipoiesis archis" (Athens: 0 Poliris, 1980),
p. 16.

15"Alexandros Kotzias," Diavazo, p. 53.
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from Menios. Angry as he is, he will not stop and reflect on the quality
of his voice. It is not Voula who comments either, for she is infuriated;
her response begins with an insult. The invisible narrator is present from
the start. His role becomes more active in the second part: "The narrator
moves with the main character, and adopts his own visual contact with
the objects; he follows him everywhere. The distinction, however, be-
tween narrator and character in the novel is maintained; only the distance
that separates them changes."" In Antipoiesis archis, the author claims
his absence from the text. His statement is a concrete example of the
autonomy of the text from the author. (The novel, it should be noted, is
not autonomous from the linguistic and historical framework of its time.)
The author may be elsewhere. Actually, in the same interview mentioned
earlier, Alexandros Kotzias suggests that he would have been outside the
Polytechnic with the protesters: "He would not be tailing Kartherinis.""
Actually, it is the reader who does the traveling, not the author. The
reader becomes a character in the novel. His point of view and proximity
to the main character is determined by the architectonics of the narrative.
In Antipoiesis archis, the sophisticated reader is tailing Menios each
time the novel is being read. A distance, though, between the reader-
observer and Menios is maintained throughout. This distance precludes
empathy.

The novel ends with a question: and now? It is anoter blow at Aris-
totle. The ending is also fragmented. The fragments are disparate on the
surface of the page. Visually, they reflect disintegration. Menios is on
his deathbed, but whether he dies, and at what point, is not dear. If he
expires with "where are my worry beads' help," then the question is
uttered by the invisible observer. Such an interpretation allows a horizon
of expectations for the reader. Essentially, it is the reader who is uttering
the question. The novel demands the reader's active participation. Now
that the role of Menios has been exposed, can there be a change? The
answer, of course, extends beyond the text. It is provided by each reader.
The ambiguity of the ending accommodates another interpretation. Liter-
ary tradition supports it." The third part of the novel begins with "the
hour of death" and ends with death. The author has translated Dostoyev-
sky into Greek and is influenced by Tolstoy, who was obsessed with death.
The mystical ending of Antipoiesis archis establishes a link with the two
Russian authors. It also combines their influences on Alexandros Kotzias.

In Alexandros Kotzias, cognition is combined with the chthonic side
of his work. The novel not only puts a powerful grip on the reader's
cognitive structures but on his senses as well. Sight predominates. Hearing
is also important. Menios functions as a hearing aid for the military. The
stench of dead rats is with him from the start. It is death, and it becomes

"Zannas, "A Greek Novel," p. 17.
""Alexandros Kotzias,- Diavazo, p. 53.
"Based on notes from a lecture given by Prof. Kodjak, guest lecturer, on the

"Death of Ivan Ilych" for seminar, "Realism in European Literature," conducted by
Prof. M. Herzfeld-Sander at New York University (Spring 1981).
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overwhelming when he is in the apartment. The following passage is
underlined by this synesthesia:

"Since I am named Katsantonis, Isouf Arapis, I should tell you
the secret ?—don't press me! Hormoul Karderinis, he says, mouskit
fusilieren loos! He is Ulrich. He growls any way he wants with the
whip. Look at my poor legs! . . . What do you do then, let's say ?"
(pp. 208-9)

The passage operates on the association of sounds. The words transcribed
are German and Turkish. The Turkish words refer to the times of the
Ottoman Empire. Ulrich is a German name and alludes to the German
occupation. The whip has changed hands; it is now employed by the
military. Menios points to his legs where his recent interrogation and
torture by the same people he works for are manifested. One aspect of
Modern Greek history is compressed into a few lines through the asso-
ciation of sounds. The image of Ulrich and the character's wounds appeal
to sight. Touch rests on the brutality of the whip. The author "aspired
to write something more truthful than historical truth—a novel." His
task, although difficult, was fulfilled with mastery and sophistication.
Joseph Conrad describes the author's task for his own reader in the
preface to The Nigger of the Narcissus. Conrad's words apply to
Alexandros Kotzias:

My task which I am trying to achieve is, by the power of the
written word to make you hear, to make you feel—it is, before all,
to make you see. That—and no more, and it is everything. If I
succeed, you shall find there according to your deserts: encourage-
ment, consolation, fear, charm—all you demand—and perhaps, also
that glimpse of truth for which you have forgotten to ask."

"Joseph Conrad, The Nigger of the Narcissus and The End of the Tether
(New York: Dell Publishing Co., Inc., 1966), p. 27.



Documents:
The O.S.S. and Greek-Americans

by ELIAS VLANTON

AN INTRODUCTION

Most of the scholarship concerning the Office of Strategic Services
(O.S.S.) has focused upon the accomplishments of their Secret In-
telligence (S.I.), Special Operations (S.O.), and Morale Operations
(M.O.) branches. These branches conducted the "exciting" part of
espionage, in which bridges are blown up, secret codes are broken, and
information and disinformation are tangled into a web so complex that
people spend days separating fiction from reality.

Since their declassification several years ago, the raw intelligence
files of the Research and Analysis Branch (R. & A.) have also been
useful to historians of the period. But very little work on the other
O.S.S. sections has occurred for a rather simple reason: there is no
access to the files, still in the possession of the Central Intelligence
Agency.

Once declassified, the files of the Foreign Nationalities Branch
(F.N.) will certainly be a source of great interest to American historians.
Scattered reports and memoranda can be found in the declassified files
of G-2 (army intelligence), in State Department files, and in the
R. & A. collection at the National Archives. F. N. monitored the ac-
tivities of 35 immigrant groups in the United States, including Greek-
Americans. Its reporting covered foreign politicians seeking refuge and
support here, as well as the views and activities of landed immigrants,
and second and third-generation Americans.

Beginnings

In July 1941, William "Wild Bill" J. Donovan, a former Wall
Street lawyer, was appointed by President Roosevelt to head the fore-
runner of the O.S.S., the Office of the Coordinator of Intelligence.
After its establishment, Donovan asked John C. Wiley, a State Depart-
ment officer who had been on loan to the C.O.I. since August, to
propose a structure to monitor foreign groups in the United States.

After consultation with the State Department, the F.B.I., and the
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Special Defense Unit of the Justice Department, Wiley prepared recom-
mendations for the new branch. The memorandum, as revised by Wiley's
assistant, DeWitt Clinton Poole, pointed out that the foreign language
press in the U S then consisted of some 1,700 newspapers in 51 lan-
guages. The official O.S.S. history, the War Report, said the memoran-
dum argued that, "since the United States was the most powerful single
political unit in the world and American opinion played such a decisive
role in many foreign situations, this country had become a busy theater
of foreign political activity and intrigue. Since it was impossible to
appraise adequately American interest in foreign political situations with-
out study of possible repercussions in the United States, it was planned
that studies of conditions at home and abroad proceed simultaneously." 1

Donovan, in a memorandum for the President on December 20, 1941,
outlined the task of the Foreign Nationalities Branch:

(1) "To keep currently informed about foreign political per-
sonalities in the United States, such as Sforza, Otto of Hapsburg,
Hodza of Czechoslovakia, Chautemps, and so on";

(2) "To keep informed generally respecting foreign political
activities among the nationality groups in the United States, their
leaders and factions";

(3) "To appraise this information and submit timely reports to
the State Department and other policy-making branches."'

Two days later, the President approved the establishment of the Foreign
Nationalities Branch.

F.N. worked under the general supervision of Wiley and the direct
supervision of Poole, a former consular and diplomatic official who had
previously been Director of Princeton University's School for Public
Affairs and a member of the Institute for Advanced Studies.'

Prior to the establishment of F.N., other government agencies had
been following foreign groups. On the draft paper establishing the
branch, the Office of Naval Intelligence commented by pointing out
that "The Federal Bureau of Investigation, Military Intelligence Depart-
ment and Office of Naval Intelligence, all these investigative agencies

1War Report, Office of Strategic Services, History Project, Strategic Services
Unit, Office of the Assistant Secretary of War, War Department, Washington,
D.C., 1949. p. 64.

zMemorandum for the President From The Coordinator of Intelligence, De-
cember 20, 1941, #84, Entry 86, Folder: "Foreign Nationalities Branch, Mis-
cellaneous Papers, July 1942 through August 1945, Records of the Office of
Strategic Services, Record Group 226, National Archives Building (NA),
Washington, D.C.

3From 1949-51, Poole was President of the CIA-funded National Committee
for a Free Europe.
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have been studying propaganda inimical to the interests of the United
States and subversive activities." 4 A very limited scanning of the for-
eign language press had also been conducted by the Department of
Justice's Special Defense Unit, but Greek-language publications apparently
were not included.'

For both economy and expertise, Poole recruited university volun-
teers to follow the foreign language press. In a memorandum to Wiley
on December 26, he outlined the planned scanning of the Greek material:

In Princeton yesterday I talked with my good friend, Professor
Benjamin D. Meritt, a distinguished Greek epigraphist in the
Institute for Advanced Study. Professor Meritt knows modern
as well as classical Greek. He has himself tramped every foot
of Greek territory. He is, moreover, as I know from some activities
which I have had in common with him in New Jersey, politically
minded, and he has a wide acquaintance in the Greek-American
world. . . . Accordingly, it was agreed between us that Professor
Meritt and his staff at the Institute for Advanced Study would,
as an entirely unpaid contribution to the Cause, read the Greek-
American press for us. The Institute will subscribe to the news-
papers and magazines. The scanning will be done in accordance
with our directives and whatever reports we ask for submitted.
Work will all be done at Princeton. In addition, I am confident
that Professor Meritt can be of much help to us by reason of
his personal contacts among the Greeks and miscellaneous in-
formation which he will bring in. He can also be of great help
later on when it comes to reconstruction in Greece, and possibly
in the interim, if the need arises for sending individuals into
Greece for whatever purposes.'

Joining Meritt in handling the Greek material at Princeton was
Professor T. Leslie Shear. (In addition to impressive academic careers,
both had studied in Greece. Meritt attended the School of Classical
Studies in Athens from 1920-1922, was an Associate Director of the
School from 1926-1928, and returned there as a visiting professor from
1932-1933. Theodore Leslie Shear was a director of the excavation of
the Athenian Agora from 1930 to 1942, and, from 1925-1931, con-
ducted archeological excavations at Corinth. Both were authors of nu-
merous classical texts). Some degree of public deception was involved
here, for more was being done than merely reading newspapers. As
Poole says, "Professor Meritt can be of much help to us by reason of

°Memorandum for Commander Denebrink from T. S. Wilkinson, Office of
the Chief of Naval Intelligence, December 8, 1941, Entry 86, RG 226, NA.

°Letter to the Secretary of State from William J. Donovan, April 6, 1942,
Entry 86, RG 226, NA.

°Memorandum to John C. Wiley From DeWitt C. Poole, December 26, 1941,
Entry 86, RG 226, NA.
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his personal contacts among the Greeks and miscellaneous information
which he will bring in." But this was not known by Meritt's "Greek
contacts," who did not know that their conversations with the good
professors would make their ways into the files of the O.S.S.

F.N.'s Greek staff performed some of the intelligence functions of
other branches. An early F.N. report, a comprehensive editorial survey
of military, naval, and air installations in Greece, written in March 1942,
received a commendation from the Chief of G-2 (army intelligence)
It appears, in fact, that the Greek section of F.N. was superior to
that of the Research and Analysis Branch. "For example, Research and
Analysis (according to its own statement) has been somewhat deficient
in respect to Greece," Poole wrote to Donovan. He went on to com-
ment that "Foreign Nationalities is strong in this quarter as a result
of an early contact with Mr. Amoss and volunteer helpers at Princeton.
Foreign Nationalities has begun the preparation for Research and Analysis
of a report on Greece, under Professor Robinson's supervision, in addi-
tion to preparing a report of its own on Greek politics in the Western
Hemisphere. In connection with the latter report, cooperation is being
established with Dr. Ascoli, Associate Coordinator of Inter-American
Affairs."' (R. & A. would soon have on its staff another classicist,
Moses Hadas.)

Structure of F.N.

F.N. was composed of two divisions, Field Study and Chancery.
Field Study maintained contacts with foreign groups and individuals,
and coordinated the university volunteers. By war's end, there were
about 100 volunteers at twenty universities, directed from Princeton.
The professional F.N. staff remained small, never exceeding about 50
full-time employees, while Wiley and Poole maintained contact with
important foreign personalities.

Although there were field offices throughout the country, and the
Branch was headquartered in Washington, F.N. conducted extensive
activity in New York. It maintained several cover offices and hide-
aways, and, in one month, September 1944, the New York office held
118 interviews in New York and added 800 names to its files. The
Chancery Division collected the material and disseminated the finished
intelligence reports, issued in five categories: Reports, Bulletins, Specials,
News Notes, and Meeting Reports.'

Report #1, "Notes from the Greek Press in the U.S.," was issued
on February 13, 1942. The Reports were intended to deal comprehen-
sively with large situations, whereas Bulletins, first circulated in Sep-
tember, were smaller items designed to follow an issue but not to deal

'Memorandum for Colonel Donovan from DeWitt C. Poole, March 11, 1942.
8War Report, op. cit., pp. 199-201.
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decisively with it, for example, B-23, "The Greek Unit in the United
States Army and the American Greek Community."

After April 1943, particularly secret matters, or those closely tied
to the formation of policy, were developed in Specials. "They were
prepared by the Branch Chief, usually in the form of memoranda to
the Director of O.S.S. and the Secretary of State, and distribution was
extremely limited," the War Report tells us.' The special reports, ob-
tained through personal contact and observation, were interpretive re-
ports on activities and trends in foreign nationality groups. Often, they
were reports on interviews with V.I.P.s, such as Count Sforza, Eduard
Benes, and Archduke Otto of Hapsburg. Only one, S-58, has been
found.

News Notes, inaugurated on August 28, 1944, were designed to
disseminate information obtained from newspapers but not generally
known, or significant changes of public opinion. None concerning Greek-
Americans have been uncovered, although several have been referenced
in Reports and Bulletins.

Meeting Reports were begun in May 1942, after the Branch Chief
agreed to supply the Office of Facts and Figures, later part of the
Office of War Information, and the Special War Policies Unit, with
reports on public meetings. The Field Study Division developed a group
of reporters who attended these meetings.

N. also produced about 400 copies each of two issues of a Hand-
book with historical and statistical information on foreign nationality
groups. The first issue, distributed in September 1943, contained 185
pages, while a later version, published in April 1945, totalled 266 pages.
Neither has been declassified, although a document in the army in-
telligence files numbered pages 71-76, and titled "The Greek Com-
munity," which had written at the bottom of it, "For Nationality Groups
in the U.S. June, 1943," could be a selection from the first handbook.

F.N. was much more than a press clipping and reporting service.
It recruited personnel for both Special Intelligence and Special Opera-
tions and occasionally practiced a little diplomacy and espionage. In
September 1942, Assistant Secretary of State Berle had a problem: tension
between the Czechs and Slovaks in this country had increased alarmingly,
and Berle wanted F.N. to effect a peace between the leaders. The
Branch Chief got involved and personally arranged a truce. Earlier,
F.N. transmitted to State detailed information from a Czechoslovak
official on a secret treaty between the Czech Government-in-Exile and
the U.S.S.R. Although the State Department had heard rumors of such
an agreement, their officers were forbidden to make the necessary ap-
proaches to get information!'

The War Report states that, as of September 24, 1945, when the
Branch was dismantled and transferred to State, F.N. had produced

°War Report, op. cit., p. 200.
"War Report, op. cit., pp. 198-199.
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247 Reports, 399 Bulletins, 271 Meeting Reports, 152 News Notes, and
126 Specials. It was also responsible for 350 individual memoranda
sent to various State Department officers, and it excerpted, indexed,
and filed 18,082 incoming reports, covering 20,350 individuals, 3,550
organizations, and 2,053 publications. 11 This makes one wonder if any
groups were not being watched. If the Greek-American material was
only 5% of the total, and I suspect 10% would be more accurate, the
Branch would have compiled files on 1,000 individuals, 177 organiza-
tions, and 100 publications!

Conflicts and Compliments

Several branches of the O.S.S. were interested in immigrant groups:
they were ideal for the recruitment of agents, and could be used as
lines to influence the policies of friend and foe alike. The S.I. Branch
had carried on some intelligence work with foreign nationality groups,
and a problem arose when the two branches wanted to recruit the
same person or influence the same situation. Colonel Donovan convened
a large group of high-ranking O.S.S. officers in his office for a meet-
ing in October 1942, where the difficulties were discussed.

"As a further example of difficulty created by overlapping of FNB
and SI activities Col. Amoss cited the case of Mr. Moskovides," a
memorandum of the meeting says. "The latter is a Greek citizen held
in custody by U.S. authorities at the request of the Greek and British
governments on the charge of illegal entry. Col. Amoss stated that
Mr. Meritt of FNB had discussed this matter with various Greek
and American government officials, urging upon them consideration of
the political consequences of this action in the Greek community in
the U.S. Col. Amoss felt that it was unsound for Americans to attempt
to intervene in matters affecting the political relationships of American
and recognized foreign governments." The role of the university volun-
teer had substantially increased from reading newspapers, and Meritt,
instead of merely reporting Greek-American sentiments, is seen attempt-
ing here to anticipate and channel the reactions of the Greek com-
munity.

Another area of conflict was in recruitment. Although F.N. recruited
agents for S.I. and S.O., for S.I. to recruit an agent independently, it
had to ask the O.S.S. security office for a report. The security office
in turn relied, in part, upon F.N. for information about foreign na-
tionals. The same memorandum states that: "Reference was made to
a so-called FNB blacklist which served to disqualify foreign nationals
upon whose eligibility for assignment SI had asked the OSS security
office for a report . . . It was a list of foreign nationals whose mail and
telegrams FNB was interested in having intercepted for their probable

nwar Report, op. cit., p. 199.
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political significance. In the case of cablegrams Censorship requested
that persons whose activity was of a dubious character be specially in-
dicated as a guide to the censors who had to reach quick judgments
about the cables. This was done.""

There were a large number of F.N. intelligence "consumers," in-
cluding military intelligence, the State Department, F.B.I., and the
British Joint Staff Mission. The reports were highly praised, and ap-
parently helped in the formulation of policy. Alan Cranston, now a
U.S. Senator from California and then Chief of the Foreign Language
Division of the O.W.I., thanked Poole for "the very helpful analysis
of the Sons of Italy, and also for the report on the recent Mazzini
meeting." James Dunn, State's Adviser on Political Relations, found the
reports "regarding the attitude of the Greek press and of Greeks in the
United States to be most helpful.'

Although relations between the O.S.S. and the F.B.I. were often
strained, since its inception, the F.N. had an informal arrangement with
the F.B.I. to exchange information. The Military Intelligence Division
probably also followed foreign group activities. A December 15, 1943,
report, "Greek Politics in the United States," not only discusses the
various newspapers and organizations, but includes a directory of Greek-
American leaders.

The O.S.S. almost ended as abruptly as it began. The American
people, tired of foreign involvement, expected the war's end to usher
in peace and prosperity. Opposition to a "new Gestapo," and President
Truman's coolness to Donovan, postponed the creation of a peacetime
intelligence agency. In July 1945, F.N. began an overall reduction in
force, and, by September, the skeleton staff moved as part of R. & A.
to the State Department. The State Department probably felt the loss
most seriously. A memorandum from the F.N. Branch Chief in August
states that "Assistant Secretary of State Julius Holmes has repeatedly
expressed his concern about the consequences for State of the curtail-
ment of F.N. services in the immediate future. . . . Since Mr. Blegan
left on 1 August the Division of Southern European Affairs has in
particular become concerned about the future F.N. Greek intelligence
service."

The War Report claims that F.N. "proved that through study of
foreign nationality groups in America it was possible to obtain indica-
tions of future European developments. For example, it deduced that
the new Czechoslovakia would have to be recognized on a basis of much
wider local autonomy, it foresaw the problems of the restored Greek

"Draft Minutes of Meeting, held Tuesday, October 20, 1942, unsigned, p. 4,
Entry 86, RG 226, NA.

""A Few Comments on the reports put out by the Foreign Nationalities
Branch," Office of Strategic Services, no date, p. 5, Entry 86, RG 226, NA.

""State Department Concerns About FN Operations, From Bjarne Braatoy,
Branch Chief, to General John Magruder," August 10, 1945, Entry 86, RG
226, NA.
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Government, and it discerned the great issues affecting Poland and her
neighbors.""

Political Orientation of P.N.

The available F.N. reports appear balanced, accurate, and read rather
like straightforward summaries of publicly available information. But
since this is only a small segment of the files, the more clandestine,
sensational, and politically sensitive material may reside in the Specials,
with their very limited distribution, and in the memoranda and reports
prepared at the request of the State Department.

The declassified reports do more than simply report, they reflect the
ambiguities of American foreign policy at the time. The conflict within
the Greek-American community described in these reports is subdued,
for the struggles themselves were muted until the contours of Allied
policy were clear. The National Herald and the Greek Tribune, for
example, suspected that the King would return to Greece in spite of the
will of the people, but the proof of the Allied pudding came later.

The O.S.S. itself reflected the political conflicts occurring in Amer-
ica at the time. R. Harris Smith's OSP fully addresses the question
ardent Communists worked under the same roof with a heterogeneous
mass of New Deal Democrats and Wilkie Republicans," he writes, and
quotes Donovan himself as saying that "I'd put Stalin on the OSS pay-
roll if I thought it would help us defeat Hitler."

Both here and abroad, the Second World War delayed conflict
between social forces while dramatically increasing the expectations of
social groups. Everyone participated in the war against fascism, but
everyone wanted something different at the war's end. To the New
Deal, the war would solve domestic economic problems by America's
preeminence in a new world economic order. The Roosevelt liberals be-
lieved that this world order would sweep away colonial and monarchist
regimes, while American business hoped that it would take with it
British domination over lucrative world markets and raw materials. The
two went hand in hand. For the left, in America and abroad, the war
was a fight against dictatorship and for the beginning of an era of
social justice and cooperation between nations. For the war-weary peoples
of Europe and America, the war's end was to mean peace and prosperity.
The O.S.S. functioned as a microcosm of these conflicts. The leftists
and liberals fired a continual barrage of reports urging the destruction
of fascist collaborators, and the ascendancy of the indigenous guerrilla
movements, while the political right and status quo wished to destroy
Nazi and Japanese domination, while simultaneously limiting the British
and Russian spheres of influence.

15War Report, op. cit., p. 202.
160SS, R. Harris Smith, 1972, Berkeley, CA, pp. 9 -10.
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Within the Greek-American community, the conflict between liberals,
conservatives, and radicals can be seen through their views of American
involvement in Greek affairs. Each wanted involvement, but each be-
lieved that involvement would bring different results. As Report 233,
"Intervention in Greece," states: "[D]evelopments have strengthened
Greek-American longing for American intervention and have increased
their {sic,} disappointment that such a consummation was not being re-
alized. But the two main political divisions of the community . . . have
differed widely in their interpretation of that term. To the royalists and
other conservatives it meant the United States taking her place beside Great
Britain in helping a conservative coalition in Greece prevail over EAM
and eliminate the danger of a Communist regime established under
Soviet influence. To liberal republicans, leftists, and Communists it
meant America throwing her weight on the side of EAM in order to
preserve the country from falling victim to a royal dictatorship sub-
servient to British imperial interests. . . . Each has interpreted every
pertinent official statement of President Roosevelt or Secretary Stettinius
as support for its own views; but each has remained dissatisfied." In
such a situation, the balance needed by Washington policymakers was
indeed precarious. They had to be against the old order, unless the only
opposition was the left, in which case new alliances with the old forces
had to be built—Greece was a textbook case.

DeWitt Poole, a self-described "old State Department man," was
"a good official executing his duties according to the policy laid out
by his superiors in the State Department."" He understood that, in the
postwar world, America had to assume a new image commensurate with
its new status as a world power. He thought, for example, that America's
Vichy policy played into the hands of the Old Guard and did not project
an image that was in America's interest. He wrote, in September 1943,
that "We may not blink at the plain fact that all this has jeopardized
our moral leadership in the Western World and, for the moment any-
how, turned the minds of innumerable good people toward Soviet Russia
as offering a wiser and more courageous leadership." The Soviet Union
posed a problem for the United States, not so much because of its in-
tention to occupy Eastern Europe, but because the identification of popular
movements with it threatened American plans for the postwar world.

Indeed, alone of the major powers, the U.S. emerged with its in-
dustrial capacity and economic foundation intact. It was to prepare for
this new world position that necessitated the creation of an intelligence
agency, not the war against fascism. An isolationist nation does not care
whether a King George will win a referendum, nor which resistance move-
ment has won the hearts and minds of the populace—but an emerging
world power does.

"Dinner at the White House, Louis Adamic, New York, 1946, p. 154.
18Quoted in Smith, OSS, p. 389, DeWitt Poole Papers, State Historical Society

of Wisconsin, Madison, Wisconsin.
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To Donovan, the O.S.S. microcosm worked well. He molded an
intelligence apparatus that could be used for whatever direction America
moved. As for his use of leftists, Smith points out that "Donovan found
that political leftists were often the most valiant field officers in his
espionage and sabotage branches. When the F.B.I. triumphantly pre-
sented the general with dossiers of three O.S.S. employees with Com-
munist Party affiliations and demanded their ouster from the organiza-
tion, Donovan responded, 'I know they're are Communists; that's why
I hired them.' ""

It is more than coincidental that 1941, the year that saw the establish-
ment of the C.O.I., was also the year that Henry Luce, the Time-Life
magnate, proclaimed as the beginning of the American century. What-
ever the war's outcome, by that year it became clear that the United
States would be the real winner.

Of necessity, this article is a rough and cautious introduction to
the Foreign Nationalities Branch. Just as an archaeologist can only guess
at the final shape of an artifact after uncovering two or three pieces, so
can we only conjencture about the activities of a Branch when less than
1% of its papers are available for study. But some conclusions can be
drawn. Surveillance, mail intrusion, monitoring of public and peaceful
meetings, seemed to be done with no apparent regard for the rights of
citizens and without a clear and direct national security need. Certainly,
the O.S.S. did not attend the 1944 convention of the G.A.P.A. (Greek
American Progressive Association), a fraternal association, because they
were anticipating illegal acts. Nor did they report on the Mass Meeting
Sponsored by the Committee for the Rebirth of Distomo, seeking to
rebuild a Greek village destroyed by the Nazis, to uncover either Gestapo
agents or an insurrection. If the virtually unanimous domestic support
for American participation in the war ameliorated these civil liberty issues
then, there is no reason for us to ignore these issues now.

We know that F.N. used American universities covertly, and the
reference to Meritt's involvement in the Moskovides case encourages
speculation about the depth of the relationship. It may be proper for
academics to contribute to a country's intellectual needs during war-
time, but one can certainly argue whether this needs to remain secret.
We do not even know whether another government agency continued
the work of F.N. Although it was officially transferred to the State
Department in late 1945, it is unclear whether the latter continued with
such work, or if any agency has continued this work since.

Of the few public references to the work of F.N., only Louis Adamic's
remarks are critical:

A few days after Pearl Harbor the State Department issued a
release composed by Assistant Secretary Adolph A. Berle, which
behind its cleverly ambiguous verbiage sharply warned the new-

"OSS, op. cit., p. 11.
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immigrant groups . . . they were to refrain from starting move-
ments concerning their old countries such as had troubled the
government during World War I. . . . Mr. Berle got himself an
assistant to travel about the country spotting developments in the
"foreign sections." Presently this fellow's function mushroomed
into the Foreign Nationalities Branch of the Office of Strategic
Services . . . Poole's purpose [was to) keep them from developing
positive movements with regard to postwar political setups in
Europe. . . . Poole's organization functioned with extremely
unfortunate results. Clever and subtle, it was perhaps more damag-
ing to the American spirit than were the brutal anti-German
hysteria and Palmer persecutions of the foreign-born during and
after World War I. The general public . . . knew nothing about
it.""

There is an internal logic in the development of any intelligence
apparatus—once there is a total reporting of events, the temptation to
influence and try to determine these events is irresistible. The observer
is always a part of the world being observed, and there is no reason
why the agents of the O.S.S. should have been immune to this dialectic. Is
it reasonable to assume that when a Greek or Greek-American leader was
being interviewed by an O.S.S. agent, that they would not be influenced
by the interviewers?

The O.S.S. did intervene in the life and views of the immigrant
communities: T. Leslie Shear of Princeton worked as an analyst for
F.N. in the Greek area. Yet two Foreign Nationalities Reports, "Greek
American Mass Meeting" (M-143) and "Rally in Celebration of Greek
Liberation" (M-249) list him as a speaker at these rallies. Was the
F.N. trying to learn what Greek-Americans believed, or was it telling
them what to believe in? Finally, on whose behalf was he speaking?
As the postwar history of our intelligence agencies clearly shows, the
road from analysis to intervention is indeed short.

20Dinner at the White House, op. cit., pp. 153-156.
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No. 1	 February 13, 1942

Notes from the Greek Press in the U. S.

From the Greek National Herald of February 9, 1942

Statements attributed by the press to the Honorable George H. Earle,
formerly United States Minister to Bulgaria, that the Bulgarians, from
Boris down to the lowliest peasant, are grieved that Bulgaria is among
the enemies of the United States, have aroused considerable ire in the
Greek-American Press.

The Herald points out to Mr. Earle that Bulgaria voluntarily served
as a springboard for the attacks on Jugoslavia and Greece, that in both
countries the Bulgarians have been guilty of the most fearful outrages of
plunder and slaughter, and that the Prime Minister has declared that
Bulgaria will do everything to secure a victory for Hitler.

"What injustice, Mr. Earle, toward those of us who have stayed fast
by America's side, in deed as well as in word—How you wound the

A NOTE ON CLASSIFICATION
The O.S.S. employed three classification categories: SECRET, CON-

FIDENTIAL, and RESTRICTED.
The three-tiered dassification system had been established by the War

Department in 1917, and a regulation issued in September 1942 by the
Office of War Information had the effect of extending this classification
system to all non-military agencies.

As defined in a regulation issued in 1938, RESTRICTED, the lowest
classification was to be used on a document "when the information it
contains is for official use only or of such nature that its disclosure should
be limited for reasons of administrative privacy, or should be denied the
general public."

CONFIDENTIAL was the dassification between RESTRICTED and
SECRET, and it indicated the government's desire to protect a document
from public scrutiny.

SECRET was the highest classification until March 15, 1944, when TOP
SECRET was added to parallel more directly the British secrecy system.

Source: -The Development of Security Classification Categories for
Classified Information," W.W. Harrison Jr., Office of the Assistant Secretary
of Defense (Public Affairs), 1958.
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rights due to the people who today quiver beneath the Bulgarian sword!"
Indignation among Greeks in the U.S. over the question of food for Greece

The Detroit Athens of February 5, 1942, has a 6-column editorial
entitled "Whose fault is it?" in which, it blames the Allied Governments
and the Government of Greece in London for failure to send food into
Greece to aid the starving people.

This represents a very general and widespread point of view among
the Greeks in the United States. The Boston Ethnos is very outspoken, as
is also the Greek Daily National Herald of New York.

Reference is constantly made to the appeasement of Vichy-France and
Spain with food, "with boats that are loaded every day with thousands of
tons of food from Africa, and from North and South America." The
Detroit Athens accuses the allies of fearing France and Spain and hence
relaxing the blockade, but of not fearing Greece and hence not relaxing
the blockade.

The mounting indignation, it is the report, may crystallize into a
strong political sentiment against the leaders of the present Greek Gov-
ernment in exile for not having more success in arranging for shipments
of food.

Arab propaganda from Athens, Greece

Athens is reported by the London Times correspondent in Stambul
to be a center of- Arab propaganda, with many Syrian, Iraq, and Egyptian
paid agents of the Axis active there. An Arab newspaper will be edited
in Athens, according to the report, and the Athens radio broadcasts con-
stantly in Arabic.

The former Prime Minister of Iraq, Gailani, and the Grand Mufti of
Jerusalem have gone, or are going, to Athens, the report adds.

CONFIDENTIAL

No. 6	 March 6, 1942

Notes on Greek Politics in the United States

The Greek-language press in America serves as the political forum of
the Hellenic groups outside of Greece. Together with the Greek-American
societies and groups it reflects today a struggle for control of sympathies,
for power in the exiled government and the new Greece-to-be after the
war.
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The main issue appears to be settled. Only those who fought Fascism
before or during the war get a favorable hearing. But division is still
noticeable, tending toward the creation at present of three movements.

First, there are the ex-Metaxas men, who with a few wealthy sup-
porters are very energetic in writing and speaking. They have the backing
of Atlantis, one of the two principal Greek papers with national circula-
tion. They once cooperated with the Nazis and their opponents wage a
bitter campaign of accusation that they still are doing so. Atlantis and its
supporters have always been conservative-royalist.

Apparently accepting the present government in exile, even with the
king included for the time being, the next group is largely recruited from
once anti-royalist liberals. Their speakers and paper in America (the
Greek Daily National Herald) are trying to force the last Metaxas ele-
ments out of the London Cabinet and to prevent war-made Metaxas
"heroes" from establishing personal followings in American-Greek circles.

The Tribune (Vima) is the organ of Greek Communism in the
world. The Communists follow the line of the world party, but they are
reported to be working very actively with Greek seamen in every port,
and their opponents charge that they control one of the branches of the
Greek fur-workers in the United States.

In its issue of February 27, the Tribune reports the enthusiastic recep-
tion given to Irving Potash and John Vapheiades on their release from
jail. These leaders of the United Council of Fur Workers were welcomed
back by a huge crowd, among whom were Allan Haywood, national
representative of the C.I.O., Harry Ritz, representative of the A.F. of L.,
and Michael Quill of the Transport Workers. The president of the Ship-
workers Union sent a telegram of congratulation, and there was a speech
by Ben Gold, President of the International Union of Fur Workers and
Dyers. The Tribune officially expressed its own congratulations. The
same issue carried a 3-column appeal for the release of Earl Browder.

The Greek-language newspapers and speakers of every complexion
are frantic now in their demands that food be shipped to Greece regard-
less of all other considerations.

The relaxation of the "enemy alien" regulations, permitting Dode-
kanese to be treated as Greeks instead of Italians, has been very
favorably received.
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CONFIDENTIAL

Number 24	 May 1, 1942

ORGANIZATIONS FOR POST-WAR RECONSTRUCTION
IN GREECE

There exist in the United States two committees organized by Greek-
Americans to study the problems of post-war reconstruction in Greece.
One of these is the National Committee for the Restoration of Greece,
with offices in New York City, and the other is the Pan-Hellenic Federa-
tion, with offices in Chicago. Both now have the official benediction of
the Greek Archepiscopate of North and South America, and both have
as their purpose doing all that can be done for the mother country.

The National Committee for the Restoration of Greece was conceived
first. With the consent and approval of the Greek Minister, Mr. Kimon
Diamantopoulos, announcements were sent out from New York inviting
representatives of many groups to participate in the organization meet-
ing. Both American-Greek fraternal orders, Ahepa and Gapa, were in-
vited to send representatives. (The rivalry of Ahepa and Gapa is of long
standing. Ahepa (American Hellenic Educational Progressive Association)
was organized in 1923; it now has chapters all over the United States and
in Canada. Gapa (Greek-American Progressive Association) was organ-
ized several years later by secessionists from Ahepa; although its member-
ship now extends through the country it is not as large as Ahepa's.)
President Gavaris of Gapa attended the meeting, but President Nomikos
of Ahepa did not. Nevertheless, Mr. Nomikos was named as a member
of the Executive Committee to represent Ahepa on the National Com-
mittee for the Restoration of Greece. This organization took place in the
summer of 1941 and it followed a series of editorials on the subject in the
National Herald of New York. Shortly after the conquest of Greece in
April, the owner and editor of this Greek paper, Mr. John Basil Vlavia-
nos, had begun to urge united action by the Greeks in America looking
toward the restoration after the war.

Whether by intention or accident the core of the National Committee
turned out to be made up of college professors, wealthy editors and pub-
lishers, wealthy laymen who were close to the Archepiscopal See in New
York, and wealthy or official Greeks who were not American citizens,
together with the Gapa contingent. For various reasons, all such groups
had long been subject to the criticism or hostility of other elements in
American-Greek society.

During the same summer, Ahepa was making preparations for its
convention which was to be held at Cincinnati in August, and its officials
conceived the idea of calling a Pan-Hellenic Congress to meet in Cin-
cinnati at the same time. At this point Mr. Nomikos; the president of
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Ahepa, is said to have telegraphed Mr. Vlavianos urging that the newly
formed National Committee be incorporated in the new still-to-be formed
Pan-Hellenic Federation arguing that the Federation would be more
truly representative and that it would not have the appearance of an
outlet for foreign propaganda from which the National Committee suf-
fered by virtue of the approval given it by the Greek Minister. In effect,
the National Committee was asked to give way before the new organ-
ization. Leaders of the National Committee feel that Mr. Nomikos was
probably influenced to take this action by the Supreme Vice-President of
Ahepa, Mr. George C. Vournas, who lives in Washington and who is
reported by some to have had past disagreements with both Mr. Diaman-
topoulos and the Archbishop.

Important members of the National Committee begged Mr. Nomikos
during the summer of 1941 to support the National Committee and to
drop the idea of a Pan-Hellenic Federation. By the time this correspond-
ence had passed, Mr. Nomikos replied that it was too late because a
great many invitations had already been sent out and that many organ-
izations had agreed to come to Cincinnati. On the other hand, many
organizations did not accept the invitation because the representation
would obviously be heavily weighted in favor of Ahepa: there would be
a strong temptation for local societies to save money by appointing as
delegates members who also happened to belong to Ahepa and who
would therefore be in Cincinnati to attend the Ahepa convention. For
example: the Rhodians, the Chians, and the Cretans are reported to have
held themselves aloof from the Pan-Hellenic Federation, and Mr. Gavaris,
president of Gapa, has openly expressed his disappointment over Ahepa's
insistence on its proposal. Not a single chapter of Gapa belongs to the
Federation and, under the circumstances, it is extremely unlikely that one
will ever join it. Even some chapters of Ahepa refused to follow the
national policy.

When the convention of Aphea [sic] met in Cincinnati, the Pan-
Hellenic Federation was set up; this Federation, according to Ahepa's
rivals, became an Ahepa annex.

Newspaper publicity was sought for the new Federation from the
important Greek newspapers in the United States. The director of the
Greek daily National Herald of New York, Mr. Vlavianos, and the
editor of the Greek daily Atlantis in New York, Mr. Constantinides, were
both members of the National Committee, and neither one of these papers
called public attention to the Federation. They do not give it publicity
now but simply ignore its existence. On the other hand, the Ahepan of
Washington, D. C., official organ of the Ahepa fraternal organization,
and the liberal democratic press of Chicago, which includes the left-wing
monthly periodical Hellas, have played up the Federation and played
down the National Committee. The Ethnos of Boston has played down
the National Committee without supporting the Federation. When these
newspapers failed to win for the Federation the support of Atlantis,
which they could hardly expect because of this paper's known conservative
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tendencies, and of the National Herald, which they had thought might
stand by them, the Federation turned for its New York publicity to the
only remaining paper of any consequence, the Communist Greek-Amer-
ican Tribune. The Tribune, under the editorship of Mr. Christophorides,
is delighted with this alliance and carries on a constant running fire of
editorial comment belittling the National Committee and in particular
denouncing Mr. Vlavianos.

There seems to be at present little hope for a reconciliation between
these two groups set up to study problems of post-war reconstruction in
Greece, unless it can be effected through the Greek War Relief Associa-
tion. The president of the Greek War Relief is Mr. Spyros Skouras; his
tenure of office has been marked by considerable intramural disputes.
However, it is understood that Mr. Skouras is withdrawing from the
active direction of the Association, which will be assumed by Mr. Homer
W. Davis, recently appointed executive vice-president. Mr. Davis's record
as president of the American College in Athens has made him a figure
respected by American Greeks of all factions except outright Fascist circles.
It is possible that under his direction he Isic) Greek War Relief Associa-
tion may succeed in healing the breach that has arisen between the Na-
tional Committee for the Restoration of Greece and the Pan-Hellenic
Federation. Both organizations, after all, are dedicated to the purpose
of doing all that can be done for the motherland.

SECRET

Number 35	 June 8, 1942

THE VISIT OF KING GEORGE II OF GREECE

The visit of King George II of Greece to the Greek troops stationed
in Palestine and Egypt has, according to a variety of reports, been suc-
cessful in allaying the anti-royalist disaffection of these troops and has
restored their confidence in the King. This success was no doubt as much
the result of British aid to the Greek army and navy, on which the King
was able to report, as it was of the King's personal efforts. Whatever the
reasons for its success, his visit has contributed substantially to the unity
and determination of the Greek war effort.

A somewhat similar result may be expected from the King's visit to
the United States. Here too he will face many types of disaffection, but
with suitable backing for the needs of his people (if not for himself),
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it is probable that he will be able to stand as the symbol of a united effort
in a common cause.

The Greek Bureau of Research and Information in New York City
has recently distributed a number of press releases emphasizing the liberal-
ization of the Cabinet of the Greek Government in Exile. The Greek
Government which went into exile as a result of the German invasion was
the partial heir of the regime established on August 4, 1936, when royal
decrees dissolved Parliament and General John Metaxas instituted a
personal dictatorship during which laws were enacted by royal decree.
Metaxas died in late January of 1941, during the war against the Italians,
and was succeeded by M. Koryzis, who rejected the German ultimatum
which preceded the German attack. On April 1, 1941, when it became
clear that Athens would fall to the Germans, Koryzis committed suicide.
In the great peril of that moment, the King experienced difficulty in
appointing a new cabinet, but on April 21, Emmanuel Tsouderos, known
as a liberal with London banking connections, became Prime Minister of
a Government which included some ministers who had been in the
Metaxas Government. It was with this Government that the King escaped
first to Crete, from there to Egypt and finally to London, where the
cabinet was formally constituted on September 24, 1941.

So long as members of the Metaxas regime were included in the
Government, there was great opposition to it among Greeks in all parts
of the world, and particularly among those in the United States. The
Bureau of Research stresses the fact that the appointment of Mr. Pana-
giotes Kanellopoulos as Vice-Premier has done much to eliminate the
criticism of the Tsouderos Government. The new Vice-Premier, spoken
of as one of the most eminent of the younger statesmen of Greece by the
left-wing Boston Ethnos [sic) (April 17), was exiled by Metaxas in the
early days of the dictatorship. He returned to serve at the front at the out-
break of the Greek-Italian war. Because he stayed on after the German oc-
cupation to lead the guerrilla warfare until his recent escape, it is felt that
he is in the closest contact with the Greeks still within the occupied
country. Kanellopoulos replaces Admiral Sakellariou, who had been re-
tained from the Metaxas regime.

Other changes in the cabinet of the Greek Government in Exile in-
clude the resignation of Mr. Nikoloudis, who was Minister of Propa-
ganda and Tourism and who was responsible for the Greek "Youth
Movement," and the recent dismissal of Mr. Dimitratos, who was Minister
of Labor. Mr. Dimitratos was originally sent to the United States as a
special emissary of the Tsouderos Government, which had decorated him.
All but a very few of the extreme right-wing papers greeted his dismissal
with joy, but the ex-Minister himself vigorously protested against being
charged with pro-Fascist sympathies and insisted that in Greece he was
still regarded as the rightful leader of the laboring classes. The retirement
of Admiral Sakellariou is the most significant cabinet change inasmuch as
it removes the last member who belonged to the dictatorship of August
4, 1936.
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It is reported that the King of Greece will be accompanied by his
Prime Minister, Mr. Tsouderos, on his trip to the United States. The
schedule calls for his arrival in Washington on June 10, where it is
expected that during his stay of approximately six days he will address
the Congress. From here he will go to New York, where he will remain
for approximately six days more. It is understood that the King and his
party will then leave the United States.

This visit is anticipated with mixed feelings by the Americans of
Greek descent in the United States and by Greek citizens who are resi-
dents of the United States. In the eyes of some, the King is contaminated
by his association with the former dictatorial regime of Metaxas. Some of
the liberal Greek newspapers in the United States find it difficult to over-
look this connection and there is a danger that the arrival of the King
in this country will serve to arouse the political controversy which has
more or less died down in recent months. On the other hand, the King
and his Government have been making gestures obviously designed to
placate the liberal democratic element. In addition, the fact that the King
will be received by the American Government as the Chief of State of a
country taking part in the war as one of the United Nations may serve
to make criticism of him appear untimely even in the eyes of the most
untractable [sic] Greeks.

The news reports from Palestine, Egypt, and London continue to
emphasize the renewed leadership of the King as titular head of the
Government which waged a heroic fight against both the Italians and the
Germans and which has reconditioned its army and navy to resume an
active part in the fight of the United Nations. There is the ultimate hope
that the King by his visit to the United States may serve to unify the
various divergent political factions, that he may in his person be a
symbol of unity, and that the Greeks, inspired by his presence, may
remember vividly the glorious days of their fight in Albania. In this way
they may be impressed by the gravity of the present situation in Greece
itself, and may take a new resolve to carry on without internal dissension.

Some preliminary reaction to the visit of the King can be noted in
the Greek press. The powerful Atlantis of New York, which has always
been a supporter of the Monarchist party, comments editorially (May 19)
that "The visit will have a symbolic character and will serve purely
national purposes. However short it may be, it will certainly strengthen
the bonds between the land of our birth and the land of our adoption
and will remind the American public of the tremendous sacrifice of the
Greek nation on the altar of the common struggle against Hitlerism and
Fascism. In addition, it will give the Greek Premier an opportunity to
bring the American Government up to date on the Greek share in the
common war effort and on the plans for future action of the Greek forces
fighting in the Middle East. Greeks and Americans of Greek extraction
will feel patriotic emotion and justifiable pride because in a little while the
leaders of the Greek struggle will be among them and, we are sure, will
demonstrate the feelings of love, devotion and reverence which they
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cherish toward those who in the face of great obstacles and in trying
days direct the fight for the liberation of Greek lands from the abomin-
able invaders."

The California of San Francisco declares (May 29) that "it is the
duty of all Greeks to unite, with the heroic George II as their symbol,
and not to waste time on political questions."

The other powerful Greek daily, the National Herald, will apparently
do what it can to preserve unity during the visit of the King. This will
be an important contribution, for the Herald has consistently been out-
spoken in its rejection of everything connected with the dictatorship of
Metaxas. Most of the other Greek papers, though their attitude is of less
importance, will probably look with favor upon the royal visit. The Pnyx
and the Star of Chicago and the Canton, Ohio, Parthenon are among this
number.

The position which will be taken by the Communist Greek-American
Tribune of New York is problematic. In the past it has taken the position
that partisan politics outside Greece make very little difference: when
the war is over the Greek people inside Greece, who have borne the brunt
of suffering and privation, will decide for themselves what kind of Gov-
ernment they want. The visit of the King and his Minister may therefore
seem to the editors of the Tribune to have relatively little significance.
The Boston Ethnos may be critical, and there is apt to be a flare-up of
indignation in the sometimes irresponsible Hellas of Chicago. News of
the King's visit came too late for any but perfunctory comment in the
last number of Hellas. Since it is a monthly publication, its sentiments,
whatever they may be, will play no direct part in conditioning the recep-
tion given the King by Greeks in the United States.

Organizations other than those predominantly Greek are also prepar-
ing to welcome the King and his Minister. The Near East organizations
which have done educational and philanthropic work in Greece, together
with the American Friends of Greece, will give a dinner in honor of King
George on June 22. It is safe to say that all these are anxious to make the
King's visit successful.

Regardless of the procedure of restoration in Greece when the war is
ended, and regardless of the Greek people's decision for a continuation
or discontinuation of the Monarchy—there is evidence from inside Greece
that the King is not held in favor by the great masses of the people at the
present time—there is a general belief that the successful prosecution of
the war will be best served if all Greeks and all friends of Greece can
remain united now around the King and the Tsouderos Government. It
is possible that the visit may open up old wounds and aggravate political
differences among the Greeks in this country; but it is more probable
that the visit may achieve a sufficient unity of emotion and purpose to
permit the Greeks to concentrate their energies on pressing problems of
relief and on the conduct of the war with a minimum of disagreement
among themselves. If it is a success, it will be heartening encouragement
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to the Greek forces in the Near East and even (in spite of opposition to
the King personally) to the people within Greece.

SECRET

Number 37	 June 13, 1942

THE ATTITUDE OF GREEKS IN AMERICA
TO THE VISIT OF KING GEORGE II

The great majority of Greeks and of Greek-Americans in the Middle
West and in Northern New York are well disposed to the visit of King
George II of Greece; they believe that the future of royalty in Greece
depends largely on how far the King is willing to go to restore a free
and democratic form of government; they would oppose a return to
dictatorship in Greece; and they are convinced that the best hope of
Greece lies in a closer cooperation with the United States.

This is the considered judgment of an American observer just re-
turned from an extended tour of the Middle West and the North Atlantic
states. Because he speaks Greek perfectly as a result of having spent many
years in Greece, and because he has many friends among the Greeks
in this country, he is a competent judge of Greek-American opinion. His
report on prevailing sentiment, based in particular on visits in St. Louis,
Chicago, Detroit, and Buffalo, as well as in neighboring cities, is sub-
stantially as follows:

Prominent members of all the communities visited express sentiments
generally favorable toward the visit of the King. They feel strongly that
existing political differences should not be allowed to stand in the way
of national unity and cooperation. Absolute unity of purpose, they believe,
is necessary for the winning of the war and for the reconstruction which
will follow.

Even those who are opposed to royalty on principle think that the
expression of opposition to the King at this time would seriously injure
the cause of Greece. They eagerly desire doser cooperation between
Greece and the United States, and hence it seems to them that for Greeks
to cry out now against their King—who is being officially received in this
country as the representative of the Greek people—would be more than
bad taste: it might impair the cordial relations between the two countries.

At the same time, little sympathy is being shown for the late dictator-
ship. Whether or not the King will eventually return to Greece they
believe will depend on his willingness to restore political freedom and
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parliamentary government; but in any case the decision must be made at
home by the Greeks who have fought and suffered. The fact that the
former associates of Dictator John Metaxas have been dropped by the
Tsouderos Government and that men of more liberal views have taken
their places seems to be an important factor in determining the attitude
of the American Greeks. Vice-Premier Kanellopoulos and—to a lesser
degree—Minister of Justice Demetrakakis are repeatedly mentioned as
very acceptable additions to the Government.

Some are inclined to question whether the Greek Minister in Wash-
ington, Mr. Kimon Diamantopoulos, can handle the situation properly.
In the Middle West the fear is expressed that the Minister might be
influenced by powerful individuals and interests in the Greek colony
along the Eastern seaboard, and some resent what they consider his
arbitrary organization last summer of the "National Committee for the
Restoration of Greece." This particular difference of opinion is of very
little significance in relation to the visit of the King except that it empha-
sizes the natural rivalries between the Greeks of the Middle West and
the Greeks of the East.

Occasionally in the Middle West a recent arrival from Greece who
lived under the Government of the King and the Dictator speaks in favor
of a democratic Government without a King; in spite of this, satisfaction
is generally expressed over the King's visit, for almost everyone thinks it
will help the cause of Greece. It is suggested that in the future Greece
ought to cooperate more closely with the United States and allow her
policies to be shaped along lines laid out in Washington. There may thus
be some hope of avoiding the old jealousies and suspicions in connection
with the Great Powers of Europe that in the past have caused Greece so
much trouble.

Feeling is much more dearly divided in the East. The editor of the
New York National Herald, Mr. Basil John Vlavianos, is opposed to
the King but he plans to maintain a "correct" attitude. Mr. Vlavianos
seems to fear that the official reception of the King will be interpreted
as an American stamp of approval upon the character of the Greek Gov-
ernment between 1935 and 1941. Those who have anti-royalist sentiments
share his regret that the visit of the King has come at just this time, but
their loyalty to Greece and to the United States will probably prevent
any overt indication of their real feelings.

The daily Atlantis is outspokenly royalist. Mr. Vladimeros Konstan-
tinides, who is now Vice-President of the Atlantis Publishing Company
and editor of its paper, has been and still is an ardent admirer of John
Metaxas, whose portrait is prominently displayed in his office along with
those of President Roosevelt and King George. He is quite evidently
sincere in his belief that Metaxas was a truly great Greek. He is convinced
that the Metaxas form of government—which he declares was not a dicta-
torship—probably "saved" Greece and he hopes that it will be reestab-
lished after the war.
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SECRET

Number 43	 June 29, 1942

SOME ASPECTS OF THE VISIT OF
KING GEORGE II OF GREECE

After two weeks of sustained social and diplomatic activity, King
George of the Hellenes and his suite have brought to an end their official
visit to the United States. In retrospect there is speculation in some
quarters as to the purpose of the King's visit.

It is well known from information that has come from Greece that
the King is not popular with his own people, who look forward, it is
reported, with apprehension to the possibility that when the war is over
the British—or some other foreign power—will attempt to restore him to
his throne. Politically-minded observers have suggested therefore that in
addition to the obvious aim of securing help for his country, the King
came to the United States partly with a view to enhancing his own pres-
tige. This might be the end accomplished if his many conferences in this
country lead to some tangible benefit to the suffering people in Greece.
The need for such relief is a constantly recurring theme in both the
liberal and the royalist Greek-language press. One hears it also on every
side in conversation with Greek leaders of all political faiths and it is
emphasized by every report that comes from Greece on the appalling
famine now scourging the land.

With few exceptions the American press gave the King a warm and
enthusiastic reception. Most Americans know little about the internal
troubles of recent years in Greece, where the oppressions of the dictator-
ship of John Metaxas, the regime of August 4, 1936, have contributed
to the King's lack of popularity. To them the King stands as a symbol
of the tremendous sacrifices of the Greek nation in combatting first the
Italians and then the Germans. References to Greece's heroic resistance
to the Axis were made repeatedly in the King's public utterances in the
United States, and they have always been greeted with approval.

Opinion among the Greeks in the United States has been and still is
divided on the issue of the monarchy, but he [sic) is probably more pop-
ular here than he is in Greece. It is questionable that the visit of the King
has made any perceptible change in this sentiment. It is true that while
the King was here there were but few manifestations of political contro-
versy in the Greek community. In the Greek-language press, differences
between liberals and conservatives were minimized and emphasis was
placed on loyalty to the King as a symbol of the heroic Greek people.

The liberal and traditionally pro-Venizelos press apparently agreed
with the pro-royalist factions that they would avoid political discussion
in order to present a united front. This truce was brought about partly
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by the diplomatic skill of the Minister of Marine of the Greek Govern-
ment-in-Exile, Mr. Starvos B. Theophanides, resident now in New York
City, and partly by the political forebearance of Mr. Basil J. Vlavianos,
the liberal publisher of the National Herald of New York. Mr. Theo-
phanides is also Director of the Greek Bureau of Research and Informa-
tion at 30 Rockefeller Plaza. How much he personally directed the pub-
licity campaign in favor of the King is as yet uncertain, but it should be
noted that there were occasional lapses from the spirit of the political truce.

The Pathe News featured the reception of the King at the White
House with the comment that King George of the Hellenes was a monarch
much beloved by his people and that after the war he would return to
Greece to rule over them. This, according to information received from
Greece, is what the Greeks fear may lie in store for them, even though
Premier Tsouderos of the Government-in-Exile in a broadcast some weeks
ago from Egypt promised that at the end of the war the Greek people
would have the privilege of deciding on their own form of Government,
since he and the King and the Government-in-Exile were merely holding
their power in trust until the sovereign will of the people could be
consulted.

A radio broadcast in English also violated the spirit of the political
truce. Mr. Burnet Hershey, newscaster for WMCA, on June 18 praised
the King as a constitutional monarch and blamed many of the troubles
of Greece in recent years on the late Mr. Venizelos. This attempt to
defame Venizelos and to build up the reputation of the King aroused
the anger of many liberals among the Greeks, who pointed out that King
George by royal decree suspended the Constitution on August 4, 1936.

On the other hand, an article published by Mr. Leigh White in The
Nation during the first week of the King's visit bitterly denounced the
King and served to create additional tension in an already delicate situa-
tion. There is some reason to believe that it was this article which inspired
Mr. Hershey to take up the cudgel in defense of the King in his regular
broadcast for June 18.

For their part the King and his Ministers had many opportunities
during their two weeks' stay in the United States to pledge anew their
allegiance to the terms of the Atlantic Charter, and to profess their faith
in the Four Freedoms, but very little use was made by them of this
abundant opportunity. In his speech before the Foreign Policy Association
on the evening of June 19 the King spoke of the Four Freedoms but is
reported to have said of freedom of religion and freedom of the press
merely that they had always been traditional in Greece. Many members
of the audience could not help remembering the abolition of freedom of
the press during the regime of Metaxas under the censorship of the
Minister of Propaganda and Tourism, Mr. Nikoloudis.

In some quarters it has been thought that the visit of the King would
serve to unify the Greeks of the United States in support of the American
war effort. Greeks and Greek-Americans have been wholeheartedly devoted
to a thoroughly vigorous and patriotic attitude toward the war from the
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very beginning. They have not needed the stimulus
King to bring forth their best efforts. Their acclaim
most other Americans. It is not a tribute to one man,
heroic people whom he now officially represents.

55

of the visit of the
now is like that of
but a tribute to the

RESTRICTED

Number 69
	

September 21, 1942

MEMORANDUM: Greek Press in the United States

New York daily; conservative; registered circu-
lation, 16,037; influence, very considerable.
New York daily; liberal; registered circulation,
13,340; influence, very considerable.
New York weekly; Communist, circulation
about 5,000; influence, considerable in labor
circles.
Chicago monthly; leftist-liberal; influence, lim-
ited.
Chicago weekly; royalist, pro-Metaxas; influ-
ence, limited.
Chicago weekly; cautiously liberal; circulation,
about 8,000; influence, limited.

Free Italians The Atlantis (August 18) assails the reported intention
of South American Italians to declare war on the Axis

whether or not the countries in which they reside consider them "Free
Italians." The editorial doubts that the United States authorities will
accede to the "absurd" plan to train South American Italians in the United
States with equipment purchased here. Four-fifths of the Italian immi-
grants in this country, it is said, are citizens, a great many of whom are
fighting on the side of the United Nations; those who are not citizens
should of course not be trusted in anything connected with the war effort.
In any case, the Atlantis concludes, it is not likely that Count Sforza's
followers are so credulous as to believe that five hundred soldiers sent to
Egypt from South America will transform Italy into an ally of the United
Nations.

In a later issue (August 30) this conservative daily continues its
crusade against Count Sforza. Simultaneously with the announcement that
Sforza has left Montevideo for the United States as the representative

Atlantis

National Herald

Greek-American Tribune

Hellas

Greek Star

Saloniki Greek Press
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of "ten million anti-Fascists of America," the Atlantis notes ironically
that Brazilian authorities have arrested hundreds of Italians for celebrating
the torpedoing of American ships in Brazilian waters.

Greek Fascism The Hellas of Chicago continues its attacks on Greek
Fascism in an article condemning the activities of Mania-

dakis (former head of the Secret Police in Athens under the Metaxas
regime), the Konialides clique, and other Fascist elements now in South
America. Maniadakis, the July issue of Hellas reports, has been acting
under special orders from King George II, and E. Demetriades, a Greek
engineer attached to the German Legation in Buenos Aires, is said to
have studied and worked in Germany and to have belonged to the Nazi
party.

Maniadakis has one newspaper at his disposal, the Athenai of Skar-
pathiotis, and a paper called the Patris, expressing the sentiments of the
Konialides clique, attacks the Tsouderos Government whenever the latter
makes any concessions towards liberalism. A South American weekly called
the Hellas serves exclusively to further the personal interests of Dendramis,
Greek Minister to Brazil, charges the Hellas of Chicago. The only pro-
gressive Greek paper in South America is the Neos Kosmos, published
by a group of energetic republicans under Peter Dandalos.

The activities of Greek fascists in South America are not, the Hellas
concludes, confined to the Argentine. The consul in Montevideo, Gregory
Paulazoglu, is listed as a Fascist; and in Rio de Janeiro there is a Greek-
Brazilian League which spreads Fascist propaganda among Brazilian
Greeks.

Food for Greece In connection with the sailing of five more ships with
food for Greece, the Atlantis (August 29) expresses

its appreciation of the efforts of all concerned, including the Governments
of the United States, Great Britain and Canada, the Greek War Relief
Association and its president, Spyros Skouras.

Basil Vlavianos in the National Herald (August 14) offers assurances
that the food sent to Greece reaches the Greek people, since it is being
distributed there through the International Red Cross. Vlavianos charges
the Greek Government with neglect of this vital issue and urges that a
new ministry be set up immediately for this definite purpose.

In a later issue (August 17) the Herald publishes a report of German
offers of food to Greeks who will work in Germany and points out that
the sending of food supplies by the Allies will do much to counteract
this scheme.

Greek Seamen A letter published in the Atlantis (August 14) com-
mends the American Government for having released

some Greek seamen who were held because they lacked proper creden-
tials. In the future those who apply for the legitimization of their status
will no longer be denied entrance to the country, according to the letter,
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which urges the sailors to take the necessary steps and gives them instruc-
tions on procedure.

The Atlantis editorially (August 29) declares that the release of
Greek seamen to serve with the American merchant marine will prove a
most valuable contribution to the Allied war effort.

British Advice A speech recently delivered by Sir Michael Palairet, Am-
bassador from Great Britain to Greece, is the target of

a bitter attack by Basil Vlavianos in the National Herald (August 21).
Vlavianos prefaces his remarks with a reminder that both Sir Michael
Palairet and his predecessor, Sir Sidney Waterlow, supported the Metaxas
dictatorship in Greece. Vlavianos resents particularly the advice that "all
the Greeks in Greece and outside of Greece, whatever their political
opinion, should rally around King George and their Government for the
prosecution of the war and the liberation of Greece" and should refrain
from "every act or expression which would undermine the unity and
consequently serve the purposes of the enemy, who desires to see the
Greek people disunited and embroiled in quarrels." The Greeks have
sacrificed themselves in the common cause, says Vlavianos; they must now
maintain their right to freedom of speech and they do not need advice
from the British. Vlavianos' position is approved by Sophodes Venizelos
in a letter to the Herald (August 26) but no other criticism of Sir
Michael's speech has been noted in the Greek press.

The "Myth" of Phil Nax (Elias Janetes), writing in the National Herald
Albanian Revolt (August 25), undertakes to explode the "myth" that the

Albanians are sympatheic to the Allies. The reports that
there are 20,000 guerrillas in the mountains fighting the Italians are invented,
are 20,000 guerrillas in the mountains fighting the Italians are invented,
he asserts, in the entourage of King Zog in the hope that the British will
create an Albanian "government-in-exile" with King Zog at its head.
But Albanians, according to the writer, have sold out to the Italians; they
have proved themselves completely bereft of any spirit of national inde-
pendence. King Zog's men could have changed the tide of battle in the
entire Balkan area had they offered resistance to the Italians; instead they
chose to fight alongside the Italians in the Greek-Italian war. Under the
circumstances, the article concludes, the other Balkan peoples who have
attained their independence through bloodshed will not tolerate in the
future an Albania ready to be the base for attacks on their own country.

German Guilt The National Herald (August 15) also publishes Phil
Nax's discussion of a movement to exculpate the German

people. He cites specifically an article by J. B. Priestley which urges that
instead of condemning the people as a whole we should show sympathy
to all Germans who fight against the Nazis inside Germany. The Greek
writer attempts to show that all Germans are united around Hitler.

Having made a strong demand that all organizations, Governments
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and churches exact punishment from the Axis for atrocities in occupied
countries, (August 20), [sic) the Herald notes with satisfaction President
Roosevelt's warning to the Axis that these crimes will be avenged (August
24).

CONFIDENTIAL

Number 75	 October 7, 1942

MEMORANDUM: Greek Press

Four Greek-language newspapers published in South America are of
interest to Greeks in the United States who are actively concerned with
Greek politics. The sensational Chicago monthly Hellas, for example,
has published material of an "expose" nature on the Fascist connections
of Latin-American Greek journals (See Memorandum #69). The follow-
ing notes are compiled from information obtained in the United States
from a reliable Greek journalist who has spent five years in the Argen-
tine.

All four South American Greek papers are published in Buenos Aires.
They are:

1) Parris, described as the organ of the extreme pro-Fascist elements
among the South American Greeks;

2) Hellas, generally conservative and pro-democratic;
3) Atenas (formerly called Acropolis), pro-Royalist, with reactionary

tendencies;
4) Neos Kosmos, a liberal organ, considered to be the only reliable

journal of the group.

The semi-weekly Paris, founded in 1924, is the oldest of the South
American Greek newspapers. It was edited successively by Neocles Trian-
taphyllides and George Paraskevaides, under whom the paper exercised
considerable influence; both of these editors were Venizelists and the
editorial policy of the Pains was therefore liberal and democratic. In 1933
financial difficulties obliged Mr. Paraskevaides to sell his interest in the
paper to Athanasios Bairakliotis, a native of Volo, Greece. Bairakliotis
has been described as a thoroughly irresponsible person whose interest
in money dominates all his activities. Although he once belonged to the
Venizelist group in Buenos Aires, he joined a reactionary group of busi-
nessmen who, it is said, tried to gain control of Greek affairs in Buenos
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Aires and Montevideo. The Greek consulates of Buenos Aires and Mon-
tevideo are reported to be controlled at present by a group centered
around Aristoteles Onassis, a wealthy ship owner, and his cousin, Nikolaos
Konialides, both of whom are alleged to be Fascist in sympathy; Onassis,
it is said, spends most of his time in New York, leaving his South Amer-
ican interests to be handled by Konialides.

The Patris has taken to task the Greek Government-in-Exile each time
personalities connected with the Metaxas Fourth-of-August regime have
been removed from office. Mr. Bairakliotis apparently became an
admirer of the Metaxas dictatorship after its advent to power in 1936,
and the paper he edits is still pro-August Fourth. The Patris openly
supports Maniadakis, the former head of the Greek Secret Police who is
now in Argentina and considered pro-Fascist.

The semi-weekly Hellas, owned and published by Demetrios G. Logo-
thetes, is said to be the mouthpiece of the Greek Legation and, even
more, of Demetrios Dandolo, the former Honorary Consul, and of Mr.
Dendramis, the Greek Minister to the Argentine. According to the Hellas
of Chicago, the Hellas of Buenos Aires will support the Greek Govern-
ment only as long as such a policy serves the personal aims of Mr. Den-
dramis.

The weekly Atenas, in its third year of publication under this title,
is successor to the Acropolis and numerous other papers published more
or less irregularly in the past. The present publisher of the Atenas is a
printer named Skarpathiotis, a native of Naxos; neither he nor his paper
are said to enjoy any prestige in the Argentine. The circulation of the
Atenas [sic] is reportedly much smaller than that of the Patris [sic), which
was about 2000 in 1936. Skarpathiotis is now openly supporting Mania-
dakis; in fact, it is reported from a trustworthy source that at the
moment Atenas is being written entirely by Maniadakis and his aide,
Vassiliou. The Hellas of Chicago has also asserted this to be the case.

The only reliable paper in South America, according to the above-
mentioned Greek journalist now in the United States, is the one most
recently established, the Near Kosmos. The editor of this weekly, Pedro
Dandolo, is a nephew of the former Honorary Consul, Demetrios Dan-
dolo; he apparently does not share the political opinions of his uncle as
these are voiced in the Hellas of Buenos Aires. Demetrios Dandolo,
although a Venizelist, represents a more or less conservative attitude.
Pedro Dandolo is described as a man of wide culture who has always
been conscientiously anti-Fascist. The Near Kosmos, it is said, has no
financial subsidy, but is supported by the vast majority of Greek working
people in Latin-America [sic], who are almost one hundred per cent pro-
United Nations and anti-Fascist. Since the Near Kosmos seems actually
to reflect public opinion, it is believed that it may be able to carry on
without financial backing from wealthy individuals.

On the question of internal Greek politics, the Neos Kosmos is
Republican. Pedro Dandolo's entire editorial policy is vigorously opposed
to all the remnants of the August Fourth dictatorship of Metaxas. He
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will support the present Greek Government-in-Exile, it is believed, so
long as its character and actions are democratic.

CONFIDENTIAL

Number B-21	 January 28, 1943

AMERICAN GREEKS AND THE POLITICAL
FUTURE OF GREECE

Declarations concerning the political future of the Greek Government-
in-Exile, made public in London, January 19 and 21, 1943, have elicited
lively interest from both the republican- and the monarchist-minded
Greek-language press in the United States. The Ministerial Council's de-
cision on January 19 that the Government expected upon its return to
Greece at the end of the war to lay down its mandate and allow the
Greek people to select a government of their own choosing was called
"wise and patriotic" by the conservative (monarchist) Atlantis of New
York (January 22) and given unreserved editorial approval.

This announcement was followed by a full radio statement on January
21 to the people of Greece by Vice-Premier Panagiotis Kanellopoulos. He
proclaimed categorically that the Government would resign as soon as
Greece was free and that he and his colleagues would not make their
return to Greece a prerequisite. His final words, promising submission to
the will of the people in Greece, were: "You are our leader—and we
follow you." Mr. Kanellopoulos also assured the Greeks that the Allies
were prepared to recognize Greek national ambitions. He outlined five
dominant objectives of the present Government, which of necessity, he
said, was now compelled to represent the entire nation:

1) Full development of national powers for the winning of the war.
2) Shipment of food to Greece.
3) Solution of the refugee problem.
4) Collaboration with the Allies on solutions for the problems of

peace.
5) Preparation for the unimpeded functioning of free government in

Greece when victory is won.
The editor of the liberal (republican) National Herald of New York,

Mr. Basil Vlavianos, editorially welcomed ( January 22) this full state-
ment as one long overdue, but regretted that the status of the monarchy
was not specifically mentioned. He noted that Kanellopoulos and the
official communique of January 19 did not agree on whether the present
Government should resign before or after returning to Athens. He fur-
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ther pointed out that no word had been allowed to come through Greek
and British censorship to show how the present statement of policy came
to be approved by the Government. Mr. Vlavianos noted that Mr. Kanel-
lopoulos had been in serious disagreement with his Prime Minister, Mr.
Tsouderos, and that he had gone to London from Cairo expecting to
resign. In private conversation Mr. Vlavianos has stated his conviction
that the resignation actually was tendered. It did not inspire confidence,
he has said, that Kanellopoulos made a complete political about-face with
no adequate public explanation. In another editorial (January 23) Vlavi-
anos attacked the Government for failure to cope effectively with any one
of its five announced objectives.

The Atlantis (January 24) paid particular attention to Kanellopoulos's
assurance that national grievances would be redressed. Informed observ-
ers in the United States agree that any "confidence" which the Greek
people may feel on the score of redress of national grievances is to be
connected with their hope of satisfactory territorial settlements when the
war is over. In his statement the vice-premier spoke of "territorial sacri-
fices" which had been made in the past by Greece for the sake of inter-
national harmony and indicated that these will not be required again.

Greek circles in the United States have shown some inclination to
associate the present declaration of the Greek Government-in-Exile with
the rumored appointment of General Pangalos as titular governor in
occupied Greece. General Pangalos is well-known as an opponent of
monarchy and of the monarchial Government of Greece, and—it is sug-
gested—the latter is well aware that its return to Greece will be impossible
so long as General Pangalos remains in office and commands any support
among the people. Greeks in America believe that if General Pangalos
has actually accepted the appointment he has done so only at the united
request of all the other political leaders in the country in order to symbol-
ize their opposition to the monarchy. It is even suggested that the Ger-
mans have permitted the appointment in the belief that it might prove
embarrassing to the Government-in-Exile.

CONFIDENTIAL

Number B-23	 February 6, 1943

THE GREEK UNIT IN THE UNITED STATES ARMY
AND

THE AMERICAN GREEK COMMUNITY

The announcement on December 10, 1942, of the formation of a
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Greek Unit in the United States army was reported with approval by
the Greek-language press in the United States. Although some Greek
circles in the United States fear that the project may be used by the
Greek Government-in-Exile for political ends, and others object that it
"segregates" Greek-Americans in the Army, these issues have not been
discussed in the press.

Both New York dailies, the conservative Atlantis and the liberal
National Herald, carried editorials endorsing the United States Govern-
ment's gesture. The Atlantis (December 15, 1942) recalled that about
one hundred thousand Americans of Greek birth or descent were serving
in the American forces; now there could be added many other Greeks
who, by reason of their nationality, had hitherto been exduded. They not
only could become soldiers of the United States with a "privileged status,"
said Atlantis, but they might even realize their ambition to be among the
first to enter Greek lands as liberators.

The Herald (December 14) pointed out the great advantage of the
battalion to those Greeks whose knowledge of English was imperfect,
and stressed the value of making use of the experience of former Greek
Army officers, some of whom presumably would offer their services.
Always critical of the Greek Government-in-Exile, the Herald in a second
editorial on the subject (December 21) voiced regret that adequate
information on enlistment was not forthcoming from Greek sources.

Both papers in their issues of December 18 commented appreciatively
on Secretary Stimson's speech in connection with the formation of a
Greek unit, quoting with approval his praise of the bravery of Greek
soldiers. The Herald expressed the conviction that a way would be found
to transmit these heartening words to the Greek people.

Only the Atlantis and the royalist weekly California of San Francisco
commented on the New York Times's report (January 9) that the Order
of Ahepa, largest Greek fraternal organization in the United States, was
opposed to the principle of organizing a Greek battalion. The Atlantis
(January 9) asserted that if the report were true it was very much to be
regretted, inasmuch as the Ahepa should not interfere in Greek politics.
The California reprinted the Atlantis's editorial and implied that the
opposition was not Ahepa's policy, but merely the policy of Ahepa's
president, George Vournas.

Ahepa has made no official statement on the subject and will probably
refrain from committing itself as an organization. According to informa-
tion received from a member of the brotherhood, its president's opposition
is based on a matter of principle. Since its founding in 1922 Ahepa has
proclaimed as its chief aim the Americanization of Greek immigrants in
this country. The formation of a special Greek battalion, setting its mem-
bers apart from the rest of the army, had to Mr. Vournas the appearance
of contradicting the basic purpose of his fraternal organization.

The fear has been expressed in certain quarters that recruitment for
the Greek Unit might be complicated by the injection of issues connected
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with Greek politics. Some American Greeks of liberal-democratic views
are said to believe that the project was suggested by King George and
his Government with the ultimate hope that it might become a political
as well as military instrument in the hands of the royalists. A report that
the Greek Embassy has issued instructions through the Greek consulates
for enlistment in the battalion has perhaps strengthened this suspicion.

CONFIDENTIAL

Number 112 March 9, 1943   

THE GREEK POLITICAL SITUATION

The following outlines and summarizes the Greek political situa-
tion as seen at this moment through the medium of information
available among the best-informed Greeks and Greek-Americans
in the United States.

In Egypt The Greek colony in Egypt has always been a compact unit.
Since the fall of Greece in 1940, it has been in touch with

conditions inside Greece more directly than any other group. The remnants
of the Greek Army have been reorganized in Egypt and in Palestine and
are now under the command of the Minister of War and Vice Premier,
Mr. Panaiotis Kanellopoulos, who represents one of the more liberal
elements in the Greek Government-in-Exile. He escaped from Greece
some time after the rest of the Government departed and is generally
conceded to be more closely in touch with the feelings of the people.

In South America There are considerable Greek colonies in South
and South Africa Africa and in South America but they play minor

roles in the development of the Greek political
situation. The Government-in-Exile in 1941 sent its Minister of Propa-
ganda and Tourism, Mr. Nikoloudis, as Minister to South Africa, and
its Minister of Public Security, Mr. Maniadakis, to Buenos Aires. These
two Ministers were closely identified with the dictatorship of John Metaxas
and represented the least liberal elements of the Government-in-Exile. In
the autumn of 1942, Mr. Nikoloudis was dropped from the Government
over his protest. Mr. Maniadakis, exiled as it were in Argentina and
inadequately supported (if at all) by the Government, is reported to be
a source of serious political embarrassment to the accredited Minister to
Argentina.
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"Provisional Government The puppet Government in Occupied Greece
of the Greek People" is regarded as completely subservient to Ital-

ian and German domination. According to a
story published in the January issue of the leftist-liberal Hellas of Chicago,
which cites a report received from its correspondent in Ankara, a secret
provisional government has now been formed in Greece. This government
is said to comprise the leaders of all political parties as well as represen-
tatives of the various groups which are continuing the struggle against
the Axis. Although the news has been published only by the Hellas, it
has been confirmed by reliable sources and is generally believed to be
true. The meeting at which the action was taken is said to have been
held under the presidency of Sophoulis, successor to Eleutherios Venizelos
as leader of the Liberal Party in Greece. It is further reported that the
royalist leader, Theotoki, now under detention in Corfu, sent a message
to Sophoulis and gave him carte blanche as his representative.

The chief aims of the group, as set forth at the secret meeting, are
said to be the following:

1) to direct the present struggle against the occupying forces;
2) to maintain order after the departure of the occupying forces;
3) to proclaim, immediately after the departure of the occupying

forces, a plebiscite whereby the Greek people may choose the system of
government under which they wish to live, and immediately thereafter
to hold elections for a constitutional assembly to draw up a new constitu-
tion of the Greek state.

At the meeting, the Hellas report continues, it was decided to invite
the United States, Russia, and Great Britain, as well as the Tsouderos
Government-in-Exile, to send representatives to follow the plebiscite as
observers. The committee is said to have taken the title of "Provisional
Government of the Greek People" and the identity of its members is kept
absolutely secret.

The Greek people, according to the correspondent of Hellas, know
of the existence of the Provisional Government and its aims, and they
support it by their trust and devoted obedience. They consider the Govern-
ments of Logothetopoulos in Occupied Greece and of Tsouderos and
the King in exile responsible for the catastrophe which has befallen the
country. Likewise it is alleged that strong indignation is felt by the army
officers in Greece against these two Governments which, in spite of their
seeming disagreement, the Hellas accuses of cooperating dosely to impose
fascism under a new guise in Greece. Characteristic of this cooperation,
the Hellas charges, is the behavior of friends of the King and of the
Tsouderos Government who systematically notify the Logothetopoulos
Government and the occupying forces of every movement made by those
Greeks resisting the Axis and even betray officers whom they suspect of
trying to escape from Greece. The Logothetopoulos Government, for its
part, reciprocates by facilitating the escape of persons well disposed
toward the King.
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The existence of a secret provisional government in Greece has been
known for some time to Greeks and Greek-Americans in this country.
A Greek editor in New York explains that he was reluctant to publish
his information for fear of endangering the security of the persons in-
volved. It is rumored in Greek circles here that the members of the
Provisional Government are hoping to establish General Plastiras in
power after the liberation, since it is believed that he is the only leader
with sufficient prestige to unite the Greeks. One of the immediate prob-
lems to confront any government which takes over after the liberation,
it is said, will be that of the guerrillas, who will be a strong force expect-
ing to have a voice in the choosing of Greece's leaders. It is thought that
only Plastiras would be able to command their support. Some Greeks
here believe that if the King were to return to Greece with the organ-
ized army, there would arise a conflict resulting in serious bloodshed; for
this reason, they say, rather than from ideological considerations, they
oppose his return.

The Govern- The Greek Government-in-Exile fled from Greece first
ment-in-Exile to Crete, then to Egypt, and then to London, where its

seat is now established. Since the flight from Greece
the most notable development within the Government-in-Exile has been
its progressive liberalization. Part of the change was brought about ini-
tially by pressure from the liberal elements in Egypt, who were influential
in sending Ministers Nikoloudis and Maniadakis to obscure posts.

The Government-in-Exile has labored under the constant disadvantage
of its descent from the dictatorial regime of Premier Metaxas, and it still
contains elements that belonged to his Government. It has been sensitive
to public opinion in the United States, and from time to time has had
as many as four Ministers of the cabinet simultaneously in this country.
In June 1942, the Government laid great store by the visit of King
George II to this country in the hope of winning popular support.

The visit of King George served indeed to focus the attention of the
Greek-American public upon the heroic role that Greece has played in
this war and to call the attention of the American people generally to the
sacrifices made by the Greek people. It is believed that fundamentally the
visit secured little fresh support for the monarchy and only negligible
support, if any, for the Greek Government-in-Exile. Liberal elements in
the United States remained quiescent for the sake of presenting a united
front in the prosecution of the war effort, but after the departure of King
George the political attacks on the Government-in-Exile became more
acute and more open in the United States.

In the United States The leader of the Liberal Party in Greek politics
in this country has been Mr. Sophodes Venizelos,

whose opposition to the King and the present Government is profound.
He has been restrained by his friends from open polemics only with
difficulty. The liberal press, represented by the Greek National Herald
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of New York, has from the beginning opposed the present Government-
in-Exile, though for the sake of preserving national unity it has been
more restrained than the personal expressions of its owner and publisher,
Mr. Basil I. Vlavianos. Mr. Vlavianos holds to the view that the Gov-
ernment-in-Exile has lost touch first with the people of Greece itself,
more and more with the Greek community of Egypt (though this has
been remedied in a measure by having the Army near at hand and the
Minister of War as Commander-in-Chief of it on the spot), and finally
with the Greek-American colony in the United States. On the other hand,
the conservative Atlantis of New York, which has a much larger circula-
tion than the Herald, has consistently supported the King and the Gov-
ernment-in-Exile.

The December A cabinet crisis was precipitated in the Government-in-
Cabinet Crisis	 Exile in December 1942 by the threatened resignation

of Vice Premier Kanellopoulos. Two causes are re-
ported to have lain behind Kanellopoulos's action: he was indignant
over promises made by United Nations leaders to Albania, with their
implied disregard of Greek expectations of territorial readjustment; and
he had been accused by the resistance groups in Greece of weakness in
liberalizing the Government-in-Exile. It was for these reasons, according
to Greek-American interpretation, that, with the support of the Minister
of Information, Michalopoulos, and the Minister of Merchant Marine,
Theophanides, he went from Egypt to London to hand in his resignation.
He withdrew his resignation, it is believed, only on condition that the
Government would issue the long-demanded declaration of intention to
lay down its power after the liberation of Greece.

The declaration was issued on January 20, 1943, and published at
once by the two New York dailies, Atlantis and National Herald, and
by the Communist Greek-American Tribune. It was widely commented
on and variously interpreted according to the political opinions of the
commentators. One cause of confusion was the discrepancy between the
wording of the official declaration and that used by Kanellopoulos in a
radio speech addressed to the Greek people on January 21. In the former
it was stated that the Government proposed, immediately after the libera-
tion of Greece, to return to Greece and to lay down its power in favor
of a new coalition government formed of elements representing all poli-
tical parties and all organizations which had participated in the struggle
against the occupying forces. Kanellopoulos omitted the phrase "to re-
turn to Greece." The anti-royalist National Herald (January 22) was
quick to point out this discrepancy and declared that the present Govern-
ment should not return to Greece. The royalist Atlantis, as might be
expected, found the Government's declaration wise and patriotic.

The Greek Star of Chicago, which has been following a consistently
anti-Government policy since Dimitratos and Kotzias, two near-fascist
holdovers from the Metaxas regime, were cast adrift by the Government,
indulged in what seemed to be a deliberate distortion by assuming (Feb-
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ruary 5) that the Government would not lay down its power until after
the peace treaty had been signed, and argued that no peace treaty signed
by a government about to resign would be valid.

The Monarchy The lack of reference to the King in the Government's
declaration caused considerable comment. The Herald

considered the declaration unsatisfactory for that reason. The Tribune,
in publishing the text of the declaration (January 22), added a postscript
of its own to the effect that the declaration did not affect the status of
the King. In its editorial comment in the following week (January 29)
the Tribune concluded that the declaration "merely pledged a liberal
constitution under a royalist form of government." Two weeks later
(February 12) the Tribune published a correction, saying that what had
appeared as a postscript should actually have been designated an editorial
note. In the meantime, however, the Hellas of Chicago, whose fanatically
anti-Government policy has led to periodic demands on the part of sup-
porters of the Government that it be suppressed, had reprinted in its
January issue the Tribune's version of the declaration. On the assumption
that the postscript was a part of the original declaration, the Hellas
launched a vehement attack on the King and on Tsouderos for presuming
to suppose that they would be allowed to take the initiative in organizing
the future government of Greece.

It is well known that Greeks in Egypt, in America, and in Greece
itself fear that the Greek Government-in-Exile may try to return and
reinstate itself in power, possibly with British help, even though this
may be against the will of the people. The anti-royalists look to the
United States as a bulwark against any such eventuality. Most of them
are convinced that the Government-in-Exile finds favor in London, that
the monarchy is supported by the British Foreign Office on principle, and
that the British Government is inclined to favor a monarchy in Greece
over other forms of government. This conviction, which is very general
among people of Greek origin at home and abroad, gives them a certain
uneasiness about post-war developments. The possible difference of interest
as between British policy and the will of the people in Greece is aggra-
vated also by friction between the Greeks and British authorities in Egypt
about which some Greek officials have not hesitated to comment.

The impression among Greek-Americans is that at the end of two
years of exile, the Greek Government in London finds itself more and
more out of touch with the old country and with the sympathy of Greeks
abroad; it finds that it represents little but itself; and it has been driven
by pressure of public opinion in Greece and Egypt and America to a
final recognition of this fact. The Greek people, however, are believed
to look to the United States as much as to anyone else to guarantee that
the promises of the Greek Government-in-Exile will be kept when the
war is won.
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The Greek It is a real political fear which underlies the generally nega-
Battalion five attitude of Greek-Americans toward the establishment

of a Greek Battalion in the United States Army. The Greek
Government-in-Exile favors the project, but most Americans of Greek
origin are opposed to it, though they have refrained from outspoken
criticism on the ground that the problem is one for the Army and the
Department of State to deal with. The principal objection to the idea of
a Greek Battalion in the American Army stems from the fear of liberal
Greek-Americans that it will be used as a tool of the Greek Government-
in-Exile, that it will in some way provide a spearhead behind which the
King may make his return to Greece.

The predominant feeling among Americans of Greek origin is that
they are first and foremost Americans and that such organizations as the
Greek Battalion can serve only to perpetuate differences which they wish
to see eliminated as between allegiance to the old country and to the new.
They know that the record of their mother country in recent years has
won for them the admiration and sympathy of the entire American people
and they want their contribution to the war effort to be made through
strictly American channels with no foreign intervention from any source
whatsoever. They are more interested in drives for the sale of war bonds
than they are in recruitment for a foreign government. Only a considerable
discipline of self-restraint has prevented many leaders of Greek opinion
in the United States from openly condemning the whole idea of the
Greek Battalion.

Greek Seamen The problems of the Greek seamen, which for a long
time have been the cause of some of the most vociferous

criticism of the Government-in-Exile, still remain unsolved. According to
a dispatch from Cardiff, recent negotiations between Greek seamen and
shipowners have broken down, and the seamen are convinced that the
Government and the shipowners are exploiting the announced intention
of the seamen to refrain from strikes which would hinder the war effort.
The conservative Atlantis, which has until now remained aloof from the
controversy, published an editorial on February 15 recognizing the diffi-
culties on both sides. The Atlantis acknowledged that the complaints of
the seamen were probably justified, but found it hard to believe that the
Government would refuse to exert its influence to see that their just
demands were accepted by the shipowners. Two things, the Atlantis con-
tinued, must be emphasized: that American and Greek-American public
opinion is in general on the side of the seamen, and that it would be a
cause of great reproach if the shipping service were impaired by the
irreconcilability of the shipowners, the negligence of the Government-in-
Exile, or by the insistence of the seamen on the acceptance of all their
demands.

Greek War Relief Reports that Prince Paul is intending to make a visit
to the United States on behalf of the Greek War
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Relief, it is alleged, are causing acute concern in some Greek circles here.
The liberal Chicago Pnyx has expressed the fear (February 12) that such
a visit would awaken unhappy recollection of the King's visit and of the
disappointment caused by his failure to take measures for obtaining ade-
quate aid for Greece. Both the Pnyx and the Hellas believe that the faith
of Greek-Americans in the Greek War Relief would be seriously under-
mined by a visit from Prince Paul, who, they say, has been generally
considered to be even more sympathetic than the King toward fascism.

SECRET

April 1, 1943

MEMORANDUM for Deputy Director (Colonel Goodfellow)

The following information comes from an unimpeachable source:
Colonel Sophocles Venizelos, who has been appointed Minister of Air

in the reconstructed Greek Cabinet, expects to leave for the Middle East
shortly after the fifth of April. The day after his appointment was an-
nounced he received a call from Colonel Xenos, the new Military Attache
at the Greek Embassy in Washington, who came to pay his respects. Xenos,
who met with a cool reception, tried to mitigate the accusations raised
against him as a supporter of the Metaxas dictatorship by citing his later
collaboration with the British Intelligence Service in Athens. Venizelos,
however, told him that his three years' collaboration with the German
Gestapo had left a black mark on Xenos' character; and Venizelos added
that he would on no condition tolerate Xenos' return to Cairo.

DeWitt C. Poole

RESTRICTED

Number B-38	 April 8, 1943

STATEMENT OF POLICY BY SOPHOCLES VENIZELOS,
LEADER OF THE GREEK LIBERAL PARTY

A formal statement of policy on the part of the Liberal Party of Greece



70	 JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

vis-a-vis the recent reorganization of the Greek Government-in-Exile was
made in the United States recently by Colonel Sophodes Venizelos, who
describes himself as the only "free member" of his Party's executive com-
mittee. Colonel Venizelos's statement was made in the form of an inter-
view granted the Chicago monthly Hellas and printed by this leftist-liberal
magazine in its March issue, which has just appeared. The main points
covered in the interview were: Kanellopoulos's resignation as Vice-Premier
and Minister of Defense; the political past and future of Prime Minister
Tsouderos; the political attitude of the Greeks in Greece; and continued
resistance to the Axis forces in Greece.

There was no doubt, said Colonel Venizelos, that the resignation of
Panaiotis Kanellopoulos was connected with growing animosity toward the
Government on the part of the Greek people. Echoes of that animosity,
reaching Egypt every day, had roused the Greeks in Egypt almost to the
point of revolt. The royalist Government had been considerably strength-
ened last May by the entrance of Kannellopoulos, who had been exiled by
the Metaxas dictatorship and considered an opponent of the monarchy.
He was believed to have been more closely in touch with the people of
Greece than any of the other ministers, and his resignation in early March
was therefore a blow to the Government.

Colonel Venizelos urged a reorganization of the Government on a
completely representative basis, which he believed would gain the confi-
dence of the greater part of the Greek people. One of the first duties of
such a government, he continued, would be to establish contact with the
political parties and organizations in Greece and work out with them a
scheme for future cooperation.

Reviewing the career of Emmanuel Tsourderos, Premier of the Greek
Government-in-Exile, Venizelos pointed out that he had remained in a
responsible position under the Metaxas Government for the first three
years of its existence. Furthermore, as a member of the Liberal Party, on
assuming the premiership he should have consulted with his Party's repre-
sentative in Athens, Mr. Themistocles Sophoulis. Venizelos ended his
comments on Tsouderos with this statement: "That there may not be the
slightest misunderstanding on this point, I declare in the most official way
possible, as the only free member of the executive committee of the Liberal
Party, that in the future Tsouderos can have no place in the ranks of the
Party."

When asked if he had any information about the attitude of the Greeks
in Greece toward the Government and the King, Colonel Venizelos replied
that he had been informed that all the political parties, with the exception
of the Communist [sic), had made certain decisions at a secret meeting.
The decisions were:

1) That immediately after the liberation of Greece, or of any
part of it, a government should be formed to hold a plebiscite
to insure free choice of the form of government under which
the people desire to live.

2) That in such a government Tsouderos or one of his ministers
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might serve, but not in the Ministries of War, Interior, or Public
Security.

3) That Great Britain and the United States should be invited to
send one or more observers to guarantee the genuineness of the
plebiscite.

The interviewer asked Mr. Venizelos if the Tsouderos Government
had adhered to the principle instituted by Venizelos's father, according to
which the party in power should always keep the opposition informed on
foreign affairs and should take the opinions of the opposition into con-
sideration. Venizelos replied that in this respect Tsouderos was following
the policy of the dictatorship, and that the opposition was left in complete
ignorance. He also considered that the Government-in-Exile had been
wholly inadequate in taking measures to obtain food for the starving
people of Greece.

In reply to a question about continued resistance in Greece, Venizelos
declared that the three chief leaders of the guerrillas, Zervas, Spais, and
Mantakas, were out-and-out republicans, and that the Greek Quislings
could be counted on one hand. He closed the interview with expressions
of high praise for the resistance, both active and passive, of the Greek
people against the invaders.

An editorial note in the same issue of the Hellas states that the inter-
view took place before the recent crisis in the Government-in-Exile had
ended. It is understood that Colonel Venizelos has been offered the
portfolio of the Ministry of Air in the new cabinet. Greek circles in
Washington are now engaging in lively speculation regarding the possible
effect of the publication of his statements to the Hellas interviewer on
that appointment. The Hellas, incidentally, says that it has sent a copy
of its March issue by registered mail to the Greek Embassy in Washington.

Although previous reports indicated that Venizelos would leave for
Egypt about April 5, it is now announced that he will be the principal
speaker at the meeting of the Pan-Cretan Union in New York on April
10. It is thought that any public statement by Venizelos at this time must
clarify his position with the reorganized Greek Government-in-Exile.

CONFIDENTIAL

Number 119	 April 19, 1943

THE REORGANIZATION OF THE GREEK
GOVERNMENT-IN-EXILE

The recent crisis in the life of the Greek Government-in-Exile which
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was precipitated by "incidents" in the Greek army, and brought to a
head by the resignation of Vice Premier Panaiotis Kanellopoulos, has
ended with the reorganization of the Government. Although most of the
conservative members of the cabinet have been replaced by liberals, it is
not yet clear how the change will affect the status of the King, or how
effective the new Government will be in interpreting the wishes of the
Greek people abroad and in Greece.

Reliable information reveals that the "incidents" in the Greek army
which ended by forcing the reorganization of the Government were pro-
voked by differences between republicans and royalists. It is believed that
three quarters of the officers and even more of the enlisted men of the
Greek troops in the Near East are republicans. Fighting broke out between
them and the royalists, with the result that some of the Metaxist officers
were driven out before order was finally restored. Kanellopoulos resigned,
it is said, because he could no longer control the situation, and the King
flew to CR iro. It is believed that the situation in the army was such that
the King had no choice but to accede to a reorganization of the Govern-
ment.

The New Government The reconstituted Government is as follows:

Emmanuel Tsouderos	 Prime Minister and temporarily Minister of
Defense, in the latter capacity replacing Pan-
aiotis Kanellopoulos

George Roussos 	 Vice Premier (replacing Kanellopoulos) and
Minister of Marine (replacing Admiral Kavva-
dias)

Byron Karapanaiotis 	 Minister of War (replacing Kanellopoulos)

Sophocles Venizelos 	 Probably Minister of Air (replacing General
Nikolaides)

Kyriakos Varvaressos 	 Minister of Finance, remaining in office

Stylianos Dimitrakakis 	 Minister of Justice and of Labor, remaining in
office

Emmanuel Sophoulis	 Under Secretary of Public Welfare (replacing
E. Tsellos)

Andreas Michalopoulos Under Secretary of Information, remaining in
office

Stavros Theophanides	 Under Secretary of Merchant Marine, remain-
ing in office

K. Alexandris	 Commander of the Naval Forces (replacing
Rear Admiral Sakellariou)

Evangelos Sekeris has resigned the post of Minister of Education and
has not been replaced.
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Roussos and Karapanaiotis Probably the strongest of the new members
of the Government is the Vice Premier,

George Roussos. He was Minister to the United States under Venizelos
in 1917 and 1920, and Minister of Foreign Affairs in several liberal
governments. Since 1925 he has lived in Egypt, playing an important part
in the affairs of the Greek colony there.

Byron Karapanaiotis, the new Minister of War, has also served in
liberal governments, including the Venizelos Government of 1929. Like
Roussos, he has lived in Egypt for some time, having gone there when
the Metaxas dictatorship was established. It is thought that the appoint-
ment of two men closely in touch with the Egyptian Greeks will have a
good effect on the morale of that community, always considerable in
numbers and influential, and now swelled by the arrival of many refugees.

Venizelos Widespread comment in the Greek-American community at-
tended the report of the appointment of Colonel Sophodes

Venizelos as Minister of Air. In an interview with a representative of the
Chicago Hellas, which took place before, but was published after, the
reorganization of the Government, Venizelos sharply criticized Premier
Tsouderos. (See Foreign Nationalities Memorandum Number B-38.)
Speaking in his capacity as the only free member of the executive com-
mittee of the Liberal Party, Colonel Venizelos declared that in the future
Tsouderos could have no place in the ranks of the Party. Some Greek-
Americans find it hard to believe that Tsouderos and Venizelos could
now serve in the same cabinet. Moreover, Greek liberals seem to fear that
Venizelos would jeopardize the position of the Liberal Party if he en-
tered the Government and thereby "recognized" the King.

A meeting of Greek and Greek-American liberals from the Eastern
states and the Middle West was recently held in New York, it is reliably
reported, to discuss Venizelos's appointment. It was suggested at this
meeting that a manifesto be presented to Venizelos stating that it would
be unwise for him to join the Government at this time. Full agreement
among those present was not achieved and the manifesto was not
prepared. In any case, Venizelos has signified his intention of entering
the Government and is about to leave for Egypt.

Alexandris Although the report of Venizelos's appointment has evoked
more comment in this country than the other changes in

the cabinet, many Greeks here feel that it is of secondary importance. A
very competent authority, not a Greek, is of the opinion that much greater
significance should be attributed to the appointment of Captain Alexand-
dris to succeed Admiral Sakellariou as Commander of the Naval Forces.
Alexandris, according to this source, was considered one of the most
brilliant officers in the Greek navy. His career was interrupted by his
participation in the revolution of March 1935. The news of the dismissal
of Sakellariou is regarded by Greek liberals with particular satisfaction;
as an avowed supporter of Metaxas and his principles, Sakellariou was
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charged by liberals with planning to use his position to try to impose
fascism on Greece after the war.

Sophoulis, Michalopoulos,	 It is thought that the influence of Emmanuel
Varvaressos, Theophanides Sophoulis, the new Under Secretary of Pub-
and Dimitrakakis	 lic Welfare, will derive more from his

relationship to the liberal leader, Themisto-
des Sophoulis, than from his own political strength.

Kyriakos Varvaressos, Minister of Finance, and Andreas Michalopou-
los, Under Secretary of Information, are said to have submitted resigna-
tions in the early days of the cabinet crisis but subsequently to have
withdrawn them. Varvaressos, who was Vice Governor and later Gov-
ernor of the Bank of Greece under Metaxas and under previous regimes,
is said to have been unwilling to remain in a government which, as he
saw it, was dictated to by the army; he is also reported to have refused
to serve with Karapanaiotis.

Stavros Theopanides and Stylianos Dimitrakakis, who remain in the
cabinet as Under Secretary of Merchant Marine and Minister of Justice,
respectively, are known to be republicans, though of no great stature.

Greek-American	 Reactions of the Greek-American press to the reor-
Views of the	 ganization of the Government have been restrained.
New Government The conservative Atlantis, for whose royalist prin-

ciples it represented a setback, remarked (March
26) that it "might displease those who believe that representatives of all
views and of old and new political shades should constitute a govern-
ment engaged in a hard struggle for the liberation of Greece." The
Communist Greek American Tribune (April 2) expressed the hope that
the political basis of the cabinet might be further broadened. It asked also
for a concrete statement in regard to the proper time for the retirement
of the present Government, and urged that all issues concerning the rela-
tions between seamen and shipowners be settled. Basil Vlavianos, in a
signed editorial in the National Herald (March 26) under the title
"Good News" welcomed the reorganization with tempered enthusiasm.
Everything would depend, he said, on the new Government's ability to
conform to the will of the Greek people.

The Monarchy There appears to be no doubt that the reconstituted
cabinet represents a definite victory for the republicans.

The practical effects, particularly on the status of the King, remain to
be seen. Recent events seem to indicate that the army, which has shown
itself overwhelmingly republican, has now become the controlling factor
in present and future developments. It has demonstrated its strength and
its wishes cannot now be ignored. Furthermore, it is believed by some
competent observers that the King and his Government, since arriving in
Egypt, which is in closer contact than London with the Greek people,
have become aware of strong anti-royalist sentiment in Greece. This
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awareness is believed to have contributed to the decision to reorganize
the Government.

Rumors have circulated from time to time that another member of
the royal family might be made King as a compromise. Prince Peter, the
King's cousin, has been mentioned in this connection. It is generally be-
lieved, however, that no member of the family would be altogether accept-
able to the republicans.

Position of the Well-informed Greek-Americans believe that a great
Greek Guerrillas deal will depend on the attitude of the guerrillas fight-

ing in Greece. Colonel Venizelos has declared: "In vain
would one try to find among their leaders even one of the men who were
formerly well-disposed toward the King, or who supported the dictator-
ship." Perhaps significant in this connection is the report of a recent
exchange of telegrams between Colonel Napoleon Zervas, one of the
Greek guerrilla leaders, and King George. Most Greek papers carried
the official announcement of the Greek Office of Information, relating that
the King had received a telegram from Zervas "with expressions of devo-
tion and assurances that the struggle will be continued." The King sent
an answer congratulating the forces fighting in Greece and stating that
"After his return to Greece the King will stand by the will of the people
and will follow the decisions which the people will freely express on all
questions concerning it."

It is worthy of note that whereas the King's reply was made public
in its entirety, the text of Zervas's message has not been released. Some
observers are skeptical about the exact nature of Zervas's "expressions of
devotion," voicing their suspicion that the Government might distort any
message from one of the guerrilla leaders to the King into an expression
of devotion. They further believe that if Zervas had actually sent such a
message the Government would have been eager to publish the full text
as proof of monarchist sympathies among the guerrillas, and that the
King would have made particular reference to this in his reply. They
believe, moreover, that the tone of the reply indicates rather that Zervas
imposed some conditions on the King.

Critics of the Government also point out that although Zervas is one
of the chief guerrilla leaders, there are others who might have an equal
claim to the title of "Leader of the Guerrillas." They fear that the King
may be trying to elevate one at the expense of the others in an effort to
gain his support, or to exaggerate the importance of the one from whom
he did receive a message. However, there appears to be no real evidence
that Zervas or his colleagues such as Mantakas and Spais have renounced
their known anti-royalist sentiments.

In general, the liberals seem to be waiting with an open mind before
either praising or condemning the new Government. Stelios Pistolakis,
former Liberal Representative from Canea, Crete, has set forth his views
of what should be expected of the Government in the Greek-American
Tribune for April 9. Since his ideas may probably be considered as repre-
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sentative of those of most liberals, his chief recommendations are given
here:

(1) A public declaration that the Government will conform to the will
of the people.

(2) Immediate cessation of all intrigue outside Greece against the sov-
ereignty and independence of the Greek people, such as trying to
create the impression that Great Britain is supporting the King.

(3) A stronger policy with respect to Greek claims and rights.
(4) A request to the Allies for a plan of action during the process of

liberation to avoid unnecessary bloodshed for the non-belligerent
population.

(5) A more active policy in the matter of provisioning the Greek people.

CONFIDENTIAL

June 1943

THE GREEK COMMUNITY

PRECEDED by a relatively scant trickle before 1900, the great bulk of
Greek immigration to the United States was effected in the first two
decades of the present century. Stemming almost exclusively from the
peasant and laboring classes, and driven by crowded and impoverished
conditions of living at home, the immigrants were attracted to America
by the hope of winning economic security. With little schooling, no social
advantages, and no capital, they took whatever labor they could find,
beginning as section hands, bootblacks, waiters, and the like. Now, after
a generation, having gained a foothold and established businesses of their
own as confectioners, grocers, restaurant keepers, florists, etc., they may
be found in almost every city and town of any size in the United States.
With few exceptions they are urban dwellers, though usually they live
widely dispersed and not in compact groups.

Virtually all are members of the Greek Orthodox Church.
According to the Sixteenth Census of the United States: 1940, 326,672

persons of Greek stock were enumerated, including those who were born
in Greece or had at least one parent born in Greece; 273,520 gave Greek
as the principal language of the home in earliest childhood; 163,252 gave
Greece as the country of their birth. Of those born in Greece approxi-
mately 60 percent had become citizens.

Of the total Greek stock in the United States 88 percent reported
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Greece their "country of origin"; the rest came from Bulgaria, Yugo-
slavia, Turkey, Egypt, and other countries. Greek-American estimates run
as high as 500,000 for the total number of Greeks in the United States.
It is probable that 400,000 is a more nearly accurate figure.

DISTRIBUTION OF PERSONS OF GREEK ORIGIN
IN THE UNITED STATES

BY CHIEF PLACES OF RESIDENCE: 1940

Place Total Greek-born
Mother
tongue
Greek

United States 326,700 163,300 273,500

STATES

New York 64,900 34,800 58,200
Illinois 37,600 18,400 29,200
Massachusetts 34,400 15,200 30,500
California 23,700 12,400 17,900
Pennsylvania 22,100 10,500 21,000
Ohio 19,200 10,100 17,100
Michigan 17,400 9,000 13,900
New Jersey 10,600 5,300 9,000
Indiana 7,400 3,700 5,500
New Hampshire 7,000 2,900 6,500
Connecticut 6,600 3,000 5,900
Wisconsin 5,500 2,600

CITIES

New York 53,300 28,600 48,100
Chicago 28,000 14,000 22,900
Detroit 10,100 5,500 8,900
Boston 6,400 3,100 5,400
San Francisco 6,200 3,500
Los Angeles 3,900 1,900
Philadelphia 3,800 1,900
Washington, D.C. 3,700 1,900
Pittsburgh 3,100 1,500
Milwaukee 3,000 1,400
St. Louis 2,600 1,400
Baltimore 2,400 1,200
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LEADING ORGANIZATIONS OF FOREIGN
POLITICAL IMPORT

American Hellenic Educational Progressive Association (Ahepa)
Washington, D.C.

Membership estimated at 15,000 in 318 active chapters. A national
fraternal organization founded in 1922. It has been devoted primarily
to the Americanization of its members, but has maintained at the same
time a lively interest in Greece, especially in the problems of post-war
relief and rehabilitation.

American National Pan-Epirotic Federation New York City
Founded in 1942, essentially the same in character and purpose as the
Pan-Epirotic Federation of Worcester, Mass. At least 10 member
societies in the East and Middle West were listed as of June 1943.

American Pan-Hellenic Federation Chicago
A roof organization formed under Ahepa sponsorship in 1941 and
designed to unite all Greek societies in support of post-war recon-
struction in Greece. A rival of the National Committee for the
Restoration of Greece (which has had much greater social prestige),
it has been supported by liberal and left-wing elements, although
completely under conservative control.

Cypriot Union New York City
One of the two largest Cypriot organizations, sometimes in disagree-
ment with the Pan-Cyprian Brotherhood.

Dodecanesian National Council New York City
A national roof organization for many small societies made up of
members tracing their origins to the islands of the Dodecanese. Though
largely social and cultural, these societies have of late actively inter-
ested themselves in the post-war political fate of the Dodecanese
Islands.

Greek American Progressive Association (Gapa) Pittsburgh
Membership estimated at 3,000, in 146 active lodges. A national fra-
ternal organization set up in 1923 as a rival of the Ahepa. Devoted
to the Americanization of its members and to the maintenance of their
Hellenic cultural heritage. Has also been keenly interested in problems
concerning the liberation and reconstruction of Greece.

Greek-American Section, International Workers' Order New York City
This section of the TWO was set up in 1943. Membership: 28 lodges,
principally in the eastern half of the United States. Official organ:
the Heilenoamerikanikon Vima (Greek-American Tribune) of New
York. Made up largely of leftist and Communist-inclined admirers
of the Soviet.

Greek War Relief Association New York City
Organized in 1940 as a nonpartisan national organization concerned
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wholly with the relief and rehabilitation of the starving population
of Greece.

Laconian League	 New York City
A national roof organization for many local societies composed of
members of Laconian origin and descent.

Loyal Club	 New York City
An ultra conservative social and political club founded in the middle
1930's as a counterbalance to the Spartacus Club in the same city.

National Committee for the Restoration of Greece 	 New York City
Founded in 1941. A national organization of high social prestige
sponsored by the Archbishop of the Greek Orthodox Church in the
United States and the Greek Ambassaror. Its aim has been relief and
reconstruction of Greece.

Pan-Arcadian Society of America 	 New York City
A national organization representing many local societies with an
estimated membership of 7,000 of Arcadian birth or descent.

Pan-Cretan Union	 New York City
A national federation, organized in 1929, of the many local societies
and clubs made up of Cretans and their descendants.

Pan-Cyprian Brotherhood	 New York City
A national federation set up almost 15 years ago for numerous re-
gional societies made up of immigrants from Cyprus and their
descendants. Actively interested in political questions relating to
Cyprus and eager for the cession of that island to Greece after the
war. Reported to have leftist tendencies.

Pan-Epirotic Federation	 Worcester, Mass.
A national organization for regional societies composed of immigrants
from Epiros and their descendants. Organized in 1918. Keenly inter-
ested in the post-war settlement of boundaries between Greece and
Albania.

Pan-Thracian Union	 New York City
A central organization for societies and clubs of Greek-Americans of
Thracian origin which was in process of formation in June 1943.
Social, cultural, and political in character, with special interest in
supporting the rights of the Greeks of Thrace and Greek claims to
Thrace in the peace settlement after the war.

Spartacus Club	 New York City
A Communist-led social and political club closely connected with the
Greek-American Section of the International Workers' Order. Organ-
ized in 1928.
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LEADING PUBLICATIONS OF FOREIGN
POLITICAL IMPORT

Athenai (Athens)	 Weekly	 Detroit
Founded in 1927. Not strongly partisan in politics. Circulation 6,800.

Atlantis	 Daily	 New York City
The oldest continuing Greek-language paper in the United States,
founded in 1894. Of conservative, monarchist views, it has been a
strong consistent supporter of King George II and the Government-
in-Exile under Premier Tsouderos. Circulation 16,000.

California	 Weekly	 San Francisco
Founded in 1907. Conservative and Royalist in policy. It was a sup-
porter of the Metaxas dictatorship. Its circulation has been estimated
at 5,000.

Chicago Pnyx	 Fortnightly	 Chicago
A liberal paper published entirely in English, and concerned for the
most part with church affairs. Circulation about 3,000. It was estab-
lished in 1939.

Ethnikos Keryx (National Herald)	 Daily	 New York City
A liberal republican paper founded in 1915. It has been anti-mon-
archist and vigorously opposed to King George II and the Govern-
ment-in-Exile under Premier Tsouderos. Circulation 13,000.

Hellas	 Monthly	 Chicago
Leftist-liberal, anti-monarchist, and bitterly opposed to King George
II and the Government-in-Exile under Premier Tsouderos. Founded
in 1940.

Hellenikos Aster (Greek Star)	 Weekly	 Chicago
Conservative paper founded in 1904. It was an enthusiastic admirer
of General Metaxas.

Hellenikos Typos	 Weekly	 Chicago
(Saloniki Greek Press)
Generally nonpartisan in Greek politics, though cautiously liberal in
its sentiments. Founded in 1912. Circulation about 8,000.

Hellenoamerikanikon Vima	 Weekly	 New York City
(Greek-American Tribune)
Organ of the Greek-American Section of the International Workers'
Order and closely connected with the Spartacus Club. It has been the
spokesman of Communist and labor views. Has claimed a circulation
of 5,000.

Kampana (The Clarion) 	 Monthly	 New York City
Humorous liberal review founded in 1917. Circulation about 5,000.
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Nea Genea (New Generation)	 Fortnightly	 Los Angeles
Mainly nonpolitical, but with a conservative Royalist tinge. Founded in
1929; Circulation about 5,000.

GREEK POLITICS IN THE UNITED STATES

Greek-Americans, who come of a stock politically-minded to a high
degree, have always followed with lively interest the political develop-
ments in the country of their origin. Politics in Greece have been regu-
larly and faithfully reflected in the political views of the Greek-American
community.

Three main parties have been represented in the United States: con-
servative Royalists, liberal Republicans, and Communists. The conserva-
tives and the liberals are survivors and successors, respectively, of the
Royalists and the Venizelists whose differences and bitter dissensions led
to the division of the Greek people into two irreconcilable factions during
the First World War. The Communist group is of more recent formation;
relatively small in numbers, but well organized, vociferously articulate
through the Greek-American Tribune of New York, it has been of little
real importance.

Pride in the heroic single-handed fight of Greece against Italian ag-
gression and in the courageous Hellenic resistance to the Nazi invasion
has united all three parties in enthusiasm for the prosecution of the war
to a victorious conclusion. The two influential parties, conservatives and
liberals, have been united furthermore in ardent support of the broader
war aims with reference to Greece itself. They have taken for granted the
liberation of the country from Axis occupation, the speedy relief of the
starving people, and the attainment of full rehabilitation. Strong claims
have been advanced for a favorable readjustment of the former frontiers
with Bulgaria and Albania, and for the incorporation of the Dodecanese
and Cyprus under Hellenic sovereignty.

A sharp divergence of opinion between the two parties has been
manifest chiefly in their views regarding the regime to be set up in post-
war Greece. Both groups have been virtually unanimous in their opposi-
tion to a dictatorship such as that of General Metaxas preceding the war.
But the conservative Royalists, believing in monarchy as an institution,
have been more or less satisfied with the Government-in-Exile of Premier
Tsouderos, and have favored the return of that Government and King
George to Greece when the country is freed. The Republicans, on the
other hand, in their abhorrence of the Metaxas tyranny, which they say
was established with the help and approval of the King, have demanded
that the whole question of the post-war regime be submitted to a free
plebiscite of the Greek people which alone (the Republicans argue) has
the right to determine the form of government under which it wishes to
live. The views of the Royalists have been fully and soberly presented in
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the Atlantis of New York, while the republican attitude has been ex-
pressed fully and vigorously in the National Herald.

No poll of Greek-American opinion has been taken; but it is thought
by well-informed American observers that a substantial majority of the
Greek-American community is Republican.

CONFIDENTIAL

Number B-56	 July 8, 1943

KING GEORGE'S BROADCAST
REGARDING THE POST-WAR REGIME IN GREECE

The perennial dispute regarding the form of the regime to be estab-
lished in post-war Greece has once again raised a flurry in Greek-American
circles in the United States. The address broadcast from Cairo to the
Greek people by King George II precipitated this fresh outburst of dis-
cussion both in the press and in the Greek-American community, and has
furthermore evoked public expressions from Secretary of State Hull and
from two members of the United States Senate.

Speaking from Cairo July 4, the King made a strong appeal to all
Greeks for political unity in the prosecution of the war to a victorious
conclusion, and promised, within six months after the liberation of the
country, a free election for the convocation of a national constitutional
assembly.

"On one subject in particular I wish to be clear," he said. "I mean
the free political life of our country for which I have the same interest
as you. You will realize that the prerequisites for a free expression of the
people's will cannot exist while our country is a theatre of war. Conse-
quently as soon as the security of our country warrants it, and military
considerations allow, free general elections will be carried out for a con-
stitutional assembly. These elections will be held within six months as
already decided by my government. I am confident that no Greek will be
found who will not respect the decisions of this assembly. I shall be the
first to respect them. All the laws of the 1911 Constitution are now in
force and will remain so until the Greek people expresses its sovereign
will. As soon as it is possible to transfer the seat of the government to
Greek soil, the members of the present government, as already announced
by the Prime Minister, will hand me their resignations. Thus a new gov-
ernment will be formed, fully representative of all the parties and currents
of the country's public opinion. This government will be made up of
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leaders whose presence will guarantee freedom and orderly elections."
The complete text of the royal address was released in an English [sic)

by the Office of Information in Washington, but it has apparently been
published in full only in a re-translation into Greek in the two Greek
dailies of New York, the Atlantis and the National Herald. The excerpts
quoted and summarized in the foregoing paragraphs, first made available
by the New York Times, have received wide publicity and have already
called forth varied comments. The royalist Atlantis in its issue of July 6
hailing the King's declaration as a clear and sober statement reinforces
his appeal for unity, by which alone, it asserts, Greece can be redeemed
from the barbarian yoke and saved from the danger of internal disorders.
On the other hand, the republican National Herald (July 6) in a long
editorial initialed by its editor, Basil Vlavianos, directs a violent, not to
say vituperative, attack on the King and his speech. Mr. Vlavianos is
greatly disturbed, since he interprets the royal statement as indicating that
the King will insist on returning to Greece and establishing himself there
before an opportunity is given the people to express its verdict. The
assurances that a free election will be held and that its decisions will be
respected are regarded by Mr. Vlavianos as insincere and deceitful. In
bitter words he denounces not only the King himself, but the whole
Government of Premier Tsouderos, predicting that the only possible result
of the course he thinks they mean to follow will be either the reestablish-
ment of a fascist dictatorship in Greece or—and more probably—further
bloodshed before the country achieves its freedom.

The Atlantis, which is usually very restrained in its editorial comment,
on July 7 printed a sharply-phrased attack on Mr. Vlavianos. Without
specifically naming him, the editorial accuses Vlavianos of serving his
own personal interests and selfish ambitions and of misrepresenting Greek-
American opinion. The Atlantis believes that the overwhelming majority
of Greek-Americans as well as the Greeks in Egypt will join in whole-
hearted approval of the King's declarations, and will accept them as
definitely ending the dispute regarding the post-war regime in Greece.

In a statement issued to the press in Cairo on July 5, and reported in
the New York Times (July 6), the Prime Minister, Emmanuel Tsouderos,
declared that he and all the members of his Cabinet had associated them-
selves with the promise made by the King to grant the people of Greece
after liberation a free choice between a republic and a constitutional
monarchy. The full text of the Prime Minister's dedarations has now
been released to the Greek press in the United States. From the excerpts
which appeared earlier, some Americans of Greek descent concluded that
there was a discrepancy between the King's address and the Prime Minis-
ter's supplementary statement. The Premier, they said, spoke of granting
the Greek people freedom to choose between a republic and a monarchy,
a provision they did not find in the actual words of King George's
address, although the King declared that he would be the first to respect
the decisions made by the constituent assembly.

In a press conference on July 5 Secretary of State Hull, commenting
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on King George's broadcast, welcomed the royal declaration as a reaffirma-
tion of the Greek Government's devotion to the ideals of democracy and
as a reassurance to the Greek people that they shall enjoy the full exer-
cise of their sovereign rights. Two days later, on July 7, Foreign Secretary
Anthony Eden, speaking in the House of Commons, voiced the British
Government's endorsement of the "far-sighted announcement" made by
King George and his Cabinet.

In statements later sent out in a broadcast over short-wave radio July
5, Senators Joseph F. Guffey of Pennsylvania and Claude Pepper of
Florida, both members of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations,
also expressed great satisfaction with King George's address. Senator
Guffey characterized it as the "pronouncement of a ruler who intends to
respect the democratic liberties and will of the nation"; while Senator
Pepper, commenting on the King's "assurance that once Greece is free
the will of the people concerning the country's future political regime
will be respected," saw it as a statement satisfying to those who believed
in democratic institutions and one that would help bring about unity
among the Greeks.

An observer in Washington has pointed out that while the interpreta-
tion of the King's address by Secretary Hull and Senators Guffey and
Pepper might seem to go somewhat beyond the actual words that appeared
in the official text, the validity of that interpretation could hardly be
called into question. Although King George nowhere states categorically
that the people of Greece are to be free to choose between a republic and
a monarchical regime, such a choice certainly falls within the power of a
constituent assembly the decisions of which the King pledges himself to
respect. Nevertheless, the lack of specific clarity on this subject will almost
surely arouse the suspicions of the ardent republicans in the Greek-
American community in the United States who fear that the royal declara-
tion is merely a screen behind which the King may succeed in once more
establishing himself in power in Greece before the people have an oppor-
tunity to determine the issue. Instead of its having been brought to an
end, the controversy is consequently almost certain to continue.

Forthcoming in the summer issue of the Journal:

"DOCUMENTS"
continues with the O.S.S. reports on Greek territorial aspirations
in Cyprus, the Dodecanese, Northern Epirus, and Macedonia,
plus the O.S.S. political evaluation of over sixty prominent
Greek-American personalities of the war period.



Epirotika with Periklis Halkias
by STEVE A. DEMAKOPOULOS

AND

PYRRHUS J. RUCHES

Epirotika with Periklis Halkias: Greek Polk Music and Dances From
Northern Epirus produced by Theodore Theodoratos for Folkways
Records. Made possible by grants from Herbert H. Lehman College
of the City University of New York and the National Endowment
for the Arts. Supervising ethnomusicologist: Sotirios (Sam) Chianis.
Periklis Halkias: Clarinet. Sotirios Chianis: Sandouri. Vagelis
Brachopoulos: Violin. New York: 1982. Volume 1, FSS 34024, $8.00;
Volume 2, FSS 34025, $8.00.

The two recordings making up the Folkways album, Epirotika with
Periklis Halkias, are a joy not only for the international folk music
collector and the library for which they are intended, but for anyone
who enjoys traditional Greek music. Not the least of its delights is the
valuable accompanying material—an introduction to Greek music and
analytical notes and comments—provided by Professor Sotirios (Sam)
Chianis of the State University of New York at Binghamton, supervis-
ing ethnomusicologist of the project, who is also the group's sandouri
player. Leading the ensemble is the venerable Periklis Halkias, accom-
panied by Vagelis Brachopoulos on the violin, and a fourth musician,
who preferred to remain anonymous, on tambourine and bells.

The music presented is neither a survey of the regional musical
idioms of Epirus nor a performance in repertory and style from a
single region and locality. It is, rather, a performance of pieces that
might be played at one time before a provincial audience of no special
regional origin. Indeed, all but two of the recordings in these albums
were made in a New York City apartment in October 1978; a sandouri
solo by Chianis (Vol. 2 B:1) was taped at a Lehman College concert
a year before; and a solo clarinet by Halkias (Vol. 1 B:5) was taped
in the 1960s, a noisy recording included as an example of the mu-
sician's virtuosity at a younger age.

Thus it is that these albums include pieces known and performed
not only in Epirus but throughout most of continental Greece (Vol. 1
A:1, B:1; Vol. 2 B:1, B:4). One cannot exclude this material from
such a repertory, although it would have no place either in a survey
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of Epirotic music by region or in a presentation of the music of a
single region of Epirus.

In addition, although Chianis's sandouri accompaniment is not in
itself to be faulted, it should nevertheless be noted that the sandouri
is not normally part of an Epirot zyge of laloumena (band of instru-
ments). Being difficult to carry, such an instrument may have been
characteristic of an ensemble in the old time provincial urban tavern
but it was never a part of the Epirot Gypsy bands that provided week-
end music at panegyria, christenings, and weddings.

Mr. Halkias, of course, is an old trouper from a family of profes-
sional performers of traditional Greek folk music, and he is certainly
a virtuoso with his instrument, the clarinet. His mettle is particularly
obvious in the skaros and the miryioloi, the regional representatives
of the unrhythmic modal improvisation typified elsewhere in the Bal-
kans by the Bulgarian trapeze and the Romanian doine, and through-
out the Middle East by the taksim. Many other fine performances of
these pieces have been recorded in the past, and there are still a hand-
ful of other performers in both Greek Epirus and in parts of Epirus
now in Albania who can do them justice.

The inherent musical style of the northwestern region of Greece
called Epirus is predominantly a polyphonic one, utilizing several dif-
ferent types of hemitonic and anhemitonic modes. Also characteristic
are the many descending melodic slides in both vocal and instrumental
idioms, as well as the melodic interval of an ascending major or minor
seventh employed at cadential points. One of the most representative
genres of Epirot instrumental music is the miryioloi (lament). Played
in a free meter over a drone accompaniment and set to a pentatonic
mode, the rhapsodic-like melodic line most vividly exemplifies the in-
digenous improvisational style of Epirus. An analytical description of
the contents of the two records, highlighting the reviewers' impres-
sions, may serve to arouse the reader's interest in the rich listening
experience he can expect.

A short, rousing klephtiko, "Tis Mitrenas," sets the mood of the
rich lode to follow. This tune is very popular in the region of Roumeli,
and it is performed by the sandouri very ornately in free meter. In
the longer piece that follows, the first dance tune is an Arvanitovlahiko
(or Albanian Vlach), a favorite in Epirus, Macedonia, and Thessaly.
After several repetitions in the major mode, and a slight increase in
tempo, a lively Pogonisio begins (this in contrast to the usual ?Jeri or
"heavy"), shifting quickly to the minor mode, producing a very ef-
fective transition.

We are next treated to a medley of three distinct dance tunes, a
combination quite widespread in the region of Epirus, in the longest
cut of the set. The opening tune is a patio Arvanitiko (or "old Al-
banian") played as a folk dance called Beratis, in a 8/4 meter con-
sidered asymmetric, and emphasized by both the melody and its rhythmic
accompaniment. A tsakisto section in 3/4 meter, resembling a tsamiko
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and evoking songs from the Peloponnese, follows in which the melody
is kept in the original tonality. The clarinet glissandos ranging from
piercing highs to rousingly resonant lows are particularly effective.
The final sta tria dance tune is suddenly introduced in 4/ 4 meter and
played in the pentatonic scale, giving way to a diatonic major mode
in a lively 2/4 meter. A penetrating drone is heard in the background
strengthened by the tambourine.

On the next side, we are treated to a mood-setting short version
of the famous trata (or "fishing net"), a popular dance from the
Peloponnese in 4/ 4 meter, wholly in a commonly used diatonic mode,
and composed of four distinct melodic phrases. There follows a very
traditional Epirot dance (popular also in Thessaly and Macedonia)
called Kapetan Vasil°, and classified as a kofto (cut) dance because
the final beat of each melodic phrase is a rest. An extremely interesting
feature is the interplay between chromatic and diatonic modulations of
two single melodic phrases as the instrumentalists are afforded numerous
opportunities for improvising. A lively sta tria entitled sevdas (passion)
rounds out the selection.

The next piece is an example of the famous Samandakas, among
the most expressive music. The slow, somber opening affords strength
and control to accompany the male dancers in their stately turns and
twists, while the rhythmic accompaniment is kept simple to allow more
melodic freedom for the soloist. The initial 8/4 meter changes suddenly
to a 6/4 meter tsakisto and concludes with a vari Pogonisio, reflecting
the melodic styles of Delvino and Tsamouria. A final, short solo
clarinet called the skaros, and identified with the shepherd's melody,
truly exemplifies the instrumental virtuosity of Halkias, rounding out
the material on the first record.

A slow, evocative Gypsy-like introduction on the sandouri in free
meter begins the second recording, preceding the lively hasapiko dance
in 2/ 4 meter, a very popular panhellenic folk dance. (This is called
hasaposerviko in popular parlance to distinguish it from the slower
form played in bouzouki bands.) This is followed by a longer, very
popular dance of Epirus, the singathisto, a modified kofto dance in
5/4 meter, composed of two contrasting melodic phases alternating
between minor and major modes. After repeating three times, a new
dance melody in a lively 4/4 meter called the Konitsiotiko (from the
town of Konitsa) is introduced by the clarinet in a musical form called
girisma (change) because it repeats the melody played earlier.

Completing the side is a lengthy Epirot skaros mated with a vari
Pogonisio. The skaros, a very popular instrumental form of Epirus
and western Macedonia, and similar to the instrumental miryioloi, is
musically an extended improvisational piece in free meter performed
over a drone on a tonal center and set in the familiar pentatonic scale.
The clarinet leads the melodic line and briefly flirts with modal modula-
tion, whereupon it yields the leadership to the violin without break,
as the latter embarks on bird-like embellishments in the chromatic mode.
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The exchange between the instruments is very pleasant and very ef-
fective. The skaros concludes in the opening mode and tonality, and,
as is common in Epirus, is followed by a measured piece of dance
music, here another vari Pogonisio. Commencing in the original mode
and tonality, the sandouri, the violin, and the drum maintain a prom-
inent rhythmic accompaniment in 4/ 4 meter. This is very reminiscent
of Indian raga playing, without progressions but in fixed rhythm.

The flip side begins with a famous klephtic song, "Klisan I Strates
Tou Moria" (a variation of the text can be found in Polites), a
tune from the Peloponnese cast in a traditional melodic structure,
that of a highly ornamental melody performed in free style with
customary repeats. Although hardly an example of Epirot musical style,
the piece is certainly an exciting listening experience.

The next selection is a miryioloi Arvanitiko (Albanian lament)
played on an Albert-system clarinet, performed in a subdued and
lamented mood, reflecting the inner feelings of the instrumentalist. In
a blockbuster performance of music representative of northern Greece,
the low-range clarinet exchanges leads with the violin, as the sandouri
holds the rhythm. Descending melodic slides in the tetrachord above
the tonic, and ascending leaps of a seventh at cadential points, are
important components of this highly emotional form of music.

Finally, we are treated to a lengthy panhellenic serving of a klephtiko-
tsamiko-syrto. Beginning with a slow, dirge-like introduction on the
clarinet with sandouri accompaniment (the melody is always performed
monophonically over a drone), a highly ornate klepthic tune in free
meter evolves; the chromatic scale is combined with the pentatonic, as
is common in Epirus. Soon, lush glissandos usher in the tsamiko dance,
followed by rich violin sounds freely improvised in the chromatic scale
in 6/4 meter. The entire medley is brought to an exciting end with a
lively syrto sta dhio.

As an overall evaluation of the recordings, the level of musicianship
is good, always competent, and, at times, inspiring, although not all the
cuts are from Epirus or typical of the Epirot musical style, as the title
"Epirotika" would lead us to believe. The intent of the recordings was
to allow Mr. Halkias to play each selection in the tradition he knows
best. Although some musicians may consider his style "old fashioned,"
Professor Chianis, who supervised the recordings, feels his playing
"displays a more true (italics his) reflection of the Epirotic style than
many current Epirotic musicians in Greece today." It is certainly a
style worth preserving.

Each of the four sides of the collection has a section of spoken
comments; three are short rehearsing excerpts and the fourth a longer
monologue by Halkias speaking of old musicians he knew. The cuts
are mostly irrelevant and so badly recorded as to sound virtually in-
discernible, and it would have been best if they had not been included.
Furthermore, as the recordings were made in a large room of an apart-
ment house, rather than a professional studio, the acoustics and balance
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may sound less than wholly satisfactory. However, it does afford the
listener the opportunity to hear the music played in actual performance,
certainly a very attractive feature.

The omission of vocal music on these records is not a critical one,
particularly for an audience that is largely non-Greek speaking. In
some regions, indeed, vocal music other than supplied by members of
the ensemble is never performed to instrumental accompaniment. This
is a cappella, polyphonic two- and three-part singing characteristic of
a narrow geographic band straddling both sides of the Greek-Albanian
border, which deserves to be better known.

Before concluding, perhaps a comparison between this set and
the Simon Karas-Mary Vouras Songs of Epirus (see discography) might
prove illuminating. Unlike the former, these recordings were taped in
situ in the various regions and illustrate regional musicians and re-
gional music. Also, the pieces are professionally recorded on organized
field trips, and are better controlled and programmatically guided and
are less spontaneous. Four of the 13 segments are instrumentals, very
much like the Halkias recordings, that is, a miryioloi, a skaros, a
singathisto, and a wedding dance. Seven have vocal accompaniment
either to dance tunes, to a miryioloi, or to klephtic ballads (including
the famous "Eleni Botsiari," found also in Notopoulos's collection,
Modern Greek Heroic Oral Poetry). Three of the songs tell of xenetia,
for Epirots have always had to seek their livelihood abroad. And two
of these are unaccompanied, dirge-like, and primitive, almost harsh
sounding to the uninitiated ear.

With respect to the competent set of notes that accompany each
record, Professor Chianis has done an excellent job in introducing and
explaining the material. But there are small errors, perhaps unavoidable
for someone who is neither a native of Epirus nor an ethnologist.
Without detracting from the general value of his notes, we would
like to take the liberty of making several brief observations.

He speaks of Vlachs, Arvanitovlachs, and Koutsovlachs as if they
were three distinct ethnic groups. The names are regional variants
of a single linguistic group speaking a Balkan Romance dialect that
is a relic of Roman times. Speakers of this idiom are to be found in
Greece, Albania, and Yugoslavia (where they are known as Cincari).

Furthermore, he includes the Sarakatsans with them, a common
error to which even learned Greeks have not been immune. As a point
of fact, the Sarakatsans are neither an ethnic nor linguistic group. They
are an occupational group only—shepherding nomads who have never
had any other mother tongue save Greek. Indeed, the Greek they speak,
now considered archaic by contemporary standards, is the very dialect
of the klephtic ballads—the "Romaic" of Epirus and Roumeli as it was
spoken at the time of the Greek War of Independence, and for a long
time thereafter. Because of their isolated life style, they have been
the last to change or abandon customs and practices once characteristic
of the whole of continental Greece.



90 JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

Also, ascribing to the Vlachs a diffusion of musical styles may
be somewhat exaggerated, if not inaccurate, for two reasons. One is
that the Vlachs have no musical idiom of their own. The Vlachs of
the western part of Epirus sing in exactly the same style as their Greek-
speaking neighbors, those of Korytsa and Florina in the same style
as Albanian speakers, those of Monastir (Bitola) in a regional style
peculiar to that region, and so forth. Two, they are rarely, if ever, in-
strumentalists since—as is well-known to all who have contract with
those areas—all northern Greeks regard the knowledge and perform-
ance of band instruments as infra dig for anyone but a Gypsy. Indeed,
the only musical instrument that was fitting for a good Christian
(i.e., non-Gypsy) to know was the simple shepherd's flute (floghera).

Finally, there is also a fleeting reference to "Turkish" musical in-
fluence. These influences, in fact, do not extend much beyond citing
by professional musicians (again, Gypsies) of the Perso-Arabic
("Turkish") modes as means of defining their music. This does not,
per se, mean that the music has been influenced by Turkish melodies
and rhythms any more than defining them by western scales and nota-
tion means that the music played on these recordings was influenced
by Beethoven.

DISCOGRAPHY:

Of the many Greek folk music records available, the
most comprehensive is the series published by the Society for
the Dissemination of National Music, prepared by Simon
Karas and Mary Vouras. The Songs of Epirus is the eleventh
in the 21-record set. Another authentic collection was pub-
lished by Dora Stratou on Esoteric (ES527, 531) and features
six songs from Epirus. Notopoulos has issued a three-record
set on Folkways (P454, P457, FE4468), which indudes Epirot
songs and dances. Holden and Vouras (with Samiou arrang-
ing) have prepared a collection of three records on Folkcraft
(LPS3, 6, 8), which features six dances from Epirus. Another
useful collection is Argo's Greece in Music and Song (ZFB70)
in which nine of the 17 cuts are Epirot. And there are four
albums devoted solely to the music of Epirus (according to the
titles), including one on Odeon (OMGCA21), songs by
Stelios Bellos (PI-LPS-47), an entry on Balkan records with
Rountas and the Halkias brothers, and one on Grecophone
(GR132). Finally, the Merlier Collection contains early archival
recordings (1930-1), including a clarinet solo from Epirus
(Polydor 2421079).



Kazantzakis's "Cretan Glance"
and his "Politics of Salvation"

by JOHN E. REXINE

The Cretan Glance: The World
and Art of Nikos Kazantzakis
by MORTON P. LEVITT. Fore-
word by Kimon Friar. Columbus:
Ohio University Press, 1980.
xv+187 pp. $12.50.

Kazantzakis: The Politics of Salva-
tion by JAMES F. LEA. Foreword
by Helen Kazantzakis. University,
Ala.: The University of Alabama
Press,	 1979. xiii—I-207 pp.
$13.50.

Two major critical books on Nikos Kazantzakis within a year of each
other is substantial evidence that interest in this major modern Greek
writer, who died in 1957, continues unabated. In both cases, the authors
have had the benefit of counsel from Kimon Friar and the author's second
wife, Helen Kazantzakis. Both books make a distinct contribution to the
study of a literary figure of major importance in modern Greek literature.

Morton Levitt's book will probably be the more widely read of the
two because it directly addresses issues that will make it possible for the
reader to grasp more meaningfully what the real concerns of Kazantzakis
were. Kimon Friar sees Levitt, who is associate professor of English at
Temple University, as a creative interpreter, "who brings new insights to
perplexing problems and extends the range of possibility and intention."
Friar goes on to say that "Professor Levitt is sound and correct in his
basic assumptions, interpretations, and condusions, and brings creative
refreshment to areas where a true critic may extend the range of an
author's work into social, religious, and perhaps philosophical implica-
tions" (p. vii). Professor Levitt rightly uses The Saviors of God: Spiritual
Exercises as the foundation upon which he develops his exegesis of Kazant-
zakis because it is in that work that the latter presented the basic principles
of his vision of life. It is Levitt's purpose to seek out those things that
are especially Cretan in Kazantzakis. He cites Kazantzakis himself, who
once wrote: "Crete for me is the synthesis which I always pursue, the
synthesis of Greece and the Orient. I neither feel Europe in me nor a
clear and distilled classical Greece; nor do I at all feel the anarchic chaos
and the will-less perseverance of the Orient. I feel something else, a
synthesis, a being that not only gazes on the abyss without disintegrating,
but which, on the contrary, is filled with coherence, pride, and manliness
by such a vision. This glance which confronts life and death so bravely,
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I call Cretan" (p. 4). Both Morton Levitt and James Lea rightly make
much of "the Cretan glance" in their studies.

"The Cretan Glance" is that special attitude, that conjunction of out-
ward stance and inner poise, that, for Kazantzakis, represented both man's
finest confrontation with his destiny and his best hope for continuing the
struggle toward an ineluctable failure, but with one's dignity preserved
and even increased. The metaphor is borrowed from the Minoan frescoes
of Crete, in which semi-nude young men and women are depicted in
ritual dances in front of fierce bulls over whose deadly horns they were
to raise themselves and leap. We learn that "the Cretan glance" became
Kazantzakis's special phrase for the particular posture and temper which
these young people assumed in accepting, with insouciance and unusual
grace, the risk of their own destruction. This same metaphor served
Kazantzakis as well in identifying that synthesis of values that he had
drawn from the troubled history of his native island of Crete, the centuries
of rebellion against foreign overlords, its recurring tragic defeats, and its
determined will to rebel again. On a philosophical level, we know that
Kazantzakis utilized this metaphor to characterize, still iconographically,
the "heroic and playful eyes" with which modern man may, "without
hope yet without fear," face the Nietzschean abyss and determine to
continue the Bergsonian struggle for one's ultimate destruction.

Morton Levitt's book is an excellent companion for any student or
reader of Kazantzakis. The nine chapters of this highly readable and
well-structured book deal with Freedom or Death, The Greek Passion,
The Last Temptation of Christ, Zorba the Greek, The Odyssey, Saint
Francis, and The Fratricides. The study is metaphoric, not chronological,
and deals primarily with the last two phases of Kazantzakis's long and
productive life. Levitt finds, in Kazantzakis, "this same indigenous com-
bination of Western forms and ideas with the nationalistic spirit of Crete,
of modern views of the nature of man and the universe with the Cretan
dialect and with local legend" (p. 11). Levitt also compares Kazantzakis
with the modernists of the West, but he insists that the Greek author is
unmistakably Cretan and yet remains universal.

From an intensive study of the author's use of Crete in Freedom or
Death (the starting point for the study's explication of the use of the
metaphor of Crete in Kazantzakis), we go to the persecution of the
Greek communities in Asia Minor—as if they, too, were Cretan—in The
Greek Passion, to the development of religion and myth in The Last
Temptation of Christ ("each man a potential Christ") and an experience
analogous to that of the suffering Crete, to the epic Odyssey, "the most
monumental of modern epics and the synthesis of Kazantzakis's thought,
the text which he considered his Obra . • It is the most compelling and
knowing of all the Modernist endeavors to recreate myth in our time"
(p. xiv). Levitt also studies the un-Cretan asceticism of St. Francis, the
one work of Kazantzakis that can be described as a failure, and the un-
finished work, The Fratricides, the most contemporary of his works, in
which Kazantzakis returned to his native sources for the Greek Civil
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War of 1946-1949. Throughout, Kazantzakis's main thesis is that his
heroes know that they cannot win, just as the Cretans knew that they
could not win, but they continue to struggle. In this struggle, men con-
front themselves at the abyss and affirm the divinity of humanity and the
painful beauty of life itself. Captain Mihalis said it most clearly when he
uttered, " 'Freedom or death! 0 poor Cretans !"Freedom and death'—
that's what I should have written on my banner. That's the true banner
of every fighter: 'Freedom and death! Freedom and death!' " (Freedom
or Death, p. 426, translated by Jonathan Griffin). The reformers are all
defeated, but they do not give up their efforts to reform.

Levitt is clear in emphasizing Kazantzakis's very central concern about
freedom. For Kazantzakis, the concept of freedom is not theoretical, "but
a vital force to be experienced sensuously, one of the essential forces of
life" (p. 29). Even if man, like Crete, is constantly suffering, he is at
the same time yearning for freedom. Throughout Kazantzakis's work,
Crete is the metaphor for man's continuing struggles against invincible
forces. Ultimately, man knows why he suffers—it is because he is man
and god, "because Buddha, Christ and Dionysus are one—the eternal
suffering man" (Nikos Kazantzakis, Japan I China, translated by George
C. Pappageotes [New York, 1963], p. 100). Though, in his fiction,
Kazantzakis reconstitutes this decadent world of ours, the world of rele-
vant human values somehow survives, and civilization continues its
march to the abyss from which men may derive dignity, freedom, and
personal salvation.

For many, God is an instrument of the established religious and social
order. For Kazantzakis, God is no abstraction. "He is immediate, a force
to be encountered in the daily life of each man" (p. 27). Levitt elucidates
that, for Kazantzakis, God is neither a Christian nor a Hebrew divinity,
certainly not an ultimate force beyond man's grasp, not even the final goal
of his achievement, but "a process in being, a natural force of great crea-
tive potential, most akin to Bergson's "elan vital" (p. 12) or, in Kimon
Friar's words, "that creating evolutionary surge in nature that is cease-
lessly striving to purify material into spirit" (ibid.). The Saviors of God,
which is the philosophical basis for Kazantzalds's position, makes it
abundantly dear that, for him, just as the individual human being pro-
ceeds through a series of steps—the Preparation, the March, the Vision,
and the Action to the Silence—so the human soul has to keep on climbing
to hazardous heights, look down over the abyss, and confront the fright-
ening truths, described by Morton Levitt as follows: "God is as dependent
upon man as man is upon Him; to save himself, man first must save God;
the fight is unequal, the results seemingly ordained—neither man nor God
nor the two fighting together can save themselves. Knowing this but
continuing to struggle, man discovers his dignity, becomes himself a kind
of God" (p. 12).

Professor Levitt does not neglect to introduce his reader to those
aspects of Buddha, Nietzsche, Bergson, Christ, and Zorba that profoundly
influenced Kazantzakis, as well as those autobiographical and historical
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elements that so powerfully shaped his creative work. Carefully integrat-
ing the monumental Odyssey in his study, of which he says, "no work in
modern times . . . more effectively dramatizes the intellectual and spiritual
forces that have shaped our era or that gives us a better sense of what we
are and what we might yet become" (p. 136), we are shown that Kazan-
tzakis believed in freedom—individual freedom. Only the individual can
act with freedom and save himself. The individual must respect his own
life as well as the life of others.

The Odyssey of Kazantzakis is very much concerned with myth as a
way of dealing with life itself, and Kazantzakis insisted that, through
closeness to myth (old and new), man could find meaning in life, and
control and order his own life and art. Levitt, very appropriately, puts
it this way: "Odysseus impels us to be the masters of our own myths, to
make of our lives a work of art that is worthy of belief" (p. 138). Levitt
beautifully summarizes what, for Kazantzakis, is the main theme of
Kazantzakis's art, as well as of his life.

Levitt performs a superb service by underlining the Cretan essence of
Kazantzakis's creative work—no matter how futile his philosophical reason-
ing may be: "Despite the evidence around him of man's degradation,
despite the wisdom that insists that only nihilism is possible in such a
world, that modern man is incapable of creating new and viable bodies
of myth, Kazantzakis persists in affirming our values as humans, insists
on our mythic potential. His reading of the Cretan experience, his use of
metaphor and myth emerging from Crete, lead almost inevitably to this
choice. Modernist he may be, European he may have become, but in the
end—as at the start—it is Crete he affirms" (p. 182). The Cretan Glance
is an excellent guide to a proper critical study of Nikos Kazantzakis.

James F. Lea's Kazantzakis is a different kind of book. It was origin-
ally a doctoral dissertation, and it still bears the marks of such. Lea, too,
emphasizes the "Cretan glance," but he defines it as "an ontological atti-
tude toward the cosmos that is a synthesis of the varied, antinomial in-
fluences of Kazantzakis's experiential odyssey and the spring from which
his political philosophy flows" (p. 26). Lea sees this attitude particularly
expressed in The Saviors of God, The Odyssey, Report to Greco, and
Zorba the Greek. Kazantzakis's salvationist perspective involved individual-
ism as against community, nihilism and the human condition, atheism and
spiritual values, classical as against modern views of the nature of man,
and determinism as against autonomy. Lea relates these concerns to
Kazantzakis's observations about the mechanization of society, his search
for the true value and meaning of life, and his critique of the ills of the
transitional age, which formed a humanistic and compassionate vision that
was to constitute Kazantzakis's "Cretan glance." In another place, Lea
says that "The Cretan glance, the third eye of the soul, is freedom, the
ontological attitude that can grasp life and death—the élan via/ life pulse
of the universe" (p. 29). For Lea, as for Kazantzakis, freedom is the
essence of man, and Kazantzakis developed his ideas about freedom over
a period of years that took him through radical vitalism, an examination
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of the responsibility of means, and mature idealism. It is particularly his
views on freedom that Lea finds important for the study of political
philosophy.

The Politics of Salvation attempts to call the attention of scholars
and readers to an aspect of Kazantzakis that has not been previously given
appropriate emphasis, according to the author (Peter Bien is singled out
for attack). Actually, Kazantzakis's general philosophy is the subject of
Lea's book, especially his social and political ideas. Lea rejects the idea
that Kazantzakis should be treated only as a literary person; he believes
that Kazantzakis should also be studied for his contributions to political
thought. Few will agree with him in this approach. Still, his book does
take us through the intellectual basis of his thought. Dr. Lea, who is
professor of political science at the University of Southern Mississippi,
provides us with: (1) a brief examination of Kazantzakis in the context
of his age and culture, especially concentrating on the influence of domi-
nant ideas current in his lifetime and on the "Cretan glance," his funda-
mental existential starting point; (2) a general explication of the evolu-
tion of his social andpolitical thought, induding an analysis of the inter-
relation of his desire for both social activism and literary achievement and
his perspective of means and ends; (3) an investigation of Kazantzakis's
approach to history, his assessment of the current human predicament, as
he saw it, and his theory of the relation of art to politics in history; (4) a
search into the empirical importance of his prescription for ameliorating
the human condition that embraces his "new decalogue" and his "tragic
optimism," with insights drawn from dassical Greek and Judeo-Christian
sources; and (5) an evaluation of the validity and significance of his
ideas for our own day, especially his concept of freedom, and his notion
of the importance of hope and despair to political philosophy. In this
attempt, Christianity, Buddhism, Islam, Nietzsche, Bergson, Zorba, and
Marxism-Leninism are discussed as they shaped Kazantzakis's thought:
The Fratricides, the most political of all of Kazantzakis's works; The
Odyssey: A Modern Sequel; The Saviors of God; Report to Greco,
in which he looks back upon his and the modern world's intellectual and
existential Odyssey; Zorba the Greek and certain other novels that em-
body a comprehensive and systematic account of his thought; "The Im-
mortal Free Spirit of Man" and other essays that contain statements of
political beliefs; and Kazantzakis's letters are the original sources from
which James Lea draws his evidence for Kazantzakis's political thought,
supplemented by a wealth of secondary sources that include a great deal
of recent scholarship on the latter. In a very formal way, Lea's book
supplements Levitt's because it deals in greater detail with these formal
philosophers and philosophies and religious systems that Kazantzakis was
so familiar with.

Noteworthy is Lea's emphasis on Kazantzakis's critique of science as
a path for extricating modern man from his historical predicament. He is
sympathetic with the Cretan author's focus on the consequences that have
resulted from the technological-scientific ethos, which include: (1) exces-
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sive commitment to material needs, with an accompanying deadening of
human creativity and lack of aspirational challenges; (2) the failure of
the scientific-technological ethos to provide a new normative myth-ideal
to replace the historically viable authority of Christian myth; (3) the
rise of temporal leaders and the neglect of spiritual, artistic, and technical
leaders; (4) the failure of scientific rationalism to provide the necessary
underpinnings for the creation of the good life of the polis; and (5) the
resultant rise of a new barbarism. Artificial needs diverted and continue
to divert human beings from higher spiritual potentialities, and scientific
and technological innovations continue to dehumanize contemporary society
by creating unneeded material "needs." It was not science that Kazantzakis
was condemning, but the perversion of civilization and the submersion of
the individual by the forces of technology. As any serious student of
Kazantzakis knows, he saw his ultimate human goal as the spiritualization
of matter. Science has failed to rehabilitate man because it has been un-
able to provide a. normative human goal. It is Lea's purpose "to set forth
a general explication of his political thought, to analyze and to evaluate
his views, and to discuss the meaning of his beliefs for our age" (p. x).
He does this because he believes that little philosophical examination of
Kazantzakis has been done since many view him primarily and mistakenly
as apolitical and as a literary person. It is, of course, true that Kazantzakis
was involved in ideological debates, often bitter; that he briefly held
cabinet-level office in two Greek governments and served in UNESCO;
but this hardly justifies the claim of the author that he should be viewed
as a major figure in twentieth century Western political thought. As a
thinker, perhaps; as a political theorist, no; as a creative artist of major
standing in European literature, absolutely.

The five basic chapters of Professor Lea's book ("Nikos Kazantzakis";
"Words: Weapons in the Battle"; "Poetry, Prophecy, Political Philoso-
phy"; "Order from Chaos"; "A Politics of Freedom and Hope") are
well fortified by extensive notes and a substantial bibliography. They do
give the reader a rather full picture of Kazantzakis as an intellectual and
thinker. They do support the view that Kazantzakis sought salvation
through his art and that he believed that individual and societal salvation
were inextricably bound together. Lea thinks that Kazantzakis accepted
the notion of revolutionary resistance and the possibility of a new form
of community. Recognizing the Dionysiac powers in all of us and their
dangers, Kazantzakis insisted that we must save God and uphold freedom:
"The struggle for freedom of God is the universal underlying the move-
ments of Marxism, Hellenism, and Christianity. Therefore, saving God
—which can and must occur only within the parameters of Marxist social
justice, Hellenism's synthesis, and Christian humanistic criteria—becomes
not freedom but the creation of order produced through a quest within
these parameters' freedom" (p. 134). Kazantzakis's view included per-
sonal, political, and metaphysical levels, but it also emphasized freedom
from enslavement to ideology—left or right, Eastern or Western. It also
meant freedom from fear and hope, yet the human being cannot support
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absolute freedom. "The circle is closed," says Lea, "and man goes beyond
freedom to come back to the struggle to freedom. Thus, limitation of
absolute freedom leads to an unending quest for affirmation in the face
of negativity. This gives purpose and therefore a measure of harmony and
satisfaction to our lives" (p. 152). Lea believes that Kazantzakis saw a
link between hope and politics. He insists that:

Kazantzakis resolutely condemned false hope and resoundingly
counseled man to fight forever the battle for the ascent. Modern
man must learn, as did Kazantzakis, that in questing for the summit
of men's souls the casting off of mundane hope and illusory free-
dom is an ocr ision not for despair and anxiety but for joy and
celebration. (p. 162)

By following Kazantzakis's politics of salvation, Lea seeks to show
that we can transcend all nihilistic philosophies, embrace the élan vital,
reject violence as a solution, use science and not be used by it, accentuate
the positive by emulating the best thinkers and leaders, and so achieve a
political life of excellence. Both The Cretan Glance and Kazantzakis: The
Politics of Salvation can provide important insights into Kazantzakis the
creative artist and Kazantzakis the thinker. Both deserve intensive study
and wide circulation.
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Discuss Earthquakes, Floods
and . . . the Tram} by Nicos
RAPTIS. Athens: 1981. 179 pp.
Np.

This technical work is a trilogy,
with each part complete, in a sense,
but with a close enough mutual
relation to knit them into one
theme. The theme is engineering
and the role engineers play, or
should play, in the planning and
construction of civil engineering
projects. The subjects are mass
transportation, floods and earth-
quakes as the latter affect multi-
story structures, and especially
residential buildings.

"Who Killed the Tram" is yet
another richly deserved indict-
ment of the oil cartel and Amer-
ican automobile manufacturers.
These greedy partners in crime
promoted fuel-guzzling private au-
tomobiles and gasoline-driven buses
long after wide awareness of
dwindling petroleum supplies. As
recently as the eve of the 1973
Arab oil embargo, full page satu-
ration campaign advertising urged
the public to "Burn it Up, Use it
Up; The More We Use, The More
We Have"! The twisted rationale
was that more revenues for the
oil industry would mean more
allocations for exploration and dis-
covery of more deposits, which
would increase the world's known

petroleum reserves forever. To en-
sure forced dependence on the
private automobile, the conspir-
ators arranged the demise of the
competitive, more efficient, steel
wheel on steel rail electric tram
in countries within the American
sphere of influence, with the ap-
proval and consent of local polit-
ical and civic leaders. The impact
of this monstrous crime was not
realized immediately in energy self-
sufficient countries, but, in Greece
and other energy dependent coun-
tries, the social and economic im-
pact has been devastating.

The author propounds the well-
taken view that the engineering
consultants who advised the polit-
ical leaders of the time to dis-
mantle the trolley networks—if in-
deed such advice was ever ren-
dered or solicited—were wrong,
and, even if such advice was given
under political or economic coer-
cion, the engineers should have
refused to go along, and even
resigned, rather than become ac-
cessories to the crime. Engineers
are people with highly specialized
training and knowledge, and they
have a moral obligation to form
professional opinions on the basis
of pertinent data rather than suc-
cumb to the wishes of those who
employ them, wishes which, as a
rule, are motivated more by the
profit motive, and less by concern
for the social good.

The people who accepted the
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dismantling of the tram system did
so because they were uninformed,
and, without the facts, they fell
easy prey to the politicians' pro-
paganda and the engineers' jargon,
which shrouds the factors pertinent
to the decisionmaking process in
awesome mystery. Permitting the
dismantling or "killing" of the
tram system was a colossal social
and economic blunder, and this is
substantiated by the fact that people
in more and more cities all over
the world are rebuilding tram net-
works, or have serious conceptual
and definitive studies under way.
Perhaps, beyond the dearly tech-
nological aspect of the subject, a
dialogue among the Greek people
about the tram and its resurrection
may be an opportunity for them
to find themselves again (I am
referring to the people of 1940-
1949, and those of November of
1973) and to begin thinking in
terms of "We," avoiding the ego-
tistical "I" exported by American
capitalists under the euphemism
of "rugged individualism."

The section on floods consists
of a statement of existing condi-
tions and a proposal for improve-
ment. Rainwater on natural ground
leaves by percolation and absorp-
tion into the ground, evaporation
from the surface or from within
the soil, and runoff, whenever a
hydraulic gradient exists, to places
of lower elevation, valleys, lakes,
or the sea through streams and
rivers. Urbanization of an area,
with its buildings and pavements,
makes most of it impervious to
rainwater and increases both the
amount and the speed of runoff
very significantly.

When a catchment area is bowl-

shaped, the bottom becomes what
is known as a flood basin, and
collects all the runoff from the
higher surroundings. When build-
ings are sited in such a basin, the
basements and ground floors of
these buildings become an un-
wanted water reservoir, with the
attendant dire consequences. Plan-
ning, the indispensable ingredient
of orderly, socially oriented growth,
is anathema to opportunistic cap-
italism. Urban sprawl is caused by
unplanned evolutionary growth,
and inevitably results in every-
thing—transportation, water sup-
ply, waste disposal, sewerage, and
drainage—becoming obsolete, chok-
ing cities with their own conges-
tion and excrement.

In new subdivisions or develop-
ments, where only natural drain-
age is contemplated, man could
work with nature, and avoid, or
prohibit, the construction of build-
ings in areas which are subject to
flooding. Such locations could be
identified on topographic maps,
with contour lines defining the
areas which would be expected to
flood with a rainfall of any given
intensity and duration. The en-
gineer should advise against, and
local building inspection author-
ities should not issue, building
permits to owners of lots in these
areas. In built-up areas, flooding
can be controlled by constructing
detention ponds wherever feasible,
and by the modification of building
roofs and paved areas, so as to
retain water during periods of in-
tense rainfall and release it grad-
ually after the rain.

A paper on earthquakes was
originally intended to be a famili-
arization briefing for the engineers
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and people of Anthoupolis on the
area's earthquake problem made
unique by the existence of old
mines under the city, but the
earthquake of February 24, 1981,
prompted expansion of the subject
to broader spectra, beginning with
the documentation of what has been
learned so far about earthquakes
as they affect structures, and con-
cluding with the social and polit-
ical problem of earthquakes in
Greece. Every effort was made to
render the text understandable by
readers who are not engineers.
Terms are defined in meticulous
detail with a plethora of illustra-
tions, diagrams, and photographs.
Acceleration, vibration, resonant
frequency, earth failure, soil liq-
uefaction, and many other soil
properties and behavior are ex-
plained with examples which are
easy to understand.

The author's impassioned sin-
gularity of purpose is to take his
case to the people, to get them
involved in the decisionmaking
process by which the degree of
safety of the buildings in which
they live and work is determined.
He cites many well-documented
seismic catastrophes which oc-
curred over a period of more than
two millenia, catastrophes which
were too soon forgotten, and,
after which, people continued to
make the same mistakes in choos-
ing building sites, materials, and
types of structures. One of the
latest incidents mentioned is the
1976 earthquake in Tangshan,
China, in which more than 750,000
people perished.

The general problem of earth-
quakes is described, and the state
of the art of earthquake-resistant

building design is presented, with
the caution that the current theory
of continental plates and their drift
appears to be correct, but there is
lack of knowledge of exactly what
earthquakes are, and new informa-
tion may someday render this the-
ory obsolete, Like so many others.
On the premise that, more often
than not, earthquakes leave evid-
ence of their occurrence on the
earth's surface, an analysis of the
problem can begin with the fact
that we know the approximate
location of possible rifts which
may at any future time cause earth-
quakes. Historical evidence indi-
cates that the general area of the
city of Athens is indisputably sub-
ject to earthquakes, and, by ex-
trapolation of statistical seismic
data compiled in Mexico and Cal-
ifornia, earthquakes of compara-
ble and possibly greater strength,
duration, and destructiveness can
be reasonably expected to strike
Athens, as well as other Greek
cities. Indeed, seismological maps
of the world show that Greece is
literally surrounded by "lines of
fire." The damage caused in
Chaladrion and Anthoupolis dur-
ing the earthquake of February 24,
1981, can be attributed, in part,
to underestimating the actual dy-
namic loads or the equivalent static
loads assumed in the design of
the structures which failed. In the
case of static loading, the equiva-
lent horizontal loads used were
obviously inadequate. Moreover,
the fact that many similar struc-
tures in the stricken areas did not
exhibit signs of damage cannot
necessarily be construed to mean
that these structures were better
engineered and/or constructed than
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the ones which failed. It simply
demonstrates the large number of
variables involved in each seismic
occurrence, and it includes among,
many others, size and configura-
tion of building, ratio of height
to width, type of foundation, duc-
tility of building materials used,
underlying soil type, and soil
stratum depth. In fact, there is a
possible combination of specific
factors which makes virtually every
structure vulnerable to damage and
destruction in areas subject to
earthquakes, with the possibility
that some structures will be "per-
fect" targets of each seismic oc-
currence.

Resilient structures can be built
to resist earthquakes of greater
force than those which have oc-
curred since the relatively recent
advent of multistory residential and
commercial buildings. Such con-
struction, however, would be costly,
and, in many instances, prohibitive.
Ductility of building framing com-
ponents is of special importance to
Greece, where steel construction
is much more costly than the rein-
forced concrete commonly used in
the construction of multistory res-
idential buildings. Concrete, al-
though a superb building material
for any other application, is very
brittle and subject to sudden
failure, as opposed to steel (which
can recover from deformations of
higher magnitudes), and thus not
an ideal material for high-rise,
earthquake-resistant buildings.

Building codes have been in-
stituted for the purpose of setting
minimum safety standards for the
design and construction of build-
ngs. These codes are supposed to
-ontain the collective wisdom of

past and present leading practi-
tioners of the art, but the en-
gineer's assigned role is to work
within criteria dictated by entre-
preneurs. Engineers would like to
"design as if they would live for-
ever," but the establishment de-
crees that "thou shalt design for
the worst that can occur in a pe-
riod of 20, 40, 50, or 100 years."
Decisions made for the construc-
tion of multistory buildings,
whether to be used as residences
or places of work, are political
acts with enormous consequences
for the people and the natural en-
vironment of the site.

In the West, of which Greece is
supposed to be a part—or, more
precisely, which controls Greece—
these political acts are decided and
implemented by the entrepreneurs.
The exclusive motive and purpose
of these buildings is profit, and
only profit, although the alleged
justification is "economy, func-
tionalism, and easthetics," and,
while the entrepreneurs count their
profits, the residents of these mul-
tistory structures wait for an earth-
quake to strike—an earthquake
which, in greater Athens, can af-
fect the safety of as many as three
million people.

Studies are now under way to
enable scientists to predict accurately
when earthquakes will occur. Such
predictions will, no doubt, save
many lives, but the nagging ques-
tion remains: if it is known that
a catastrophic earthquake can oc-
cur anytime, anywhere, why build
structures which must be evacuated
because they are expected to col-
lapse and injure or kill the oc-
cupants ? During the after-tremors
which followed the earthquake of
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February 24, 1981, people stayed
outdoors because they were afraid
to return to their homes .

What can be done about it? The
author proposes a bold, drastic
plan: eliminate multistory build-
ing construction in favor of one-
story structures built of light, dura-
ble materials, such as aluminum,
which can be mined, smelted,
rolled, and fabricated in Greece
by Greek craftsmen under the
guidance of a new breed of en-
gineers who will develop the tech-
nology and the new products to
do the job. The obsolete, concrete
multistory structures would be
demolished, or dismantled, salvag-
ing whatever is worth saving.

It is an ambitious program which

would be summarily rejected by
any capitalist government. With
the recent swing of Greece toward
socialism, however, these proposals,
which, in the very last analysis, are
for the long-term social good, may
at least be considered. Multistory
residential buildings may be con-
sidered by some to be filing cab-
inets for people. That, of course,
is open to conjecture, but the safety
of the residents cannot be com-
promised. In any case, Mr. Raptis
has "shaken the tree," and the
fallout may be much more fruit-
ful than his self-effacing appraisal
that his goal will have been
reached if the book serves no other
purpose than just to "start a
dialogue."

—Constantine Pachos

Greece and the British Connection,
1935-1941 by JOHN S.
KOLIOPOULOS. New York:
Oxford University Press, 1977.
325 pp. Np.

A number of scholarly works on
Greece's history during the Second
World War have been published
recently, but the immediately
preceding period has received scant
attention. The years between 1936
and 1940 constitute an important
chapter in modern Greek history.
The dictatorship which was set up
under General Ioannis Metaxas on
August 4, 1936, and which lasted
to Greece's occupation by the Axis
was the epilogue to the country's
post-1922 political life. The bour-

geois political parties, republican
and royalist, were unable to cope
with the social upheavals of the
inter-war years caused by the
emergence of the working class
movement, the problem of land
distribution, the need for industrial
development, and, above all, the
government clientelism that allowed
military involvement in politics on
a large scale. The weak democratic
institutions finally gave way to the
reestablishment of the monarchy,
which was followed by a military
coup and a dictatoship supported
by the king. The regime established
under Metaxas has been refered to
as a "fascist" dictatorship, although.
there has not yet been any detailed
examination of its nature and
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ideology. Nor have we any sys-
tematic study of the regime's eco-
nomic policies or how the various
social classes affected responded.
These are only some of the as-
pects of this period which need to
be examined by historians before
a clearer picture emerges.

The task of future historians in-
terested in this period has been
greatly relieved by this book by
John Koliopoulos. Koliopoulos
looks at the period from the point
of view of diplomatic history,
examining Anglo-Greek relations
between 1935 and 1941. He divides
this period into three parts, the
first being the months leading up
to the coup, the second those years
between August 1936 and Italy's
attack in October 1940, and the
third stretching to the Axis oc-
cupation in April 1941. Greece
was so closely connected to Britain
during these years that a study of
their diplomatic relations touches
upon a broad group of subjects.
Nevertheless, the author has kept
within a framework of diplomatic
history, skillfully identifying and
analyzing the major issues relevant
to his approach while drawing at-
tention to other aspects. In doing
so, he has made an important con-
tribution to our understanding of
how Metaxas governed Greece.

The first chapter shows that
Britain considered the 1935 referen-
dum which brought the Anglo-
phile king back as "a farce," but,
since this suited its interests, Britain
became more involved in Greek
affairs. The next three chapters
describe the course of Anglo-Greek
relations after Metaxas seized
power. Koliopoulos found no
evidence to support republican and

left-wing views that Britain was
directly involved in the establish-
ment of the dictatorship. In fact,
the author explains, the Foreign
Office received the news with
"mixed feelings," and support was
given because of the continued
presence of the king as head of
state and chief of the army. The
collapse of democratic government
was seen as something inevitable,
and its restoration was considered
only when the Foreign Office re-
alized that the dictatorship and
Britain's support of it were "alien-
ating" Anglophile politicians in
Athens. Metaxas's police state con-
tinued to be tolerated even after it
became clear that the king himself
was becoming extremely unpopular.
All that mattered to the Foreign
Office at the time was to preserve
British influence in Greece, and the
regime, in spite of its ideological
similarities to Nazi Germany, had
a closer relationship with Britain
than the elected governments which
preceded it. The reason for this was
fascist Italy's expansionist policies
in the eastern Mediterranean. What-
ever its ideological similarities with
Italy, the Fourth of August regime
was opposed to Italian occupation
of the Dodecanese and plans to
further Italian domination in
Greece's neighborhood. Conse-
quently, the regime was prepared
to align itself closely with Britain,
the only force which could con-
tain Italy in the area. As Kolio-
poulos points out, a closer Anglo-
Greek alliance was not forthcom-
ing not because of the Metaxas
government's attitude, but that of
the British government, which was
interested in not antagonizing
Italy.
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This state of affairs changed
after the Italian invasion of Al-
bania in April 1939. Koliopoulos's
fourth chapter describes how
Britain was forced to move closer
to Greece, but, in line with the
policy of not "annoying" Mussolini,
Greece was given "an undefined
promise of support." It still suited
London that Greece remained "as
a neutral state" which Britain
would not have to defend by com-
mitting land forces ! The outbreak
of the war caused the two coun-
tries to move doser (Chapters 5
and 6), partly because Britain
wished to eliminate German in-
fluence in trade. Up to then,
Britain was providing capital in-
vestment in Greece — with very
favorable terms — but Germany was
absorbing most of Greece's agri-
cultural exports. In late 1939, the
Foreign Office decided that trade
with Greece had to be regarded
from the political, not simply the
commercial, angle. Absorption of
Greek trade completed Britain's
overall control in Greece, making
the latter "less than a pawn" of
the former's interests.

The final three chapters examine
the Anglo-Greek military negotia-
tions of 1941, when Germany
forced Britain to alter its policy
and commit land forces to Greece.
This belated decision has been
criticized by British military his-
torians, and it is interesting that
Koliopoulos indicates that, at so
late a stage, it was not welcomed
by the Greeks themselves. The
author's main conclusion is that
support for Greece figured low in
Britain's policy priorities during
1935-1940. Britain underestimated
Greece's value while Greece over-

estimated Britain's willingness to
assist. These condusions are, no
doubt, correct, and this readable
and well-documented account will
retain its accuracy and importance
after the Greek diplomatic papers
are released. Their absence is in
no way a weakness of the book, be-
cause a number of private papers of
Greeks were located and used by
the author. Nevertheless, the main
body of evidence relied upon are
the Foreign Office papers. The use
of these papers in the study of
twentieth-century Greek history is
not without problems. The factual
information passed on is mostly ac-
curate, but which facts are reported
back to London, and how these ire
presented and interpreted depends
on what the government-trained
diplomats perceive to be relevant
and important. Furthermore, the
analyses are usually presented in
such a way as to fall into a specific,
predetermined ideological frame-
work. However factually correct a
report, it should be also evaluated
by keeping in mind the ideological
and political standpoint of its
author and of its recipient. At a
time when modern historiography
is making use of concepts borrowed
from its "neighboring sciences," as
Braudel put it, perhaps it is not too
rash to suggest that this should
apply to diplomatic history as well.
Recent developments in linguistics
have shown how a text can be used
to reflect what the author "is" and
what his ideological and intellectual
preoccupations are. And one can
go even further than the struc-
turalists, as Edward Said has done
by examining a body of western
writing about the Arabs that cre-
ate an illusionary "reality" because
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of the bias of the authors. Since
Greek historiographers will be de-
pending on foreign sources for a
long time to come, perhaps we
should begin to construct a post-
structural defense mechanism in
our interpretation. This will also

be the case if one wishes to capi-
talize on Koliopoulos's sound schol-
arship and enter into a social
analysis of the effects upon Greek
society, both long-term and short-
term, of fascist Greece's intercourse
with imperialist Britain, 1936-1940.

—Alexander Kitroeff

**

Cyprus: Nationalism and Interna-
tional Politics by MICHAEL
ATTALIDES. New York: St.
Martin's Press, 1979. 226 pp.
$22.50.

Michael Attalides, a British- and
American-trained Cypriot sociolo-
gist, has produced a well-written
and thought-provoking analysis of
the history of Cyprus from the Brit-
ish occupation to the 1974 tragedy.
He begins his book by discussing
what he considers to be the over-
simplified view that the problem of
Cyprus is the result of the tradi-
tional enmities between Greeks and
Turks. He claims that, "far from
there being an intrinsic cultural in-
compatibility between Greek and
Turkish Cypriots, even after events
such as those of 1963-67 there was
a trend toward reintegration which
was the object of active political
resistance" (p. 92).

Attalides probes deeply into the
relationship between Greek and
Turkish Cypriots and discovers,
both on the basis of historical ma-
terial and his own field research in
the Karpasia region, that, in the
rural traditional setting, the real-
tionship between Greek and Turkish

communities was more than amica-
ble. He then proceeds to explain
the causes that led to the long and
gradual process of disengagement
culminating in the intercommunal
strife of the 1950s and beyond. At-
talides argues that, among the root
causes of this disengagement was
the "asymmetrical" and "asynchro-
nous" development of Greek and
Turkish nationalism in Cyprus. He
shows how British imperial policy
first boosted Greek nationalism and
later combated it by fostering the
growth of Turkish Cypriot national-
ism. Attalides explains the contra-
dictions embedded in the Church-
led anti-colonialist movement to
unite Cyprus and Greece. In addi-
tion, he shows how the change of
the Greek state's dependency from
Britain to the U.S. encouraged the
movement for enosis, as the U.S.
favored the union of Cyprus with
an American-controlled Greece.
This shift of dependency came at a
time when Cyprus increased in im-
portance to the British, who used
the Turkish minority, and, indirect-
ly, the local communist movement,
to neutralize Greek and Greek
Cypriot demands for union with
Greece.
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Attalides deals extensively with
the Turkish Cypriots, and he has
produced one of the more thorough
and well-documented discussions of
the evolution of the Turkish com-
munity in Cyprus. He explores in
detail the response of the Turkish
Cypriots to British colonialism,
which was a relationship of full
identification with, and dependency
on, the latter. With the emergence
of Turkish Cypriot nationalism after
the Second World War, this de-
pendency eventually shifted toward
Turkey, which, since then, has used
the Turkish Cypriots systematically
to promote its own territorial and
strategic imperial interests.

In a separate chapter, Attalides
explores the sources of the emerg-
ence, after independence in 1960,
of a "Cypriot consciousness" (as
opposed to the desire for enosis)
which was the result of a combina-
tion of local developments and the
realization that the interests of Cy-
prus and the interests of Greece
were not identical. This led to a
competitive relationship between the
Cypriots and the Greeks, which cul-
minated in violent attempts at the
overthrow of Makarios after the
Greek colonels came to power in
1967. Attalides offers a skillful and
detailed analysis of the linkages be-
tween the Greek junta and the local
minority of enosists, including the
underground movement of EOKA-
B, and he explains the "paradox of
enosis after independence," where
the objective conditions were such
that the pursuit of enosis was in fact
the pursuit of partition. Attalides
explores the internal transformation
of Cypriot society and how this
transformation has been shaped, to
a significant extent, by policies origi-

nating outside of Cyprus.
Attalides delves into the involve-

ment of the U.S. in the Cyprus
question and offers convincing sup-
port to the often-repeated thesis that
the U.S., in spite of official denials,
promoted a policy that undermined
Cypriot independence. The U.S.
seemed to have preferred either a
Cyprus united with Greece (hence
the support of the anti-colonialist
struggle in the 1950's) or a form
of "double enosis" between the two
NATO allies. Attalides shows how
this general policy affected Greek
policy on Cyprus, with its dramatic
repercussions for the republic. He
also shows how Soviet policy coun-
terbalanced U.S. intentions, further
polarizing local antagonisms.

Although I rate the book very
highly, there are two points on
which I question Attalides's analy-
sis. First, it seems to me that, in
his eagerness to debunk the myth
that Greek and Turks are culturally
incompatible, he may have unwit-
tingly advocated a new myth, that
cultural differences are of little im-
portance in understanding the fate-
ful antagonism between the two
groups. To prove that Greeks and
Turks lived amicably in a traditional
setting and that, even after 1963,
there were signs of a rapproche-
ment, is very heartening indeed.
But to ignore cultural differences as
potential obstacles to integration is,
I believe, unwarranted. Attalides's
own data show, for example, that,
even under Ottoman rule, the Greek
Cypriots were the more enterprising
community, thus culturally and ma-
terially outflanking the more agrar-
ian Turks. Differences became more
pronounced under the relatively
liberal British rule. The cordiality
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of the two groups that Attalides
refers to existed in the rural areas,
under conditions of basic structural
equality, and not in the urban cen-
ters, under conditions of structural
differentiation and the emergence
of an economic surplus. Under such
conditions, the Greeks proved to be
more competitive. These politically
significant cultural differences have
been documented by social psycho-
logical studies that Attalides, with
his primary focus on structural vari-
ables, prefers to downplay.

Another possible limitation is the
relative lack of any in-depth discus-
sion of the major actors in the
Cyprus drama. It seems to me that
history is never entirely determined
by "objective" forces and structures,
be they economic, social, interna-
tional, or political. It is also the
product of choices made by indivi-
duals under the influence of their
values and beliefs. The actions of
individuals become even more cru-
cial in a society like Cyprus, where
political institutions have remained
relatively undeveloped, thus allow-
ing a wider range for the impact of
leading personalities on the flow of
events. I suspect, for example, that,
had the Greek Cypriot leadership
made different policy choices during
the last decades, the fate of Cyprus
would have been radically different.
A similar argument can be made
for the Turkish side. I am not sure
whether the republic was as defense-
less as it seems in confronting for-

eign instrusions. I cannot sympa-
thize, therefore, with Attalides's
statement that "Makarios' power in
Cyprus has always been great, but
it has also always been delicately
balanced. And without the full re-
tention of this power he could not
have followed the flexible interna-
tional policy which enabled him to
steer Cyprus through so many dan-
gers" (p. 122). Given the disaster
of 1974, one, in fact, is tempted to
make the exact opposite argument.

Aside from these reservations,
Attalides's work is, I believe, a salu-
tary and major contribution to the
literature on Cyprus and one that
deserves careful attention by both
scholars and politicians. Attalides is
extensively familiar with both in-
ternal Cypriot developments and the
international environment within
which the Cyprus problem has been
unfolding. He makes a considerable
contribution to unraveling the very
complex and shifting relationships
between internal social forces and
the policies of external powers hav-
ing a strategic stake in Cyprus. To
my knowledge, this is the most
thoroughly documented, detailed
and masterful analysis of this prob-
lem. His study is replete with care-
fully reasoned insights to puzzling
questions. I highly recommend the
book as necessary reading for any-
one who wishes to understand in
depth the multifaceted nature of
the Cyprus problem.

—Kyriacos C. Markides
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Pou a'n'v TAXOcacc [Social De-
velopment and the State: The
Formation of the Public Sector
in Greece) by CONSTANTINE
TSOUCALAS. Athens: 'Exackracq
Osi_tato, 1981. 365 pp. 450 drs.

The prevalent and crucial prob-
lem of Greek bureaucratic statism,
resisting and frustrating any kind
of reform or modernization, is
deeply rooted in the nineteenth
century, beginning with the estab-
lishment of the modern Greek
state in 1830. That is why there
is great interest in the analysis of
this phenomenon, and it was no
surprise that Constantine Tsouca-
las's book, Social Development and
the State: The Formation of the
Public Sector in Greece, became a
best-seller in Greece in the past
summer, according to Diavazo.

It is a truly felicitous event that,
in the past two years, unlike some
years ago, a series of studies have
been published which try to il-
luminate and demythologize Greek
social and economic history, espe-
daily that of the nineteenth cen-
tury. Undoubtedly, Tsoucalas's
works are of utmost importance,
since they combine both well-sup-
ported theory and original em-
pirical research with a profound
historical knowledge. The book un-
der review is a continuation and
supplement to the author's previous
Dependence and Reproduction
(Themelio, 1977), in which Tsou-
calas examined the social role of
the Greek educational system as a
basic ideological mechanism of
reproduction of modern Greek
society from 1830 until 1922. In

that book, the author focused on
the decisive role played by the
Greek diaspora in the development
and ideology of Greek education.

The basic questions of Social
Development and the State focus
on the specificities of the forma-
tion of the "public sector" in gen-
eral, and particularly of the Greek
state, and the impact of this enor-
mous and extraordinary expansion
on all social strata. The central
hypothesis is that this gigantic
Greek statism decisively determined
the entire social structure and
processes of modern Greek society,
and thus contributed to the ex-
pansion of the "public sector" at
the expense of the private one.
Consequently, the entire study
deals with the crucial problem of
the relationship between state and
society, the fundamental issue of
political theory. If, in the advanced
capitalist societies, the picture of
a powerful civil society, distinct
from a bourgeois state, is clear, in
societies at the "periphery" of
capitalism, the picture is quite the
reverse: a weak civil society dom-
inated by a swollen state apparatus.
The fact that the systematic anal-
ysis of the function and develop-
ment of the state in "peripheral"
capitalist societies has only recently
been tackled makes the analysis
of Tsoucalas extremely important
and a contribution to the existing
bibliography. Since the latter is
either dominated by an ahistorical
functionalism or by a simplistic
and overgeneralized traditional
Marxist analysis, Tsoucalas very
carefully uses his basically Grams-
cian methodological tools. Also,
being aware of the pitfalls en-
tailed in "eurocentric" comparisons,
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he compares Greek and European
standards only to indicate and stress
the distinctively specific social
processes of the first fifty years
of the modern Greek state in dis-
tinction to the European capitalist
system of the mid-nineteenth cen-
tury.

It is absolutely impossible in
this brief review to deal with the
plethora of points made and the
rich information which Tsoucalas's
analysis provides. However, since
the book has not yet been trans-
lated into English, we will try to
summarize the most essential
points, along with the argumenta-
tion.

Tsoucalas's point of departure
is a quantitative analysis of the
Greek state apparatus within the
framework of a sociology of pub-
lic finance. Using all available
data, he tries to show how the first
state budget was spent mostly on
financing a tremendously huge
civil service. Thus, the Greek state,
by providing the basic mechanism
of redistribution of revenues, con-
trary to European states, affected
the entirety of economic develop-
ment and heavily determined all
class relationships in modern
Greece.

In Part II, Tsoucalas proceeds
to the investigation of the internal
structure of the civil service in
the nineteenth century. This per-
mits him to formulate some hy-
potheses regarding the "special
weight" of the state in the mod-
ern Greek social formation and
its impact on the crystallization
of social strata dependent on the
state, whose result was a "civil
service society." The role of the
state as the basic employing agent

of non-manual labor, for half a
century offering "dignified, pres-
tigious jobs," was crucial to the
entire division of labor in Greece.
In this way, the Greek state played
a central role in the building of
a non-productive, parasitic petty
bourgeoisie, which continues to
plague Greek society to the pres-
ent day. The spectacular growth
of the public sector is closely re-
lated to the inflated development
of the political press and all kinds
of law professions in an apparent
"ultra-politicization" of Greek so-
ciety which actually masked a
"political underdevelopment."

Further, in Part III, the author
tests his provocative hypothesis
that principal social strata during
the first fifty years after the libera-
tion of Greece from Ottoman rule
did not present significant eco-
nomic inequalities. In addition,
Tsoucalas asserts, the Greek coun-
tryside was dominated by small
peasant proprietors, and there were
not any significant feudal types
of landownership. Investigating
the existing available data—how-
ever inadequate—on the economic
power of the various ruling social
factions, he points to the frag-
mentation of Greek territory into
distinctively different sociogeo-
graphic zones with quite different
socioeconomic relations, something
which makes the concept of "Greek
socioeconomic formation" proble-
matic. Quite persuasively, Tsouca-
las argues that all traditional social
groups in and out of the public
sector were characterized by a
relative financial equality. This
phenomenon is related to a slow
capitalist accumulation process in
a precapitalist social formation, in



110	 JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

which a bourgeois type of political
and administrative organization had
been institutionalized. The eco-
nomic power of Greek notables
(Prouhontes) was actually derived
from the monopoly control of the
state. Tsoucalas states that the ab-
sence of a feudal past, in com-
bination with the absence of sig-
nificant income inequalities, and
the development of a large civil
service possessing more prestige
than economic strength (which,
nevertheless, did not become an
aristocratic caste but remained
closely tied to the traditional social
groups), resulted in a relatively
homogeneous and egalitarian Greek
society. The basic peculiarity of
this "petty bourgeois society,"
whose hierarchical development
resembled a "truncated pyramid,"
is the fact that it was prevented
from forming a native bourgeoisie.

In Part IV, Tsoucalas tries to
summarize the historical and in-
stitutional preconditions of the
Greek administrative hypertrophy.
In this effort, he takes the
opportunity to clarify further
his argument regarding the ab-
sence of big feudal proprietorships
in the Greek society of the nine-
teenth century, thus opposing
traditional Greek nineteenth-cen-
tury historiography. The relatively
small landed property of the tradi-
tional ruling strata made it unable
to secure and reproduce a class
domination, which, in turn, made
it necessary for it to take control
of the state. Arguing against the
traditional thesis of a feudal or
semi-feudal Greece of the nine-
teenth century, he supports his
thesis by pointing to the use of
"national lands" as an institution

which prevented feudal rights and
precluded the traditional ruling
strata from becoming real feu-
dalists. Thus the ruling political
families (tzakia) were exclusively
occupied with the monopoly of
the state apparatus, and they ab-
stained from all kinds of produc-
tive or commercial activities.

The other significant factor in
the precocious administrative
growth of modern Greece is at-
tributed by the author to the in-
troduction of a liberal bourgeois
political and administrative sys-
tem. The absence of feudal rela-
tions, and the impact of the French
Revolution, facilitated the introduc-
tion of liberal bourgeois institu-
tions and a democratic political
system. Further, the resistance
against royal Bavarian despotism
contributed to universal male
suffrage in 1864, earlier than most
European countries. As a result of
all of the above, Tsoucalas con-
cludes that the Greek society of
the first fifty years after libera-
tion was characterized by political
equality and stability, which in-
dicates a consensus for the legitima-
tion and succession of authority
(especially during the reign of
King George).

In his final remarks, Tsoucalas
reformulates his condusions, which
are the following:

1. during the first decades of
Greek liberation from Ottoman
rule, the Greek state appropriated
an extremely large portion of the
economic surplus, which it, in turn,
distributed mostly to the bur-
geoning civil service;

2. in the Greek society of this
period, in contrast to the European
one, there did not emerge a native
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bourgeois ruling class to impose
its own political system; in the
Greek precapitalist social forma-
tion of this period, a copy of a
liberal bourgeois politico-admin-
istrative system was introduced with
the aid of the existing egalitarian
mentality; these factors, combined
with many other specific socio-
historical conditions, produced a
Greek society without profound
social differences;

3. all these sociopolitical pro-
cesses in Greece were diametrically
opposed to those of capitalist
Europe.

On the basis of the above prop-
ositions, Tsoucalas, without pause,
proceeds to explore some serious
issues related to the social role
of the Greek state which have
elsewhere been the subject of the-
oretical analysis, such as patronage
and clientelistic Greek politics,
and the issue of the relative au-
tonomy of the state. The writer
warns of the danger of a general
use of the concept of "relative
autonomy of the state." It may be
useful for the case of a capitalist
state or, rather, societies where
the capitalist mode of production
is dominant. But it cannot be a
catch-all for the problems of
"peripheral" capitalist societies. In
the Greek case, with a formal
bourgeois institutional framework
in a precapitalist society, it is not
relative autonomy which charac-
terizes the state vis-k-vis the fac-
tions of the ruling class, but, on
the contrary, "it is marked by a
surviving relative diffusion of
political and economic types of
authority." As he says, "In Greece
the 'ruling classes' not only used
the state apparatus to promote and

protect their interests . . . but they
also were brought up and estab-
lished within the same mechanisms
of political authority." Thus, the
state interferes not only in the pro-
cess of reproduction but also in the
process of articulation of the ruling
strata. Finally, Tsoucalas affirms a
dual structural discrepancy between
(a) a liberal bourgeois institutional
framework upon precapitalist soci-
etal and economic conditions, and,
on the other hand, (b) a Greek
social reality unable to materialize
the separation of the state from
private economic interest, which is
a necessary precondition for the
functioning of the liberal bour-
geois system. It is to this contradic-
tion, i.e., the incomplete separa-
tion of the public from the private
sector, that Tsoucalas ascribes
clientelistic and "corrupted" Greek
politics, and not to any "inherited"
feature of Greek "character."

The significant contribution
Tsoucalas makes with this book to
the critical analysis and under-
standing of the nineteenth century
Greek social formation is not
diminished by the difficult phrase-
ology employed nor by the hier-
archical organization of the study,
which is not very helpful to the
reader.

However persuasive the analysis,
as an original and stimulating
work, it can (and should) raise
many questions, disagreements, and
disputes. By a characteristic ethos,
the author, as in his previous work,
continuously emphasizes that he is
only testing hypotheses and draw-
ing "temporary" conclusions in a
way that the problems, as such,
remain "open" to further discus-
sion. Tsoucalas is very scrupulous,
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and always rushes to inform the
reader of the inadequacy of his
data, especially of statistical rec-
ords, and of the main ideas from
the existing literature which op-
pose his own. One basic remark
that must be made here, however,
is that, if Tsoucalas, in Depend-
ence and Reproduction, had un-
derestimated the "endogenous"
processes (something he has ad-
mitted), then, in his effort to
correct this in the present book,
it seems that in his analysis now,
unfortunately, he underestimates
the "exogenous" factors. If this
is due to methodological reasons,
the analysis in each book is incom-
plete and unbalanced. That is why
a fair critique requires a combined
systematic reading of both books
as one.

Thus the picture presented by
Tsoucalas's model of analysis, of a
relatively egalitarian and finan-
cially homogeneous society, with a
truncated hierarchical pyramid, is
highly problematic and incomplete,
since it leaves out the existing
prosperous bourgeoisie of the
Greek diaspora; although it was
geographically outside of Greek
national territory, the diaspora was
actively involved in all the socio-
economic and political processes of
Greece, as the author proved in
his previous work. This raises the
problem entailed in the concept of
"Greek social formation," to which
Tsoucalas refers in this book but
for which he fails to account in
his final conclusions. For instance,
Tsoucalas explicitly refers to the
influx of capital in Greece after
1860 and the eventual articulation

of a monetary oligarchy which
basically came from abroad. How-
ever, this oligarchic plutocracy was
already living in the centers of
the Greek diaspora and actively
participated in all processes even
prior to the building of the Greek
state.

Secondly, what is completely left
out of his model in this book is
the interference of the foreign
powers which "protected" the
newly-built Greek state, imposed
the various dynasties, and openly
interfered in Greek politics. To a
large extent, they favored keeping
Greece precapitalist, and thus more
dependent, something which af-
fected the formation of public and
private social sectors. Further, the
picture of an institutionalized lib-
eral bourgeois framework and a
democratic political system in a
society without big economic dif-
ferences masks the reality of a dis-
torted Greek pseudo-parliamen-
tarianism which could work only
by clientelist and authoritarian
means.

The above is by no means in-
tended as negative criticism. More-
over, it does not dispute the sig-
nificance of this truly exhaustive
and rich study. Whatever disagree-
ments Social Development and the
State engenders, it contributes to
a fruitful and badly-needed dis-
course about modern Greek soci-
ety. It is exactly this quality of
Tsoucalas's work which, like every
real scientific achievement, accord-
ing to Max Weber, raises new
questions and asks to be surpassed
and outdated.

—Minas Samatas
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