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A Critical Appraisal of
U.S. Policy Toward Greece

by JAMES PETRAS

The Papandreou Government and the Reagan Administration

American State Department policymakers concerned with Greek foreign
policy are engaged largely in an effort to identify the basic character of
the Papandreou regime, the kinds of policy differences likely to emerge,
and the ways these will affect overall US-Greek relations. Initially, there
were two positions. The major group perceived the socialist government
as radical, as preparing a rapid and massive transformation of Greek
society accompanied by a rupturing of all major ties with the West in
pursuit of a nonaligned foreign policy, and as increasingly linked to Third
World countries. A second group, less influential at first, described the
Greek socialists as an eclectic political formation whose left-wing rhetoric
was less relevant to its actions than the internal composition of the party,
which they assessed as multiclass, including large and small businesspeople,
as well as trade unionists and farmers. Among this second group, the
hope was that the more business-oriented sectors of the party (the
"moderates") would gain control of the policy machinery and concentrate
policy on "modernizing Greek capitalism" and strengthening parliamen-
tary institutions. These perceptions were not altogether inaccurate. In the
mid-1970s, the Greek Socialist Party (PASOK) did give evidence of
turning toward the left, breaking existing foreign alliances, and changing
internal property relations. The evolution of PASOK over time, however,
increasingly outdated these perceptions. The analysis of the party as a
"populist-modernizing" force increasingly took hold; observers noted that
the emphasis of political leaders began to shift away from a transition to
socialism toward a transformation of Greece into a modern industrial
state with a mixed economy.

This change in PASOK became even dearer after the elections of
1981. A new set of differences began to emerge concerning the degree of
change that the socialist government envisioned. Within the continuities
in foreign policy (NATO, EEC, and so forth) and in the domestic
economy (capitolist), different appraisals among US policymakers emerged
regarding the scope and significance of policy differences. For some
poliquakers, the PASOK positions on the Middle East and the conflicts
with NATO posed a potentially disruptive influence; for others, satisfied
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with the basic inclusion of Greece in the alliance structure, these were
manageable differences. In evaluating these new sets of policy percep-
tions, much depends on what becomes defined as US policy. If Washing-
ton is intent on a headlong dash into a massive confrontation with the
Soviet Union, and is committed to bludgeoning its NATO allies into
following its position, then the current Greek policy (and perhaps those
of other European countries) can be described as "disruptive" and likely
to lead to increasing tension. The same outcome is likely in the Middle
East. Continuing support for Israeli expansionism, military occupation of
Arab lands, and genocidal practices against Palestinian and other Arab
peoples is likely to increase the distance between US and Greek policy.
If, on the other hand, Washington tones down its aggressive posture
toward the Soviet Union and shifts toward a more even-handed policy
regarding the Israeli-Arab dispute, US-Greek differences may become
more manageable. To think otherwise is to assume that PASOK can be
made over into the image of the Reagan administration. And while
PASOK has shown a capacity to adapt to existing power realities and to
move a considerable distance toward accommodating US positions, there
is a limit to its adaptiveness that has perhaps already been reached. To
move further in the direction of the United States would conflict with its
continuation as a party of change (political identity), would significantly
erode its electoral base, and would probably split the party. Those policy-
makers who fail to recognize the considerable distance that PASOK has
moved already and who push for greater concessions lack a realistic
assessment of what is possible within the current Greek political scene.

Above all, they fail to recognize Greece's genuine security needs vis-a-
vis Turkey, and they cavalierly dismiss the frequent and calculated Turkish
intrusions into Greek airspace and territorial waters. To continue this
approach could push Greek policymakers to reconsider their current
strategic thinking regarding NATO, namely, the idea that it serves as a
bulwark against Turkish violations of their sovereignty. The willingness
of the Greek socialists to shift ground on the NATO, and even the EEC,
issue is, in large part, due to their effort to use NATO to contain the
expansionist and irredentist daims that periodically erupt from Turkey.
These changes, however, are not irreversible, and to take them for granted
as simply a part of the "new pragmatism" of the Papandreou government
is to overlook the decisive importance that the government gives to guar-
anteeing secure borders—a position that unifies the country. Thus, while
there have been substantial continuities between the past and present
governments regarding political positions, in the present circumstances
those positions are much more contingent upon a reciprocal response—
namely, security against Turkish efforts to alter the status quo.

Washington does perceive in the Papandreou government a dissonant
voice within NATO and the EEC: it is not pleased by Greece's cham-
pioning of a nuclear-free Balkan area; it is upset by Greece's forthright de-
fense of Palestinian rights; and Washington finds little encouragement in
Greece for its anti-Soviet crusade. In these and other issue areas, the State
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Department identifies a critical change in Greek policy as against the past,
when Athens could be expected to toe the cold war line. In these areas, de-
spite Greece's continuing participation in NATO and the pragmatic and
flexible diplomatic style that the Papandreou government has adopted,
Washington senses that it is losing control over a client state, and that the
new government does make a difference. There is an ill-defined feeling
in Washington (echoed by President Kara man liq) that the old levers of
power are gradually slipping from Washington's hands. The old-boy ties
dating back to the civil war days and the 1950s, when Greek military
officials were at the beck and call of their US mentors, are loosening; new
officers are replacing the "old boys."

The socialist electoral victory came as a shock to Washington, although
the opinion polls prior to the election were dose to the mark. The Reagan
administration, for all of its interventionist posturing, was helpless to
prevent the victory; nor was it in a position to enlist any significant
support to reverse the results in its aftermath. It was ironic that the
administration that had made such a major issue of orchestrating a world-
wide crusade to revive the cold war was now forced to accept a govern-
ment that clearly rejected the premises of such a policy. Washington saw
itself forced to adapt to the new political realities in the eastern Mediter-
ranean. Given the correlation of forces within Greece and the enduring
anti-imperialist undercurrent that unified the vast majority of Greeks since
the junta/Cyprus days, US policymakers realized that any attempt to
project hostile signals to Athens would rally the country around the
socialists and further isolate and discredit right-wing collaborators. The
Reagan administration set aside its bellicose rhetoric and attempted to
explore the divergencies between government policy and electoral pro-
grams. Reflex opposition to the left was tempered by a recognition of the
strategic importance of Greece for US policy in a number of zones. Thus,
while Washington changed its image from unremitting opponent of leftist
regimes, it continued to pursue the traditional policy of seeking means to
maintain Greece within its military organizational framework. Washington
recognized that changes in the government did not necessarily tip the
balance in the state apparatus; the preservation of the balk of the previous
civil and military apparatuses, and of the presidency, were perceived as
checks on any drastic shifts in policies.

US policymakers visualize Greece in a set of overlapping areas, each
of which, to varying degrees, has relevance to strategic planners. Essen-
tially, Greece is located as: (1) the southern flank of NATO; (2) part
of the Mediterranean basin; (3) a point of entry into the Middle East;
and (4) part of the Balkans. For Washington, the strategic concerns
focus on using Greece as a pressure-point on the Balkan communist states
and the Soviet Union. On the other hand, Greek policy increasingly is
geared toward a nudear-free Balkan zone, promoting detente, and increas-
ing commerce with the Soviet Union. For Greece, the threat is not to the
north (the Soviet Union) but to the east (Turkey). Hence the same
political "alliance" is subject to profoundly different sets of conceptions.
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Common organizational membership obscures different sets of concerns.
In the Middle East, Washington perceives Greece as a jumping-off spot
for US military forces defending corporate interests against local revolu-
tionary forces. In contrast, the Greek socialists see the Middle East as a
growing marketplace for Greek goods and as a source of external finance,
and they feel, as well, a common ideological affinity with the revolutionary
nationalist currents in the region. The issue of US bases in Greece and
their use is deeply involved with the question of the kind of relationships
each of the two countries is proposing to develop in the region. At present,
the two governments are pulling in opposite directions, and it is this
underlying conflict over their relationship with the adjoining region that
will deeply influence the negotiations over the leasing, control, and use
of the bases.

In sum, while there appears to be basic agreement over continuing the
past military and economic ties between the two countries, there are very
substantial differences concerning the meaning of these relations and the
political positions that inform them. The fourfold importance of Greece
to the larger designs of US policy require that Washington maintain overt
good relations with the government in the present conjuncture, while
working over time to change positions through personal pressure in nego-
tiations, or by eroding socialist government authority through external and
internal pressures.

In this context, the continuation of US aid is an imperative for Amer-
ican politymakers. The nature of the aid program allows for the mainte-
nance of close working ties with the Greek military and security forces,
while providing funding to keep afloat the rather precarious local private
sector. Any abrupt cut-off or reduction of aid by Washington would have
redounded to its disadvantage, strengthening the more radical nationalist
and leftist forces in and out of government, and isolating those forces
collaborating with the Reagan administration. Thus, the continuation of
the aid program became a necessity to maintain a presence in Greece, even
as Greek policy began to evolve away from the traditional practices asso-
ciated with a client state. Washington's lesser-evil choice is based on the
premise that any more aggressive move would have hastened the deteriora-
tion of relations in politically unfavorable circumstances.

While US policymakers pursued their aid programs, it must be remem-
bered that the beneficiaries of this aid were not an abstract homogeneous
entity called "Greece," but specific target groups with whom the imperial
state had previously well-defined and cordial relations. The second aspect
of the aid program was to deepen the differences between Greece and
Turkey, thus relegating Greece to the position of a second-class power in
the region. The increasing support for the Turkish military regime, and
the Reagan administration's decision to wipe out any appropriation for
Greek Cyprus, symbolically underline the priorities in Washington.
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Internal Changes: The Boundaries

Washington has few reservations concerning institutional modernization
that does not hamper the growth of market relations. Educational, civil
service, and church-state reforms are considered acceptable and even posi-
tive contributions providing they are linked to the open economy that the
Reagan administration espouses. More fundamentally, the internal boun-
daries of change are closely linked to Greece's location within the cold
war confrontation into which Reagan proposed to induce Greece to par-
ticipate. Local changes not linked to an overall transformation of society,
not including democratization of the state apparatus, and not linked to
new international alignments, are acceptable. Thus, the Reagan administra-
tion can accept socialist-initiated nationalizations that are selective, which
do not impinge upon major profitable US firms, and that are accompanied
by a firm commitment to NATO and the preservation of US bases. During
the first year of the socialist government, the indications seem to confirm
this view, since the Reaganites voice little, if any, criticism of the changes
introduced by Papandreou's government.

Both US policymakers and their principal Greek political collaborator,
President Karamanlis, have begun to express concern about the incremental
changes taking place in the civil and military bureaucracy Encouraged by
the accommodating spirit in the government, they have increased their
demands. US collaborators seek to maintain their ideological monopoly on
the training of officials and to perpetuate the officials' subordination to US
political influence. In the past, the military and state apparatuses were used
to limit popular pressure and sustain uneven development, while keeping
Greece as a geopolitical pawn of US interests. These themes were obliquely
and euphemistically referred to in Karamanlis's address to the graduates
of the National Defense School. Washington has delegated the job of
keeping the Papandreou government within the policy boundaries accept-
able to the United States to Karamanlis and his collaborators within the
state apparatus.

The shift in Washington from 1976, when Papandreou was viewed as
"unacceptable," to 1982, when Washington seems to be going along with
him, is based on the assumption that the combined weight of the Kara-
manlis / state apparatus can sufficiently confine the government, obviating
the need for overt external pressure. The embassy, as an operational base,
is a complementary force exerting personal influence on selected personnel,
always advocating caution to avoid overreactions from the "wild men" in
Washington—playing off the traditional "good guy/bad guy" approach.

The United States: Democracy and Instability

In an interview, a high official describing US policy goals in the
eastern Mediterranean ticked off several items, prominent among them
being the idea of democracy. When questioned about the effusive support
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that his superiors had heaped upon the Turkish military dictatorship, which
has jailed over 50,000 trade unionists and political critics, the official
responded by citing the anarchy and chaos that preceded the dictatorship.
This exchange highlights the priority that Washington has given to stable
military regimes that sustain the existing order over and against represen-
tative forms of government. More fundamentally, Washington's involve-
ment in Greece has not been consistently in favor of democracy, stability,
or instability. Rather, its policy has shifted according to its needs and the
nature of the political forces exercising power. During the civil war of
the late 1940s, Washington consistently rejected any political negotiations
with the left and forcibly pursued a destructive military campaign that
destabilized two-thirds of the society. Subsequently, the United States
promoted the stabilization of rightist-controlled, police-state/parliamentary
systems. In the early 1960s, Washington intervened to destabilize the
parliamentary system by promoting royalist prerogatives. Still later, the
United States aided in the destabilization of the whole parliamentary-
electoral system, contributing to the 1967 coup. Subsequently, Washington
contributed to and promoted the stabilization of the junta—although,
ultimately and inadvertantly, it destabilized its own client through the
Cyprus adventure,

For the United States, the main allies in Greece are the armed forces,
and the main enemy is the Communist Party. Hence, all efforts are directed
as strengthening the former through encouraging heavy and costly military
spending, even at the expense of vital socioeconomic programs, and limit-
ing the latter even at the cost of democratic liberties. All political and
social forces in Greece are measured in terms of one or another of these
primary forces. Moreover, every effort is made by Washington, through
its collaborators, to preserve its hegemony over the armed forces and to
promote the isolation of the Communist Party.

The Greek Armed Forces and US Policy

US policymakers have, until recently, assumed that they could count
on Greek security forces to uphold the Western alliance against the Soviet
Union, paying little or no attention to the Greek military's concern with
the Turkish problem. This perception is basically flawed, for, over the past
decade, numerous signs indicate that the traumatic events of 1974 have not
been erased. Moreover, the frequent incursions in the Aegean by the
Turks leave little doubt among Greek officers about the location of the
immediate military threat. Washington thus fails to grasp realistically the
fact that substantial components of the Greek armed forces are increas-
ingly subordinating their responsibilities to uphold the Western alliance
to national policies focusing on the defense of the Aegean, Thrace, and
so on. The Greek military staff seems to be devoting more effort toward
mapping defenses toward the east than to the north. Until the present, the
US State Department has not demonstrated a capacity to formulate a
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common policy with the security forces of Greece regarding their strategic
and defensive priorities. A prolonged deadlock may encourage inward,
regional, self-reliant, and nationalist policies. The effort by the Reagan
administration to force all conflicts into the East-West straightjacket, and
the real or feigned ignorance of regional interests and concerns, can con-
tribute to the erosion of US influence. The militarization of US policy and
the corollary military build-up of allies and clients can inadvertantly con-
tribute, not to the goal of "prevailing" over the Soviet Union, but to
fueling regional rivalries. The cold war militarist perspectives of the
Reagan administration can trigger "hot wars," as witness the recent Israeli
invasion of Lebanon and the Argentine-British war. The posture of
confrontation and bellicosity encouraged by Reagan can, when adapted to
regional circumstances, serve ends not originally foreseen by its promoter.
Adaptation and accommodation to the Reagan military-confrontation ap-
proach with the Soviet Union would severely harm Greek efforts to
diversify trade, markets, and access to needed imports, while increasing
expenditures in nonproductive "service" areas. The larger costs, however,
would be not only economic but political. The Reagan policy emphasis on
military superiority over the Soviet Union really means US superiority over
Europe, as it is in the new weapons systems and military forces that Wash-
ington has a wide edge over Europe. By assigning precedence to the mili-
tary definition of reality rather than to economic relations, Reagan hopes
to reestablish hegemony over Europe in general, and over Greece in
particular.

The United States, Greece, and the Middle East

Every Israeli military attack on Arab territory and people is accom-
panied by a ritual that has been routinized: the Israeli action is preceded
by consultations in Washington, where public warnings are issued but
never attached to any consequential sanctions. The action transpires—
usually involving an attack on an Arab nationalist, or Palestinian, target.
Washington formally protests and then proceeds to block any effort by
European and non-European countries to take any punitive actions. Sub-
sequently, Washington accepts the new "military facts" established by
Israel, and proceeds to map out a strategy that strengthens its own presence
in the area, as well as those of any collaborator groups and allies. The
sequence suggests that the "tensions" that are supposed to define the
relations between Israel and Washington are much more concerned with
the possible results of Israeli military incursions. Washington, once assured
that the military action can be exploited to further its goal, moves into a
position to establish a new configuration of forces. If the Israeli action
were counterproductive—if it endangered the oil supply, for example—
Washington could dissociate itself from the action, and pressure the
Israelis to accept a tactical retreat. Israel, as Washington's forward shield
in the region, thus becomes an increasingly important element in expand-
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ing US influence and undermining Arab nationalist forces. This can have
only negative consequences for Europe in general, and Greece in particular.
The Greek socialist government's policy of an "opening to the Arab
world" constitutes a point of contention and conflict with both an ex-
panded US presence and with Israeli hegemonic aspirations. In the wake
of military power come the political, economic, and commercial domina-
tion of the region. The new Israeli military advance sets the stage for the
establishment of a client regime in Lebanon, for the isolation of Syria, and
for the weakening of revolutionary Arab forces. Thus far, Washington
has been more concerned with promoting its own presence in the region
either directly—via training missions, bases, the naval fleet, and Rapid
Deployment Force—or through its Israeli proxy. The Lebanese invasion
sets the stage for the consolidation of the "strategic agreements" between
the United States and Israel: Israel will demand the dismissal of the
United Nations peacekeeping force and the presence of US troops, and
the United States will more than willingly accept the offer. The result
will be the active presence of US troops alongside Israeli forces in an area
bordering the Gulf states; Washington will have achieved its much-sought
military toe-hold in the Middle East. After that fact, there will be an
attempt by Washington to isolate Greece and Europe from the Arab states,
using the Israeli military threat as a bargaining chip, and the US's pres-
ence as a restraining force. The trade-off will be that Washington will
promise ( ?) to curtail Israeli territorial ambitions in exchange for closer
ties with the United States.*

Greek -Turkish Relations and the United States

Washington continues to count the Turkish contribution to NATO
and its possible role as police officer in the Middle East as of greater
importance than the Greek role. Nevertheless, for Washington, a shift
in Greece toward nonalignment might set in motion "neutralist" forces
in the same direction in Turkey. In practical terms, Turkey has been able
to bring influence to bear on the United States more successfully than has
Greece, in part by assuming a tougher negotiating stand and by making
clear the conditional nature of US military bases operating on Turkish soil.

The Greek client state has shown little if any of this bargaining
authority; its objections to US policy are neither vigorously pressed nor
pursued in any authoritative manner. Principled positions are articulated
and then withdrawn in the face of US pressure. This has given the Turk-
ish regime a very substantial advantage- knowing in advance the Greek
propensity to submit to American demands, the Turks press their, own

*The recent Reagan proposals on the Mideast conflict reflect the attempt by
the US to reassert its authority in the face of the growing expansionist demands
of the Israelis, and, in that sense, represent the interests of the American multi-
nationals, which want access to world markets—including, obviously, Arab markets.
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demands onto the United States. As a result, security issues that affect
Greek relations with the Turks are ignored, while Washington continues
to elicit more concessions from the Greeks, with no reciprocal payoff. The
malleability of the Greek political leadership has been a major roadblock
to obtaining any concessions from the United States. No meaningful effort
has been made to pose concrete alternatives to acquiescence in the Western
alliance. A credible threat accompanied by forceful leadership would be
understood in Washington as a time to sit down and negotiate on the
basis of equality. As a start, US policymakers could be made to understand
that the policy of rent-free use of the bases has ended; in other areas,
allies and client states have charged hundreds of millions of dollars per
year in rent—loyalty, it seems, provides some tangible rewards in certain
places.

The contribution to NATO, at a minimum, should be calibrated to the
benefits that accrue. The alternative is the current "unequal political
exchanges." The massive electoral mandate that PASOK received, and the
massive opposition growing in the United States and Europe to the Reagan
militaristic policy, provide the most favorable terrain in three decades to
define fixed principles and to press for concessions. The growing opposition
to the United States-Israeli power play in the Middle East has stimulated
a broad realignment in that area, perhaps forcing even the more conserva-
tive Arab Gulf states into some form of opposition. The major elements
for a redefinition of US-Greek relations are present. Only a firm, inde-
pendent, self-reliant Greece capable of definitely rejecting past US impo-
sitions, and of restructuring its foreign policy apparatus to fit its new
policy, will be able to confront successfully the security threats on its
borders.



On Re-translating Homer
by HERBERT SCHAUMANN

For Dr. Geraldine Schechter

Any rendering of Homer into idiomatic hexameters should try to
capture the speed and force of Homer's diction. Poetry, with greater
frequency than prose, insists on memorable phrasing. Homer, as we observe
in Plato's conversations among educated Athenians, was quoted by them
with as much ease as is Shakespeare by us today. His Greek remains, of
course, essentially untranslatable, precisely because it is, at its best, poetry
of the highest order. In Homer's as in Shakespeare's lines, the simplest
language can rise to an altitude where we hear overtones which we fail
to perceive in our use of the same terms.

When a poet speaks of the wide sky, he is extremely conscious of the
value of the recurrent i-sound in this small word combination, which must
indicate the whole span of heaven. He will assiduously avoid the term
width, which, although it designates an expanse, is, in sound value, no
wider than the chink through which Pyramus whispered to Thisbe.

In poetry, language becomes, in Wordsworth's definition, the incarna-
tion rather than the dress of thought. Edith Sitwell, in her essays on
Shakespeare, deals best among modern commentators with these aspects
of incarnation. She points to the telling silences in Shakespeare's verse,
which are as significant as any pause or rest in music. To Othello's cry,

"Excellent wretch! Perdition catch my Soule,
But I do love thee,"

she remarks that "here, between wretch and perdition, the caesura has a
swirling movement . . . like a whirlpool of vortex." Pauses and line divi-
sions are quite similarly made to speak in Homer, and a translator using
the poet's meter will be sensitive to them. In all such instances, prose
versions are at a peculiar loss.

Genevieve Taggart's study of vowel changes in lines by F.mily Dickin-
son will refine our ear also for the reading of any poet, including Homer,
although she barely mentions Emily Dickinson's main peculiarity, her
swerving from an expected rhyr le, which, more than any other feature,
will be the despair of any of Dickinson's prospective translators. Decep-
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tively simply in structure and quite traditional, Dickinson's brief lyrics
run, despite their amazing magnitude of thought, "evenly and true," until
"a splinter swerves," and, with daring violence, breaks all expectations of
rest in the anticipated rhyme. This, on Emily Dickinson's part, testifies to
a spiritual truth. It is her way of relaying the mysterious shock she experi-
enced as concomitant with living. The untraditional swerving becomes her
hallmark. Until we come to it, we move in her lines as on the weather-
worn surface of a rock which suddenly tears open to admit us at the
jagged fracture into its core.

We fail to meet corresponding intensities in Homer, but he, too,
communicated his manner of experiencing life in the form of his poem
rather than in any listing of bright particulars. Perhaps the subtlest
poignancy of the Odyssey lies in the paradox that the sea-god, the personi-
fication of the element whose rhythm animates Homer's every line, is the
main adversary of the hero of the epic. Beat by rhythmical beat, we are
carried along with Odysseus on an audible continuum, various and inces-
sant, as the sea and life itself, which we—so sure to perish—love, and yet
suspect for its careless intershifting of radiance and treachery. Rilke said:
"We are set into life as into the element to which we best correspond. Its
terrors are our terrors, its abysses our abysses." Homer, in true Greek
fashion, leaves it to our bloodstream to generate that knowledge in the
continued physical contact with his verse.

To observe on a closer scale the double-function of poetic intensity,
we might well have recourse once more to some generally familiar lines
in our own language. Early in the play and speaking of his mother, Hamlet
says:

"0, most wicked speed, to post
With such dexterity to incestuous sheets !"

Nothing evil adheres to the rather animated word dexterity, nor to the
terms speed or sheets, yet the total effect of the passage suggests audibly
a bed of wriggling and hissing serpents. These words in conjunction not
only describe a situation, but they voice, in their physical presence, Hamlet's
irrepressible disgust.

Such plasticity of phrasing is instant in its effect, and Homer, too, is
famous for it. It is mastered by dramatists and poets intending to be
"heard." To quote the Greek poet at last, I will cite a Iine frequently
invoked from the second page of the Iliad. Agamemnon has refused the
pleas and ransom of a venerable priest, who, at some danger to himself,
appeared in the Greek camp to negotiate the return of his daughter.
Rudely rebuffed, the old man walks toward evening, in prayer to Apollo,
along the sea-shore:

"WI et.x6tov nap& Oivot noAucpXotaPoco Ocadtacmq."

Heinrich Vosz, a contemporary of Goethe, translates the line:
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"Schweigend ging er am Ufer des weitaufrauschenden Meeres."

The American hexameter version by Benjamin Smith and Walter
Miller tells us that the priest

"Fared forth, silent, alone, by the sea-marge billow-resounding."

The line scans and is an accurate rendering, although void of poetic
merit. "Feared forth" for went is as embarrassingly dated as "sea-marge."
"Alone" evidently is inserted merely as padding, since Homer sufficiently
indicates throughout the passage that the priest is quite alone. The in-
verted "sea-marge billow-resounding" remains, whichever way we look at
it, an atrocity.

Vosz establishes a fine coherence in his line by having the ei in
"schweigend" call to weit in "weitaufrauschend." The repetition of the
au-sounds in "weitaufrauschend" mimics most advantageously, and in
exactly the same spots. Homer's repeated CIL in "ItcAusoAofspoto." Homer
spans the whole line from "A" to "Oalaualfic." by beginning and ending
in a long "II," which Vosz preserves by closing with "Meeres."

Vosz presents, in this line, an instance of perfection admired by all
translators, and he repeats the feat not infrequently, although any trans-
lator of Homer into English must heed Matthew Arnold's advice and
proceed from the Greek original rather than the German copy, which, on
countless other occasions, will prove more of a hindrance than a help.
Time and again, lines in the Smith-Miller version are more rewarding
than the one just quoted, although none have the Homeric "strength"
present in the rendering by Richmond Lattimore, who, however, is not
at home in Homer's meter.

One might say that the theme of the quoted line was grief and the
sea. Its flow in the original Greek is, in the beginning, gentle and even,
the K in "dodwy" suggesting silence and a catch in the throat, until the
sea-music of "itoXtypAoraPoLO" (many voiced) bends upward and breaks,
and is calmed by the following "OocXicsulg"—here, like a great wave
"folding thunder on the sand" (Hart Crane) the line has spent itself. It
runs with the whispering triple sigma of "Ocaicsalic" into the shallows.
The movement is thoroughly organic. Language has become the thing it
talks about, and we are in the presence of a linguistic incarnation, un-
forced, achieved with the utmost simplicity. The great grief of the parent,
all-human disgrace and loss, are lifted for a moment against an eternal
horizon. The sea answers with a gathering of sound into sudden splendor,
and with its gentle release into silence.

This much and more could be said about almost any line of Homer,
and Matthew Arnold, urging translators to render the poet in English
hexameters, voices merely the desire of all sensitive scholars who wish to
share at least the shadow of an "essential delight" with a world less and
less given to a closer study of ancient Greek. The poet of the Shropshire
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Lad, A.E. Housman, said, in his Introductory Lecture to the Faculties in
University College, London:

Who are the great critics of the dassical literatures, the critics with
real insight into the classical spirit, the critics who teach with
authority and not as the scribes? They are such men as Lessing or
Goethe or Matthew Arnold, scholars no doubt, but not scholars
of minute or profound learning. Matthew Arnold went to his grave
under the impression that the proper way to spell lacrima was to
spell it with a y, and that the words

"&vSp6; 7CGGLaocp6voto noTE a.r6pa, xdp' 6piyeacu"

ment "to carry to my lips the hand of him that slew my son."

We pedants know better: we spell lacrima with an 1, and
we know that the verse in Homer really means "to reach forth
my hand to the chin of him that slew my son." But when it comes
to literary criticism, heap up in one scale all the literary criticism
that the whole nation of professed scholars ever wrote, and drop
into the other the thin green volume of Matthew Arnold's Lectures
on Translating Homer, which has long been out of print because
the British public does not care to read it, and the first scale, as
Milton says, will fly up and kick the beam.

In these lectures, Arnold takes issue with Chapman and Pope and,
more sharply, with some of the translators of Homer of his own day,
primarily Newman and Wright. He proceeds to cite samples of translation,
and he objects in most of them to a bookish tone, or what we call
translator's English "Pedantry," he insists, "is of all things in the world
the most un-Homeric." He remarks on the speed of English phrasing as
exceeding the pace of German, and he sees in this an advantage the English
translator should have over Vosz. Here is his constructive counsel:

.. the translator of Homer should above all be penetrated by a
sense of four qualities of his author;—that he is eminently rapid,
that he is eminently plain and direct, both in the evolution of his
thought and in the expression of it, that is, both in his syntax and
in his words; that he is eminently plain and direct in the substance
of his thought, that is, in his matter and ideas; and finally that
he is eminently noble.

Cowper and Wright, he contends, failed in rendering Homer's rapidity;
Pope and Sotheby missed his plainness and directness of style and diction;
Chapman, his directness of ideas:

. . . while for want of appreciating . . . his nobleness, Mr. Newman,
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who has dearly seen some of the faults of his predecessors, has
yet failed more conspicuously than any of them.

In his discussion of verse-renderings, Arnold declares the use of the
popular iambic pentameter proper for Milton, but "alien to Homer's
rapidity." He states emphatically:

. . . the unlikeness of Milton's manner to that of Homer is such,
that no person familiar with both can read either without being
struck with his difference from the other. . . .

The inversion and pregnant conciseness of Milton or Dante
are, doubtless, most impressive qualities . . . , but they are the very
opposites of the directness and flowingness of Homer, which he
keeps alike in passages of the simplest narrative, and those of the
deepest emotion.

Mere fidelity to the original, Arnold insists, is of small merit if the
tone of Homer has suffered in achieving it, because "the peculiar effect
of a poet resides in his manner and movement, not in words taken
separately," no matter how "conscientiously literal" a translator has been.
Pope in this regard is extravagantly free, but more nearly Homeric than
Cowper because he is more rapid. Pope's fault is that his rapidity is not
of the same kind as Homer's. He fails not because of any substantial
objection to the use of rhyme but, because in his use of it, too frequently
thoughts are paired which, in the original, appear independent of each
other. Arnold says:

Rhyme certainly, by intensifying antithesis, can intensify separation,
and this is precisely what Pope does; but this balanced rhetorical
antithesis, though very effective, is entirely un-Homeric.

Pope, with his own admirable talent, comes off well enough
as long as he has passion, or oratory, or a great crisis to deal with.
Even here . , he does not render Homer; but he and his style
are in themselves strong. It is when he comes to level passages .. .
of narrative or description, that he and his style are sorely tried and
prove themselves weak. Such matter should be conveyed, plainly
and simply.

Homer invariably composes "with his eye on the object,"
whether the object be a moral or a material one; Pope composes
with his eye on his style, into which he translates his object, what-
ever it is. He aims at turning Homer's sentiments pointedly and
rhetorically; at investing Homer's description with ornament and
dignity. A sentiment may be changed by being put into a pointed
and oratorical form, yet may still be very effective in that form; but
a description, the moment it takes its eyes off that which it is to
describe, and begins to think of ornamenting itself, is worthless.
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Chapman, who as a translator of Homer is now mainly remembered
for Keats's sonnet, merits also a considerable measure of praise from
Arnold, who calls him "plain-spoken, fresh, vigorous, and, to a certain
degree, rapid." Still, and in spite of all these Homeric qualities, Arnold
finally objects to Chapman, "and that from a deeper cause than any
unfaithfulness occasioned by the fetters of rhyme." He finds him lacking
not in plainness and directness of style, but in plainness and directness of
ideas. He traces this fault to the fact that Chapman was too completely a
child of his era, "steeped in its humours and fantastical." The Elizabethan
Age, ". • . newly arrived at the free use of the human faculties after their
long term of bondage, . . . suffers from its own extravagance. It can
hardly bring itself to see an object quietly or to describe it temperately."

Chapman's time (1559-1634), the age of Queen Elizabeth and King
James, gave us a lastingly great translation of the Bible, which, in some
ill-omened hour at the turn of our own century, tempted Butcher and
Lang to render Homer in a fake biblical manner that all too frequently
is not only musty, because it stresses the pecularities rather than the
grandeur of biblical expression, but which is downright pernicious in its
suggestive intertangling of the distinctly unrelated Greek and Hebrew
roots of our culture. In The Greek Way to Western Civilization, Edith
Hamilton shows by many examples just why and how "Hebrew and
Greek are poles apart," and she convinces us that "the greatest of all
Greek poetry is completely un-Hebraic." Nevertheless, Butcher and Lang's
biblical Homer in the Modern Library edition continues as the standard
text for many high schools and universities. For many readers, it is still
their first contact with the Greek poet, although their full-blown arti-
ficiality appears as early as in the final sentence of Homer's Invocation to
the Muse. They have Homer say:

. . . Of these things, goddess, daughter of Zeus, whencesoever
thou hast heard thereof, declare thou even unto us.

Students who still carry the book cheek-by-jowl with their primers in
composition probably accept the passage as Homer at his holiest, a bore,
full of nauseating spiritual uplift.

What relief to find that Mr. Rouse skips that line altogether, while
Professor Rieu translates:

. . . This is the tale I pray the divine Muse to unfold to us. Begin
it, goddess, at whatever point you will.

Professor Rieu's is a good literal rendering although one must prefer, as
more distinctive, T. E. Shaw's sentence:

Make the tale live for us in all its many bearings, 0 Muse!

To call T. E. Shaw's version of the Odyssey a "caricature . . . clever
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but cheap, like a mock-Victorian drawing room" (Gilbert Highet in the
New York Times "Book Review," Nov. 19, 1950), marks the critic as
too carping and unperceptive. The very shape of the quoted sentence
reveals Shaw as a master of prose. A point-by-point study of the rest will
easily prove that he, of all prose-translators, came nearest to suggesting
the inimitable wedding of beauty with realism which is essential in Homer.

A beauty far too florid for Homer, because it was an added ornament
rather than the functional concomitant of organic growth, had triumphed
in the poetry of the Victorians. Modern verse, in its first violent reaction
against any artificial Ran, receded to a degree. It withdrew more and more
into a lyric dessication, where every strength of uninhibited singing was
lost. Only a few poets, hastily shoring fragments against the general ruin,
escaped complete emotional erosion. Tennyson's "deep" that "moans .. .
with many voices" (Ulysses) and Eliot's "sea" that "has many voices—the
sea howl and the sea yelp" (Dry Salvages) reveal, at a glance, how dose
Eliot can stay to Victorian moorings.

That Homer's singing strength was organic and functional rather than
decorative had been recognized and emphasized by Arnold. In spite of his
admiration for Longfellow's hexameters and Tennyson's Ulysses, he was
quick to suggest that these poets would be wasting their time if either were
to attempt a translation of Homer. He pronounced Longfellow too "ten-
derly elegant," and Tennyson "a most distinguished and charming poet"
whose "extreme subtlety and curious elaborateness," however, would be
bound to conflict with Homer's plainness.

Homer presents his thought to you just as it wells from the source
of his mind: Mr. Tennyson carefully distils his thought before he
will part with it. Hence comes, in the expression of the thought, a
heightened and elaborate air. In Homer's poetry it is all natural
thoughts in natural words....

If poets are at all to amaze us, Arnold seems peremptory in his a
priori denial of their essential prerogative of unpredictability. But Arnold
spoke of neither Goethe, who as the poet of Leipzig and Sesenheim bears
no resemblance to the creator of Tasso, nor of Yeats, whose last poems
know nothing of those songs with which he first advanced "glimmering
out of the Celtic twilight" (William Force Stead). Yeats's diversity is
matched among contemporary artists perhaps only by Picasso, who, in
Gertrude Stein's phrase, time and again "emptied himself"—now of the
rose period, now of cubism—to arrive at Guernica. It was a negligible
possibility that either Tennyson or Longfellow might suddenly be "empty-
ing themselves" of their established manner. Even in view of some of
the plainer and sturdier poetry of today, any attempted translation of
Homer is still as nightmarish an errand as ever.

To be infallible, the translator would have to be able to cease to be
himself since, "when one thing is manifested through another, it is"—as
Plutarch says—"contaminated with the nature of the medium. It is not
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transmitted to us unaltered, but exhibits a different color, a different
power."

The general recognition of this disheartening news has kept English
as well as American men of letters too often from the frequently fore-
doomed enterprise of translation. So firmly entrenched with us is the
notion that translation ought to be pursued only by those who fail at
original composition that William Cullen Bryant, in the preface to his
rendering of the Odyssey, excuses himself for engaging in "this gentler
exercise of the intellectual faculties [which} agrees better with that stage
of life when the brain begins to be haunted by a presentiment that the
time of its final repose is not far off."

Despite such hedgings in the sheltering dusk of his impending demise,
Bryant produced a readable blank-verse translation of Homer. Unfortun-
ately, his lines too often are naively perfunctory where Homer, in a brief
respite from depth and passion, relaxes into "the fencing wit of an in-
formal style" (Auden). Unlike his great imitator, Virgil, Homer can
unbend. His high epic appears for level passages disarmingly at ease. This
"ease" in Bryant's rendering turns flaccid.

The writing of the most tripping hexameters in any language is a
mere skill. To accommodate in them Homer's exact atmospheric charge of
thought and action in their varying intensities, without neglect of the
simplest happening, is quite another matter.

Since the day of Bryant, who had chiefly Shakespeare and Milton as
his metric models, American poetry has been blessed with E. A. Robinson
and Robert Frost, who prove that blank verse can be not only florid, but
taut and factual without being dry. Especially under Frost's tutelage, a
modern translator achieves a much finer and closely realistic conversational
tension for Homer's characters.

In a first experiment, I, too, tried to ease the Greek poet into popular
blank verse, but he insisted on a line nearer his own. I set out to fashion
the indispensable hexameters, aware that literary folk all too readily insist
on an inherent incapacity of English to move in hexameters. They parade
this bit of nonsense proudly, a chauvinist national boast. The two obscurely
existing hexameter translations of the Odyssey, H. B. Cotterill's and
Francis Caulfield's, and Arnold's own English hexameters, did little to
cheer me. I was tempted to exclaim with Tennyson:

When was a harsher sound ever heard, ye Muses, in England?
When did a frog coarser croak upon our Helicon?

Tennyson's two lines, a take-off on a typical translator's distich, are,
of course, willfully poor. They brand dassic dactyls as barbarous on
transplantation. But when Longfellow wrote:

Faces, clumsily carved in oak, on the back of his arm-chair
Laughed in the flickering light; and the pewter plates on the dresser
Caught and reflected the flame ...
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he destroyed Tennyson's argument. This is idiomatic English, delightful
and poetic.

Conversational English is rich in dactylic turns. I gathered them every-
where, testing their specific weight, speed, and carrying power. So neat
a tension animates Homer's lines that they seem to smile in all their
vibrant lengths. "I confess he has beaten me to my knees," was Lawrence
of Arabia's despairing cry. Alexander Pope tried to make up for the
difference by wrapping cherries in sample pages of his translation of
Homer on sending them to his friends. It is too early to predict the exact
form the present translator's despair will take.

It is a fateful—and cruel—irony that Herbert Schaumann never
lived to see his translation of Book XI of The Odyssey in print.
He died in August of this year. However, we are comforted by
the thought that he knew at the end of his life that "Odysseus
in Hades" was finally going to see the light of day.



Odysseus in Hades:
Book XI of Homer's Odyssey

For Edward R. Marrow
Lydia and Nancy de Ford
Mark Van Doren

"When we came down to the coast where our ship lay beached, my
companions

launched her again on the flood. We made ready the mast and the
rigging,

loaded the sheep and embarked. We were not above tears, a
despairing

crew, apprehensive and sad, though the breeze might have cheered us,
a special

escort from Circe, released by her weird incantations. We caught it,
and committed the ship to its care and the skill of the helmsman.

Day-long we stayed under sail in traversing the deep on a voyage
into the sunset and on into night over shadowy sea-lanes.

Port, when we made it at last, was the verge of the world at the
girdling

river of Ocean; and there the Cimmerians exist on a fog-swathed
continent. Glintless the dusk of murkiest vapors. The sun-god
radiantly circles the sky but avoids them, suburban to nightfall.

Here we made fast. We unloaded the sheep and followed the
shoreline

till we arrive at the place of which Circe had told us. I ordered
two of the men to take charge: Eurylochus and Perimedes
guarded the ram and the ewe. And unfastening my sword, I started
scooping and trenching the ground in a square of exactly a cubit
each way about. To the dead I began to pour offerings: honey
first, in a mingling with milk; and a well mellowed wine; and then

water.
Barley meal sprinkled on these made a palely shimmering finish.

And I entreated the dead in their tenuous shapes and I promised,

25
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were I to live and return to see Ithaca, there would I honor
all of their race in my hall with a heifer, a flawlessly barren
animal, burnt on a pyre high laden with treasure. Teiresias
there would receive a ram in a separate burning, a sturdy
animal, utterly black, the best of the fold. To the vanished
nations I called these vows, and I quickly dispatched with a throat-cut
both the sheep we had brought. At the spurt of the blood in a

sudden
rush out of Erebus streaked in a clustering throng the resistless
dead.—There were new-wedded brides, young men, and the sorrowful

aged,
child-like, delicate girls with a hurt in their hearts, there were

spear-slain
fighters with gaping wounds and blood on their gear.—In their eerie
shrieks they kept crowding the trench, and a sickening terror

possessed me.

Promptly I called to the men to start flaying the sheep, and they
burned them

praying. To Hades they prayed and the dreaded Persephone. Naked
lay on my knees, as I sat in the shadowy rout, the devouring
sword. I defended the blood, their approach to it. Only Teiresias
was, if he chose to appear, to advance and grant me an answer.

Suddenly, nearest the pit, I distinguished Elpenor. The wide-wayed
earth had no hold on him yet nor would claim him, because we

neglected,
pressed as we were at the time, his cremation and burial. He stood

there,
and as I saw him, I wept. '0 Elpenor,' I cried, 'did you make it
faster than we in our ship to these regions of gloom? We have

missed you,
runaway mate.' He replied: 'It was destined, and wine turned the

trick, Sir,
for I was drunk, and I lay to be sleeping it off, in a heavy
daze on Circe's roof. The next thing I knew, I was headed
not for the stairs, but instead for a stumble-plunge over the

roof-ledge,
hurtling to death in a thud, then the base of my skull jumped its

socket.
But I beseech you by those whom you left at home, I beseech you,
Sir, by your wife whom you love and the father who raised you,

I also
ask in Telemachus' name, that on quitting this place you remember
Circe's, due East in your course. Be determined to stop. On the island
see to my burial at once, as is proper and right. Do not leave me,
as you make ready again, without honor as now in a loveless
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way that might anger the gods who will never abide it. I beg you,
bum me, and—such as it is—with my armor, and bury my ashes.
Lay them to rest in a mound by the gray-foaming sea where a future
voyager, looking to shore, will distinguish the tomb of a luckless
man, a sailor like him. Plant the oar that I pulled on its summit.
Hard-handed labor it was, but I loved it with you, my companions.'

These were his words, and I said: 'I will do it, Elpenor, I promise.'

Each of us—he now a ghost—on our separate sides of the blood-pool
grieved, while I guarded the trench and entreated his trust and

forbearance.

And my dead mother appeared, Anticleia, Autolycus' daughter,
who was alive when I left for the fighting at Troy. At the searing
hurt I burst into tears. It was all I could do to restrain her
piteous approach to the blood, till the seer of Thebes, the exalted
shade of Teiresias, drew near. He advanced out of Erebus' darkness
bearing a scepter of gold. And he knew me at once and addressed

me:

'Man of misfortune,' he said, 'have you come to us out of the
sunlight

eager to gaze on the dead in their desolate home? Stand aside now,
and I shall drink.' I obeyed, and thrusting the sword to its scabbard,
watched as he drank the blood. What I finally heard was the

blameless
prophecy, truth at its source. 'You have come, 0 renowned Odysseus,'
so he began, `to make sure of a joyous return. An avenging
god is against you. I say, you will never escape the relentless
wrath and the furious pursuit of the Earth-Shaker. Know it: Poseidon
hates you for blinding his son. He remembers the hurt Polyphemus.

There is a chance you may live. It depends on your strength in
preventing

lawlessness once you arrive in Thrinacia, a meadowy island
pasturing oxen and sheep. They belong to the sun, to the keen-eyed
god who traverses the sky. Not a sight nor a whisper escape him.
Guard against harming those herds, for if any are slain of the sacred
cattle of Helios, I say that the lot of you, all your companions,
surely will meet their doom. You alone, though the common disaster
spare you, will land long delayed, set ashore on your isle by an alien
ship. There is trouble ahead. You will yet have to meet the

remorseless
menace and rioting waste of Penelope's insolent suitors.
Strike to efface the affront in a blood-bath. Use force or deception.
Only one subsequent task: you will journey, an oar on your shoulder,
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inland in search of a tribe so remote in their land-locked existence,
none of them know of the sea or put salt to their food. Nor have

any
seen there the prow of a ship, on a pull by her smooth-shaven

oar blades
winging away like a bird inconceivably sped. This amazement,
take it to heart for a sign. You shall carry the oar till a stranger
call it a granary spade. At that moment un-shoulder and drive it
upright into the earth and proceed to assuage the eternal
sea with a bull and a ram and a rampant untameable wild-boar
burned to Poseidon. Then leave. But on Ithaca, once again safely
home and to stay, you shall honor the rest of the radiant immortals,
sacrificing to all.—In the end, over infinite sea-lanes
late in arriving, your death shall release you at last to an easy
passage from life at its best in the midst of a prospering people.
All I foretold will come true.'—'So it shall,' I replied, 'your authentic
incontrovertible gift has its source in the gods. Your discernment
equals their own. I am awed. But allow me once more to implore

your
wisdom and patient regard. There, by the edge of the blood-pool,
cowering nearest the trench, is my mother. She stirs in a vacant
trance, and has uttered no sound as she looks at her son,

comprehending
nothing, it seems, with those eyes. They are utterly void. 0, Teiresias,
why won't she know me?'—He said: 'She will know you, and so

will the others,
equally lured by the blood. They must drink it to talk to you. Any
whom you prevent will recede to their darkness and silently vanish.'

These were the last words I heard of Teiresias. He strode into Hades.

I at my post was resolved to endure till the shade of my mother
drank of the darkening blood. It revived her at once. With a wailing
cry she addressed me: 'My child, is it really you, my Odysseus,
voyaging homeward from Troy? Or perhaps you have already been to
Ithaca. Is there an end to the days of Penelope's waiting?'

'Mother,' said I, 'I had need to confer with Teiresias, for neither
have I been home nor at all near Greece since the great

Agamemnon's
call. They were wearying years. It was grief after grief from the

horse-proud
Trojans down until now.—But your death, did it hurt? Did you suffer
long? Or, too fast to be felt, did Artemis' absolute arrow
strike you?—Is father alive? And Telemachus? Tell me about them.
Are they at all in command, or has somebody else in the meantime
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wrenched the estate from their hold? They most likely have given
me over.

What of Penelope's plans? One should guess she might look to her
chances

rather than see to our son and stay tied to the house. Has she
married,

picking the best of the lot that are hanging about with their offers?'

'Little you know,' she replied, 'of Penelope's grief or her secret
tears. They are wept in the depth of the darkness of night.—

Your succession
holds. No diminishing yet of the royal prerogative. Honors
fall, as a matter of course, to Telemachus. Any official
banquet by persons of note, he attends. He is always invited.
Father, withdrawn on his farm, grew a stranger to town. He now

uses
even in winter no couch with shimmering spreads, nor a blanket,
no, not so much as a doak, but at night, like an ill-kept domestic
wrapped in neglectful rags, there he sleeps by the hearth-fire in ashes.
Summer arrives, and he stays until deep into fruit-bearing autumn
bedded in leaves where they drift on the slope of his vineyard.

He lies there,
breathing sighs to the earth. He is mourning your loss. It has aged

him.
Any such strain on the old is unbearable. Trust me to know it.
Not an infectious disease, nor a gradual decline, it was heartache
ended me. Starved of your smile, 0 my sensible son, my Odysseus,
life had no longer a care to be sweet. It refused to continue.'

These were her words. I lunged in one passionate rush to embrace
her,

out of my mind with despair. And three times, like a dream or a
shadow

empty as air, she escaped. She eluded my grasp. °Why avoid me,
mother?' I cried. 'Won't you stay? Can't the two of us weep as

I long to,
near to your heart with my tears? Can't we hold one another? Or

are you
merely a figment, a wrath of Persephone's, taunting my frenzy?'
'Child,' she replied, '0 my own, my poor suffering son, you are

faced with
laws that apply to us all. When the body is fed to the blazing
faggots, our flesh is consumed with its sinews that held and connected
muscle and bone. We are stripped of all energy. Hushed into ashes.
Only the soul, like a dream, is set free and it flutters at random.
Hurry, return to the light. What you saw of those agonies, bear it
back to Penelope's ear, to be kept in her heart for remembrance.'
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We were exchanging these words, when a swarm of Persephone's
women

parted us. Numberless flocks. They were daughters and wives of
distinguished

men. They now thronged to the blood. At the threat of my sword,
I allowed them

one at a time to advance for a questioning. Each gave her answer.

Tyro was first among these, a daughter of King Salmoneus,
nobly descended and kin to the king of the winds, for she married
Kretheus, Aeolos' son. She grew fond of Enipeus, a river
whom she pursued in its course till it merged with the sea. There

Poseidon,
taking the shape of the stream, at its mouth in the turbulent shallows
lay with her. Rapturous both, in the luminous blue of a scooped-out
hollow, a hide-away wave overarching the god and the woman.
Later, still fondling her hand, the divinity spoke and addressed her:
'Tyro, rejoice in your love. It will turn to delight with the turning
year, at the birth of two boys. You may count on them, for an

immortal's
effort invariably yields its intended result. Be a loving
mother, and rear them with care. But be secret. Go home and

keep silent.
You and you only must know who embraced you. My name is

Poseidon.'
Vanishing into the sea, he released her at last. Their two children,
Pelias and Neleus, grew up. They were god-fearing. Pelias raised

livestock,
richly increasing his herds on the green plains of Iolcos, while Neleus
settled in Pylos. The twins had three half-brothers, fathered by

Kretheus,
Aesop and Pheres, those two, and the famed charioteer Amythaon.

Tyro had hardly withdrawn when Antiope, child of Asopos,
proudly advanced to recall her embraces by Zeus and her matchless
pleasure in bearing him twins. She had given him Amphion and

Zethus,
founders of Seven-Gate Thebes. They were powerful. So was their

city's
towering might. It had space and their courage to shield and defend

it,
though in so wide a domain even they had to look to their fences.

Next was Amphitryon's wife, the exceedingly lovely Alkmene,
Herakles' mother by Zeus. As for Herakles, never another
breathed such durable strength, the daring and heart of a lion.
And I saw Megara too, whom he married. As impudent Kreon's
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child she had little to boast but her husband's illustrious connections.

Oedipus' mother I saw, who was also his wife, Epicaste.
She had contracted that guilt in all innocence, never suspecting
that she had married her son, a parricide fresh from the murder.
Still, such a crime will to light —Over Thebes and the children of

Kadmus
grief-stricken Oedipus ruled, at the mercy of fate whose vindictive
humors conspired in his fall. Epicaste descended to Hades,
strangling herself in a noose she had slung to a beam of her

chamber,
maddened by pangs of remorse. To the griefs of her son she added
guilt in a mother's despair and the curse of the vengeful Erinyes.

Chloris was next, who had once been a shimmering girl for whose
beauty

Neleus offered no less than a treasure in gifts. As the youngest
daughter of Amphion, she came from Orchomenos, which is a

Minyan
stronghold. To Neleus she bore Periklymenos, Chromios, and Nestor,
and the delight of all eyes, the incredibly exquisite Pero.
Pero was courted by all, though King Neleus would give her in

marriage
only to one who might dare to go raiding for him the Phylakian
herds of Iphicles, a proud and most powerful king. A courageous
prophet attempted the task. And, alas, he was caught. What a

wretched
fate for a sensitive soul to be prey to rude cow-herders. Countless
days they detained him. A year with its seasons rolled by. And

the prophet,
anxious to talk his way out, had to prophesy. Mighty Iphicles,
when he released him at last, had the better by far of the bargain.

And I saw Leda who bore her husband, Tyndareos, the strong-willed
Kastor, tamer of steeds, and his twin Polydeukes, the boxer.
Though they are captive in death to the life-bearing earth, they

continue
still, by a verdict from Zeus, to be honored. They come into being
one at a time for a day. So they alternate, living and dying,
Taking their turn with the gods whose existence they share as

immortals.

Iphimedeia I saw, whom Aloeus had married. She boasted
twins to have sprung from her womb when it teemed with the seed

of Poseidon:
Otos, huge as a god, and his brother the famed Ephialtes.
Neither attained old age. They were handsome and tall as Orion,
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as overwhelming a pair as our plowland will feed. At the age of
nine they had shot to a height of nine fathoms, and shoulder to

shoulder
measured nine cubits. They vowed to make war on the gods and

to carry
into the sky their assault and the damor and shock of a battle.
Straining at mountains, they meant to pile Ossa on top of Olympos
and with its tremulous leaves to keep piling on Ossa the wooded.
Pelion, stairs to the sky. And they might have achieved it. However,
neither had sprouted a beard on the day they were slain by Apollo.

Phaedra and Prokris I saw, and the fair Ariadne whom Theseus
snatched from her home at the time he adventured in Crete. From

her devious
father, King Minos, they fled into liberty, headed for Athens.
Poor Ariadne. One hint from Dionysos, and the pernicious
arrow of Artemis sped to detain her forever on Dia.

Maira and Klymene came, and the venal, depraved Eriphyle.
Bribed with a necklace, she urged and accomplished her husband's

destruction.

But it would take me till dawn to enumerate all. It is bedtime.
Am I to go aboard ship with the crew or sleep here in the palace,
trusting the will of the gods and your care with my speediest

departure?"

None of his listeners stirred. They were caught in a hush of
enchantment,

spellbound through the whole length of the shadowy hall. And Arete
spoke: "My Phaeakians," she said, "being put to the touch of a

verdict,
what do you think of this man, of his intellect, spirit, and bearing?
He is my guest, though I needs must concede you a share in that

honor.
Please do not haste him away, or at least not before we have amply
shown our regard by some gifts. It appears he can use and

deserves them.
May they convincingly prove that the gods did not stint us their

favor."

Old Echeneos replied: "Let me second our queen. Her suggestion
voices our inmost thoughts. Indeed, we will eagerly heed her,
pending Alkinoos' word, and proceed as he issues his orders."

"As I have lordship and life," said Alkinoos, "let the proposal
stand and be acted upon by our sea-faring folk. And our homesick
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guest will be patient to stay till tomorrow, I hope. There are further
gifts to be added. I aim to excel by my share in the escort."

Quickly Odysseus replied: "My most sovereign lord, had you asked
me

—short of a total delay—to remain with a view to such presents
longer and up to a year, I should still have complied. It were

awkward,
greeting my people again with as empty a hand as a vagrant's."

"But," King Alldnoos said, "with this difference, that each at a
glance here

knew you were neither a cheat nor a charlatan, though there are many
darkly at large on this earth with a tangle of words for a living,
hawking scarce credible yarns. You express yourself well. A

distinction
paid for in hardship and pain and so mastered. You spoke like a

poet.
Yet I am anxious to know whether any at all of your famous
friends who were slain before Troy did appear to you. No one is

sleepy,
thanks to your marvellous tale. And the night is still young. It

would hardly
do to start clearing the hall I'd much rather sit here and listen
into bright daybreak and on, if you might be induced to continue."

Guardedly in his reply the great strategist spoke and addressed him:
"There is a time for a tale and a time for oblivion and slumber.
Still, if you really insist, I of course will go on, though I warn you,
only despair lies ahead. As Persephone scattered the women,
great Agamemnon approached. He was grief stricken, closely attended
still by the men who were killed at his side in the house of

Aegisthos.
Only one taste of the blood, and he knew me at once. With a bitter
cry—there were tears in his eyes—he attempted to clasp and embrace

me.
There was no pressure, no strength in his powerful hands.

`Agamemnon,
son of great Atreus,' I called, and I too was in tears, 'did you perish
drowned in a shipwreck or slain on a foraging raid by some coastal
tribe in a desperate fight for their settlement, cattle, and women?'

`Son of Laertes,' he said, 'there was neither a storm nor a savage
raid. I was trapped and dispatched by a guest-killer, kinsman

Aegisthos,
with the connivance and aid of my treacherous wife. At their banquet
ruthlessly butchered, cut down like an ox in its stall. My companions
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stabbed in as casual a kill as a sticking of pigs for some lordly
wedding or bachelor brawl. Ignominiously slain. 0 Odysseus,
many a man met his death within sight of you, struck in a raging
hand to hand fight, or run through in a furious assault—but our

loathsome
sprawl by the wine-brimming urn, in our gore, at the food-laden

tables,
choked with the fumes of our blood, would have taught you to

groan and to sicken.
Shrill through the carnage a scream, the wild shrieks of Kassandra,

King Priam's
child, being slashed on my corpse. I intended to stay Klytemnestra's
blade by half raising my hands, but fell back into death. And that

beastly
slut of a murderess turned and deserted me mid-way to Hades,
calmly, corrupt to the core. She at least might have sealed my

congealing
eyes, or have closed my mouth. The raw infamy. Only a woman
burns with so livid a rage. And she nursed it for me, her husband.
I had rejoiced in the thought of those dear to me, looked to my

children's
eager embrace. Then she struck. To the yet to be born among

women,
even the best, will cling like a festering taint Klytemnestra's
crime.'—He fell silent. I said: 'How a curse will to light. How the

ancient
hatred of Zeus for the house of the great Atreus revives in its

women.
Helen first ranked us in death. Every one of us. Next Klytemnestra
deviously places her snare for a hideous success in your murder.'

'Heed it on meeting you wife,' he replied, 'nor be ever too gentle.
Tell her not all you know. Where a trifle will do and might serve

her,
yield it, concealing the rest. But Penelope, noble Ikario's
daughter, discerning and wise, has no evil designs. I can see her
still, the young mother she was when we left. She was suckling

your first-born.
He'll be a man when you meet. Such a welcome I missed.

'Clytemnestra
spoiled it, allowing no time. Not one look at my boy. Has Orestes
gone to Orchomenos? Is he in Pylos perhaps, or in Sparta
with Menelaus? Be frank. He as yet has not quitted the living.'

`Please do not ask me,' I said. 'I know nothing at all. Not a single
fact. He might live or have died. It were base to conjecture at

random.'
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Bitter our talk as our tears. And the shade of Achilles, great Peleus'
son, with Patroklos drew near, and Antilochos too, and the valiant
Ajax, superior in force to all others, except for the peerless
speed of Achilles himself, who now said: If it is not Odysseus,
come to look in on the dead. What a waste of high nerve on the

strengthless
rot and insensible husks of spent destinies, shadowy phantoms
rid of the upkeep of breath.' I replied: 'Most illustrious Achilles,
noblest among us and best, I had need of Teiresias to tell me
how to reach Greece. I as yet have not been to it, nor to the rocky
bit of an island I rule, my own Ithaca. Endless the hardships,
endless the suffering I meet. You are out of it, happiest of mortals,
happier than man has been or is likely to be. In your lifetime
worshiped, adored like a god. And down here, Achilles, I find you
honored, a lord of the dead. Do not grieve then at death.' And

he answered:

'Speak not of death to me lightly, nor praise him, 0 shining
Odysseus.

Put me on earth. I'll be menial, a serf to the neediest of tenants
rather than emperor here bearing sway over all the departed.
What of my promising son? Did he join you at Troy? And my

father,
does he continue as king of the Myrmidons? Is he respected
still, or too age-ridden now? Do they slight him in Hellas and

Phthia?
Could I be back once again in the brilliance of day, what a panic
these my invincible hands, your defense against Troy and her forces,
instantly would create, a menacing vengeance on outrage.'

These were his words. I replied: 'I know nothing at all of
King Peleus,

but have news of your son Neoptolemos. Over from Skyros
I myself brought him to Troy in my well-fitted ship. At our councils,
next to wise Nestor and me, it was usually he whose opinion
carried. He spoke to the point and as quick as he fought. In a

skirmish
never a dawdler, half-hid in the ruck of his men, but a headlong
challenger, heedless of hurt to outstrip the most valiant in daring.
Many bright champions he slew, far too many to name. I remember
mainly Eurypylos, Telephos' son, whom I thought—next to Memnon—
easily the handsomest man. In his siding with Troy, his Keteians
died with him, tricked for a toy, for a trinket, Troy's bribe to

his mother.
And when we entered our horse, engineered with such skill by

Epeios,
—I myself being in charge of the trap-door—and all of our task force
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trembled, not once did I see him turn pale. Neoptolemos fiercely
urged me to rush the attack There he crouched with a hand to

his sword-hilt,
spoiling for action, a man in his deadliest rage. From the ransacked
town he embarked with his toot, the full share of it, and a

distinctive
prize for high valor. He left without even a scratch. Not a spear-scar,
nor a mean sword-gash to keep as remembrance of haphazard Ares.'

This was my answer to him And the fleet-footed shade of Achilles
strode with large strides down the lawn of pale asphodel, greatly

exultant,
jubilant in the acclaim of his son's preeminent honor.

Shadowy crowds of the dead flocked close and, pressed with their
anguish,

stood there, eager to speak. One only, the spirit of Ajax,
Telamon's son, kept aloof, still embittered because I outstripped him
once, long ago at the ships, when we both claimed the arms of

Achilles.
Thetis, Achilles' mother, herself had ordered the contest.
Captives of conquered Troy were the judges and Pallas Athene.
Would that I never had won such a victory. Now for that armor
Ajax is dead, of all Greeks, with exception of peerless Achilles,
far the most valiant and best. And I spoke to him ever so gently:

`Ajax, great Telamon's son, must you brood on your hurt and
remember,

even in death, your rage and that ill-starred armor? The gods' own
source it became of our grief. In your downfall collapsed the

tremendous
tower of all our strength. We mourned you no less than Achilles.
None was to blame. Zeus' hate of the lot of us made you the victim.
Turn to me, do hear me out. I entreat you, dispel your resentment,
vanquish your fierce pride of heart.' But with never a word he

receded,
joining the rest of the dead in their shadowy depth. And I fancy,
had I but called once again, he might yet have replied. But a longing
seized me to gaze at still more of the many distinguished departed.

There on a throne I saw Zeus' son, the illustrious Minos,
holding a scepter of gold. He was judging the dead. All about him,
standing or seated, they put their cases to him for decision,
patiently waiting their turn in the dim realm of wide-gated Hades.

Next, at his roundup of beasts, I caught sight of gigantic Orion
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herding the pack of his game, a huge drove, down the asphodel
meadow,

all the vast kill of his life while he ranged along desolate mountains,
solidly armed with a dub of bronze that could never be broken.

And I saw Tityos, the son of the worshiped earth, of great Gaia.
Stretched on the level ground, he measured nine roods. At his body,
vultures, one on each side, perched dose. They ate of his liver,
tearing into the gore, his hands unable to shield him.
Once he raped Leto, Zeus' love, when she followed a path into the

fair-lain
meadowland, walking the lawns of delightful Panope to Pytho.

Tantalus too did I see in the throes of unbearable torment.
Gaping with thirst he stands chin-deep in a pool whose shining
water invitingly swirls to his lips and lures him to drink it.
Yet whenever he stoops in his eagerness, all of it leaves him,
swallowed into the ground. And the old man stares at his naked
feet on the black bare earth unaccountably parched by a demon.
Trees overarching his head bend their boughs to him, fruitladen

branches,
pomegranate trees, and pears, and deliciously glistening apples,
figs, honeysweet to the tongue, and the richly luxuriant olive.
But as he reaches to pluck any one of these, up springs a gusty
blast. They are whipped by the wind to the sky into shadowy

cloudlands.

Next I saw Sisyphus plagued with the weight of his stone, a
tremendous

boulder. He works it uphill with his muscular arms. His fierce
toe-hold

tenses each sinew. He strains and believes the next instant to heave it
toppling onto the crest, when it viciously twists. And the brute rock
plunges in crashes and roars down the slope to the level it came

from.
And once again he begins. He lays hold of the stone, and his

sweat keeps
pouring. Gray dust in thick whirls rises head-high. It nearly conceals

him.

Heraldes whom I saw next has no home in that world, though his
phantom

haunts it. He lives in delight on the heights of Olympos with
winsome

Hebe, the slim-ankled daughter of Zeus and of gold-sandalled Hera.
Loud all about him the shades raised a clangorous whirr as of

startled
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birds that chatter with fear. He loomed black as night. On his naked
bow lay an arrow at aim, and the dead cringed in fright of his

glaring.
Radiantly crossing his chest ran a fierce-glinting sword-belt reflecting
images chased in gold. A high marvel of art. In its gleam shone
bright-eyed lions, and boars, and bears from the depth of the forest,
slaughter and fights to the death, the battle and killing of heroes.
Though the same artist should try, he will fail. He won't equal this

labor
dared to the limit of skill. And great Herakles sadly addressed me:

'Zeus-born son of Laertes, Odysseus of many devices,
are you, too, shadowed by grief and—as I—a pawn of misfortune,
anguished under the sun ? Though my father was Zeus, I was

bound to
serve an inferior man whose inordinate labors abused me.
Once he dispatched me down here, and I fetched him their hound.

An outrageous
enterprise, purely designed as the worst he could possibly think of.
Yet I completed the task, thanks to Hermes and gray-eyed Athene.'

These were his words. He turned. But I stayed for a glimpse of
still other

heroes, Theseus perhaps or Peritheus, sons of immortals—
when of a sudden great crowds of the shades of the dead with

unearthly
clamor converged on the spot. Would the horrible head of the

Gorgon,
sent by Persephone, rise? In a panic I fled. My companions
boarded the ship and cast loose. They at once took their seats at

the benches.
Running the current we sped with the swell of the river of Ocean,
plying the oars till we met with a prospering wind for our voyage."

—translated by Herbert Schaamann



Individual Rights and State Interests in
An Era of Great Power Conflict:
The Demirali Affair, 1855-1856

by GERASIMOS AUGUSTINOS

Introduction

The protocol issued in London on February 3, 1830, by France,
England, and Russia recognized the existence of an independent Greek
state. Two more years elapsed before the international status of the
country and its form of government received a formal legal sanction
at the hands of the guarantor powers. The fact that no Greek govern-
ment was a party to this convention, the Bavarian state acting in its
stead, clearly indicated the subordinate position of Greece internationally,
and served as a portent of the political problems the country would
face in the coming years.'

Through its establishment in this manner, the Greek state was
placed under the tutelage of the great powers. Disentanglement from
this subordinate relationship was slow and painful if not impossible in
the immediate future. Indeed, in one area of activity, that affecting
relations with the former sovereign authority over Greek lands, the
Ottoman Empire, the country found itself in a complex and often
contradictory position. Disengagement from the Ottoman theocratic
world politically, and the establishment of a distinct Greek national
identity, gave rise to domestic political turmoil and triggered the re-
peated intervention of the protecting powers. All the states that were
to be created out of former Ottoman territories during the nineteenth
and twentieth centuries suffered from this predicament.

Nothing pointed up this dilemma more vividly than the mid-century
diplomatic crisis between England, France, and the Russian Empire over
the fate of the "sick man of Europe." As the crisis turned to armed
conflict, the Greeks felt that they could not remain uninvolved in what
might prove to be a turning point in the destiny of the polyglot Ottoman
state. It contained considerable territory and large numbers of people
which the Greeks claimed ought to be included within their country's
national frontiers. Otho, the king, urged on by some Athenian political

'John Petropulos, Politics and Statecraft in the Kingdom of Greece, 1833-
1843, 1968, 47-48, 144-45.
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leaders, hastened to act on these assumptions. This brought foreign and
domestic political forces to a point of confrontation, and, in the
process, raised several basic questions about the political validity of
Greece as a nation-state.

Early in January 1854, Greek officers, with the blessing of Otho
and the court in Athens, crossed the frontiers into Ottoman territory
and raised the standard of revolt among Greek villages and towns such
as Arta. To the king and the generation which had fought for in-
dependence, the so-called pallikaria, it was an appropriate and logical
action for the country to take. But was the Greek state merely an in-
strument of the goal of territorial expansion, a tool of an irredentist
vision that captivated the imagination of the king and the pallikaria?
Or ought the nation have contented itself with internal reforms to
build up the economy and promote progress in the public sector?
Foreign policy judgments aside, the debate over what action to take
only heightened the need for internal order and unity. But the preceding
twenty years' experience laid bare the question of whether Greece
possessed an effective administrative system or was crippled by an in-
effectual bureaucratic apparatus at the mercy of local forces competing
for petty favors. To foreign observers on the scene, this in turn raised
a further issue. Was Greece a political entity merely in terms of in-
ternational law, but with little else to claim on its behalf ? If so, was
it therefore not in need of continued and active "guidance" from the
great powers until it could gain recognition as a nation able to meet
its foreign and domestic obligations responsibly? These were questions
which the country's political leaders could not evade. Their attempt to
respond can be seen in the handling of an incident which might be
called the Demirali Affair.

The process of sorting things out between the two states bordering
the eastern Mediterranean was complicated by a series of problems that
were the legacy of an imperial era to the age of the nation-state.
Separating peoples who had lived side by side for centuries, using the
new criteria and demands of the nation and the citizen, proved a
troublesome and vexing proposition.

Since the establishment of the Greek state, Otho had pursued a
varying foreign policy vis-a-vis the Ottoman Empire. The young ruler
openly stated his support of the territorial expansion of his small king-
dom at Turkey's expense. While extending his full sympathy to the
nationalist goals inherent in the Great Idea, Otho also sought to bolster
the international standing of the country by negotiating agreements with
the Ottoman government. Rights obtained in this manner brought
recognition of the national sovereignty of Greece by the eastern empire
with which it shared a common land and water frontier. Agreements
intended to sort things out between the two states required that the
Greek kingdom pursue a careful political course. Retaining the hope
of territorial claims against the empire in. the future based on the
criterion of religion, Greece concurrently pursued the mutual recogni-
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tion of rights founded on the secular principles of civil and international
law.

Another source of friction between the two states arose as part of
the legacy of the war for Greek independence. During this long and
arduous conflict, raids and attacks by bands of armed men on the
population of the countryside were transformed into acts of patriotic
valor.' The successful outcome of the struggle obviated the need for
such groups, and the heroes of the revolution, the pallikaria, became a
military liability, socially disruptive and politically embarrassing to the
new state trying to create order and discipline in society. Unable or
unwilling to adapt to the new conditions, numbers of these men con-
tinued their old ways reinforced by new recruits from the peasant society
of which they were a part. They naturally gravitated to the frontier
areas of the country, where they could carry on their activities with
relative impunity. That they might be politically useful to nationalist-
minded leaders only made their suppression that much more difficult .°
Brigandage remained a festering problem that plagued not only rela-
tions with the Ottoman government but with the guarantor powers as
well.4

As confusing, although not nearly as violent, an issue was the fate
of lands formerly in the possession of Ottoman subjects, which now

'Eric Hobsbawm, Bandits, 1969, chaps. 1, 5.
'Douglas Dakin, The Unification of Greece, 1770-1923, 1972, 80; Great

Britain, Public Record Office, FO 32/229, no. 100, May 2, 1855, Wyse to
Clarendon. The British minister in Athens viewed the politics of the king as
one of the causes of this sociopolitical phenomenon. "Had he [Othol thrown
aside the Palikari element, and substituted the commercial and industrial from
the islands, when the work of the revolution and destruction was over, and
that of construction had begun, had he instead of ruling by patronising chief
against chief (hoping to neutralize by dividing) and lavished power, place
and honour, in the pursuit of this fatal scheme, on the favourites of the hour,
he would not see, today, Brigandage almost become an institution of the
country...."

4F0 32/228, no. 69, March 26, 1855 enclosure. A British subject and owner
of property on the island of Euboea complained to the British minister, Wyse,
after an attack by bandits on the village in which he lived: "It is insupportable
to bear the wicked folly of the Greek government, they make us pay for
national guards who do nothing but feast upon the peasants, and refuse to
allow our peasants to be armed so that we are perfectly defenceless and at the
mercy of the hands of banditti." Wyse later discussed the problem of security
near the frontier with the king. Otho, the minister reported, laid much of the blame
on "... the vicious arrangements of the Ottoman Government for the tran-
quility of the frontier...." The "vicious arrangements" were the use of ir-
regular troops to patrol the common frontier. Through Stratford Canning in
Constantinople, the British were trying to bring about a change in Ottoman
policy, seeking to have regular troops, organized as a gendarmerie, patrol the
border. Whatever the significance of this as a cause of disorder, Wyse felt the
problem to be as much, if not more, a Greek one, attributable to the policies
of the royal court than to frontier conditions. FO 32/229, no. 100, May 2, 1855.



42 JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

were induded in the new kingdom. Property belonging to individuals
as well as to public or charitable bodies (vakf) became the subject of
claims for indemnification. The settlement of these claims further
hampered the improvement of relations between Greece, the empire,
and the great powers.'

Efforts by Greece to negotiate a treaty of commerce with the Ot-
toman Empire in 1840, typifying the alternating foreign policy of Otho,
were also indicative of two other issues, which kept matters in an un-
settled state between the two countries. During the struggle for in-
dependence, the commerce of Greek merchants in the eastern Mediter-
ranean fell significantly. After the Greek state was established, there
was a mutual interest on the part of Greek merchants both in the
kingdom and the empire to renew trading activities. Indeed, it was
as profitable for merchants of the kingdom to carry on trade through
the empire's major ports as it was for Ottoman Greeks to invest in
the fledgling economy of the new state.

To promote this beneficial exchange and obtain the coveted status
of most favored nation in trade with the Ottoman Empire, Otho
dispatched his foreign minister, K. Zographos, to the Porte in December
1839 with the authority to conclude such a treaty. Negotiations com-
menced at the beginning of the new year, with Zographos anxious to
see his mission succeed. The Greek diplomat was therefore flexible on
several issues, perhaps too much so in light of later events. Discussions
between the two parties proved fruitful and, on March 3, 1840, a
treaty was signed. Neither the negotiator nor the pact that he brought
with him were well-received upon his return to Athens. The text of
the treaty was conveniently made public (inconveniently from the per-
spective of the king's interests) through the press before it could be
ratified by the government. Certain clauses elicited a vigorous outburst
of criticism from the leaders of the various political factions. They
resented the fact that Greece would not enjoy the full status of a
most favored nation, something which the country had already obtained
in treaties with other states. Also, Greek merchants faced the prospect
of added obligations in the empire, which were not imposed on the
merchants of other countries. Most irksome to the national pride of
the Greeks were the clauses (Arts. xxi and xxiv) which would forbid
citizens in either country to renounce or change their citizenship under
any circumstances. Needless to say, Otho did not ratify the agreement.'

Predictably, the Porte responded by expelling Ottoman Greeks from
guilds and attempting to prevent the merchants among them from par-
ticipating in the commerce of the empire. Matters escalated to a dan-

'Great Britain, Parliament, Correspondence Relative to the Affairs of Greece,
1841 -1844, tt.d., Aberdeen to Lyons, enclosure no. 1 in no. 101, November 13,
1841.

6Petropulos, op. cit., 354-355; Dakin, op. cit., 73; Edouard Driault and
Michel Lheritier, Histoire Diplomatique de la Grace de 1821 a nos Jours, 1925,
II, 198-200.
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gerous level when both governments put their troops along their com-
mon frontier on alert.' Eventually, the tense diplomatic atmosphere
between the two governments eased and the Greeks proposed renewed
negotiations on the subject. Nevertheless, the questions of commerce
and citizenship remained fundamental themes underlying the diplomatic
maneuverings between the two states, pointing up their conflicting
interests. Although these interests diverged, they were nonetheless
shaped by the same forces and to some extent were motivated by similar
needs. The Ottoman government could not ignore the political and
economic intervention of the great powers. As a means of rebuffing
this unwanted attention, it endeavored to put its internal affairs in
order and assert its sovereignty. So it was with the Greek kingdom.
Through the introduction of secular reforms in their respective societies,
these states were forced to deal with the rights of their people as in-
dividuals, rather than as parts of sociopolitical collectives, be they a
millet or a local community. Even if the spirit of the age of in-
dividual and national rights did not recommend such action, the reality
of power in an era of technology certainly did.

The Crimean War and its Consequences for Greece

Ottoman and Greek officials were made acutely aware of the
demands of power in the spring of 1854 as the diplomatic maneuvering
of Tsar Nicholas regarding Russian privileges in the Ottoman Empire
produced a critical reaction from the British and French governments.
The latter two states' support of the integrity of the Ottoman state was
matched by the Greek government's willingness to see that integrity
undermined and, thus, to side with Russia in this imbroglio.

Otho and his political counselors seized the moment to promote
nationalist interests and, it was hoped, garner increased popular sup-
port. At the beginning of the year, Greek officers were sent north
into Ottoman territory to promote insurrection among the Greek in-
habitants in those provinces. The king, as well as his politically shrewd
and like-minded queen, backed these clandestine activities. When called
upon by the representatives of the protecting powers to disown these
actions, they refused to do so. Otho envisioned himself as a Christian
monarch leading a crusade to liberate co-religionists, which com-
plemented and coincided with the Russian stance.

Playing to popular domestic opinion triggered international reaction,
for which the country eventually paid a heavy price. On March 19,
the minister of the Porte in Athens, Necid Bey, presented the foreign
minister, Paikos, with an ultimatum to the effect that all Greek of-
ficers who were leading rebel forces in Ottoman territory be immediately
recalled or relations between the two states would be broken. When

7Driault, op. cit., II, 200; correspondence	 , op. cit.
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the Greek reply did not prove satisfactory, Necid Bey left the capital.
As the Ottoman Empire made common cause with the British and
French governments, the Greek kingdom bore the consequences of their
diplomatic disapproval. London and Paris were extremely irritated with
Otho's stance visa-vis Turkey and his unwillingness to disavow the
rebellion. Displeasure was translated into action when, in mid-April,
the British and French ministers to Athens announced that allied troops
would enter the port of Piraeus. On May 25, a French force landed,
followed by English infantry on June 7. To make matters worse, the
insurrection Otho had zealously promoted suffered a setback, especially
in the area around Arta. The kingdom now paid politically and
economically for the adventurous actions it had taken. 8

With the landing of allied troops and the imposition of a blockade
of Piraeus, the British and French ministers in Athens made clear to
the king that they expected him to appoint new ministers more ac-
ceptable to the powers. Otho had no choice in the matter and acceded
to these demands, replacing, among others, the President of the Council,
A. Kriezis, and the Foreign Minister, Paikos. The burden of these two
offices, as well as that of Interior, fell to one individual, Alexander
Mavrokordatos. The choice at the time was both logical and felicitous
A "westernize?' identified with the English faction among the Greek
political groupings, he was committed to the progressive development
of the country through national and moderate institutions. Mavrokordatos
was Athens' minister in Paris at the time he was called upon to assume
the leadership of the government. Since he opposed the expansionist
policies of individuals such as Kolettes, he was more than acceptable
to the allied powers. They showed their pleasure at his appointment by
displaying a more conciliatory attitude toward the negotiation of in-
ternational loans so vital to Greece's economic development.°

If the appointment of Mavrokordatos mollified the powers, it placed
the new minister in a sensitive position, at a difficult time, with many
obstacles to overcome, and few assets to rely upon other than his own
personal abilities. His selection, after all, was due more to the approval
of the allied powers than to the wishes of the king. Understandably,
he would be seen as the foreign powers' choice by Otho and the Athenian
public, whose support he needed if he were to create a durable political
following in order to carry out his economic and social program.
Pleasing both the domestic crowd and foreign opinion was undeniably
a difficult task. Thus, even a minor affair such as the Demirali case
could be fraught with political dangers.

Over the next several months, Mavrokordatos worked assiduously
to mend relations with the allies and the Porte. Relations with the
latter had been considerably soured by Greece's support of Russia in

8Driault, op. cit., II, 388-395.
'Ibid., II, 397-400. For Mavrokordatos's career and political outlook prior to

this time, see Petropulos, op. cit., 344 407.
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the Crimean conflict, the abortive attempts at raising the flag of rebellion
among Greek subjects of the sultan, and the continuing problem of
brigandage, which spilled across the frontier dividing the two states.
Nevertheless, Mavrokordatos corresponded with Reid Pasha, a leading
figure of the Tanzimat, suggesting that relations between their countries
be reestablished and negotiations for a commercial treaty be renewed.
The Porte responded by withdrawing the restrictive measures it had
taken against its Greek subjects and prepared to reopen negotiations.
By the beginning of 1856, diplomatic relations had been restored
between Athens and Constantinople."

Despite the best efforts of Mavrokordatos, however, the representatives
of the allies still found little to praise after several months of his
ministry had elapsed. Thomas Wyse, British Minister in Athens, com-
mented brusquely:

The position of affairs here, on the part of the Court, the Min-
istry, and the country at large, is becoming every day more and
more embarrassing and likely to require, measures more ener-
getic and decisive, if we would rescue Greece from the anarchy
to which affairs seem to be approaching. . .. The Military power
disputes with the civil; the Demarch will not obey, or disobeys
the Nomarch, and the Nomarchs and Eparchs are in many in-
stances still unchanged."

By mid-summer 1855, the allied ministers had turned sharply critical
of Mavrokordatos's handling of affairs. A minor incident in August
between Otho and the Minister of War, Kallergis, led the king to
demand that Mavrokordatos force his minister out. The British and
French diplomats opposed this demand, seeing the hand of Russia
behind such a move, and they encouraged Mavrokordatos to stand by
Kallergis. Otho, however, persisted and the minister finally was dis-
missed. On October 2, Mavrokordatos himself resigned, apparently be-
lieving that his position had become politically untenable. In the eyes
of the representatives of the great powers, he was a weak figure unable
or unwilling to stand up to his sovereign."

A summons to D. Voulgaris by the king to take over as President
of the Council did nothing to mollify the disenchanted foreign rep-
resentatives. Voulgaris, a primate from Hydra, retained the chief post
in the government for two years, despite the loud objections of the
British and French ministers. If the Athenian populace welcomed him
as the representative of a more nationalist outlook in the government,
Wyse and his colleague Mercier bewailed the incompetence and inef-
fectiveness of the government's leader."

"Loc. cit., FO 32/228, no. 93, April 25, 1855, Wyse to Clarendon.
11F0 32/228, no. 68, March 28, 1855.
12Driault, op. cit., II, 402-403.
"Dakin, op. cit., 85; Driault, op. cit., 406.
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During this time of domestic and diplomatic troubles, an incident
took place which soon involved the highest officials of the Greek state,
the British and French ministers in Athens, and, eventually, the Ottoman
government. As it unfolded, it tested the credibility of the Greek ad-
ministrative apparatus, pointed up the extent to which ministers of
the great powers involved themselves in local affairs, and illustrated
the tenacity with which both the sprawling Ottoman Empire and the
small Greek kingdom sought to secure their diplomatic rights against
each other. The affair also served to indicate the difficulties inherent
in establishing individual rights in a world where secular and religious
law overlapped and often contradicted one another.

The Demirali Affair

It began in a matter of fact way with a note from the British
minister, Thomas Wyse, to Mavrokordatos on the twenty-seventh of
April 1855. That very day, Wyse had received a memorandum from
two Ottoman subjects, All Aga Demirali and his son-in-law, who resided
in Karystos, a village on the island of Euboea. The elderly All Aga
claimed that military and civil officials at Karystos had forcibly ab-
ducted his daughter, Aisha, whose age was given as twelve, as they
were about to embark for Turkey. In the deposition he and his son-in-law
gave to British authorities, the justice of the peace, the harbor master,
and the officer of the gendarmerie were specifically accused of having
taken the young girl and her belongings from the ship and turned
them over to a Greek named Captain Eleftherios Falangitis. The two
Muslim Ottomans, who either were versed in Greek law or, more likely,
were advised by officials at the legation, demanded in their deposition
that the individuals named be prosecuted. They cited Artide 321 of the
Greek penal code, which stated that "whoever seizes someone forcibly
and with malice, and deprives him of his parents' protection etc., is
punished by life imprisonment." As might be expected, they asked for
the return of Aisha and compensation for losses they said they had
suffered.'

Ali Aga and his son-in-law appealed to the British legation be-
cause, at the time, it was entrusted with handling Ottoman affairs in
Greece until relations between the two states were resumed. Wyse
conveyed the memorandum to Mavrokordatos, requesting simply that
an inquiry be made as soon as possible. The British official, however,
reserved to himself ".. . such further proceedings in the matter as the
nature of the case may demand.""

Undoubtedly aware of the need to prevent the matter from escalat-

"F0 32/229, no. 102 and endosure, May 9, 1855. A copy is also in Archeion
Ypourgeion Exoterikon (AYE) 1856 76/1, April 15/28, 1855.

15F0 32/229, no. 102, May 9, 1855.
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ing, Mavrokordatos responded within a few days to Wyse's note." The
Greek minister declared that he had already drawn the attention of
the Minister of Justice to the affair and had directed him to issue the
necessary order so that the "allegedly abducted" young girl could be
returned to the authority of her parents should she really be a minor.
Mavrokordatos, it seems, had already been made aware through re-
ports received at the Ministry that there were conflicting views re-
garding the events which had occurred in the Euboean village. For he
was careful to note that, if the girl was not a minor, then Greek law
made "liberty of conscience" inviolate and Aisha had the right to
decide for herself what she wished to do. Though he did not at this
time elaborate, Mavrokordatos may already have been apprised of two
crucial factors, for which there were clearly contradictory stories. For
the moment at least, heprudently accepted the version presented to
him through the offices of the British envoy. Nevertheless, he apprised
Wyse that he had called for a full investigation of the case. But, in
the meantime, by taking some action on this matter, the foreign minister
could deflect any potential criticism of himself or his ministry."

At Mavrokordatos's behest, the Ministry of the Interior had al-
ready issued an order directing the nomarch of Euboea, the official
responsible for maintaining the government's civil authority on the
island, to return the girl to her parents. He was asked to do this be-
cause "... {Aisha] has not attained the age of twenty-one, she is un-
der age, and she cannot leave her paternal home without the consent
of her parents, whose guardianship she is under."" Greek civil law,
adapted from Western, especially French, judicial codes, clearly spelled
out the rights of the parents provided the criterion of age was met.
But it also afforded protection to the other party, the daughter, as well.
The minister charged the nomarch, at the same time, "... to see to it
that not only [Aisha's) person is safe, but that her conscience is not
violated. To this purpose you should make certain that her father is

16Just two years before, the Greek and American governments had become
embroiled in an incident involving an American missionary, Dr. Jonas King.
The U.S. minister to the Ottoman Empire came to Athens to support King, who
had been arrested, tried, and sentenced for supposed offenses committed against
the Orthodox religion. Failing to secure a reversal of the Greek court's decision,
the American minister had left, threatening to return with warships. For-
tunately, the incident did not get completely out of hand and was settled by a
compromise between the two governments. This episode and the far more serious
incident, the Don Pacifico affair of 1847, which saw a British squadron blockade
the port of Piraeus, were vivid reminders of the potential power of the foreign
diplomats stationed in Athens. On the King and Don Pacifico affairs, see
Driault, op. cit., 328-351, 377-279 and Charles A. Frazee, The Orthodox Church
and Independent Greece, 1821 -1852, 1969, 184.

' 7F0 32/229, Enclosure in no. 102, May 9, 1855, Wyse to Clarendon. Mavro-
kordatos's note is dated April 19/May 1, 1855.

mAYE 1856 76/1, no. 9167, April 16/28, 1855.
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careful not only to refrain from physical abuse but also not to violate
in the slightest degree her freedom of conscience concerning the change
of her religion, which is protected by our laws."" Customary parental
rights were balanced against civil rights of individual liberty. Yet,
while Aisha's age was to be the deciding factor in the case, it was
her nationality which ultimately proved critical in an ironic manner.
The young girl's religious preference both widened the scope and in-
creased the complexity of the case.

The Minister of the Interior and, subsequently, the Foreign Min-
ister soon had information in their hands which dearly indicated that
the incident, as reported through the office of the British Legation,
was far from a complete account. A memorandum filed by the public
prosecutor of Euboea, which in turn was based on a report from the
justice of the peace and the mayor of Karystos, put the case in an
entirely different perspective. As the justice of the peace related the
events, Ali Aga Demirali sought out both him and the mayor on the
eleventh of April. The Ottoman citizen, resident in Karystos, reported
that his daughter had left home and had gone to the house of a Greek
family living nearby. Ali Aga claimed that he did not know why the
young girl had left, and, when she did not return, he turned to the
local authorities for assistance in getting his daughter back.

The two Greek civil officials, accompanied by a sergeant from the
gendarmerie stationed in Euboea, went to the house Ali Aga had men-
tioned. There, they found both the occupants of the home and Aisha.
When asked what she was doing there, the young girl replied that she
wished to become a Christian and was seeking help from friends.
Whether they were surprised on being confronted with this situation
or not, the civil authorities proceeded to question Aisha regarding
her seemingly precipitous action. Determined, apparently, to proceed
with her wish to convert, Ali Aga's daughter disclosed that she had
conceived the idea of changing her faith more than a year before.
She claimed to have apprised her family of her desire, and they, not
unnaturally, had tried to dissuade her from such an idea. Parental
blandishments failed to accomplish their purpose and, according to
Aisha, her father was about to resort to sterner measures. The elder
Demirali was preparing to send her to relatives in the Anatolian town
of Cesmen. It was then that Aisha said she decided to jump ship, so
to speak, and seek refuge in a Christian home. Such cases, although
exceptional, did occassionally occur, and their cause was often a romantic
affair with a person of another faith. When asked about this, the
resolute girl said that she knew nothing of such things. At the con-
clusion of this line of questioning, Aisha's parents were brought be-
fore her and she repeated her story. They, according to the report,
heard her out and then left without contesting their daughter's account
of things. She then asked to be allowed to proceed to the home of

"Loc. cit.
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another Greek villager, Captain Eleftherios, a veteran of the Revolu-
tion. After a short stay with this family, Aisha, or, more likely, others
acting on her behalf, petitioned the priest in Karystos to baptize her.
In a public ceremony, she was received into the Greek Orthodox faith,
being baptized with the Christian name of Marigo, with the pallikari,
Captain Eleftherios, acting as godfather."

So, in essence, ran the public prosecutor's initial account to the
central authorities in Athens. With his memorandum, he forwarded
the report of the justice of the peace. In his own statement, however,
there was one additional piece of information. The prosecutor noted
that the girl's age was twenty, not twelve. Although this would have
made a great deal of difference in terms of the girl's social and physical
development, it did not alter her legal status according to Greek law:
she was still not old enough to be free of her parents' control. At
this time, the prosecutor was merely reporting the case as he understood
it. He himself did not venture to make any recommendations to his
superiors."

When these events occurred, Ali Aga must have realized that the
local officials would not support his demands and that he would have
to turn to higher authorities to plead his case. In need of official sup-
port, Aisha's father sought out a French vice-counsul in Euboea, and,
through him, continued his efforts to induce his daughter to return
home. Turning to his own government for help, he happened upon a
fortuitous moment when the British, the most influential protecting
power in Greek affairs, were handling Ottoman interests in the king-
dom.22 Now, the British, who were already critical of conditions in
Greece, were about to become even more involved in this particular
case.

Not that Wyse was lacking for evidence of administrative inef-
ficiency and social disorder in the country. An audience with Otho and
Queen Amalia in early May provided the British envoy with yet

"AYE 1856 76/1, March 30/April 11, 1855; AYE 1856 76/1, no. 2604,
May 9/22, 1855; AYE 1856 76/1, no. 2955, May 17/29, 1855.

21AYE 1856 76/1, April 20/May 2, 1855. In a later report to the Ministry
of Justice, the prosecutor did recommend disciplining both the civil authorities
and the priest of Karystos. He accused the mayor and justice of the peace of
carelessness in handling, not Aisha, but her belongings. It seems that, at her
request, they removed her belongings from the ship on which her father had
tried to dispatch her to Anatolia, and brought them to her. Since, according
to Greek civil law, she was still a dependent, the property belonged to her
father. Negligent also was the priest, Nathaniel, who baptized her. Negligent,
that is, for not having gone by the book. The good priest apparently failed to
obtain permission from the appropriate ecclesiastical authorities before he baptized
the girl. And, in the eyes of this secular official, what was even worse was that
the zealous Nathaniel had baptized her without allowing sufficient time for
catechism! The controlling and watchful arm of the center is readily apparent
here. AYE 1856 76/1, May 18/30, 1855.

'AYE 1856 76/1, no. 2604, May 9/21, 1855.
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another opportunity to bring up this subject, which concerned him so at
the time. Sometime during the audience, the conversation turned to the
difficulties in administering the laws of the country. Amalia attributed
this vexing situation to the scramble for positions in the government
and the frequent changes of office that resulted from this. To this,
Wyse sardonically observed that such a condition "... was natural from
the absence of all other honourable or lucrative modes of employment,
the bad habits of former governments and the spirit of partisanship
so strong in Greece."' Events as they unfolded in the Demirali Affair
must have only confirmed the English minister in his views regarding
administrative and political conditions in the fledgling state.

Matters took a turn for the worse shortly after Mavrokordatos issued
his initial orders to officials in Euboea for the return of the girl to
her parents. Ali Aga's son-in-law, Mustafa, obtained a copy of the
directive from the Ministry of the Interior and, accompanied by an-
other Ottoman, returned to Karystos to take custody of his sister-in-law.
When he and his companion arrived in the village on May 3, they
sought out Aisha's father, who accompanied them to the local military
official, the sergeant of the gendarmerie. The sergeant rebuffed their
request for the girl, saying that he did not recognize the directive they
brought with them since Aisha had already been baptized. Not to be
put off, the Ottomans then went to the mayor with a request for
help. This official, appointed from Athens, was ostensibly uncertain
of the situation, and asked them to return the following day. In the
meantime, he rounded up the other local authorities for consultation
and, perhaps, support. The next day, bringing along the French vice-
consul to strengthen their position, the Turks appeared before the
authorities who had assembled in the mayor's office. The local officials
had agreed among themselves not to turn over the girl, giving as
their reason for refusing to do so the need to wait for further in-
structions from their superiors in Athens. At times like this, turning
to the central authorities was not an unwelcome prospect. Meanwhile,
news of the Ottomans' arrival and their efforts to secure the young
Aisha had spread through the town. Matters took a distinctly un-
pleasant turn when a crowd gathered and began threatening the Turks.
Ali Aga and his son-in-law were able to return to the security of their
own home. Mustafa's companion was apparently not so lucky. After
being set upon by Aisha's godfather and, perhaps, others, he was
taken by the gendarmerie and placed in the guardhouse. The next day,
the unwelcome visitor was escorted out of town. Later, when things
had quieted down somewhat, Mustafa also quietly left the village.'

CFO 32/229, no. 100, May 2, 1855, Wyse to Clarendon.
"AYE 1856 76/1, no. 2227, May 2/14, 1855, in which is enclosed a note

from the Interior Minister to the Foreign Minister summarizing the events.
AYE 1856 76/1, May 30/June 11, 1855, contains a copy of the deposition made
by Mustafa to the vice consul. A copy of the deposition is also to be found in
FO 32/229, no. 124, Wyse to Clarendon. Another investigation was conducted
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Thwarted in his attempt to gain custody of his sister-in-law, the
shaken Mustafa hurriedly returned to Athens. Once there, he went
straight to the British legation and made out a deposition. After being
made aware of the goings-on in Karystos, Wyse consulted the French
minister on the course of action to be taken. They both agreed on the
need for an immediate and vigorous response to the latest episode in
the case, and a joint note was delivered to Mavrokordatos. Repeating
earlier accusations that the girl was under age and had been abducted
from her father, the ministers went on to claim that Aisha was "... still
detained against her own consent . . . and in open contempt of the
government. . ." Mustafa's misfortunes as chronicled in his deposition
were also duly noted. The ministers then requested that Mavrokordatos
"... take immediate steps to see that orders thus given by you be
carried out into execution, the authority of the law vindicated, that
due protection be afforded to all the Ottoman subjects concerned . .
and that both these authorities and all others, who have, or may resist,
the enforcement of these injunctions, be punished, as the nature of
the case may demand. 25 Paradoxically, while the local authorities were
claiming that they needed to wait for directions from above, the center
was being accused of not exercising proper control over its subordinates.
Athens had to bear the political responsibility for its attempts to bring
order to the countryside through administrative centralization.

As the Greek minister might have surmised, Wyse also took care to
inform the Foreign Office of the events which had so far transpired."
British economic and political interests now required that the Ottoman
Empire be maintained and, if possible, its government strengthened.
Her Majesty's Government had for some time been actively promot-
ing reform in a state which many saw only as "the sick man of
Europe." This included prevailing upon the Ottoman sultan to grant
his subjects civil and political rights deemed basic among Western
states. The great Whig hope, as the Tanzimat reformers transposed it
to the Ottoman setting, was that religion, always a sensitive matter in
this multireligious and multinational state, would no longer serve to divide
peoples from one another and from their government. Incidents which
might affect this diligently pursued policy were taken seriously and
carefully scrutinized."

a short while later for the public prosecutor's office. The account given of the
incident in this report differs somewhat from both of the other sources. See
AYE 1856 76/1, no. 2955, May 17/29, 1855.

°AYE 1856 76/1, May 9, 1855.
26F0 32/229, no. 102, May 9, 1855, Wyse to Clarendon.
271n 1841, an incident similar to the Demirali Affair had occurred, as

coincidence would have it, on the same island, Euboea. Wyse's predecessor as
minister to Athens, Edmund Lyons, had brought it to the immediate attention
of the Foreign Office. He himself had noted that the episode "...has become
an anxious question, and may be discussed in London...." See Correspondence
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In response to the unmistakable intent of the foreign representatives'
note, the harried Greek Foreign Minister sought to justify the actions
of the local authorities and take steps to see that this matter, em-
barrassing to his government, was cleared up quickly. Mavrokordatos
"hastened" to inform the foreign envoys that he was sending urgent
orders to the nomarch of Euboea, directing him to turn the girl over
to her parents immediately. He also attempted to explain the reluctance
of the local officials to do as they were ordered earlier. It was merely
a well-intentioned effort on their part to make the government in Athens
fully aware of the nature of the case. They presumed, rightly or
wrongly, that the girl's wish to convert put the affair in an entirely
new light. Nevertheless, this did not excuse these officials in the min-
ister's eyes. Mavrokordatos was at pains to point out that he was
already dealing with the problem through "understandings" with the
Ministries of War and Justice."

Since it was the Ministry of the Interior which bore the respon-
sibility, and possessed the legal authority over the local civil authorities,
Mavrokordatos accordingly turned to it and demanded immediate action.
At his prodding, the Ministry bestirred itself, and, once more, a directive
was on its way to the provincial officer, the nomarch of Euboea. The
note directed him in even stronger terms than before to expedite the
return of the girl to her parents. He was also commanded to take
whatever steps were necessary, in cooperation with the local police,
to assist Ottomans residing in Karystos in order that similar incidents
might be avoided. Further, the Ministry of the Interior ordered yet
another investigation of the events which had occurred. Finally, to
impress upon the nomarch the seriousness of the case, the ministry
held him personally responsible for carrying out its orders." If all
went as Mavrokordatos hoped it would, the three ministries, War,
Justice, and Interior, ought to have been able to deal with the affair
to the satisfaction of both the Ottoman subjects involved and the
interested foreign envoys.

But the determination of Aisha-Marigo had not been reckoned with.
When the directive from the capital arrived in Karystos, the provincial
authorities deemed it expedient to create a commission, made up of
officials representing all three ministries, to deal with the case. Previous
actions by lower-ranking authorities in the town had only stirred things
up. After considering the matter, the eparch of Karystos, the examining
magistrate (juge d'instruction) and the commander of the gendarmes
(moirarch) decided to undertake the return of the girl to her parents
themselves. By doing so, they hoped to avoid the notoriety that had
accompanied the affair so far.

Relative to the Affairs of Greece, 1841-1844, n.d., October 21, 1841, no. 100
and enclosures 1-9.

"AYE 1856 76/1, no. 2123, April 28/May 10, 1855; also FO 32/229, no.
124, May 30, 1855, Wyse to Clarendon, enclosed copy.

"AYE 1856 76/1, no. 2227, May 2/15, 1855.



The Demirali Affair, 1855-1856
	

53

And so, they informed the obviously unwilling Aisha-Marigo of
their intentions. With the girl in hand, and acompanied by the mayor,
they started for her parents' home, which was located inside the old
fortified walls of the town. Once they arrived at the house of All
Aga, they turned the weeping and protesting Aisha over to her father.
After advising him not to disregard her rights, they turned to leave.
But the recent convert would have none of this. No sooner had the
officials started back, when Aisha was out of the house trying to flee.
Her cries brought them back to the scene of the turbulent domestic
dispute. As parents and daughter could not be reconciled, there was
no other recourse but to take her with them and find a place for her
to stay, the home of the mayor or some other nearby family being ac-
ceptable to all parties concerned."

When informed of what had transpired by Mavrokordatos, Wyse
could hardly have been satisfied with things as they stood. As the
Greek minister considered what action to take next, the British diplomat
suggested that the girl be brought to Athens. Thus, accompanied by
her father, "... she was removed beyond the influence of local feel-
ings ... , " which Wyse no doubt believed hindered the resolution of
the case." The affair in Karystos must have been evidence enough for
him when, a few days later, he wrote the Foreign Secretary complain-
ing of administrative conditions in the country: "The magistrates con-
tinue to neglect and control the progress of the course of justice.
Demarchs and Eparchs neglect to arrest, Juges d'Instruction to take the
depositions, Procureurs de Loi to prosecute or hasten on the prosecu-
tions, however dear may be the charge and the offence." Con-
fronted with such charges, Mavrokordatos endeavored to extract a
measure of concerted action from the multiple organs of authority reach-
ing out from the capital. This might have blunted, but it did not
silence, criticism by the British.

Now, for the first time, the protagonists in the case came face
to face. After her arrival in the capital, Aisha-Marigo was brought to
the British legation. There, she was questioned separately by Wyse and
then in the presence of her father and Mavrokordatos. In the face of
all this authority, parental and political, Aisha-Marigo stood her ground.
She made it dear to all present that her decision to convert had not
been made in haste, but that she had conceived the idea more than a
year before. And she had done so not with the intention of getting
married. When the question of her age was raised, Aisha-Marigo
adamantly proclaimed that she was eighteen. Wyse perspicaciously recog-
nized that there were discrepancies among the various accounts of the
individuals involved. But the young woman's resolute stand was a
critical factor, which had to be dealt with if the affair were to be
resolved.

"F0 32/229, no. 124. May 30, 1855, enclosure no. 6, Wyse to Clarendon.

32F0 32/229, no. 128, June 5, 1855, Wyse to Clarendon.
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Searching for a way to get around Aisha-Marigo's steadfastness,
the men tried appeasement. Ali Aga pleaded with his daughter to re-
turn to her home, promising on the Koran "... that he would treat her
with kindness ..." if she did so. When this failed to move her, Wyse
and Mavrokordatos resorted to legalities. They confronted her with the
argument "... that it was not a question of change of religion but of
filial duty, that the law of Greece gave the parent authority over his
children until they reached their majority, and that if her father in-
sisted on it there was no alternative, but to deliver her again into his
power."" But neither "promises" nor "reasonings" had any affect on
Aisha-Marigo's resolve not to return to her parental home. With the
matter at an impasse, the officials decided to let things stand for the
moment and, at the same time, inform the Ottoman government of
the affair, allowing it to decide on the course of action to be taken.
Then, Mavrokordatos took it upon himself to find a temporary home
for the girl during her stay in Athens.

Aisha-Marigo, meanwhile, did not sit idly by waiting for others to
determine her fate. Although unable to read or write, the recent con-
vert sought legal advice in the capital. The attorney who was consulted
petitioned Mavrokordatos on her behalf. He advanced an argument which
exemplified the dual forces at work in both the Ottoman and Greek
worlds. It drew together Western civil and Eastern religious law in a
complementary fashion:

According to Turkish law, as it is known to you, Your Ex-
cellency, a daughter is considered to be free of parental au-
thority when she reaches marriageable age. . . . Since I am more
than 18 not only have I reached but I have exceeded the age
specified by Turkish law by four or five years and for the
last five years I am considered free of parental authority and
I can conduct myself and regulate my conscience according to
my beliefs.

It is true that both foreigners and natives are under the pro-
tection of the laws of the state in which they reside, but the
personal rights of each person are regulated by the laws of the
state to which he belongs and no one should invoke according
to his whim, now the laws of the state to which he belongs and
now the laws of the state in which he resides. Therefore my
father being an Ottoman subject cannot invoke Greek laws
concerning adulthood."

Her petitioner sought to gain for her the maximum advantage by
skillfully combining both sources of legal authority. It was crucial to

"F0 32/229, no. 124, May 30, 1855, Wyse to Clarendon.
S4AYE 1856 76/1, no. 2604, May 9/22, 1855.
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establish her status as an adult, which would confer on her the rights
of an individual, including the freedom of personal choice. Given her
age, this could only be effected through recourse to Ottoman law
Then, a second argument was brought into play, namely, that, since
she resided in Greece, Aisha-Marigo enjoyed the protection of Greek
law, which was extended to natives as well as foreigners. In follow-
ing this line of reasoning, the petitioner was committing the same
"whim" which Aisha's father was accused of: invoking the law of
whichever state most suited his interests.

While Aisha-Marigo pursued her right to do as she wished, her
father doggedly pursued those whom he accused of perpetrating an
injustice against his house, claiming both his daughter and damages.
Besides turning to the envoys of the foreign powers for support, All
Aga filed charges with the Greek judicial authorities. In his complaint,
he accused a number of individuals with conspiring to abduct his
daughter and take property belonging to him. Among them were the
sergeant of the gendarmerie, the priest of Karystos, the couple who
became the girl's godparents, and those who first took Aisha into their
home. The elder Demirali added a new element to the case by also
accusing a former resident of the town of complicity in what had hap-
pened. The young man, a Christian, was alleged to have had an affair
with Aisha. Most striking of all was Ali Aga's inclusion of his own
daughter among the defendants!'

Sometime in May, the case came before the magistrate's court
(Plemmeleiodikion) at Halkis, the provincial capital of Euboea. Taking
it under advisement, the public prosecutor of the court ordered an
inquiry into the events, including the incident when All Aga and his
son-in-law had asked the authorities in Karystos to turn Aisha over
to them. The investigating officer interviewed some twenty-five wit-
nesses, including the parents and relatives of the young girl and several
of their Christian and Muslim neighbors. From their depositions, he
affirmed that Aisha had not been abducted. Rather, the girl had left of
her own accord when she realized that her parents, who already knew
of her desire to convert, were about to send her back to Anatolia. The
question of her alleged love affair was disposed of with the argument
that it was not relevant to the case since the girl did not leave her
home with the intention of marrying and the young man had left the
village long before.

There remained, however, three issues, all of which were germane
to All Aga's claim that illegal acts had been committed, and for which
he was entitled to compensation. The first concerned the manner in
which Aisha had been baptized. As noted before, the priest was criticized
for acting hastily and failing to follow the proper procedures in christen-
ing the girl. In this instance, the court felt that disciplinary action was
called for but that the priest, Nathaniel, was not liable to criminal

'AYE 1856 76/1, no. 2779, May 20/June 1, 1855.
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prosecution. Then, there was the matter of the removal of Aisha's
belongings from the ship by the authorities and giving them to her
rather than to her parents. The court acknowledged that the local
officials had erred in this incident. Yet, it seemed to the judicial of-
ficers that the error was one committed through ignorance and not
criminal intent. Thus, it recommended disciplining rather than prosecut-
ing those involved."

The most serious charges, however, were levelled against the sergeant
of the gendarmerie of Karystos. As a member of the military with
police functions, he was responsible for maintaining civic order. For his
involvement in the affair, the sergeant, N. Georgiadis, was accused
by Ali Aga and his wife of committing several offenses. First, they
alleged that he refused to execute an order from the Ministry of the
Interior when it was presented to him. In the incident that followed,
when Ali Aga, his son-in-law, and a companion were threatened by
the crowd, the sergeant was accused of failing properly to deal with
the situation and protect them. Finally, the elderly Ottoman claimed
that Sergeant Georgiadis had acted with others to prevent Aisha from
returning to her home. Because he was a gendarme, it fell to that branch
of the military to look into these allegations. Accordingly, a captain
of the horofilaki conducted the investigation. Testimony from witnesses
and some of the accused was taken. While the charges were being
examined, the sergeant was placed under arrest and confined. When
the results of the investigation were announced, the sergeant was
exonerated of all three charges. No doubt greatly relieved, he was
allowed to resume his post."

Three aspects of the conduct of the investigation and subsequent
court proceedings merit attention. As the judiciary carried out its duties,
the divided and hierarchical nature of state authority was certainly
evident. While the investigation into the local incidents was carried
out by the office of the nomarch, a middling level branch of govern-
ment, responsibility continued on to the heads of the various ministries
in Athens. Reports of the findings of the investigators and the court
were sent directly to the Ministry of War, the central office of the
horofilaki, and the Ministry of the Interior. All of these were eventually
funnelled into the Foreign Ministry, which had to manage the political
ramifications of the affair. Thus, the administrative-judicial system
responded to multiple sources of authority both above and at the lower
levels of government.

In their reports, the various investigating and court officials were
at pains to make clear to everyone concerned that they had carried out
their work according to the established rules. By following the proper
procedures in taking depositions, weighing the evidence, and announc-

36Loc. cit., AYE 1856 76/1, no. 2955, May 17/29, 1855.
"AYE 1856 76/1, no. 6295, May 17/29, 1855; AYE 1856 76/1, no. 2779,

May 20/June 1, 1855.
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ing their decisions, the authorities fulfilled a fundamental mission of
the bureaucracy: they promoted the image of rationality and efficiency
in the system. Reasonableness and effectiveness in thought and action
advanced both order and respect for the law in the country. It was
an image most satisfying to the needs of any reform-minded liberal
administrator, including Mavrokordatos.

The attractiveness of this image was mitigated to some extent by
the conduct of the local officials, whose role in the case led Ali Aga
to take legal action in the first place. Although they eventually co-
operated among themselves, their initial recalcitrance and indecisiveness
served only to complicate the affair. Since the nomarch's authority did
not extend over all the local representatives of royal administration, he
could not effectively control and coordinate the various civil, military,
and religious officials when the initial events occurred. By the time
Athens instructed him to take action, the affair was beyond him. Ali
Aga's complaints had caught the attention of the capital and brought
about intervention from above, while, in his own prefecture, the case
had gone to the court.

The End of the Affair

While Ali Aga Demirali's daims to his daughter and monetary
compensation had not been sustained by the court, Aisha-Marigo re-
mained in Athens awaiting the arrival of the Ottoman minister so that
the affair might be resolved. Expenses for the girl's maintenance, which
amounted to several hundred drachmas by the fall of the year, were
taken care of by the Foreign Ministry. As for Mavrokordatos's political
fortunes, this, his fourth administration, was already drawing to a
close. In June, the direction of the Foreign Ministry was assumed by
others. By early October, his tenure as President of the Council was at
an end.

The new government, headed by Voulgaris, now took up the case.
It continued to maintain the position established by the Mavrokordatos
ministry. Accordingly, the Foreign Minister, Potlis, began making in-
quiries concerning Ottoman law regarding such cases. However, it
fell to Alexander Rizos-Rangavis, who succeeded him in office at the
end of February 1856, to deal with this problem once the minister of
the Porte had arrived in Athens.

Rangavis became Foreign Minister during a diplomatically delicate
moment for the kingdom. Russia, facing an Austrian ultimatum, reluc-
tantly agreed to a preliminary peace with the allies at the beginning
of February. Official proceedings to work out the outstanding diplomatic

88AYE 1856 76/1, no. 6442, September 19/October 1, 1855. This is a copy
of a report by the Foreign Ministry to Otho, informing him of the circumstances
of the case and where the matter stood at that moment.
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problems among the European powers began in Paris on the twenty-
fifth of that month. Rangavis, with the allied occupation of his country
no doubt in mind, was anxious to see Greece represented at the
congress. Citing his government's interest in the status of the Christians
in the Ottoman Empire as reason for Greece's involvement in the
Crimean imbroglio, Rangavis asked that the kingdom be allowed to
participate. Britain and France replied that this was not possible since
Greece had never officially been a belligerent in the conflict. As to
the condition of the Ottoman Christians, the allies pointed to the
Imperial Rescript (Hatt-i-Hilmaytm), which they had pressured the
sultan to promulgate, as evidence that the matter had been addressed
and Greece need not concern itself.

There was still, of course, the question of the allied military pres-
ence in Athens. Once the treaty had been signed on March 30, the
representatives of the powers turned to this matter. Lord Clarendon,
speaking for England, and Walewski, French Foreign Minister and
president of the conference, made it clear to all parties that the evacua-
tion of Greece could not and would not take place until there were
guarantees that order would be established in the kingdom. The ter-
ritorial security of what was practically their client state, the Ottoman
Empire, dictated their unwillingness to release their grip on the small
Greek kingdom. The British and French claimed that Greece's domestic
difficulties, both economic and social, as well as incidents along the
Ottoman-Greek frontier, acted to destabilize the situation in the eastern
Mediterranean." Thus, Greece's internal affairs remained caught up in
the intricacies of the diplomatic sparring that went on with its neighbor,
which was now recognized as part of the European state system, and
the two Western protecting powers.

Rangavis was made quickly aware of this once the Porte's envoy
arrived to take up his post in the Greek capital. Informed of the
circumstances involving the Demirali case, Riza, the Ottoman minister,
took up the defense of Ali Aga's interests. Writing to the Greek Foreign
Ministry, Riza requested the "immediate return of the young Demirali
to her father," using as support for his demand the fact that, under
Greek law, a person was considered a minor until he or she attained
the age of twenty-one. He made a determined effort to play on the
sensitivity of the government to the political realities at the time:

The success of this request that I am addressing to you is also
in the interest of the amicable relationships of the two coun-
tries, and it can only establish a felicitous precedent; but I am
not going to emphasize in a premature way that aspect of the
question being certain that considerations based on equity, mo-
rality, and law will be decisive and will favor the measures that
I expect from your system of justice."

'Driault, op. cit., II, 410413.
40AYE 1856 76/1, no. 267, January 13/25, 1856.
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Despite this diplomatic arm-twisting, the Greek government persisted
in its opinion that the heart of the matter was to be found in Ottoman
law concerning the majority of an individual.

Determined to pursue the case in this manner, the Foreign Ministry
in Athens instructed its embassy in the Ottoman capital to provide it
with qualified legal opinion. During the next few months, the Greek
legation requested and received opinions from several Muslim author-
ities, including, eventually, the head of the religious establishment, the
Seyhfilislam. The fetvas, or written rulings, affirmed that, either when
a girl reached puberty, as confirmed through regular physical signs, or
attained the age of fifteen, she was considered an adult and no longer
subject to parental authority. Indeed, she was free to conduct her per-
sonal affairs, including marrying, as she desired."

Once it received the information concerning these rulings, the
Foreign Ministry believed it was in a reasonably secure position from
which to act on the case. The fetvas were valid legal opinions on
Ottoman Muslim law, properly obtained. They also provided the Greek
government with an argument that was difficult to refute: a legal ruling
based on precedent. Fortified with this knowledge, Rangavis notified
the Ottoman minister that, in the eyes of his government, Aisha must
be considered an adult, with the right to claim independence from
her parents. The royal government could not force the girl to return
to her father, for this would violate her personal freedom of con-
science, which the Greek constitution guaranteed.' Having made its
decision, the Foreign Ministry ordered police headquarters in Athens
to notify Aisha-Marigo that she could not be subjected to her parent's
authority. It was a moment of triumph for the young woman; she was
completely free."

For his part, Riza was certainly not satisfied when he learned of
the decision. He refused to accept the action that Rangavis had taken.
Instead, he sought to turn the logic that the Greek minister had used
to his own account.

I regret very much that I am not able to accept the procedure
that you seem to follow in this affair, which consists in in-
ferring from Ottoman and Greek law only the arguments that

a AYE 1856 76/1, February 1/13, 1856, Constantinople; AYE 1856 76/1,
no. 2895, April 27/May 9, 1856; AYE 1856 76/1, no. 2295, April 30/May
12, 1856; see also Reuben Levy, The Social Structure of Islam, 1965, 141-142.
Footnote 2 on page 142 states: "The Mejelle, the Civil Code of Turkey from
1876 to 1926, made fifteen years the full age of puberty, though it was pos-
sible, if all the physical signs were present, to accept the age of twelve?'

42AYE 1856 76/1, May 7/19, 1856, Report to Greek ambassador in Con-
stantinople from the Foreign Ministry.

"SAYE 1856 76/1, May 9/21, 1856, Order of the minister to Athens Head-
quarters of the Horofilaki. Rangavis informed the Ottoman minister of his
decision on May 7/19.
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agree with your views. This, allow me to say, Mr. Minister,
cannot lead to a logical solution in conformity with justice.

If the Greek government wishes to give precedence to Muslim
law then it must admit that the young girl is an Ottoman
subject under the authority of Muslim law, and that as a con-
sequence the young girl must be placed under the authority of
the Imperial Legation. If on the contrary she is subject to
Greek law then she must be judged in all things according to
this law, which does not grant majority to children until the
age of 21, and in this case, she must, as a minor, be given to
her father."

It was not enough just to resort to the law in establishing a position,
the Ottoman minister reasoned. He who had recourse to it also needed
to be consistent in the application of its principles.

But Rangavis was not moved by Riza's argument. In his reply to
the Ottoman envoy, he spelled out the steps in his own reasoning. The
matter rested on whether or not the girl had reached her majority. This,
he firmly pointed out, was determined by Ottoman, not Greek law.
Since Aisha patently had met the criteria set forth in the fetvas, she
was free of parental authority. There remained, nevertheless, the fact
that, as an Ottoman national, the imperial authorities might still demand
that she be turned over to them. Here, Rangavis used the laws regulat-
ing interstate relations to turn aside the request.

It is commonly known that the subjects of foreign states in
Greece do not enjoy any rights of reciprocity, that extradition
is explicitly forbidden by the laws of the country and that in
regard to Turkey [extradition) is authorized only in cases
provided for by treaty. By what right then could an eman-
cipated and independent person be delivered to the Imperial
Legation against her will only because she is a subject of the
Sublime Porte?"

In his response to the Porte's minister, Rangavis used a combination
of logic derived from juridical principles applied to the case and the
power of official authority implied in a state's sovereignty. Through it,
he upheld his country's interests and, in the process, those of Aisha-
Mango.

Conclusion

By comparison with the convoluted politics of the court in Athens,

"AYE 1856 76/1, no. 3534, May 26/June 8, 1856.
"AYE 1856 76/1, June 5/17, 1856.
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the tensions of great power politics, and the chaffing of neighboring
state interests at the time, the Demirali Affair is human drama on a
small scale. But its very humanity serves to bring the larger issues in
the background into greater relief.

The form of administrative system that best suited Greece had been
a leading political question from the moment the kingdom was formally
created. Existing institutions, historically evolved during Ottoman im-
perial rule, tended to a community-oriented and loose-knit form of
civil organization responding to local political impulses. The needs of
the new nation-state, including rebuilding a war-torn land, promot-
ing a wider, more uniform civic loyalty, and maintaining social order—
as well as personal inclination—predisposed those directing the coun-
try's development to favor an administrative system controlled from
above and responsive to the political center. The Regency, the real
power during Otho's minority, established an administrative structure
that in part attempted to accommodate both historical legacy and political
necessity. Local interests were supposedly served through the establish-
ment of elected councils and mayors, although the guiding hand of
the center was also present. Above the local level of the deme, however,
the central authority of the state was clearly the preponderant force.
Affairs were in the hands of the state's direct appointees: nomarchs,
magistrates, and gendarmes.

Developments in the Demirali Affair illustrate the peculiar mix
of countervailing forces inherent in the functioning of the administrative
system. The division of authority between the civil, military, and re-
ligious branches could make interagency cooperation at the local (deme)
and provincial (nomos) levels a trying situation. It was just as frustrat-
ing when orders issued from above failed to elicit the desired response
from below. Eventually, in this case, the capital did impose its will and
coordinate matters. But it did so through the middling level of nomos
officialdom, which could react to a local situation and remain sen-
sitive to the demands of the center as well. It served either as a buffer
or a barrier between the capital and the grass roots level of govern-
ment, depending on one's point of view. Officials in Athens responded
to and absorbed intervention from outside the system while exerting
their own internally. Those on the local scene reacted to events around
them either as a part of their limited but unified world or through
the external prodding of the center. Thus a trade-off of influence was
effected. In Aisha-Marigo's case, this was critical. It allowed each
level of government time to consider the merits of the case and for
a consensus of opinion to emerge.

To the representatives of the great powers, the affair might have
seemed only one more instance of the consensus of administrative in-
efficiency. During the Crimean conflict, Britain's envoy, Wyse, kept up
a steady flow of complaints to the Foreign Office about affairs in
the kingdom. These might be divided into four specific categories. To
begin with, Wyse believed that the country was at the mercy of a
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political system which relied inordinately on rewards, financial and
other, liberally dispensed from the capital and, more specifically, the
court. But this was only one side of the coin. A second complaint
charged that too many turned to the government for employment be-
cause the private sector provided too few opportunities. Third, the
public sector was marked by bureaucratic inefficiency, which resulted
in administrative ineffectiveness. Finally, there were the allegations that
public officials, entrusted with managing their country's affairs, were
abusing their office and the law.

Of the four accusations, Wyse could have cited the Demirali Affair
to support the last two charges. The initial response of Karystos' of-
ficials to the directive from the Ministry of the Interior and the actions
of the sergeant of the gendarmes could be open to question. But it is
important to discern the intent behind the British minister's criticism.
Wyse was unhappy with the system of government, including the con-
stitutional role and powers of the king. Not bureaucratic reform, but
constitutional change, was what England's envoy advocated. That the
Foreign Office did not support him at the time did not lessen the
seriousness of the situation for the Greek government. The Demirali
Affair simply provided ammunition for a more sweeping political attack.

As for relations between the Greek government and the Porte, points
of contention still remained. While dealing with one another, both
states had to confront the Western powers and their interests. In
doing so, the two states were well aware of the limits to their freedom
of action. For Greece, there was little choice. Britain and France, as
protecting powers, simply ensconced themselves as unwelcome guests
on the country's doorstep from 1854 to 1857. The Ottoman Empire,
on the other hand, was theoretically their ally against Tsarist Russia.
When British and French troops landed in Turkey, they came as friends.
Nevertheless, both Athens and Constantinople experienced the far-
reaching military and economic power of the West. And that power
served to draw the two states into a common political arena.

The treaty signed in Paris concluding the Crimean conflict admitted
the Ottoman Empire into the European state system with the promise
that its territorial integrity would be respected. At the same time, the
Western powers continued to insist on their economic rights in the
empire through the class of treaties known as the capitulations. The
Porte sought to redress the imbalance of privileges in these treaties but
achieved only partial success. Prior to signing the treaty, the sultan had
issued the imperial edict (Hatt-i-Illimayun) promising protection of
life and property to all his subjects, Muslim and non-Muslim.

These developments influenced not only the Porte's relations with
the Western powers but with Greece as well. Aware of the economic
benefits enjoyed by other European states in the Ottoman Empire, the
Greek government sought to obtain the same rights for the large num-
ber of its nationals who were engaged in commercial ventures there.
True to its interests, the Porte endeavored to oversee more effectively
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the activities of its own subjects as well as those of foreign nationals.
The Demirali Affair must be seen in this context. In their diplomatic
skirmishing, Rangavis and Riza were as concerned with establishing
their respective governments' authority in the case as in defining and
protecting an individual's personal status.

And what of Aisha-Marigo? When all the legal wrangling in the
case is considered, she appears as the beneficiary in the decisions which
were taken. Her right to determine her own life was ensured. She had
been vindicated in her efforts to secure her freedom of conscience.
Paradoxically, her victory was accomplished through an appeal to the
religious laws of a multinational state and the secular statutes of a
nation. The public law of the Ottoman Empire established the requisite
criteria for her to be considered an adult while the civil code of the
Greek kingdom accepted that status and upheld her right to act ac-
cording to what she believed were her own best interests. Aisha-Marigo's
triumph is part of a larger question, however. Her individual rights
were proclaimed by the state, which had its own reasons in doing so.
To establish those rights, the state had had to intervene in a relationship
considered valid since Roman times: the prerogative of parents to
exercise personal authority over their children. Although undoubtedly
unaware of the fact, Aisha-Marigo was witnessing the rise of a new
era. The state functioned according to established law but, at the same
time, undertook a more active role in the lives of its citizens in order
to secure their rights. State interests and individual rights became in-
creasingly interwined. And now, both the Greek kingdom and the
Ottoman Empire had to face the implications of this phenomenon.
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GREEK POLITICS IN THE UNITED STATES

The impending formation of a new Greek Cabinet in Cairo calls
for an examination of reactions in the Greek-American community
to a succession of political crises which have confronted the Gov-
ernment-in-Exile for the past few months—crises which began with
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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.
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demands from within Greece itself for a broadening of the
Government. This paper reports the attitudes of Greek-Americans
—pro-royalist, pro-republican and pro-Communist—toward these
developments and toward the European states whose foreign poli-
cies are felt to be of direct concern to the future of Greece.

THE creation of a Political Committee of National Liberation in Greece,
followed by the resignation of Prime Minister Emmanuel Tsouderos and
the appointment of Sophocles Venizelos as his successor, brought to a
climax the crisis which has long been hovering over the Greek Govern-
ment-in-Exile and galvanized political discussion within the Greek com-
munity in the United States. King George's promise that the new Gov-
ernment would be composed largely of Greeks who had lived under
the German occupation was interpreted as a concession to the fighting
groups in Greece and gave rise to hopes that the long-standing disagree-
ment between the Government-in-Exile and the National Liberation Front
(EAM) might be approaching a solution.

In recognition of Greece's precarious position at the nexus of spheres
of influence, the Greek-American press has subjected the neighbors and
allies of Greece to a constant and critical scrutiny. In the view of most
republican papers, the only force which could drive republican guerrillas in
the homeland into the arms of the Communists was [sic) the persistent
British support of the monarchy. The apparent neutrality of the Soviets
in this situation received favorable comment in the same papers, but
fears of a Balkan Pan-Slav bloc under Moscow guidance were expressed
in all sections of the press. Bulgarian territorial aspirations and the possi-
bility of an Italian come-back in Albania have also elicited general and
increasing concern.

I. ATTITUDES TOWARD THE GOVERNMENT-IN-EXILE

Aside from the ever-present problem of the King's return to Greece,
the main issue around which the present crisis revolves is, in the minds
of Greek-Americans, the question whether or not the Government-in-Exile
will cooperate with the National Liberation Front (EAM). Royalists in
the United States, still hoping to see King George return to Greece with
Emmanuel Tsouderos as his Prime Minister, have consistently defended
the Government's refusal to deal with the EAM, denouncing the latter
as a communistic organization whose chief aim has been to undermine the
position of the King. Republicans have been increasingly emphatic about
the right of the people inside Greece to share in the Government and
have felt that the EAM, representing the greater part of the resistance
element and many varieties of political opinion, is entitled to recognition
as a political force. The issue became acute when the announcement
reached this country in March that a Political Committee of National
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Liberation had been formed in Greece, composed of five members of the
EAM under the presidency of Colonel Euripides Bakirdjis.

The Failure	 In judging the present situation most Greek-Amer-
of Two Missions 	 icans go back to September 1943, which they gener-

ally consider to mark the beginning of the current
phase of Greek domestic politics.* At that time a group of leaders of
underground organizations in Greece with Elias Tsirimokos at their head
arrived in Cairo with a request that the Government-in-Exile be broad-
ened to include representatives of the fighting groups and that King
George announce his agreement to await results of a plebiscite before
attempting to return to Greece. At the same time, but independently,
George Exindaris came with a similar appeal on behalf of the old political
parties in Greece. Neither request was accepted. Anti-monarchist circles
in the United States were especially incensed over the ignominious treat-
ment which they believed to have been visited on the members of the
Tsirimokos mission, who, they charged, were kept as virtual prisoners in
Cairo, unable to communicate with the outside world and finally sent back
to Greece without the satisfaction of having received a considerate hear-
ing.

Since the Tsirimokos mission, political controversy among Greek-
Americans has flared anew. Royalists, as represented by the New York
daily Atlantis, have constantly attacked the opposition for trying to un-
dermine the unity of the Greeks, and Atlantis has waged a bitter cam-
paign against Basil Vlavianos, editor of the republican National Herald,
New York daily, calling him a "divider of Hellenism."* Republicans,
for their part, abandoned all vestiges of tolerance for the Government-in-
Exile when they became convinced that the Government had no intention
of broadening itself. Ever since the failure of the Tsirimokos mission it
had been anticipated that a crisis would soon develop within the Govern-
ment-in-Exile, and this expectation was made stronger by the resignation
of Vice Premier George Roussos in January. At that time, many Greek-
Americans thought that the issue of the Kings return to Greece had
been raised so squarely that the ministers who opposed his return had
no choice but to follow the lead of the Vice Premier. Anti-royalists here
were disappointed and monarchists correspondingly gratified when the
crisis failed to materialize; it was the general opinion that Prime Minister
Tsouderos had emerged stronger than ever and that the prestige of the
democratic ministers had declined accordingly.

Repercussions of	 In the meantime, Greek-Americans were watching
Guerrilla Conflict with renewed interest events in Greece. Through the

rigid censorship of the Middle East trickled reports
of warfare between the two main groups of guerrillas, and unsubstantiated

*See "American Echoes of Greece's Civil War," FN Number B-107 of 9 November
1943.

*See FN Number 159 of 17 November 1943.
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rumors of provisional governments. Opinions on the causes and extent
of the internal troubles varied. The National Herald echoed the belief
of many republicans in the Greek-American community when it sug-
gested (18 October 1943) that the accounts of civil strife were deliber-
ately exaggerated by the British as a pretext for insisting on the return
of the King as the only stabilizing influence, and that whatever civil war-
fare was being waged would quickly cease if he were to promise publicly
not to return to Greece until called by a plebiscite. The King's supporters
on the other hand charged that Communists were trying to control the
whole guerrilla movement with a view to establishing a Communist
regime in Greece after the war.

The negotiations which were carried on between the Government-in-
Exile and the guerrillas were veiled in obscurity and Greek-Americans
knew little or nothing about them. It was known that the Government
had sent emissaries to Greece to confer with the leaders of the under-
ground organizations and with Archbishop Damaschinos. It was even
suggested in the Greek-American press that a regency under Damaschinos
might be acceptable until the question of the monarchy could be settled
in an orderly way. Censorship, however, has never permitted transmission
to the United States of the news that such a proposal was actually made
to the Government and submitted to the King by Tsouderos, and that
Tsouderos threatened to resign unless the King accepted the proposal.

The Political The formation of the Political Committee of National
Committee of Na- Liberation in Greece under Colonel Bakirdjis fol-
tional Liberation lowed very shortly after the King's refusal to con-

sider the recommendation, although the announce-
ment did not reach the United States until some ten days later (27
March). Greek-American reactions to the news of the formation of the
Political Committee were varied, but opinion was unanimous that a new
element of importance had been introduced into the Greek picture. Al-
though the new body was careful to call itself a committee and not a
provisional government, to republicans as well as royalists its existence
presented an immediate threat that a rival government might be founded
on the pattern of the Partisan government in Yugoslavia.

The Atlantis warmly upheld Tsouderos's statement that the Govern-
ment could not recognize a body which represented only one group
(EAM). The liberal and extreme leftist press, on the other hand, wel-
comed the Committee as an effective weapon in the struggle to bring
about a broadening of the Government, emphasizing that only if it
failed to receive cooperation from the Government-in-Exile would it
resort to the extreme measure of declaring itself a provisional government.
Speaking for the republicans, Basil Vlavianos argued in the National
Herald (31 March) that the opportunity to broaden itself with the
cooperation of all parties had already been offered the Government-in-
Exile by the Tsirimokos and Exindaris missions and had been rejected;
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therefore Tsouderos's sincerity in declining to recognize the new Com-
mittee was open to grave suspicion.

The only outright opposition to the new Committee among the
republican Greek-American newspapers came from the strongly anti-
Communist Free Press, New York weekly. Recalling that Bakirdjis was
known as the "Red Colonel," the Free Press (1 April) stigmatized the
whole Political Committee as Communist. One of its members, Elias
Tsirimokos, whose widely circulated report on conditions in Greece had
evoked great admiration among Greek-American republicans all over the
United States, was described in the paper as a "third-rate provincial
politician" who was being used by the EAM "Communists" to hide the
real nature of their aims. Other Greek-American republicans, represented
by the National Herald, remembering their respect for Tsirimokos's
report, disagreed, declaring that the only Communist on the five-man
committee was Santos.

The general anti-monarchist view in the Greek-American community
was that the EAM whatever its faults was the largest and most effective
resistance organization in Greece and that few of its members were Com-
munists for any reason other than extreme reaction against the monarchy.

Venizelos as While Greek-Americans were still debating the significance
Successor to of the Political Committee, they learned that on 3 April
Tsouderos? Tsouderos had sent a telegram of resignation to the King

recommending that Sophocles Venizelos be appointed as
his successor. All parties agreed that Tsouderos had been forced into
this move by events in Greece, and his resignation was generally con-
sidered a victory for the republican cause. Vlavianos, however, in the
National Herald (4 April) injected a note of warning into the general
liberal rejoicing, suspecting that Tsouderos's withdrawal was merely a
maneuver designed in some way to improve his own position.

When Venizelos was called on by the King to form a government, it
appeared that he might be the means of establishing at least a semblance
of unity among Greek-Americans. Venizelos is the only figure in the
present situation who has at one time or another been persona grata to
both royalists and republicans. As the son of the great Eleutherios Veni-
zelos and as a member of the executive committee of the Liberal Party
in Greece, he was greeted as the hope of the republicans when he arrived
in the United States in 1942. In the early spring of 1943 he published
in the monthly Hellas of Chicago an uncompromising indictment of King
George and the Government-in-Exile.* After the article had gone to press
but before publication, it was announced that Venizelos had accepted a
post in the Government-in-Exile and would shortly leave for Cairo. His
acceptance was interpreted by some republicans, including his former
friend Basil Vlavianos, as a betrayal of his principles, although Venizelos
stated before his departure that his purpose was to bring about closer

*See FN Number B-38 of 8 April 1943.
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contact between the Government-in-Exile and the people of Greece.
As time went on and little seemed to have been achieved toward

reaching an understanding with the underground organizations in Greece,
anti-monarchists, with the exception of the group centered around Poly-
meros Moschovitis and the Free Press, grew increasingly critical of
Venizelos. Simultaneously the royalist Atlantis was disposed to forget his
republican background and welcome him as a supporter of the King.
When it was reported late in March 1944 that the King had invited
Venizelos to become Premier in succession to Tsouderos, Atlantis com-
mented that he was the best possible person to undertake the difficult
task of forming a new government. At the same time the National Herald,
although not absolving Venizelos from the responsibility of delaying
cooperation between the Government-in-Exile and the fighting groups in
Greece, indicated willingness to forget its animosity, saying that Veni-
zelos had "a unique opportunity to put a final end to the opposition
between the Government and the Greek people."

Anti-Royalist The report that Tsouderos had withdrawn his resigna-
Demonstrations tion and that the Government would remain in office
Reported "until the immediate crisis had passed" was taken by

the National Herald as confirming its forebodings. This
change in the situation brought to light some details of the crisis which
had not hitherto been known in the United States, including the fact
that anti-royalist demonstrations had taken place on a large scale in the
Army and Navy, and that a number of republican officers and men had
been arrested and detained. On learning this, the National Herald asked
indignantly how the crisis could be expected to pass until its cause had
been removed. It was thought generally that a quick and drastic solution
would have to be found if even more widespread outbursts were to be
averted.

When the King returned to Cairo in April, he renewed his invitation
to Venizelos to form a government, and in an official statement promised
that the new cabinet would consist largely of men "who have lived in
Greece under enemy occupation, and who, from their experience in the
cities and free mountains of Greece, are in touch with the real national
interests of today." This declaration mollified the King's critics in the
United States to some extent, but they noted the absence of the words
they most wanted to hear—his promise not to return to Greece before a
plebiscite.

The Political One of the complications foreseen from the vantage
Parties in Greece point of the United States is the future relation of

the old political parties in Greece to the guerrilla
organizations, particularly the EAM on the one hand, and the Govern-
ment-in-Exile on the other. The EAM has had the support of most anti-
monarchist Greek-Americans and the opinion has prevailed that the poli-
tical parties have lost much of their influence to the newer, more active
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groups. The pro-Communist Greek-American Tribune, New York weekly,
was particularly insistent (21 April) that the new government should be
truly representative and that the EAM, "which controls 50,000 active
and 150,000 reservist guerrilla fighters, and which is supported by mill-
ions of people inside Greece," should have the same numerical represen-
tation as other smaller political parties and fighting groups.

Recent reports are felt to have indicated a growing high-handedness
in the methods of the EAM and a consequent falling away of many of its
supporters in Greece. Some observers believe, therefore, that the time is
ripe for some of the older leaders to come to the fore again, as spokes-
men for Greeks who are discontented with the Government-in-Exile but
who have lost patience with the EAM. That the old political parties are
to be represented in the Government was made known with the arrival
in Cairo of George Papandreou, leader of the left wing of the Liberal
Party. Papandreou is the first prospective minister of the projected gov-
ernment to come from Greece, and it is reported that he will be followed
by three members of the EAM and one from General Napoleon Zervas's
rival guerrilla organization, the EDES. The apparent intention to have
all factions in Greece participate in the government is regarded as a long
step in the direction of a final solution.

II. ATTITUDES TOWARD OTHER COUNTRIES

Republican Distrust The opinions of Greek-Americans regarding British
of Great Britain policy have been closely related to their views on

Greek domestic problems. Royalists, looking to
Britain to save the throne, have been consistently and wholeheartedly pro-
British, while liberal and left-wing Greek-Americans have become in-
creasingly critical of British policy. A long editorial in the National
Herald 10 March asked if the provisions of the Atlantic Charter were
after all only idle words. The stipulation in the Charter that nations
should be free to choose their own form of government, the anti-mon-
archist press constantly asserts, is being disregarded by the British For-
eign Office. The tenacity with which King George clings to his throne,
in the opinion of the National Herald, Free Press, and Greek-American
Tribune, must be attributed to his reliance on outside support, a circum-
stance regarded as boding ill for future Greek independence. The Amer-
ican Government is criticized for following blindly the British lead and
having no constructive policy of its own.

Greek-American republicans nourish an additional and ever-present
grievance against Britain because of the censorship exercised in the Mid-
dle East, which (they maintain) by suppressing everything prejudicial to
the cause of the King, or advantageous to that of the opposition, makes
it impossible for them to obtain a clear picture of the actual state of
Greek affairs.

Prime Minister Churchill's emphasis on internal strife in Greece in
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his speech of 22 February and his omission at that time of any reference
to Greece's contribution to the war against the Axis appeared to deepen
the distrust of the republicans and even alarmed some royalists. Already
exasperated by British support of the King, to which they attributed a
large part of the responsibility for the recent fratricidal dashes among
the guerrillas in Greece, the republicans became even more embittered
when they read of the suppression by the British of republican demon-
strations against the King and the Government-in-Exile in Egypt.

Most observers believe that Greek opinion would swing back to its
Anglophile tradition if Britain would give some forthright indication
that she would henceforth keep hands off Greek internal affairs. Even
the most mordant criticisms in the Greek-American press are almost in-
variably tempered with expressions of gratitude for the British sympathy
toward the people of Greece.

Russia's Prestige The hopeful predictions made by the National Herald
Increasing that the Teheran Conference would mark the end of

spheres of influence, have been followed by sober
reflections on the possibility that Britain and Russia have divided Europe
between them. At the present time Russia enjoys great prestige among
most Greek-Americans, partly because of the prowess of the Russian
armies, but even more because Russia has as yet shown no disposition to
interfere in Greece's internal affairs. The news of the latest disturbances
in the Greek Army and Navy reached the United States by way of the
Tass News Agency.

With the exception of the group represented by the Greek-American
Tribune, Greek-American champions of Russia are not pro-Communist,
nor do they show any enthusiasm for Russian hegemony in the Balkans
Only the most stubbornly conservative supporters of the Metaxas regime,
as represented by the Atlantis of New York, appear to take seriously a
Communist menace in Greece—the pretext used by General Metaxas for
the establishment of his dictatorship in 1936; but the most frequent
criticism directed against the British is that by supporting the King and
the Government-in-Exile they are doing all they can to drive moderate
Greeks into the arms of the Communists.

Fear of a The good effect of Russia's apparent disinclination to
Pan-Slav Bloc meddle in Greek affairs might be counteracted how-

ever, in the minds of many Greek-Americans, royalist
and republican alike, by a too great Soviet interest in the rest of the Bal-
kans. Concern over the recurrent talk of a Pan-Slavic Balkan bloc under
the aegis of Russia was given new point by the publication in the New
York Times 11 April of C. L. Sulzberger's interview with Marshal Tito's
Minister of Foreign Affairs, Dr. Josip Smodlaka, in which the latter
expressed the desire of the Partisan government to see the establishment
of a federated state of South Slays, including Bulgaria and Macedonia.
Opinions differ among Greek-Americans concerning Russia's probable
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interest in such a federation. Opponents of Soviet policy such as Mr.
Moschovitis and Mr. Vladirneros Constantinides, editor of the Atlantis,
believe it to be part of a large-scale Russian imperialist scheme. Basil
Vlavianos, editor of the National Herald, on the other hand, who is
generally sympathetic to Russia, pointed out (14 April) that a federation
based on racial distinctions was quite contrary to the Soviet Government's
policy, which has been to encourage all the diverse nationalities in the
Soviet Union, whether Slavic or not, to preserve their own identity.

Apart from the question of Russian sponsorship, Greek-Americans
are almost unanimous in opposing any federation of Slays in the Balkans
Smodlaka's statement inspired a series of three editorials in the National
Herald (12, 13, 14 April) refuting the idea of race as a suitable basis
for any political combination on the ground that it would alienate the
other possible members. No Balkan federation could succeed, Vlavianos
stated, without the participation of Greeks, Albanians, Rumanians, Hun-
garians, and Turks, as a counterweight to the Slavic peoples. "The idea
of the Balkan federation is much too serious for anyone to play with. Its
realization would mean the assurance of peace among the peoples of the
peninsula, safety from without, and the respecting of their interests by
the strong states of Europe."

Bulgaria and the At the bottom of Greek-American distrust of
"Macedonian Question" a Slavic federation in the Balkans is the deep-

seated fear that Bulgaria would use her mem-
bership in it for the sake of her own aggrandizement at the expense of
her non-Slavic neighbors. A case in point is the question of Macedonia.
Noting with approval that Smodlaka, when he spoke of an independent
Macedonia, explicitly excluded Greek Macedonia, Vlavianos said that
Smodlaka, however, was an exception and that most Slays would include
the Greek territory in the hypothetical new state. The whole Macedonian
question, Vlavianos declared, and in this he has the warm support of his
fellow-countrymen without exception, was an invention of the Bulgars
as a stepping stone toward incorporating the whole region into Bulgaria
just as they had absorbed the autonomous state of Eastern Rumelia in
1886.

The persistent fear that Bulgarian propaganda might be instrumental
in enabling Bulgaria to retain the Greek territories now occupied by
her, has been one of the major preoccupations of the Greek-American
press. Frequent charges in anti-Communist papers such as Atlantis and the
Free Press that Communists of the EAM have been in communication
with Bulgarian Communists are perhaps responsible for the increasingly
firm stand taken against Bulgaria by the Greek-American Tribune which
on 14 April published on its front page a proclamation of the Com-
munist Party of Greece, dated July 1943, calling for "death to the Bul-
garian invaders." With great satisfaction the entire Greek-American press
noted Foreign Secretary Eden's declaration in the House of Commons,
22 March, that under no circumstances would Bulgaria be bribed to
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break away from the Axis by promises of Greek or Yugoslav territory,
and that no terms with Bulgaria would be made without the assent of the
countries most concerned.

Security vis a vis Besides freedom to choose the form of regime under
Italy and Turkey which they desire to live, the other great desire of

Greeks is for security. The whole Greek-American
press has been insistent that a fundamental prerequisite of security is the
abolition of Italian influence on the eastern shores of the Adriatic. As
constantly pointed out by all the papers irrespective of their party politics,
the use of Albanian bases for the Italian attack on Greece in October
1940, makes this a very real problem. Having administered a defeat to
the Italians at that time, the Greeks have never become reconciled to
Italy's present status as a co-belligerent. Reports of the dealings of the
Western Allies with King Victor Emmanuel and Badoglio and their
supposed adoption of the principle of expediency, which the Greek-
American press asserts has supplanted simple justice, fill the columns of
its papers with pessimism. Another symptom of the forgetfulness which
Greek-Americans see being visited on their homeland was the announce-
ment of the proposed three-way division of the Italian fleet. The achieve-
ments of the Greek Navy have been a source of pride to all Greeks and
Americans of Greek ancestry, and they had hoped that the many naval
losses suffered would be partly compensated by a share of the Italian
fleet.

The Greek-American attitude toward Turkey in recent months has
been somewhat critical, although cautious. The belief that Turkey's un-
willingness to provide the Allies with bases was responsible for the loss
of Cos, Leros, and Samos, undermined some of the confidence which
had been expressed in Turkey's sympathy for the cause of the United
Nations. The suggestion made by Turkey that Turkish armies could be
used to preserve order in the Balkans after the German with-
drawal did nothing to improve Greco-Turkish friendship in the view of
Greek-Americans. Atlantis has been the most censorious in its treatment
of Turkish policy, which it considers to be based on sheer opportunism.
The National Herald, on the other hand, is more inclined to give Turkey
the benefit of the doubt and to excuse her hesitation in giving material
aid to the Allies. Many Greek-Americans have had first-hand experience
with Turkey, both as friend and foe, and would be most unwilling to
see a return of the discord which was healed only after the drastic
measure for a mass exchange of populations had been signed and applied
by both sides. To preserve future peace in the Balkans they are therefore
looking and working toward a strong Greco-Turkish friendship.
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CONFIDENTIAL

Number B-195	 9 May 1944

GREEK-AMERICAN REACTION TO
ROOSEVELT-CHURCHILL LETTER

President Roosevelt's letter of 17 April to Prime Minister
Churchill, expressing agreement with the latter's policy regarding
Greece and a hope that it would bring about the return of the
Greeks to "the Allied camp," sharpened the recent dissatisfaction
of liberal democratic Greek Americans with American policy
toward Greece, and caused a noticeable wavering in the hitherto
general support which these circles have been giving to the Ad-
ministration. Adherents of King George in the United States, on
the other hand, welcomed what seemed to them an authoritative
note in the President's message, and hoped that it would induce
the "dividers of Hellenism" to see the light.

PUBLICATION in the American press 2 May of the text of a letter from
President Roosevelt to Prime Minister Churchill which had been released
in Cairo 1 May produced a sharp reaction in Greek American circles.
The liberal National Herald published two long editorials of protest
(2, 3 May). One of the first official acts of a recently formed New York
committee representing the Federation of Local Greek Societies of Greater
New York, was to send a telegram to President Roosevelt, objecting to
this message which, the telegram said, did an injustice to the Greek nation.
The telegram recalled the unceasing struggle still being waged by the
Greeks against the invaders. The pro-Communist Greek-American Tribune,
5 May, heartily endorsed the committee's action.

The conservative Atlantis which has consistently supported Metaxas,
King George, Tsouderos, and British policy, approved the letter in an
editorial of 2 May entitled. "At least let them listen to our President."
Atlantis reviewed the recent disagreements among the Greek people,
blamed these on the republicans, and, urging that personalities and parties
be forgotten, exhorted all Greeks to unite in support of the King. The
Atlantis was almost alone in its favorable attitude.

The stated objections to the letter, particularly from liberal quarters,
were based principally on two points: 1) an implication (which was
read into the letter) that President Roosevelt, who thanked Prime Minis-
ter Churchill for the "information regarding the recent difficulties en-
countered in the Greek participation in our Allied effort," had relied on
the British Government for his understanding of the situation; and 2)
doubt of the correctness of that information. The National Herald de-
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voted most of one editorial to a long list of Greek operations against the
enemy from October 1940 to the present, to confute any suggestion that
the Greeks might have left the "Allied camp." The recent disturbances
in the Greek armed forces do not, it was argued by the editor of the
Herald and by other republicans, signify a lack of patriotism; on the
contrary, they signify an abomination of the fascist regime under which
Greece suffered in the past, and which in the minds of the republicans is
still symbolized by the King. The real cause of the revolt was, they assert,
the fear on the part of the armed forces that if they took no action, nothing
would be done, in spite of repeated demands and repeated promises, to
establish a government really representative of the Greek people.

The Greek-American community also feels confusion and bewilder-
ment in consequence of paucity of news from Cairo. Responsibility for
this is attributed to rigid British censorship, which, it is charged, has
permitted only its own version of the incidents to be telegraphed abroad,
and has excluded all explanations that tended to mitigate the blame
accorded the Greek armed forces for their action. Both dailies referred
to a vigorous protest against the censorship lodged by a group of eleven
American, nine British, and one French war correspondents, in Cairo,
which received much publicitly in the American press. Atlantis mentioned
it only in passing, but the National Herald published a full account,
supported by a long editorial. The Herald also printed a letter of Richard
Mowrer, correspondent of the New York Post, on the same subject.

The Greek-American Tribune, always a staunch supporter of the
Administration, repudiated (5 May) any suggestion of bad faith in
connection with the letter of 17 April but recorded its deep regret that
the President seemed to be misinformed on Greek questions. The Tribune
asserted that its opinion was shared by all the Greek-American papers
which normally supported the President, whereas the Atlantis (which the
Tribune with American politics in mind characterized as "the Greek
language journalistic representative of the Republican Party") in this
one instance had given President Roosevelt its full approval.

CONFIDENTIAL

Number B-205	 8 June 1944

THE LEBANON CONFERENCE AS REFLECTED
IN THE GREEK-AMERICAN PRESS

While Greek-American journalists of all political factions saluted
the spirit of cooperation which reportedly prevailed at the Greek
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Unity Conference in Lebanon, their comments reflected the basic
political differences still obstructing the path to Greek unity.

THE RAPID and apparently successful conclusion of the Greek Unity
Conference which met in Lebanon 17 -21 May, surprised even those
Greek-Americans who had been most optimistic over its prospects. Those
of republican sentiments among them who had been maintaining stead-
fastly that the National Liberation Front (EAM) was eager to cooperate
with the old political parties were jubilant, and the joy of the royalists
was tempered only by the discovery that their prognostications of failure
were, for the present at least, unrealized. The fear of undue exercise of
influence by the British, however, has continued to agitate many liberals,
and the delay in completing the new government has led some observers
to believe that the crisis, which reached its apex with anti-royalist demon-
strations in the Army and Navy, may not yet be over.

The Conference Insofar as censorship permitted, the Greek-Amer-
and the New Premier ican press reported the progress of the Conference

fully. Approximately 25 delegates were said to
have attended, representing all the political parties and the major resist-
ance organizations. The meeting was presided over by the new Prime
Minister, George Papandreou, who had succeeded Sophodes Venizelos
in that office on 26 April.

Known as a liberal with leftist tendencies, Mr. Papandreou was first
regarded by royalist Greek-Americans with suspicion. But when it became
noised abroad that he had the backing of the British Government, which con-
tinued to support the King, Papandreou came to be regarded by the
royalist daily Atlantis as the man of the hour. At the same time, Greek-
American liberals, who had continued to express resentment of what they
deemed British interference in Greek domestic affairs, became less en-
thusiastic about him.

First reports from the Conference brought word that in his opening
speech Mr. Papandreou had vigorously attacked the largest resistance
organization, the leftist EAM. But the liberal National Herald, 18 May,
warned its readers against accepting the early accounts without further
confirmation and refrained from passing judgment, stating, nevertheless,
that any agreement which did not take the EAM into account would
inevitably lead to further bloodshed. The royalist Atlantis, 19 May, and
the republican but strongly anti-EAM Free Press, 20 May, hailed Mr.
Papandreou's reported attack as a justification of their own hostility toward
the EAM. Supporters of the Liberation Front, however, were heartened
a day or two later by reports of the favorable impression made at the
Conference by General Stephen Saraphis, commander of EAM's army
ELAS, in a speech defending the activity of the organization and its
military arm.

The meeting dosed, according to the Greek-American press, in a
spirit of amity and cooperation, with the signing of a "National Charter."
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The full text has not been released in the United States, but two of its
provisions have been published. One stipulates that a coalition govern-
ment must be formed with members drawn from the resistance organ-
izations as well as from the political parties; the other calls for amalga-
mation of all the guerrilla forces in Greece under a single unified com-
mand. For the accomplishment of these two purposes Greek-Americans
are looking, with varying degrees of confidence, to the new Premier, Mr.
Papandreou.

Results of Meeting As reports of harmonious progress at the Conference
Well Received reached the United States, all factions began to shift

their attention from the personality of the Prime
Minister to the results of the meeting. Atlantis, which had unhesitatingly
prophesied failure for the Conference, stated on 24 May that the agree-
ment signed in Lebanon would be the salvation of the Greek people "if
it is faithfully observed by all Greek parties and organizations." The
National Herald was unreserved in its commendation, interpreting the
agreement as triumphant vindication of the Greek people. It commented
29 May on the "sincerity and high-mindedness of the representatives of
the EAM, on whose attitude the success of the Lebanon conference in
great measure depended." The Herald especially welcomed the fact that
the new government, insofar as its members had been announced, in-
cluded royalists, since, the paper emphasized, this must be a truly coalition
government, with all parties represented.

Even the pro-Communist Greek -American Tribune, though still critical
of Papandreou's attacks on the EAM, praised the results of the Confer-
ence as laying the foundation for Greek unity; its praise, however, was
subject to the reservation that the contents of the "National Charter" had
not been made public. The Free Press commented that for the first time
since 1936 the Greek Government was the creation of the Greek people
and not the result of a royal whim. Nonetheless the Press asserted that
several matters remained to be settled, especially the status of the King
and the question of what it called "Communist and EAM meddling."

Britain Charged The presence near the conference of the British
with Backing Royalists Ambassador, Mr. Reginald Leeper, and the

latter's explanation that he was there merely
as a "tourist," evoked characteristic expressions of suspicion from the
National Herald and the Greek-American Tribune. Increasing restiveness
is being shown over the delay in appointing as ministers any representa-
tives of the resistance organizations. This delay was originally attributed
to the need for time to arrange details, but a dispatch from Washington
printed in the National Herald of 31 May ascribed it to opposition on
the part of royalist circles in Cairo to any participation of Communists
or leftists in the Government. Anti-royalists, the Herald's correspondent
asserted, were protesting that the King's attitude ran counter to the
decisions of the Lebanon Conference. Mr. Papandreou's position was
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said to be growing increasingly difficult because of pressure which, the
National Herald asserted, was being applied by the British Government
to induce him to follow the views of the royalists. There was reason to
suppose, the dispatch in the Herald continued, that former Premier
Tsouderos was working behind the scenes in collaboration with Metaxist
elements in an effort to break up the Lebanon agreement.

Unity not Concerning the possibility of cooperation between the old
Complete political parties and the EAM-ELAS, Greek-Americans remain

divided. The republican Greek-language papers, with the
exception of the Free Press, assert that the idea of a coalition government
originated with the EAM, which sent the Tsirimokos mission to Cairo in
August 1943* for the express purpose of bringing about the formation
of a government in which the underground organizations would be repre-
sented. Now that this goal seems about to be achieved, these papers argue,
it is unreasonable to charge the EAM with obstructing it. Any failure in
negotiations, they assert, will rather be attributable to the unwillingness
of the conservatives to admit the guerrilla bodies to a full share in the
government. Atlantis and the Free Press, on the other hand, are suspicious
of the sincerity of the EAM, believing that the latter is aiming at com-
plete domination of Greece and that it will accept no terms incompatible
with this aim.

Another potential stumbling block to unity is the matter of the punish-
ment of the men responsible for the recent disturbances in the Greek
armed forces. Royalist and anti-Communist papers have been loud in
their demands for the punishment of the rebels, whom they brand as
"Communists" and "Fifth Columnists." The republican Greek-American
journals, on the other hand, have maintained that only a distorted and one-
sided view of the events was allowed by the British censorship to reach
the United States, that the rebels were really patriots, fighting against
fascism and dictatorship, and that punishment of the rebels could there-
fore only serve to stir up fresh division at a moment when unity is dose.
Some Greek-American observers, who daim to have heard a report that
Sophocles Venizelos' resignation from the premiership was brought about
by his insisting upon an amnesty for the rebels, have expressed pessimism
over Mr. Papandreou's ability or desire to deal with this matter according
to the views of the liberals.

On the question of the King's return to Greece, the Greek-American
press has said relatively little in connection with the Lebanon Conference,
although the royal status must necessarily be closely affected by the results
of that meeting. Except for passing references, both sides appear to be
suspending comment, the royalists possibly because, encouraged by Prime
Minister Churchill's latest statement that His Majesty's Government was
upholding the monarchy, they are relying on the British to restore the

*See "American Echoes of Greek Civil War," FN Number B-107 of 9 November
1943.
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King; the republicans, according to some, because they hope to have a
majority in the new cabinet when it holds the King to his promise (in
a letter of 8 November 1943 addressed to Tsouderos) to consult with
his ministers about the time of his return to Greece.

Bids for Greek- The various Greek political groups have shown a
American Support marked interest in winning the support of Greek-

Americans. Alexander Svolos, who replaced Colonel
Euripides Bakirdjis as president of the Political Committee of National
Liberation, addressed through the National Herald, 26 May, a message
to the "Greeks of America," assuring them that after the Germans and
Bulgarians had been driven out of Greece the Greeks would restore the
sovereignty of the people. The same paper on 1 June published a greeting
to Greek-Americans from John Sophianopoulos, who represented the
leftist parties at the Conference. Though recognizing the difficulties
ahead, Sophianopoulos expressed confidence in ultimate success and
called on the future government to devote its energies to the feeding of
Greece, its economic rehabilitation, and the satisfaction of its national
claims Finally, 3 June, the National Herald printed a fetter from Kom-
nenos Pyromaglou, deputy chief of Napoleon Zervas' guerrilla organ-
ization, EDES, promising the cooperation of that body in carrying out
the terms of the Lebanon agreement.

Administration While the conference was still going on the liberal
Policy Watched Greek-language press gave much publicity to an ex-

change of messages between President Roosevelt and
a group of Greek leftists participating in the Conference. A telegram
to President Roosevelt signed by Alexander Svolos for the Political
Committee of National Liberation and by Miltiades Porphyrogenis and
Petros Roussos for the Communist Party, promised that "although the
desire for national unity had led to unhappy events in the recent re-
volt," the Greek people would never allow themselves to be drawn
away from the Allied camp and would continue to fight to the end.
In his reply the President praised the struggle of the Greek people and
their ability to put aside their differences in times of national danger.
The National Herald, 24 May, interpreted the President's message as
a possible sign of an independent policy on the part of the United
States toward Greece.
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CONFIDENTIAL

Number B-219	 30 June 1944

GREEK-AMERICANS AND THE CAIRO TRIALS

Support of Greek-American leftists and liberals for the new
Papandreou Government is far from achieved, with both re-
publican elements protesting the conduct of the trial of mutineers
in Cairo. Only the royalists fail to regard patriotism as one of
the causes of the April revolt.

THE opening of a court-martial in Cairo to try the officers and men
charged with the responsibility for the April revolt in the Greek Armed
Forces of the Middle East is regarded in liberal and left-wing Greek-
American circles as a potential stumbling-block to the Greek national
unity which, it was hoped, had been achieved at the Lebanon Con-
ference.* The extreme leftists advocate abandoning the trials im-
mediately; liberals favor their continuation but demand that the trials
be fair and the reports uncensored; royalists call for severe punishment
for the mutineers.

On 19 June, the day on which proceedings began, the Greek-
American Labor Committee in New York, issued a statement protesting
against the trials. It reviewed the crisis in Greek political affairs from
the time of the formation of the Political Committee of National
Liberation (PEEA) to the Government-in-Exile's rebuff of the PEEA
request that a government of national unity be formed.

Protest by The statement recalled that, as a result of the Govern-
the Leftists ment's inaction, demonstrations occurred on 25 March

among civilians and military men, and that on 31 March
a delegation from the Armed Forces appeared before Prime Minister
Tsouderos to recommend cooperation with the PEEA. The members of
the delegation, the statement continued, were arrested, and released only
in response to popular pressure. On 6 April a large section of the Armed
Forces declared its allegiance to the PEEA, and the "revolt" was finally
suppressed with British aid.

"In the meantime, [the protest continued) the Government
of Mr. Papandreou called a conference in Lebanon of delegates
of all political parties and fighting organizations. The idea of
calling such a conference had already been suggested by the

*See "The Lebanon Conference as Reflected in the Greek-American Press," FN
Number B-205 of 8 June 1944.
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PEEA six weeks previously and had been backed by the Armed
Forces. What then is the logic of court-martialing people for
having supported the exact plan that the Government itself at
least pretends to carry on?

"In Lebanon a National Charter was signed by all, and a
message was released to the people of Greece proclaiming that
national unity had been achieved. After all this, to go to work
and court-martial the officers and men through whose pressure
unity was achieved, is absurdity itself....

"Moreover, the question arises: How can the King and the
Cabinet expect anything good to come out of these trials? The
Greek nation, as one man, is rising to protest such treatment of
the most patriotic officers and men who fought valiantly in
Albania and Northern Greece in 1940-41 against Mussolini,
Hitler and the Bulgarian hordes. . . . These are the men who
are ready to fight anywhere for the liberation of Greece and of
the world.

"General Montgomery said of the 1st Greek Brigade now
on trial which was under his command at El Alamein that no
better fighters than these Greeks could be found.

"The Greeks of the United States should demand:
"First, the cancellation of thees trials, or the annulment of

any decisions reached;
"Secondly, the immediate release of all imprisoned officers

and men;
"Thirdly, the immediate formation of a truly national unity

government including the EAM, the Political Committee of Na-
tional Liberation, and the Communist Party;

"Fourthly, that the minutes of trial be published since the
trial is taking place behind closed doors.

"They should also remind the King and his Cabinet that
theirs is the responsibility for the postponement or even eventual
failure of the formation of a national unity government."

Another protest was lodged at a joint meeting of the Central Council
of the Greek-American Fraternal Association (IWO), the Federation
of Greek Maritime Organizations, the Pan-Cyprian Society and the
Greek-American Tribune, held in New York 16 June. A telegram was
sent to Prime Minister Papandreou saying that "cancelling of the trials
and completion of a cabinet with representatives of the EAM, PEEA,
and the Communist Party is a national and international necessity for
victory and liberation." At the same time, telegrams were sent to
President Roosevelt, Prime Minister Churchill, and Premier Stalin, ask-
ing them to use their influence in achieving these ends. The Com-
munist-line Greek-American Tribune has upheld the ideas expressed
in the protest, and the same view has been systematically and per-
sistently expressed by the Daily Worker.
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Liberals Assess Liberals also have attacked the trials. Basil. Vlavianos,
Responsibility editor of the National Herald, speaking before the

Committee for a Democratic Foreign Policy in New
York, 26 June, stressed the previous military record of the "mutineers,"
who, he said, had defeated the Italians and had covered the evacuation
of the British Army from Greece. In this speech, and in two editorials
in the National Herald (19, 23 June) Mr. Vlavianos laid the ultimate
responsibility for the revolt at the door of King George, the Tsouderos
Government, and Prime Minister Churchill for creating the situation
which inevitably led to the trouble. Instead of proceeding with the
trials, Mr. Vlavianos said, Prime Minister Papandreou should have
granted an amnesty to all the officers and men concerned. A member
of this Branch who has had occasion to talk with a number of rep-
resentative Greeks and Greek-Americans in and near New York is of
the opinion that Mr. Vlavianos' view is widely shared by the liberals
among them. Almost without exception they deplore the mutinies, not
through any lack of sympathy with the demands of the dissidents, but
because of the unfavorable light in which Greek affairs have been made
to appear to the public at large; furthermore they believe that a general
amnesty is essential to the achievement of unity and for the successful
functioning of the Papandreou Government. Mr. George Haniotis,
formerly head of the Greek Office of Information in Washington, de-
clared privately that in his opinion the imposition of severe sentences
would be disastrous to the cause of unity.

Commenting on the protest of the Labor Committee the Herald (23
June) agreed in principle with the Committee's view but did not sub-
scribe to the recommendation that the trials should be cancelled at
this point. Having gone so far, the Herald argued, the trials should be
continued for the sake of clearing the atmosphere. But they should be
conducted in a spirit of fairness and objectivity, and the proceedings
should be freely transmitted, uncensored, to the world at large, so that
the Greek people as a whole may have an opportunity to form an
unprejudiced opinion. Mr. Vlavianos emphasized the fact that the trials
were of a purely political character, and that the defendants would be
judged in Greece on political, not military grounds; he doubted that
a court-martial would deal with the accused justly.

Royalist View The liberal and Left-wing view that the mutineers were
acting from patriotic motives and should, in the interests

of unity, be exonerated of the charges brought against them is not,
of course, accepted by the royalists. The daily Atlantis of New York
and other royalist papers have consistently emphasized the fact, rather
than the causes of the mutiny, and have shown no disposition to for-
giveness. In Washington, Admiral Sakellariou remarked to a member
of this Branch that in his view all the mutineers were Communists and
opportunists. Any member of the Greek Armed Forces who used arms
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for political purposes, he said, should be hanged immediately, and
without trial.

CONFIDENTIAL

Number B-239	 23 August 1944

GREEK-AMERICAN COMMITTEE OF NATIONAL UNITY

Inspired by the liberal newspaper publisher Basil Vlavianos and
headed by Stenos Pistolakis, Greek republican statesman and
friend of the elder Venizelos, a new Greek-American Committee
of National Unity aims to counter monarchist and British in-
fluence in Greek affairs and to secure participation of the left-
wing EAM guerrilla movement in a government of national
unity.

A NEW organization called the Greek-American Committee of National
Unity has recently been founded for the purpose of counteracting "mis-
leading news from reactionary Greek circles in Cairo" and "austere
British censorship," and of "enlightening the Greeks of America and
American public opinion on the Greek question." More specifically,
it aims to obtain recognition for the National Liberation Front (EAM)
as a liberal democratic movement representing the majority of the
Greek people, and to secure the participation of the EAM in a Greek
government of national unity. The announcement by the Greek Office
of Information on 19 August that the EAM, PEEA (Political Com-
mittee of National Liberation), and KKE (Communist Parity of
Greece) have decided to participate in the Papandreou government is
not expected to halt the activities of the Committee, which will do
what it can to rehabilitate the good name of those organizations.

President of the new Committee is Stelios Pistolakis of Philadelphia,
close friend of the former Premier, Eleutherios Venizelos, and member
of the 1936 Parliament which was dissolved by Metaxas. The other
officers are representative Greek-Americans of liberal and leftist views
from Chicago, Boston, New York, and Philadelphia. The Committee
is reported to have about fifty members, scattered about in New York,
Philadelphia, Boston, Detroit, Chicago, and other cities, and is said
to be rapidly growing.

Basil Vlavianos, editor of the daily National Herald of New York,
has told this Branch that the original idea for the organization was his
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own, and that some months ago he had suggested the formation of
such a committee but nothing had come of it. Those who took the
initiative in the present instance had asked Mr. Vlavianos to be presi-
dent, but he had declined on the ground that it would be more valuable
to the Committee to have an American at its head. In spite of this
advice the Committee chose Mr. Pistolakis, a citizen of Greece. Mr.
Vlavianos also declined a place on the executive committee, preferring
to be merely a plain member of the organization. He has however taken
an active part in the committee's activities, and at its request revised
a manifesto setting forth the aims of the organization. His version,
which was accepted by the committee, was published in the National
',Herald on 9 August, and in the Communist-line weekly of New York
City, the Greek-American Tribune, 18 August.

The Manifesto The manifesto began by deploring the "irreconcilable
spirit" which it said was created by the King and his

entourage and which made it impossible to form a true government of
national unity. Greeks everywhere, the statement continued, felt that it
was essential to Greece's national interests that a government of national
unity should be formed and that the laying of all blame for domestic
troubles on "the greater part of the fighting Greek people" should cease.
The present situation was attributed in large measure to foreign meddling
on the one hand, and on the other to the disinclination of the Western
Democracies to settle the Greek problem in accordance with the desires
of the Greeks.

The manifesto stressed that it was the duty of Greek-Americans
"not to remain inactive during the present critical period for the Greek
Nation, but to contribute with all our powers to the recognition of the
struggle and rights of the Greek people " Since the EAM and the PEEA
constituted the majority of those fighting within Greece against the
Axis they should be supported and public opinion should be enlightened
concerning their work.

The Committee's three-point program followed:
1) To contribute to the achievement of Greek unity, which

cannot be attained without the cooperation of all the political,
military and moral forces of the fighting Greek people, and
especially of the military and political organizations of the EAM
and the PEEA, which undoubtedly represent the great majority
of the Greek forces of resistance. In this way not only the
military but all the forces of the Nation can be reorganized on
a democratic basis, and Greek rights can be effectively supported.

2) Having in mind the economic exhaustion of Greece, to
support the economic re-establishment of the country and full
reparation by the invaders.

3) To support in general the implementation of the Atlantic
Charter, President Roosevelt's Four Freedoms and the decisions
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of Moscow and Teheran, for speedy victory and post-war co-
operation; and to work against the pre-war system of regulating
international questions on the basis of spheres of influence.

The manifesto ended with an invitation to all like-minded Greeks
in America and friends of Greece to join the Committee.

Committee's Plans; Mr. Vlavianos was convinced that the Greek-
Press Reactions American Committee of National Unity could do

very useful work for the cause of liberal democracy
in Greece. Some funds, he said, had already been collected through
private subscription and it was thought that more would be raised
soon. The Committee proposed to try to influence public opinion in
this country through the American press, the Greek-American press,
and perhaps in pamphlets and other ways.

The response of the Greek-American press to the formation of the
new Committee has been characteristic. The implacably anti-EAM and
royalist Atlantis of New York was silent. The New York Free Press,
republican but anti-Soviet, on 12 August referred to the Committee as
the "Committee for Greek Division" and called it a place only for
fifth-columnists and Communists; it was worthy only of contempt.

The National Herald was naturally enthusiastic over the new Com-
mittee. The pro-Communist Greek-American Tribune, 18 August, said:
"The Greeks must encourage and back the Greek-American Committee
of National Unity as a duty toward both their adopted and native
countries—as a contribution to victory in the war and to the people's
peace."

RESTRICTED

Number M-231	 21 September 1944

Event:	 ANNUAL CONGRESS OF THE PAN-EPIROTIC
FEDERATION OF AMERICA

Speakers:	 Archbishop Athenagoras, Ambassador Cimon
Diamantopoulos, Constantine Demos,
Christos Tsouros

Place;	 Detroit
Date:	 3-6 September 1944
Attendance: 51 representatives of more than 30

chapters and organizations
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Speakers at the annual congress of the Pan-Epirotic Federation of
America, held in Detroit the week of 3 September, demanded the cession
to Greece of parts of Northern Epirus now included in Albania. The
Congress marked the end of division in the Epirote-American com-
munity which until some months ago had been split into two factions.

Archbishop Athenagoras, Primate of the Hellenic Orthodox Church
in America, and the Greek Ambassador, Cimon Diamantopoulos, both
spoke of the need for cooperation and unity among Epirotes if Greek
national desires were to be fulfilled. The Archbishop, himself born in
Epirus, made plea [sic) to his fellow-Epirotes for mutual forgiveness of
past mistakes and quarrels and for a general reconciliation in the in-
terests of harmony and unity.

Constantine S. Demos, who two years before had led a secession
from the Federation to found a dissident organization, the American
National Pan-Epirote League, delivered a conciliatory address in which
he emphasized the necessity of sacrificing all personal ambitions in behalf
of the Epirote cause.

Christos Tsouros, supreme president of the Pan-Epirotic Federation,
delivered the main address. He recalled that the Pan-Epirotic Federa-
tion had sent a telegram to the conference of foreign ministers at
Moscow held in October 1943, which stated that thousands of Epirotes
living in Albania as far north as the Genousos (Skoumbi) River
earnestly desired union with Greece. [The Genousos River runs west-
ward from the vicinity of Lake Ochrid through Elbasan to the Adriatic.}
"This river," said Tsouros, "we consider to be the natural boundary
between Greece and Albania." By establishing this frontier, he con-
tinued, the happiness and freedom of the Epirotes would be assured
and all Greece would be protected against "any kind of attack from
cruel neighbors, such as that of October 1940 by Italy and Albania."
The speaker also quoted a statement by Philip Dragoumis, Under Min-
ister of Foreign Affairs in the Greek Government-in-Exile, that "Al-
bania must cease to be a bridgehead for Italy to attack ourt peninsula
at any moment whatever."

Tsouros spoke of a message from the Pan-Epirotic Brotherhood of
Alexandria which reported that certain Northern Epirote towns had
been devastated in revenge for the formation of guerrilla bands by the
Epirotes. Albanians, Tsouros [sic) said, aided greatly in the destruction,
"cooperating with the conquerors to bring about the complete annihilation
of the Greek element." He spoke of the part played by the Epirotes in
resisting the invaders, and expressed the conviction that their just de-
mands would not be overlooked at the peace conference.

In condusion, Tsouros welcomed the formation of an Epirote organ-
ization in London which aimed, he said, at enlightening British public
opinion on Epirote questions and protecting the interests of Epirote
hostages held by the enemy.

The congress sent a telegram through the Greek Government-in-
Exile congratulating the guerrilla forces fighting against the Nazis in
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Greece, and pledging wholehearted support "for the organized national
struggle of the Greek people for liberation."

RESTRICTED

Number M-237	 7 October 1944

TWO MACEDONIAN-AMERICAN CONVENTIONS

I.

Event:	 23d ANNUAL CONVENTION OF
THE MACEDONIAN POLITICAL ORGANIZATION

Speakers:	 Albert H. Lybyer, James G. Stewart
Place:	 Hotel Carter, Cleveland, Ohio
Date:	 3-4 September
Attendance: 400

II.

Event:	 14th ANNUAL CONVENTION OF THE
MACEDONIAN-AMERICAN PEOPLES LEAGUE

Speaker:	 George Pirinsky
Place:	 Webster Hall Hotel, Detroit, Michigan
Date:	 3-4 September

At concurrent conventions, the nationalist Macedonian Political Or-
ganization (MPO) and the leftist Macedonian-American Peoples League
(MAPL), meeting respectively at Cleveland and Detroit 3-4 September,
stated again their political credos. The MPO reiterated its stand for
complete independence for Macedonia as the sole means of eliminating
friction in the Balkans. The MAPL concerned itself chiefly with support
of the Administration in the coming national election.

I.

The chief result of the MPO convention was a declaration which
registered the organization's stand for a "united and independent Mace-
donian State . . . [which will serve] as a link of unity among the Balkan
States" instead of being as in the past a factor for disunity.
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The principal speech of the convention, a review of Macedonia's
history, was made by Dr. Albert H. Lybyer of the University of Illinois.
In a short address, Mayor James G. Stewart of Cincinnati assured the
convention of his hope that the Macedonian flag would soon fly over
Macedonia.

The entire central committee, governing body of the MPO, was re-
elected.

President 	  Kosta Popoff of Detroit
Vice President 	  Christ Anastasoff of St. Louis
2nd Vice President 	  Carl Chaleff of Indianapolis
Secretary 	 Luben Dimitroff of Indianapolis
Treasurer 	  Pashe Popchef of Indianapolis
Councilors 	 Methody Chaneff of Canton and

Anastas Elieff of Detroit

Pleas in behalf of Macedonia's freedom were addressed to President
Roosevelt and to Prime Minister Mackenzie King of Canada.

II.

The MAPL convention devoted itself chiefly to three issues: (1)
organization of a relief program for Macedonia through the leftist United
Committee of South-Slavic Americans; (2) support for the re-election of
President Roosevelt; (3) formulation of a memorandum on the Mace-
donian question to be submitted to Washington.

The principal address was delivered by George Pirinsky, national
secretary of the MAPL and executive secretary of the American Slav
Congress. Pirinsky asserted that Bulgarians and Macedonians have been
resolute foes of Nazism and attacked as pro-Nazi the leaders of the MPO
who, he said, regarded the Nazi subjugation of the Balkan countries as an
act of liberation.

RESTRICTED

Number M-244	 26 October 1944

Event:	 TOWN HALL FORUM
Speaker:	 Adamantios Polyzoides
Place:	 Curran Theatre, San Francisco
Date:	 17 October 1944
Attendance: About 1400
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Favoring a British sphere of influence in Greece and the Mediterranean,
Dr. Adamantios Polyzoides, columnist, radio commentator, and professor
at the University of Southern California, in a lecture before the Town
Hall Forum in San Francisco 17 October, stated that it was an advantage
for small countries to have protectors like England. The speaker, a well-
known figure to many of the 1400 or more Town Hall members present,
hoped "the best man will win" in a plebiscite to determine the fate of
the monarchy in Greece. He expressed a belief that although Marshal
Tito was now on top, General Draza Mihailovich would have a place in
a federation of Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes.

These sentiments were set forth by Polyzoides in the question period
following his speech on "The Position of Greece and Russia in This
War." The highlight of the speech itself was the assertion that the Soviet
Union was becoming a "Nationalist Union" and was "taking a leaf from
Czarist Russia" in pursuit of "an expansionist Baltic policy." Polyzoides
hoped that Anglo-Russian interests would be "reconciled" in Iran and
the Balkans. He also hoped that Russia would not re-assert the old aspira-
tions for the Dardanelles, though he did want to see Russia given "access
to warm waters." Asked whether Russia "has abandoned Communism to
adopt Pan-Slavism," the speaker pointed out that the populations in
Rumania, Hungary, Albania, and Greece "are not all Slays."

"I am not afraid of British influence in Greece," said Polyzoides. The
Greeks, he continued, would profit by this influence; they "are not afraid
of Britain." In answer to a query concerning British sponsorship of King
George of Greece, he quoted the King as saying he would not return to
Greece until the people voted him back.

In several European countries, he said, it was felt that a constitutional
monarchy would be a stable and progressive element. On the other hand,
the King's opponents feared that he might set aside the constitution as
he had in 1935. If there was to be unity in the Balkans, Polyzoides con-
cluded, it would have to be on the basis of revitalized democracy.

RESTRICTED

Number M-249	 4 November 1944

Event:	 RALLY IN CELEBRATION OF GREEK LIBERATION
Sponsors:	 Numerous Greek-American organizations
Speakers:	 Ambassador Cimon Diamantopoulos, Professor

Leslie Shear, Father Efthimiou, former
Ambassador to Germany James Gerard, Rabbi
David De Sola Pool, Johannes Steel,
William Gailmor, Oscar Broneer, Katina
Paxinou, Charles Boyer, others
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Place:	 Manhattan Center, New York City
Date:	 29 October 1944
Attendance: 2,500-5,000

Under the combined auspices of many Greek-American organizations,
a large rally was held in New York 29 October to celebrate the liberation
of Greece. The meeting was attended by an audience variously estimated
at 2,500 to 5,000. Among the sponsors were: Federation of Hellenic
Societies, Federation of Greek Communities, American Friends of Greece,
American Hellenic Educational Progressive Association, Greek-American
Progressive Association, Greek-American Inter-Collegiate Club, Greek
War Relief Association, American Legion, Greek War Veterans, Greek
Labor Organization, Greek Maritime Union, Dodecanesian Council. Greek
costumes and folk songs lent color and variety to the program which
consisted chiefly of many short speeches. Most of the speakers confined
themselves to praise of the Greeks and appeals for aid to Greece. Two,
however, praised the National Liberation Front (EAM); they received
an ovation, as did those who spoke of Greece's territorial aspirations.

Speeches Johannes Steel, radio commentator, declared himself in favor
of the EAM and the Partisans of Yugoslavia. Under the

leadership of President Roosevelt, he said, together with Prime Minister
Churchill and Marshal Stalin, the leaders of a new democratic Greece,
the people of Greece, and the world would get justice. "Do not fear for
Macedonia; Roosevelt will give it to you. Do not fear for the Dodecanese;
Roosevelt will give it to you." Steel ended by asking that the trio of
Roosevelt, Stalin, and Churchill be not broken up, in order that "the
leadership of all parties under the EAM and ELAS will not have been in
vain."

William Gailmor, radio commentator, also extolled the EAM. "When
the Greeks meet and fight under the banner of EAM it is goodbye to
fascism." He accused "dishonest newsmen" of deliberately distorting facts
in order to make it appear that the members of the EAM were bandits
intent on fostering civil war. There would never be civil war in Greece,
he said, because ninety per cent of the Greeks were united under the
EAM.

Father Efthimiou, who represented the Cathedral of the Holy Trinity
in the absence of Archbishop Athenagoras, spoke in support of Greek
claims to Macedonia, Thrace, Northern Epirus, the Dodecanese, and
Cyprus. He also discussed the Allied treatment of the Greeks, comparing
it with that of the Italians, and expressed a hope that the Greeks would
fare better in the future.

Ambassador Diamantopoulos spoke briefly, appealing to all Greeks
to forget their political differences and work together for national unity.

Oscar Broneer, executive vice president of the Greek War Relief
Association, outlined the Association's post-war program for aid to Greece,
and presented a resolution, which the meeting adopted, to be sent to the
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leaders of the United Nations. The resolution urged, in behalf of Greece,
participation in "all war and peace councils," relief, restitution of prop-
erty, freedom of the people to choose their own form of government, and
satisfaction of Greece's territorial claims.

Greek-American The royalist Greek-American daily of New York,
Press Comments Atlantis, pronounced the rally disappointing. It noted
with regret that no American officials were present, and remarked that
the rally "was concerned more with the work of the Greek War Relief
and Spyros Skouras than with the glory and claims of Greece, which
should have been the aim of yesterday's celebration."

The Greek republican National Herald of New York reported the
rally enthusiastically and at length on its front page. The pro-Communist
Greek-American Tribune commented that "we observed two noteworthy
facts in connection with the opinion of the audience. One was the wild
reception given to the laudatory references to the EAM . . . and the other
was the equally wild reception given to the mention of the name of
Roosevelt." The Tribune reported the meeting at length in both its
English and its Greek sections.

CONFIDENTIAL

Number B-274	 9 November 1944

GREEK-AMERICAN VIEWS OF THE
CHURCHILL-STALIN AGREEMENT

The reported agreement on Balkan questions between Prime Minis-
ter Churchill and Marshal Stalin at Moscow aroused uneasiness
in conservative as well as liberal-leftist Greek-American news-
papers, the former fearing Russian, and the latter British, inten-
tions. Following Mr. Churchill's report to Commons and the pub-
lication of the Bulgarian armistice terms, however, the view was
widely expressed in both camps that Mr. Churchill had saved
Greek Macedonia for Greece. While the liberal publisher Basil
Vlavianos believed that Churchill had agreed not to insist on the
King's return to Greece, the royalist Atlantis failed to comment
on the monarchist angle and remained cool.

LIBERAL and left-wing Greek-American opinion on Prime Minister
Churchill's visit to Moscow 9-20 October, which had been reserved in
the period between the Prime Minister's return and his report to the
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House of Commons, became much more enthusiastic after his speech
there 27 October. The monarchist and conservative press which had also
been dubious about the results of the visit, continued to maintain a some-
what lukewarm attitude. The interest of both groups was focused mainly
on Allied policy toward Bulgaria as affected by the talks, but liberals also
thought they discerned a change in the attitude toward the King.

After Mr. Churchill's speech to the Commons, many individuals in
both camps privately expressed the opinion that the Prime Minister had
won a victory and had saved Greek Macedonia from being detached from
Greece to become part of an autonomous Macedonian state. At a service
in Washington 29 October, commemorating the liberation of Greece,
Archbishop Athenagoras made reference in his sermon to "Prime Minister
Churchill's successful mission to Moscow." Much apprehension had been
felt over the delay in the Bulgarian evacuation of Greek Macedonia and
Thrace, and even such an earnest advocate of collaboration with the Soviet
Union as Basil Vlavianos, editor of the liberal National Herald, had
privately expressed some alarm over Russia's failure to clarify the situation.

Liberal Opinion In an editorial 24 October the National Herald re-
marked that the reported agreement between Churchill

and Stalin on questions affecting the Balkans was very welcome from the
point of view of relations between Russia and Britain, but wondered
whether it was equally beneficial to the small nations involved. The small
nations had a right to know the details, so that they could judge freely
whether decisions relating to them were in accordance with the spirit of
the Atlantic Chatter.

In an editorial on 30 October, however, the Herald said: "Judging
from his [Churchill's] speech of 27 October to the House of Commons,
one is obliged to conclude that the fine cooperation between Great Britain
and the Soviet Union has recently gone through a serious danger." Mr.
Churchill, said the Herald, had apparently realized that "the policy which
the British Government has persistently followed until today, of imposing
anti-popular regimes on people who have sacrificed their all for liberty,
is not to the interest of Great Britain, nor the Balkans, nor the fine
cooperation of the Great Powers."

The Herald interpreted the agreement as formal acknowledgment on
Churchill's part that the King would probably not return to Greece, and
believed that this concession greatly facilitated accord on the Bulgarian
question, toward which, it was remarked, Russia had maintained a guarded
attitude. "If," the Herald concluded, "the spirit which prevails in Mr.
Churchill's speech shall also dominate the actions of the British Govern-
ment in the immediate future, then we can be boundlessly optimistic
about the development of the situation in Greece and the Balkans."

Conservative Comment The traditionally pro-British and royalist daily
Atlantis, 26 October, writing before Churchill's

report to the Commons, dismissed the conference in a few words, saying
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that it was doubtful whether the results were worthy of note. London
and Washington, the paper said, had begun to realize that Russia had
laid down a definite program of action in Eastern Europe, from which
she had no intention of deviating, and for this reason America had
ceased to take part in discussions about Eastern European affairs. After
Churchill's report on his visit, Atlantis continued to be somewhat cool.
Although crediting the Prime Minister with achieving the evacuation of
Bulgarian troops from Greek territory, the paper seemed to feel (30
October) that Russia had succeeded in obtaining lenient armistice terms
for Bulgaria, and would continue to protect that country at the expense
of Greece. Atlantis made no reference to the possible effect of the talks
on the question of the monarchy.

The conservative republican and anti-Soviet Free Press expressed the
view (28 October) that the results of the Moscow talks were "much less
satisfactory" than they were made to appear in the announcement. On 4
November the Free Press printed a lengthy excerpt from the Prime
Minister's report, without comment.

Communist View The Communist-line Greek-American Tribune, 20
October, saw in Mr. Churchill's visit an admission

that British policy toward Greece must be changed. "The new decisions
made in Moscow mean that both the British and Russians will withdraw
from the Balkans at the end of the war." After Mr. Churchill had re-
ported, the Tribune was very enthusiastic over the meeting, but discussed
it only in general terms, using it as an occasion for an appeal for the
re-election of President Roosevelt, in order to maintain close cooperation
between the three Great Powers.

SECRET

Number 220	 28 November 1944

THE GREEK-AMERICAN COMMUNITY IN 1944

I. INTRODUCTION

As October ended, with Greek territories at last almost wholly freed
of German and Bulgarian invaders, Greek-Americans in the United
States in many planned or spontaneous meetings celebrated the liberation.
For a long time cut off from direct news, they had been desperately
anxious over the fate of relatives and friends suffering under Nazi rule,
and they have constantly worried over the difficulty of getting more help



The O.S.S. and Greek-Americans 	 95

to devastated and exhausted Greece. At the same time, conscious of their
firmly fixed roots in this country and proud of their participation in the
war effort of the United States, they have taken a somewhat more de-
tached view of Greek political problems than in the past.

Within the community outstanding leadership of a country-wide char-
acter has been lacking. The head of the Hellenic Orthodox Church,
though enjoying general high esteem, has kept to his ecclesiastical field.
Organizational, professional, and business ranks, as well as sojourning
exiles, have failed to produce a spokesman acknowledged by the entire
group. Greek-language newspapers, edited by men with strong political
prejudices, have gone to extremes of Left and Right, and have not suc-
ceeded in representing the moderately inclined majority of the com-
munity, much less in molding its opinions.

Although Greek-American thought has been inevitably affected by
an underlying division into two parties stemming from the internecine
strife that nearly destroyed Greece during World War I, unanimity has
prevailed regarding the need for speedy liberation of all Greece and for
genuine American participation in the campaign, as well as for quick
relief and rehabilitation enabling Greece to resume her economic life
without an intolerable load of foreign debt. Greek-Americans with a
single voice have likewise called for the fulfillment of Greece's territorial
aspirations in the Dodecanese, Northern Epirus and along the Macedonian-
Thracian border; and all hope for the ultimate cession of Cyprus to the
Greek state.

In judging the successive cabinets of the Government-in-Exile, how-
ever, the moderate-minded majority of the Greek-American community
seems to have reserved its verdict. And the same "wait-and-see" attitude
has been accorded to the National Liberation Movement in Greece
(EAM), the Security Battalions, the detention of Greek soldiers and
sailors in Egyptian internment camps, the problem of British and Soviet
policy in the Balkans, and other questions. Charges and counter-charges
of treason bandied about in the controversies of party politics have not
been taken too seriously. Even the long-festering quarrel over the mon-
archy and the restoration of King George has now become a matter of
secondary importance to many Greek-Americans, and it is believed that a
substantial majority, though probably favoring the establishment of a
republic, hold the problem to be an internal one which the Greek people
alone should have the right to resolve.

II. THE COMMUNITY

The Greek-American community, estimated to number nearly 400,000
and widely distributed throughout the United States is almost wholly
concentrated in urban settlements. Although the great bulk of migrants
came from farming districts in Greece, once arrived in this country they
turned away from agriculture altogether. Beginning as laborers in order
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to acquire a little capital, nearly all as soon as possible set themselves up
in small enterprises of their own. Shoe-shine parlors, florist shops, fruit
stands, candy stores, and restaurants marked their gradual climb, and
some few rose into the realms of big business. Hardly a city or town of
any size in the United States is without a quota of Greek-Americans.
Wherever their numbers made it possible they promptly founded a church
as the center of their local community; and today there are some three
hundred organized parishes recognizing the authority of the Hellenic
Orthodox Church under Archbishop Athenagoras who has his seat in
New York City.

First and Second The sharp restrictions on immigration applied since
Generations 1921 have been showing their effects increasingly on

the Greek-American community. During the past
twenty years few fresh arrivals from the homelands have augmented the
number already here; while the ranks of those who came earlier have
inevitably been thinning. In the meantime the number of those born of
Greek stock in this country has been steadily growing.

Those who came from abroad, the first generation, are largely un-
schooled, little versed in the English language, conservative in their social,
political and economic ideas. They still cherish the memory of the mother-
land and are deeply interested in its problems.

The second generation on the other hand, born in this country, attuned
to its surroundings, is well on its way to Americanization. Its attachment
to Greece is inculcated rather than innate. For a long time the older
generation exercised a powerful influence on the younger, which was
brought up in the Hellenic tradition of filial respect; but Greek-Amer-
icans say that the pendulum has now swung to the other side, and the
second generation has begun to break down the conservatism of its elders.
In parochial schools supported by numerous local communities, Greek
has been zealously taught to the younger generation, but in competition
with English it is steadily losing ground. The Greek-language press there-
fore is read mainly by older people, members of the first generation.

The Church Archbishop Athenagoras, head of the Greek Church in
America, is perhaps the most widely recognized Greek-

American spokesman, but he has sharp critics as well as many admirers.
The Archbishop has stated to this Branch and repeatedly in public that
as an American citizen he holds himself aloof from participation in Greek
political activities. Those who distrust him, however, call attention to the
fact that in conducting services the Archbishop regularly has included a
prayer in behalf of "our King" George and Prince Paul and his wife
Princess Frederika. They also point out that Athenagoras has usually
taken care to stand in dose relations with the Greek government actually
in power at the moment. This policy is reasonable, Greek-Americans
explain, since the Hellenic Orthodox Church in America comes under
the ecclesiastical jurisdiction of the Ecumenical Patriarchate in Constan-
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tinople which receives a heavy annual subsidy from the Greek Govern-
ment.

Organizations	 If the Church has failed to provide a leader acclaimed
by all, the fraternal and other organizations have been

no more successful. The national brotherhoods AHEPA (American Hel-
lenic Educational and Progressive Association) and GAPA (Greek Amer-
ican Progressive Association) have been directed by men enjoying con-
siderable prestige in the community; but their influence has been limited
mostly to fraternal matters. Reputations that might otherwise have re-
ceived wider recognition have sometimes suffered as a result of feuds
rising from personal rivalries and jealousies. Both organizations have
studiously avoided concerning themselves with foreign politics.

Professional and	 Greek-Americans in growing numbers have become
Businessmen	 educators, scientific researchers, doctors and lawyers;

but in such professional ranks they tend to associate
more and more with their American colleagues and to drift away from
the Greek-American community The same may be said of the successful
few who have established a footing in big business. They have almost
always retained a lively and generous interest in Greek questions, and
have supported such institutions as the Greek War Relief Association;
but they have not made themselves accepted leaders of the community.

Newspapers It is the considered judgment of many Greek-Americans
that their newspapers are not fairly representative of the

community. The daily Atlantis of New York reflects the personal views,
royalist and far to the Right, of its owners and editors; the daily National
Herald, nominally liberal and republican, has swung far to the Left,
though still short of the Communist-line weekly Greek-American Tribune.
All three of these papers and most of the other less important publications
in their efforts to win adherents tend to present and select news in
accordance with their political convictions. Meanwhile, the great bulk of
the community proceeds along a middle road without a real voice in the
press.

Refugee Shipowners Shipowners, temporary refugees from Greece and
and Politicians	 other European countries, play an important role in

the life of the Greek-American community of
New York. There are altogether some forty or more, for the most part
accompanied by their families; and they have established a professional
association of their own (Greek Shipowners' Association). Most of them
are Greek citizens who hope some day to return to Greece. Since they
still own ships, they are generally prosperous and have a good deal of
economic power and social prestige. Thirty years ago the shipowners
were almost without exception ardent supporters of Venizelos and his
internationalist policies; believing themselves harshly and unfairly treated
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under succeeding governments and especially by the Metaxas dictatorship,
they still range themselves with the liberals and anti-royalists, and they
will certainly throw their weight in favor of a post-war republican regime
in Greece.

A good many politicians, including seven ex-cabinet ministers who
fled from Greece before the German invasion, have found refuge in the
United States during the war. Several undoubtedly intend to return to
active political life when conditions permit, and attempts have been made
to build up a following among Greek-Americans. Though such efforts
have stirred up controversies in the Greek-American press, they have
apparently yet failed to win much support in the community; but the
presence of these elements is a potential source of political agitation.

Political Division More than a quarter-century ago when the destructive
Constantinist-Venizelist feud crossed the Atlantic

from Greece to America, the Greek-American community split into two
fanatically antagonistic factions. This political cleavage affected all activi-
ties of business, fraternal and social life, and even made serious inroads
on the Church organization. Time has now greatly softened the bitterness
of those emotions, but the old quarrel, in a milder guise, continues to
form the principal root of the political division still prevailing in the
community.

No poll has been taken to determine in what proportion the commun-
ity is divided as between monarchists and republicans Many Greek-
Americans estimate that a majority of the first generation (perhaps sixty
per cent) now favor the republican movement; while among the second
generation, reared in the atmosphere of American democracy, the majority
might be as high as eighty-five per cent. Among the royalists, it is said,
by no means all are enthusiastic advocates of the restoration of King
George II, though he can count on the support of a devoted group
centered about the Atlantis.

The Communist elements among Greek-Americans are relatively few
and unimportant. They are chiefly represented in the Greek-American sec-
tion of the IWO, comprising thirty-one local lodges, mostly in the eastern
part of the United States, with a total membership of about 1,600.* Their
official organ is the weekly Greek -American Tribune of New York which
claims a circulation of 5,000. In its attitude toward Greek political prob-
lems the Communist-line group, for the moment at least, associates itself
with the liberal republicans.

III. PROBLEMS EVOKING UNITY

Greek-Americans of all parties have shared a desire for American mili-

*See "Communist-Line IWO Reorganizes to Emphasize Nationality," EN
Number 201 of 11 July 1944.
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tary participation in the liberation of Greece. With some that desire
sprang from a fear of suspected British designs against Greek sovereignty,
with others from a fear of possible Slav encroachment under

Soviet auspices; but it rose also from a general convic-
Liberation tion that the United States was a country friendly to the
with American rights of small nations and to Greece, with no ulterior
Participation motives in the Mediterranean area. The Dodecanesian
League, which has addressed appeals on the subject to Secretary of State
Cordell Hull, through its president told this Branch of its desire to have
American soldiers sent to every Greek village. This, in his view, would
have served to draw still closer the bonds of friendship already linking
the two countries.

Relief and	 Greek-Americans have been equally united in urging
Rehabilitation	 speedy emergency relief and long-term rehabilitation of

devastated Greece. The community holds that Greece
is entitled to much more than emergency relief. Her contribution to the
common cause in fighting the Italians first and then the Germans, and in
subsequently continuing her resistance both inside the country and outside
in association with the Allies, has given her the right, Greek-Americans
assert, to count on help in generous measure sufficient to enable her not
only to rebuild all that has been destroyed, but to re-establish her eco-
nomic life on a sound basis.

TERRITORIAL ASPIRATIONS

In support of Greece's territorial aspirations under the post-war settle-
ment the Greek-American community is of one mind.

Dodecanese Rightists, moderates, and leftists, including Communists,
demand that the Dodecanese be awarded to Greece.* They

see no reason for refusal of a claim which seems to them so incontro-
vertibly just. But there is a widespread feeling of bewilderment and
chagrin at the failure of Allied statesmen to make a specific reassuring
declaration of intentions on this subject; and the consequent uneasiness
has given rise to disturbing rumors and speculation. Some have been led
to suspend that Great Britain might be intending to seize one or more
of the islands for herself.

Northern Epirus	 Greek claims to Northern Epirus* have also received
the approbation of the Greek-American community.

A long propaganda campaign, recently much intensified by the Pan-Epi-

*See "Greek Territorial Aspirations: II. The Dodecanese," FN Number 142
of 22 July 1943.

*See "Greek Territorial Aspirations: III. Northern Epirus," FN Number 150
of 15 September 1943.
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rotic Federation, a roof organization for all Epirote societies in America,
has strengthened the conviction, held with religious fervor by all Greek-
Americans, that the disputed territory (which the Albanians call Southern
Albania) is thoroughly Hellenic in population, culture and tradition, and
should be united with the Greek state.

Macedonia A strategic readjustment of Greece's border with Bul-
garia,** so as to guarantee the security of Thrace, has

likewise won the unanimous endorsement of Greek-Americans. Detesta-
tion of the Bulgarians has been aroused to a high pitch by the frequent
publication in the Greek-language press of stories recounting brutalities
inflicted by Bulgarian occupying troops on the unarmed Greek population
of Thrace and Macedonia. Propaganda conducted by the League of United
Macedonian Societies of the United States has also been effective in keep-
ing the question before the attention of the public.

Rightists, expressing themselves in the daily Atlantis of New York,
have charged that Communists and leftists, Greek-American as well as
Greek, have promoted a deal to surrender Thrace and Macedonia to a
Red Bulgaria or to establish an autonomous Communist Macedonia. Both
abroad and in this country these charges have been vehemently denied as
falsifications inspired by fascists and royalist intransigence. Moderate
Greek-American opinion seems to rest easy in the belief that no person
of Greek stock, whatever his politics, would ever be willing to give up
one foot of Greek soil to hated Bulgaria.

The slowness of Bulgaria's evacuation of the occupied Greek provinces
was a cause of much worry among Greek-Americans; and although they
found it unthinkable that those provinces should not be returned inte-
grally to Greece, possibly with certain strategic additions, they waited
impatiently for some authoritative Allied statement that might allay their
fears. That anxiety has contributed not a little to foster suspicion of
British and Russian aims in the Balkans. Consequently the announcement
in the press that Churchill and Stalin in their conferences at Moscow
9-20 October had brought about an Anglo-Soviet agreement on the
Greco-Bulgarian problem was at first received by Greek-Americans with
some coolness and reserve,* though satisfaction was naturally expressed
when Bulgaria was ordered to withdraw her troops at once from Greek
soil. When it became apparent from Churchill's speech in the House of
Commons, 27 October, that the whole Greek position in Thrace and
Macedonia had been seriously threatened and had in fact been saved
only through British intervention, the sentiment of the community under-
went a change. The liberal and leftist press, previously critical of Churchill,
was thankful, while the conservative anti-Soviet Atlantis, a constant
admirer of Churchill in the past, expressed sarcastic dissatisfaction. The

**See "Greek Territorial Aspirations: IV. The Macedonian-Thracian Border,"
FN Number 153 of 29 September 1943.

*See "Greek-American Views of the Churchill-Stalin Agreement," FN Number
B-274 of 9 November 1944.
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publication 29 October of the Bulgarian armistice terms evoked consider-
able disappointment in the Greek-American community and press, since
it was felt that Bulgaria was being treated much more leniently than she
deserved.

Cyprus Cyprus occupies a special niche in the thoughts of Greek-
Americans,** among whom there are few, if any, who do

not fervently desire the union of that island with Greece. Even those
admitting that the British administration has provided good government
with many benefits for Cyprus nonetheless feel that it is a foreign en-
croachment on the rights and liberties of a people fully capable of gov-
erning itself. The Turkish minority in Cyprus, constituting some twenty
per cent of the population, is never mentioned in the discussion. Cypriote-
Americans, chiefly through two federations of their regional societies,
conservative and liberal, have conducted active and effective propaganda
for union. But the sentiment aroused is not so intense—nor so hopeful—
as that felt concerning Greece's other major aspirations for rounding out
her territory. More as in a pleasant dream than in the expectation of see-
ing it soon realized, Greek-Americans picture to themselves a liberal
British government handing over Cyprus to Greece in a generous gesture
like that of 1863 when the Ionian Islands were ceded to the newly re-
established Greek Kingdom.

IV. PROBLEMS EVOKING DISUNITY

In its attitude toward other problems of Greek politics the Greek-
American community has divided along party lines; and the press with
its extremist views has failed, if indeed it has tried, to conciliate the
opposing forces. Both sides have consistently appealed for unity, but
each has insisted on terms wholly unacceptable to the other.

Government- The Government-in-Exile through all its changes has
in-Exile generally been supported by the elements of the ultra-

Right, with Atlantis sounding their darion. They have
taken a legitimist stand. The more conservative the government was, the
more willing was the support accorded; the closer the cabinet associated
itself with the King, the more enthusiastic was the approval expressed.
Every elimination of a conservative minister was noted with disapproval,
and every addition of a liberal was greeted with prophecies of disaster.
A strong government, able to impose its will, like that of General
Metaxas, was held up as the indispensable need in these critical times.

The leftist-liberals, with the Herald as their voice, have consistently
distrusted the Government-in-Exile only relenting a little from time to

**See "Greek Territorial Aspirations: I. Cyprus," FN Number 139 of 8 July
1943.
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time as the complexion of the cabinet took on an apparently more pink-
ish tint.

EAM One of the principal issues—and it has had many ramifications—
concerned the relations between the Government-in-Exile, estab-

lished in Cairo, and the National Liberation Front (EAM), operating in
Greece. A satisfactory adjustment of those relations was regarded by all
as indispensable if national unity was to be achieved. The liberal-leftists
have held the Government-in-Exile responsible for the long delay in
bringing unity about, and have accused the Government and particularly
Prime Minister Papandreou, since he took office in May, of deliberately
attempting through propaganda, censorship, and all other available means,
to destroy the power of the EAM and its army, the ELAS. Papandreou,
it was charged, desired to stamp out popular government so that he
might be able to impose an authoritarian regime on post-war Greece. At
the other extreme, conservatives have thrown the entire blame on the
EAM, which they have characterized as an out-and-out Communist move-
ment, scheming to establish a proletarian dictatorship; and they have
applauded the Government's course of action each time they thought it
dealt an effective blow at EAM. Atlantis has regularly spoken for the
conservatives with some help from the Free Press, while the Herald took
up cudgels for the liberals, assisted by the Tribune.

Satisfaction seemed to be general when it appeared that the confer-
ence of party leaders held in Lebanon in May had found an acceptable
formula for unity. Satisfaction increased when in early September six
representatives of the EAM agreed to join, and were admitted into, the
cabinet-in-exile. The return of that cabinet to liberated Athens and its
reorganization 23 October into a homeland government on Greek soil
giving representation to all parties, although fully reported in the press,
curiously received almost no editorial comment for or against. Neither
conservative nor liberal editors seemed yet to have made up their minds
what stand to take; perhaps all have had a feeling that Papandreou's
unwieldy coalition was likely soon to collapse.

The community has been greatly disturbed by the conflicting stories of
American correspondents in Greece. Some, featured in Atlantis, have
reported that the whole country is shaken by violent internal disorder,
with many clashes, much bloodshed and killing. Others, quoted in the
Herald, have asserted that all is peace and quiet. The Herald's dispatches
have extolled the good will of the liberal and leftist resistance groups
and their loyal collaboration with the government. Atlantis' cables have
painted a picture of utter discord, prophesying the outbreak at any moment
of civil war caused by Communist and EAM intrigue. Most Greek-
Americans are puzzled and confused. They do not know which stories
to believe, and until the truth emerges they are reluctant to put their
opinions on record.
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Security Battalions Deeply involved in the controversy between the gov-
ernment and the EAM was the question of the Secur-

ity Battalions, which, as explained in the Greek-American press, were
formed in Greece by the puppet government under Nazi auspices and
were armed by the Germans for the purpose of fighting the EAM. The
Herald and the Tribune have repeatedly asserted that at the very time the
Government-in-Exile was trying to persuade EAM to enter the unity
front, it was secretly negotiating with German-controlled Security Battal-
ions and was plotting to maintain and use those Battalions in post-war
Greece in a campaign to destroy the EAM. Atlantis defended the Gov-
ernment's action in refraining for many months from denouncing the
Battalions, and the Free Press has acclaimed the Battalions for protecting
the unfortunate Greek people from attack and pillage by the EAM army.

Military The Herald and the Tribune have charged the Government-in-
Internees Exile with injustice and political exploitation in keeping many

thousands of Greek soldiers in detention camps in Egypt. As
an aftermath of the political disturbances which shook the Greek Army
and Navy in April 1944, liberals asserted, nearly all officers and men of
republican sentiment were combed out from the services and incarcerated
behind barbed wire, where they have been left to rot in idleness. All were
patriots, the Herald declared, and many of them had participated heroically
in the campaign against the Italians in the Albanian mountains during
the winter of 1940-41; their sole fault now was that they still had the
courage to stand up for their republican principals against fascism. The
Free Press and Atlantis, on the other hand, have had no sympathy to
spare for "traitors" who let themselves be led into a "Communist-inspired"
mutiny in time of war. Predominating opinion in the Greek-American
community is said to be sympathetic to the officers and men, and there
has been a growing concern over the treatment accorded them. There is
a feeling that the Government (perhaps yielding to British pressure) has
made a tragic mistake in failing to use in the struggle for liberation these
forces of trained veterans estimated to number from ten to sixteen thou-
sand.

British	 All along in the press, extreme rightists and leftists have
Influence fought over the question of Britain's policy toward Greece.

Atlantis has neglected no opportunity to extol Winston
Churchill's virtues and to invite ever closer British interest in Greece's
affairs. Ostensibly the paper has desired the protection of Great Britain in
countervailing any possible Communist or Slavic aggression against Greek
territory under Soviet sanction; but in the eyes of hostile critics, Atlantis
has been won over rather by confidence in British support of King George.
The Herald, the Tribune, and the Free Press (until it recently made a
volte face) have been outspoken in denouncing Great Britain's attitude
toward Greece, which they have characterized as intolerable interference
in Greek internal affairs; and they have insistently demanded that the
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people of Greece be left free to settle their own political problems.
A considerable section of the Greek-American community appears to

believe that there is some basis for suspecting British motives. This atti-
tude has been strengthened by a widely held belief that news reports
from the Middle East relating to Greek affairs have been subjected to a
rigid censorship, not only military but more especially political, which
has held back items favorable to liberal democratic activities and the
EAM resistance movement in Greece and has stressed everything favoring
the conservative royalist groups and their record. Although a share of the
blame for this censorship is placed on the Greek Government-in-Exile,
the thief responsibility is thought by many Greek-Americans to rest with
the British authorities in the Middle East who are therefore suspected of
having hidden purposes, probably not to the advantage of democracy in
Greece. Greek-Americans say they would unitedly resent the assignment
of Greece to a British sphere or to a Russian sphere or to any foreign
power's sphere; they want Greece to be free and independent.

Attitude	 The Greek-American community has apparently not been
Toward USSR much frightened by the specter of sinister Soviet designs

consistently featured in the Free Press and Atlantis. Al-
though for the most part opposed to Communism as an ideology, the
community has been impressed by the triumphs of the Russian armies
on the Eastern Front, pleased with the direct Soviet methods of disposing
of war criminals, and conscious of mutual religious ties in Eastern Ortho-
doxy, especially since the Moscow government sanctioned the re-establish-
ment of the Patriarchate. While not going so far in Sovietophile senti-
ments as the Herald and the Greek-American Tribune, the majority seem
to feel that Moscow is not at heart unfriendly to Greece, nor determined
to impose a Soviet regime there; and that even if some Russians might
have sentimental reasons for coddling Bulgaria, Greece could count on
the good offices of Great Britain and the United States to secure for her
the kind of settlement to which they maintain her record has entitled her.

RESTRICTED

Number M-259	 2 December 1944

Event:	 CELEBRATION OF THE LIBERATION OF GREECE
Sponsor:	 United Greek Communities and Societies
Speakers:	 George Christopher, Peter Depasta,

Theodore Andronicos, General Joseph W.
Stilwell, Robert W. Kenny
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Place:	 Civic Auditorium, San Francisco
Date:	 26 November 1944
Attendance: About 10,000

About 10,000 persons, largely of Greek origin, celebrated the libera-
tion of Greece at a meeting in San Francisco, 26 November, held under
the auspices of the United Greek Communities and Societies. George
Christopher, as master of ceremonies, explained that the celebration was
not one of "undue exaltation" or of "arrogance."

Peter Depasta, Greek Consul General in San Francisco, gratefully
acknowledged the generous attitude of Greek-American organizations and
the Greek-American press toward the cause of Greek relief.

Theodore Andronicos stated that he looked to the recognition at the
peace table of Greece's sacrifices, with a distinction made between Greece
and the formerly pro-Axis nations "now fighting on our side in spurious
repentance."

General Stilwell joined Attorney General Kenny in praising Greek
resistance. Stilwell was enthusiastically applauded when he said that no
nation deserved more credit from the United Nations than Greece. "We
must see that she gets it."

Attorney General Kenny, stating that the liberation of Greece and
the defeat of Germany were not enough, said "this is a war to liberate
the minds of men, to kill the ideological bases for war." To accomplish
this, he remarked, we must have the intellectual light that has radiated
from Greece, and concluded: "Armies can win a war. Only thinking can
win a peace."

CONFIDENTIAL

Number B-291	 7 December 1944

THE BLACK CAT REAPPEARS

Comment in the Greek-American community and press on the
reported return to Greece of General Nicholas Plastiras explores
the possibility of a consequent regrouping of Greek political forces.
Conservatives and liberal republicans, hitherto at odds, acknowl-
edge the integrity of the Strong Man of 1922 days; royalists and
Communists have yet to comment. The possibility that the British,
failing to find popular support for King George, will back General
Plastiras, has been suggested.
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GENERAL Nicholas Plastiras, nicknamed the Black Cat by his monarchist
enemies, and the Black Knight by his conservative and liberal-republican
admirers, is reported to be on his way back to Greece from long exile
in France. The story has touched off excited speculation in the Greek-
American community over imminent political developments in Greece.
Former Under Secretary for Information Andreas Michalopoulos, now in
New York, in telegrams to the Greek Ambassadors in London and
Paris, and to Brendan Bracken, British Minister of Information, has de-
clared that General Plastiras, "whose democratic integrity is unchal-
lenged," must take over the Premiership at once.

The report of Plastiras' return, based on a Reuters dispatch and on a
telegram from Athens, and published in the National Herald and Atlantis
28 November, added that a Greek destroyer had been dispatched to Nice
to bring the General back. This, in turn, has led to speculation regarding
the possibility that the British may be preparing to back him. An earlier
rumor, subsequently denied, had put Plastiras already in Algiers, about
to proceed to Greece. Since no confirmation of the latter story has come
from other sources, it is being treated with a certain reserve; but many
Greek-Americans, belonging neither to the extreme Left nor the extreme
Right, are eagerly hoping the report may be true since they think it offers
almost the only possibility of escape from civil war in Greece.

His Integrity General Plastiras, one of the few older pre-war leaders
Unquestioned to retain any considerable following in Greece today,

is remembered principally for the primary role he played
in the revolution which brought about the abdication and exile of King
Constantine after the Asia Minor disaster in September 1922. Plastiras
headed the revolutionary government which, under the premiership of
Colonel Stilianos Gonatas, ruled Greece until January 1924, when it
voluntarily laid down its power so that the country might return to a
constitutional regime. Not even his monarchist enemies accused Plastiras
of using his power to further personal ambitions, although they bitterly
resented and never forgave him for being instrumental in driving King
Constantine from the throne, and for permitting the trial by court-martial
and execution of five cabinet ministers and the Commander-in-Chief of
the army judged responsible for the military debacle in Asia Minor.

Rumors that General Plastiras was about to be brought out of France,
where he had been living in exile since 1936, and might re-enter the
Greek political picture, have circulated in the United States from time
to time. Early in 1943 it was reported that a movement was on foot in
Greece to establish the General in power after liberation, since it was
recognized even then that the guerrillas would be a strong factor in post-
liberation politics, and Plastiras was looked to as one who could command
their support.* It is known that Plastiras has kept in touch, so far as

*See "Secret Provisional Government in Greece," FN Number B-29 of 25
February 1943.
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possible, with Greek affairs. He has also had an American representative
who at one time tried to arrange to have the General come to the United
States.

Rapprochement of A Greek temporarily residing in this country, who is
Conservatives and in dose contact with Greek-Americans in New York
Liberals Possible and Washington, told this Branch that the Plastiras

rumors are apparently changing the alignment of
Greek-American political opinion. The Communists, he said, are not
expected to support the General since they hope that the leaders of the
extreme Left will end up in power. It is to be noted that the Communist-
line Greek-American Tribune of New York has not published the reports
of Plastiras' projected return to Greece nor commented on them. Should
the General emerge as a potent factor in Greek politics, a break might
therefore be expected both in Greece and the United States between the
extreme leftists and the liberal republicans, who have hitherto seen
eye-to-eye on most matters pertaining to the Greek regime.** The con-
servative republicans, on the other hand, who had been driven more and
more toward the extreme Right by their fear of a Communist dictatorship
under EAM auspices, might now make their way back into the same
camp with the liberal republicans although such propinquity would
apparently give little comfort to their chief spokesman in the New York
conservative weekly Free Press, who has berated the liberal republican
National Herald for presuming to support General Plastiras.

The Free Press, 25 November, published a long review of Plastiras'
record in office, and praised him for seeing the country through a difficult
period with no thought for personal gain. The Press mentioned, but
passed over lightly, Plastiras' only two subsequent appearances in the
field of Greek politics—his unsuccessful attempt at a coup d'etat following
Venizelos' defeat in the elections of 1933 and his participation in the
Venizelist revolution of 1935.

The National Herald of New York, 18 November, also welcomed
the prospect that General Plastiras might once more take an active part
in Greek political affairs. The paper cited reports from Greece to the
effect that Plastiras was "the most popular and esteemed personality in
Greece." Even his most fanatical enemies, the Herald said, recognized
his complete integrity, and many whose political beliefs were in diametrical
opposition to his own turned to him during the Metaxas dictatorship,
believing that only he could restore the country to normal life.

Royalists Silent It is generally believed that royalists, to whom mention
of the Black Cat recalls gloomy memories of 1922,

could be counted on to oppose him to the end. But since their extreme
rightist stand has recently been based largely on the appeal to save Greece

**See "The Greek-American Community in 1944," FN Number 220 of 28
November 1944.
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from Bolshevism, their position might become precarious if a man of
prestige and force, and manifestly not tarred with the Bolshevik brush,
became the champion of the opposition, and if at the same time the other
vociferous anti-Bolshevists, the conservative republicans, went over to the
liberal side. The royalist Atlantis has made no editorial comment on
Plastiras' possible return.

Role as British Further speculation has been evoked by the report that
Compromise	 it was a Greek destroyer that was carrying Plastiras
Candidate?	 home. Some have interpreted this as indicating British

approval of the venture, since they think the ship could
not be sent without British sanction. Those who know the General are
convinced that he would never abandon his republican principles and are
wondering whether the British, recognizing popular sentiment against
King George, might compromise on Plastiras as a man who could unite
the majority of the people against a small but well-organized extreme
leftist minority seeking power for itself.

RESTRICTED

Number M-271	 28 December 1944

Event:	 PROTEST MEETING AGAINST BRITISH INTER-
VENTION IN GREECE

Sponsor:	 Greek-American Committee for National Unity
Speakers:	 Nicholas Cherones, Basil Vlavianos,

George Karaphlos
Place:	 Morrison Hotel, Chicago
Date:	 17 December 1944
Attendance: 400-500

Basil Vlavianos, editor of the Greek daily National Herald of New
York, was the principal speaker at a meeting in New York 17 December
to protest British intervention in Greece. A resolution addressed to the
State Department and representatives of the chief United Nations urged
the recipients to use their influence in ending the present bloodshed by
a "formula based on understanding."

Nicholas Cherones, a member of the faculty of Wright Junior College
and chairman of the meeting, declared that the purpose of the gathering
was not to feed ammunition to "professional British-haters" but to pro-
test against the policy of the British Government, which he said was
known not to correspond with the sentiments of the British people. "We
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are here to beg Mr. Churchill to stop the bloodshed in Athens. He alone
is responsible for it and he alone can stop it. We believe that it is quite
possible, without bloodshed, to determine the kind of government the
majority of the Greek people desire."

Mr. Vlavianos stated that the issue in the Greek crisis was that of
"democracy versus British imperialism." Current events in Greece, he
said, proved that freedom and democracy in the world were menaced not
only from outside but from within the United Nations, and Greece again
was leading the struggle for freedom and democracy, this time against
such forces within Churchill, in his effort to preserve the British Empire,
needed henchmen in every country, and for Greece he had chosen George
II, who in September 1936 through his Prime Minister Metaxas, had
declared the parliamentary system in Greece forever abolished and pro-
claimed that the Greek Government was being reorganized "on the
German and Italian models."

To bring back the unpopular government of King George II, the
speaker continued, Churchill had preferred to take brutal steps to crush
Greek democracy's struggle for freedom, and to call its leaders gang-
sters. The Greek people, Vlavianos concluded, did not fight to get back
this King and his regime, nor did they fight to become a British vassal
state. They wanted to live as equal and respected members of a democratic
world organization. However, as long as "ruthless imperialists like
Churchill" were in power, one might be pessimistic about the possibility
of achieving a decent world organization.

Dr. George Karaphlos, president of the church community of the
Holy Trinity in Chicago, castigated Greek Ambassador Diamantopoulos
and Minister Nicholas Lely, Director of the Greek Office of Information,
for trying to represent the members of the EAM as tools of Hitler and
Bulgaria.

RESTRICTED

Number M-276	 13 January 1945

Event:	 FORUM ON THE "CRISIS IN GREECE"
Sponsor:	 California Labor School
Speakers:	 Louis Vitalis, Bartley Crum,

John Pittman, Peter Boudoures
Place:	 California Labor School, San Francisco
Date:	 28 December 1944
Attendance: About 230
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Speakers and a predominantly non-Greek audience at a California
Labor School forum, 28 December, were generally in agreement in con-
demning British policy in Greece. Two speakers, however, — one the
editor of a Communist-line newspaper — held that the United States
was at least partially responsible for the present British course. The
British were pursuing a "policy of desperation," they argued, which
was induced by United States' [sic) failure to demonstrate its intention to
"follow through in international cooperation."

Vitalis Louis Vitalis, director of the Hellenic American Radio
Hour, defended the EAM as comprising two-thirds of the

soldiers who had resisted the Italians and Germans He was "shocked
that Churchill should call these soldiers gangsters." If Britain, as For-
eign Secretary Eden had asserted, wanted nothing in Greece but order,
then why did she not accept EAM proposals directed toward this end?
The majority of Greeks, Vitalis affirmed, were opposed to King George
and Prime Minister Papandreou. They wanted fair elections and the
elimination of all Nazis and Fascists. The speaker ended with an appeal
to the audience to voice its opinion to the United States Government.

Crum Bartley Crum, a San Francisco attorney, began: "I be-
lieve the British position in Greece is an indefensible

position. But I also believe it is an understandable one." He referred
to the Prime Minister Churchill' [sic) policy as a "policy of desperation"
approved by the Cabinet and by a Parliamentary vote of confidence
because the "United States has given Britain little assurance of co-
operation" in international relations. "Until we in the United States
show we mean to follow through in international cooperation" the
British Parliament would back up this policy of desperation even though
the British people deplored what was happening in Greece.

Pittman John Pittman, editor of the Communist-line People's
World, stated his agreement with the preceding speaker,

and remarked that even the London Times called Churchill's position
indefensible. The situation in Greece, he said, was "indicative of a
trend exemplified in India, Spain, Belgium, and Italy. In all these coun-
tries, British policy has been to support the reactionaries." The problem
of a progressive America was how to cut the ground from under the
feet of the British diehards and bring them into conformity with the
policies of the Soviet Union and the United States.

Boudoures During the question period, Peter Boudoures, West Coast
regional director of the Greek War Relief Association,

took issue with the statement made by Mr. Crum. He charged the
British with "economic exploitation in Greece," and said that "if the
Greeks could stand up to forty-five million Fascists and eighty million
Nazis, they would not continue to pay exorbitant rates of interest." The



The O.S.S. and Greek-Americans 	 111

speaker accused Britain of precipitating the present warfare in Greece
by refusing the EAM's request for elections. The Greek situation was
different from that in Italy or Belgium, he declared, since in Greece
military necessity could not be pleaded as an excuse for interference in
domestic affairs. He called for an "impartial commission to investigate in
Greece, preferably an American one." The Greeks, he concluded, "know
that America gives and does not take and that Great Britain takes but
does not give."

CONFIDENTIAL

Number B-303	 17 January 1945

ADMIRAL SAKELLARIOU IN CHICAGO

As a spokesman for the monarchist and anti-EAM point of view
in the current Greek embroilment, Admiral Sakellariou, who has
been making an extended speaking tour of the Middle West,
does not appear to have been too successful. Sakellariou, who
has been urging American participation in the British interven-
tion and who characterizes Archbishop Damaskinos as "no states-
man" and Premier Plastiras as a "revolutionary," was himself
characterized by a British spokesman as "clumsy" and by an
American liberal as "Exhibit A of why the Greeks mutiny against
their upper classes."

ADMIRAL Alexander Sakellariou, Vice Premier of the Greek Govern-
ment-in-Exile under Emmanuel Tsouderos, and later Commander of the
Greek Fleet, has been making an extended tour of the West and Middle
West, where he is reported to have been trying to build up sentiment
in favor of monarchy in Greece.

Among the Admiral's hosts in Chicago were John C. Gekas, lawyer
and head of the local Greek monarchist faction, whose brother is an
army officer in Greece actively engaged in fighting the ELAS, and Peter
S. Lambros, owner and editor of the Chicago Greek Star, a strongly
royalist weekly whose policy in American affairs is said by its rivals to
be directly influenced by the Chicago Tribune. Mr. Gekas told this
Branch that he and his friends expect Admiral Sakellariou to be the
next prime minister of Greece. Meanwhile, he said, the Admiral was
eager to use his stay in the United States to enlighten American public
opinion "properly."
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Admiral Sakellariou is said to have talked with influential persons
in all the cities he has recently visited. Many of the ideas which he
expressed privately he included in a speech delivered, at his own initiative,
before a meeting of the Council on Foreign Relations in Chicago, 4
January.

Views on the Sakellariou frequently uttered his unqualified approval
Greek Conflict of British action in Greece, and urged American par-

ticipation in British intervention against the revolt
of what he termed a small Communist minority trying to impose its
will on the vast majority of the Greek people. America and Britain,
he said, must save Greece for the western family of nations "because
we Greeks are further away from our neighbors than we are from you
Americans and British."

Sakellariou characterized the Regent, Archbishop Damaskinos, as a
clergyman, not a statesman, and remarked that the Archbishop could "by
no means be regarded as the strong man needed in Greece right now."
The Admiral condemned the new Prime Minister, General Nicholas
Plastiras, as an anti-monarchist and a revolutionary, and said nothing
good could be expected from the reappearance of Plastiras at the helm
of the Greek state.

In the forum after the talk at the Council on Foreign Relations,
Admiral Sakellariou at first declined to answer the question whether or
not the Greeks would welcome the reestablishment of monarchy in
their country, but later in a roundabout way, argued that the Greeks
were so individualistic and so jealous of one another's rise to power that
they must have a king over them as an arbiter and a symbol.

During the same question-and-answer period Sakellariou described
his own role in Greece before 1941 and in Cairo in 1941-43, particularly
during the first mutiny in the Greek armed forces in the Middle East
in 1942. He said that he took "severe measures to suppress the mutiny"
and that he was proud of this severity. He criticized the Tsouderos govern-
ment for shelving him in 1943 by sending him to America on a mission,
and revealed that he hoped to return to Greece soon, to tell the liberals
how wrong they were in treating the Communists so mildly.

Comments According to information reaching this Branch, the Ad-
on the Tour miral's speech made a bad impression on his American

listeners. After the meeting one member of the executive
committee of the Chicago Council on Foreign Relations called the
address "Exhibit A of why the Greeks mutiny against their upper
classes." William Clark, of the Chicago office of the British Informa-
tion Service, is said to have remarked that he would "rather not see
such clumsy and ultra-ultra conservative Greeks go around praising
British action in Greece." In this connection it is worth noting that,
as reported by this Branch last year, Greek-American liberals were
disturbed and surprised to learn on 1 April that the British Government
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had officially conferred the Order of Knight Commander of the Bath
on Admiral Sakellariou; in private conversation at that time the Ad-
miral had been very outspoken in criticism of the British.

The coolness of the reception is reported to have disappointed
Sakellariou and his friends but, according to Mr. Gekas, the Admiral
was consoling himself with the observation that "Americans are so
superficial."

CONFIDENTIAL

Number B-307	 25 January 1945

GREEK-AMERICAN COMMENT
ON THE DAMASKINOS-PLASTIRAS GOVERNMENT

A split among Communists and liberal-republicans, hitherto
united in opposition to the monarchy and in support of the
EAM, is noted. Some of the liberal-republicans now welcome
the reported break-up of the EAM as tending to isolate the
Communist Party in Greece; and most of them, in contrast to
the Communists here, have confidence in General Plastiras. Con-
servative-republican elements are all out for the new regent
and his Prime Minister, but royalists tend to be suspicious of
Plastiras for his republican past and are preparing to oppose a
plebescite [sic) which might run against the return of monarchy.

THE appointment of Archbishop Damaskinos as Regent of Greece re-
moved temporarily at least one of the thorniest issues from Greek-
American political controversy. Royalists accepted it as inevitable, while
republicans rejoiced in the elevation of a man whom they considered
to have been one of the outstanding leaders of the resistance against
the invaders, as well as sympathetic with the left-wing EAM. The
Archbishop's choice of General Nicholas Plastiras as his Prime Minister
met with less favor, being regarded with hostility by Communists,
with reluctant acquiescence by royalists, with guarded approval by
liberal-republicans and with enthusiasm only by conservative repub-
licans.* The new government's more recent actions, meeting in effect
most of the original EAM demands, have been commented on explicitly
by no Greek-American paper.

For Greek-American comment on Plastiras before his appointment, see FN
Number B-291 of 7 December 1944, "The Black Cat Reappears."



114	 JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

Of the four political elements among Greek-Americans, only the
Communists have steadfastly refused to admit that any good could
come of the General's appointment. The split between Communists
and liberal republicans here, which began to manifest itself when the
possibility of Plastiras' return was first discussed, seems to have widened,
and undoubtedly corresponds to a similar division in Greece. Many
Greek-American liberals apparently would favor a breakup of EAM-
ELAS, leaving the Communists isolated, but Basil Vlavianos, publisher
of the influential liberal-republican daily National Herald, told this
Branch that such a development would have disastrous consequences.
He believed that if the moderate liberal elements were detached from
the extreme Communists, the former would be discredited, while the
latter would be strengthened possibly even to the point of establishing
a separate Communist state in the north.

The Royalist Although at the opposite—royalist—extreme a few individ-
Attitude uals have maintained an equally implacable attitude to-

ward Plastiras, the tendency there has been to view the
question of the monarchy as primary. That the royalist daily, the Atlantis
of New York, may be preparing an active campaign against holding a
plebiscite in Greece, was suggested by an editorial 18 January. Political
leaders in Greece, the paper said were beginning to agree that a more
satisfactory solution would be to entrust settlement of their country's
future form of government to a Constituent Assembly. The mem-
bers of such an Assembly would be elected by the people and would
be empowered to amend the constitution or even to draw up a new
constitutional charter, if the majority thought that the will of the
people and the interests of the nation so dictated. In the recent past,
Atlantis continued, the results of plebiscites in Greece, "even when
they were genuine," could best be described as expressions of party
passions.

The immediate reaction of the royalists to Plastiras' appointment
was one of disfavor. When the first rumors reached the United States
that the former dictator might return to power Atlantis (6 December)
stated that this would be the "worst solution imaginable." The day
after his appointment (4 January) the paper commented that "General
Plastiras is not the person the Greeks of America would wish to see
at the head of the Greek state." It reminded its readers of the General's
record of revolutionary and anti-monarchist activity, but did not deny
him "keen perception and strong patriotic sentiment." Atlantis' dis-
approval was tempered by General Plastiras' denunciation, before he
took office, of the ELAS and Greek Communists. Furthermore the fact
that the matter of the regency had already been settled before Plastiras'
appointment, thus removing the monarchy as one of the immediate
problems confronting the new government, may have been a contribut-
ing factor in the mildness of Atlantis' censure. Regarding the regency
itself, the royalist daily remained cool.



The O.S.S. and Greek-Americans 	 115

Atlantis prophesied for the Plastiras government a very short life,
but hoped that during his term of office the new Prime Minister would
succeed in influencing some of the high-ranking officers of ELAS, who
were his old friends. Only by the disbanding of ELAS, said Atlantis,
could a Greek government with power and authority exist. As time
went on and Plastiras continued to maintain a hostile attitude toward
EAM-ELAS, and to emphasize his determination to bring back law
and order, Atlantis became more enthusiastic and on 9 January called
on all Greeks irrespective of their political opinions, to support the new
government.

Atlantis' view is apparently shared by most Greek-American royalists,
though there may be a few who take Admiral Sakellariou's position
that Plastiras' republican record makes him unfit for his present office.*
*See "Admiral Sakellariou in Chicago," FN Number B-303 of January 1945.

Conservative Conservative republicans, represented by the weekly Free
Republicans Press of New York, showed unbounded enthusiasm over

Plastiras' appointment. Unlike the royalists, who had to
swallow the pill of the General's frequently expressed republicanism,
this group had few reservations concerning the new Prime Minister's
fitness for his job. As long as Plastiras was in office, they believed,
there would be no chance of compromise with the monarchy, and
they were equally confident that the General would devote his energies
to restoring law and order by the systematic suppression and eradication
of the Communists.

The Free Press was less certain of the qualifications of Archbishop
Damaskinos as Regent, considering him too much inclined to favor the
EAM. If any compromise with the leftists were made, the paper
prophesied, the "fifth columnists" would attack again within a few
months. On 13 January, the Free Press, which usually takes a more
violent stand than the majority of conservative republicans, called on
General Plastiras to "smash the Communists once and for all."

Liberal-Republican Liberal-republicans, who have been sympathetic with
Attitude the EAM-ELAS, have also for a long time pinned

their faith on Plastiras as a man of unshakable
republican principles. Several Greeks temporarily residing in the United
States, as well as some Greek-Americans, expressed to this Branch deep
concern over the immediate future in Greece, believing that if Plastiras
fails to conciliate the EAM-ELAS now, the last hope of attaining peace
and unity will have vanished and Greece will be irrevocably plunged
into civil war. The National Herald of New York, in spite of its
consistent role as a defender of the EAM, has continued to give
Plastiras guarded support. On 5 January it enumerated its reasons for
optimism over the turn of events. Plastiras' opposition to the monarchy
had been unflinching; moreover the General was a man of his word
and could be counted on to fulfil his promise of a free plebiscite.



116	 JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

Plastiras' early denunciation of EAM-ELAS the Herald attributed to
misinformation; the paper called on the Prime Minister to rectify his
mistake before it was too late. The blame for Plastiras' alleged lack of
information was put on the British, who were accused of keeping the
General isolated from all but a small group whose political views
accorded with their own.

Basil Vlavianos, editor of the National Herald, confided to this
Branch that General Platsiras' actions since taking office would have
alienated him had it not been that he knew the General personally,
had worked with him in the past and felt for him profound respect.
Vlavianos was confident that if the General could be made to realize
that he had been wrong in not conciliating EAM-ELAS he would
change his attitude. If the Regent and the Prime Minister could be
"kept from being made the tools of reactionaries and British policy,"
Vlavianos added, the situation in Greece could be saved. A further
cause for optimism, he felt, lay in the personnel of the new Cabinet,
almost all of whose members were republicans and whose Foreign Min-
ister, John Sophianopoulos, was highly regarded as a liberal and a
friend of the United States and Russia.

Other liberals saw less hope than did Vlavianos. George Haniotis,
former Director of the Greek Office of Information and originally a
supporter of Plastiras, believed that the General had been too long out
of touch with Greece and failed to realize that public opinion had been
swinging toward the Left. The younger men in Greece, he said, con-
sidered Plastiras too much a symbol of the past, and the personal con-
fidence which was a cogent factor in the attitude of many of the older
men would have no effect on the younger, to whom Plastiras was only
a name.

The Communist To the Communist -line Greek -American Tribune, the
View appointment of General Plastiras seemed to presage

nothing but bloodshed. Plastiras, the paper said (5
January), was the least suitable choice that could have been made,
since on his arrival in Greece he had not hesitated to denounce the
ELAS. The Tribune also found Plastiras' expressions of gratitude to
Great Britain — without mentioning Greece's other great allies — highly
displeasing. The other members of the government were described as
"nonentities." The Tribune remarked that even if General Plastiras
and Archbishop Damaskinos wanted to act independently, they would
not be permitted to by General Scobie. The paper believed that the
Prime Minister, at least, had submitted to British pressure quite willingly.

It is reported that the Greek-American Committee for National
Unity, in which Communist elements are said to be gaining ascendancy,
had been planning to make violent attacks on General Plastiras and
Archbishop Damaskinos. Vlavianos told this Branch that he had used
his influence to restrain the Committee, and the attacks had not yet
been made.
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CONFIDENTIAL

Number 233	 17 February 1945

INTERVENTION IN GREECE

I. GENERAL. Greek-Americans denounce intervention in prin-
ciple, but welcome it if it favors their particular party.

II. BRITISH INTERVENTION. Liberal-republicans and Com-
munists, opposing monarchy, deplore it. Royalists and con-

servative republicans, fearing Bolshevism, approve it. Other
foreign-nationality groups join in the debate.

III. RUSSIAN INTERVENTION. To the enemies of EAM, a
"fact," to the liberal-republicans an alarming possibility. Tito's
Balkan federation plans—a Slavic threat to Greece? EAM's
leaclers—"Stalinist" or "Trotskyist"?

IV. AMERICAN INTERVENTION. Liberal-republicans wanted
it to counter monarchy and "British imperialism." Royalists
wanted to buttress Churchill and eliminate Stalin. Both are dis-
gruntled.

I. GENERAL

TO Greek-Americans the problem of foreign intervention in Greece's
internal affairs is a familiar subject of discussion. Those who follow
the Greek-language press and who have some acquaintance with his-
tory recall that ever since the emergence of Greece as an independent
state after the revolution more than 100 years ago, that country has
been subjected to an endless series of interferences by one great power
or another, or on occasion by several together, when they thought their
interests required it. Although many Greek-Americans on grounds of
principle are opposed to foreign intervention in the domestic concerns
of a small nation, like their kinsmen in the homeland they seldom
deal with the question as an abstract and theoretical one: almost always
it is some specific act of intervention that has aroused their emotion.
And frequently they have found themselves in the position, however
illogical it might seem to others, while denouncing the intervention of
one power, of appealing for similar action by another which they
thought might support the program of their own political party.

This is particularly true today when those Greek-Americans who
most violently condemn recent British action in Greece, almost in the
same breath demand that the United States and Russia step in to de-
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fend the country from native fascists and from Britain's "imperialistic"
designs. Those on the other hand who most warmly praise Prime
Minister Churchill and the British diplomatic and military authorities
for the decisive aid they have given the Greek Government forces against
EAM and ELAS, protest shrilly at the mere suggestion that the Soviet
Union should take a hand in Greek affairs.

Areas of The Greek-American press has kept its readers fully in-
Agreement formed on Greece's record during the war. All parties
and Conflict took pride in the successful repulse of Italian aggression

in 1940, and in the brave attempt to halt the German
invasion which in 1941 engulfed Greece. All recall that King George
and his cabinet at that time were driven out, first to Crete, then to
Egypt, and later found refuge in London whence the Government-in-
Exile in March 1943 again betook itself to Cairo. All know that during
three years and more that Government held together in England or
in a British-controlled country, and that it was only through Britain's
help that it was able to carry on its functions. So far there is no
disagreement. But republican opponents of the exiled regime have
pointed out that during this period the Government inevitably came
under British influence. It was a monarchical government, they said,
and in spite of intense agitation on the part of liberal republican
Greeks, Prime Minister Churchill and the Foreign Office left no doubt
that they were firmly committed to back the restoration of King
George II to his throne when the war ends. A public statement made
by Mr. Churchill to this effect was reported in the Greek National
Herald as late as May 1944.

Liberal democratic Greek-American opponents of the Government-
in-Exile have therefore constantly charged the Government not only
with being pro-British, but with being completely under Britain's
thumb. British interference was suspected in every major or minor
decision of the Government-in-Exile Some of the more important
issues—on which royalist and conservative Greek-Americans invariably
took the Government's side—were the suppression with British military
help of the revolt in the Greek armed forces in April 1944,* the
appointment of Mr. Papandreou as Prime Minister, the strict control
exercised over the all-party political conference held in Lebanon in
May 1944, 1 the persistent hostility of the Government-in-Exile toward
EAM, and the Government's stubborn unwillingness to denounce the
Nazi-organized Security Battalions in Greece.' Subsequent developments

*See "Greek Politics in the United States," FN Number 185 of 22 April 1944
and "Greek-Americans and the Cairo Trials," FN Number B-219 of 30 June
1944.

1 See "The Lebanon Conference as Reflected in the Greek-American Press,"
FN Number B-205 of 8 June 1944.

2 See "The Greek-American Community in 1944," FN Number 220 of 28
November 1944.
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have increased their animosity. Monarchists and conservatives, on the
other hand, have supported British action with growing approval.

II. BRITISH INTERVENTION

Greek-American argument over British policy took on a new urgency
when early in December 1944 British troops under Lieutenant General
Ronald Scobie clashed with ELAS forces of the EAM.

A small group of conservative republicans, represented by the Free
Press of New York, aligned itself with the monarchists, although not
concurring with the latter on the question of the desirability of the
King's return. But the most intense activity and prolific argument came,
not unnaturally, from the opponents of British intervention. In addi-
tion to a great volume of newspaper comment, protest meetings were
held in many parts of the United States, resulting in petitions and
resolutions, and not infrequently in delegations to the State Department.

The Monarchy Underlying republican criticism has been the fear that
the British, in spite of their avowed determination to

let the Greeks decide freely on their own form of government, will
so manipulate the situation in Greece as to bring about the restoration
of King George. Some critics have even gone so far as to suggest that
civil strife in Greece was deliberately fomented by the British in
order to have a pretext for imposing a "stable regime."' The King's
announcement that he had agreed not to return before a plebiscite only
partly allayed these fears, for it was believed in some quarters that
the British would create circumstances which would favor the King's
cause when the plebiscite was held.

The royalists' wholehearted approval of British intervention is
based, according to the republicans, on the conviction that only through
British help can King George hope to regain his throne. However,
since Britain has officially disavowed any intention of trying to impose
on the Greeks a regime unwanted by the people, and since the keynote
of the republicans' accusation is skepticism concerning that disavowal,
the royalist Atlantis has avoided the subject of British support of the
monarchy in the present discussion. Instead, the royalists have founded
their public case rather on the danger of a Communist revolution, on
the community of British and Greek interests, on the assumption that
Britain will champion Greece's rights at the Peace Conference, and on
the necessity of having a counterweight to Russian imperialistic designs
in the Balkans.

On 23 January the liberal National Herald caught Atlantis up
sharply on the subject of the latter's pro-British sentiments. The
3 Nasional Herald, 18 October 1943; see also "American Echoes of Greek Civil
War," FN Number B-107 of 9 November 1943.
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royalist paper was reminded that in 1917, when Britain participated in
the expulsion of King Constantine, Atlantis had shown a fanatical
hatred of England. The paper was quoted as saying at that time that
"England lived and moved in injustice," and was "perennially false,"
and that Atlantis would in time have the pleasure of "singing paeans
at the demise of the British Empire."

"British The fear, occasionally expressed in republican quarters,
Imperialism" that British intervention in Greece is part of a long-

range imperialistic scheme, is apparently not taken very
seriously by the majority of Greek-Americans, and even those who
bring the charge appear to use it opportunistically as a convenient
weapon, rather than from conviction. Judging from the past history
of the Greek-language press, the real fear of British imperialism gen-
erally prevailed among the papers now supporting British intervention:
Atlantis in the remoter past, and the Free Press until it decided
recently that Russia was the greater menace.

Dictatorship The assertion made by Greek-American conservatives and
from Right by Prime Minister Churchill himself, that it was neces-
or Left? sary for the British to intervene because Communists were

planning to seize power by a coup d'etat, drew indignant
protests from liberal and leftist Greek-Americans who maintained that
there was no evidence to support the allegation. If the Communists
or the EAM, they asserted, had had any such designs they would
have carried them out in the period between the departure of the
Germans and the arrival of the British. That they let pass such a
favorable opportunity was adduced as proof of the sincerity of their
motives. Greek-Americans sympathetic to the EAM are indined to ac-
cept at its face value the EAM program, the main provisions of which,
as publicly announced, were democratic: a plebiscite on the question
of the regime, speedy trial and punishment of quislings and col-
laborators with the Nazis, dissolution of the Security Battalions and
Mountain Brigade, formation of a national army incorporating the
ELAS officers, and provision for EAM representation in the Government.

On the other hand charges by liberals that the British and royalists
were plotting to bring about the return of the King by force have
aroused equal indignation among supporters of British policy. Fear that
a Rightist dictatorship might be re-established was at the root of the
republicans' insistence that the Security Battalions and the Mountain
Brigade be disarmed along with the demobilization of the ELAS forces.
The National Herald and the Greek -American Tribune have charged
that key officers in the Security Battalions were collaborators with the
Germans and were recruited from Metaxas' hated secret police force,
and that the Mountain Brigade was made up of handpicked royalists
who were retained as "safe" when the liberal elements were weeded
out of the army after the revolt of April 1944. Such a carefully
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selected body, they argue, could easily be turned into an instrument to
impose another dictatorship; as long as this threat continued to exist
therefore, the ELAS should not be compelled to disarm. Royalists have
answered this argument with the assertion that the Mountain Brigade
and the Security Battalions constituted the only organized Greek
army, and that it was unthinkable that the state should remain without
an armed force at the present time. Furthermore they adopted General
Scobie's view that those units had been incorporated as constituent
parts of the Allied army under his command.

Further Issues Certain other actions have exposed Britain to criticism.
The liberal papers viewed the refusal of the British

to let Prime Minister Papandreou resign in favor of Themistocles
Sophoulis on 5 December as unjustifiable interference. Sophoulis' sub-
sequent unwillingness to lend his support to the Papandreou government
on the ground that "although he was Anglophile, he was not a slave
of England," elicited praise from liberal quarters. Sophoulis' statement
was not reported by Atlantis.

The charge that British censorship prevented the transmission of all
information unfavorable to the royalist cause has been a familiar one
ever since the Greek Government took up residence in Cairo* and
especially after the revolt in the armed forces in the spring of 1944.
In recent weeks it has been repeated with renewed vigor by the repub-
lican and Communist-line press, which has accused the British of
deliberate misrepresentation for the sake of justifying their actions.
This indictment was extended to Mr. Churchill personally after his
defense of the British Government's policy toward Greece in the
House of Commons before and after his Christmas visit to Athens.
The Prime Minister's reference to the ELAS as "gangsters," and his
refusal to give them credit for having fought the Germans, rankled in
the minds of EAM supporters, who recalled Foreign Secretary Anthony
Eden's official declaration in the House of Commons before the troubles
began, that EAM constituted seventy-five per cent of all Greek resistance
forces who had carried on an effective struggle against the Nazis.
Spokesmen of those groups also asserted that the British Ambassador to
Greece, Reginald Leeper, was responsible for misinforming Churchill
and that both the strength and the character of EAM-ELAS were grossly
underestimated by the British.

The National Herald has repeatedly accused General Scobie of
using the UNRRA organization as a political weapon, and has agued
that if relief measures were to be applied on a large scale to all sec-
tions of the population, whatever their political views, many problems
would settle themselves.

*See "American Echoes of Greek Civil War," FN Number B-107 of 9 Novem-
ber 1943.
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Other Foreign-	 Papers of other foreign-language groups in the
Language Groups United States have devoted a great deal of space
Comment to news and comments on British intervention in

Greece. From a survey of this material, the follow-
ing general conclusions have been drawn. 1) Many conservative and
anti-Communist papers, regardless of nationality, have openly or tacitly
approved the efforts of Mr. Churchill and General Scobie to crush
what was called the "Communist Menace" of ELAS. 2) Liberal papers
and those following the Communist line, on the other hand, have
for the most part joined in defending EAM-ELAS against the charge
of being Communist and in denouncing British imperialism. 3) Catholic
papers have apparently interpreted the issue as one requiring a stand
for or against Communism, and have therefore been sympathetic with
Churchill's policy. 4) Papers serving groups derived from small nations
seem to have found themselves in something of a dilemma; for despite
a prevailing traditional Anglophile sentiment, some elements have
become suspicious of Britain and have wondered if events in Greece
did not perhaps reveal a pattern of future British action in other small
countries of Europe. 5) A final observation is possibly not without some
significance. Commentators in the press of the various foreign-language
groups (as well as in the daily American press) in many instances seem
not too well informed on Greek affairs, and factual errors are
frequent.

III. RUSSIAN INTERVENTION

The daily Atlantis, the weekly Ameriki of New York, the weekly
Greek Star of Chicago, and until recently the weekly California of San
Francisco, have repeatedly asserted that the Communist leaders of
EAM in Greece were being incited, encouraged and materially sup-
ported by Moscow. All these journals, it should be noted, have been
sturdy defenders of monarchy as the most suitable form of government
for Greece, and all have continued to express their admiration for the
authoritarian regime of the late General John Metaxas. The same charge
of intervention has been brought against Moscow with equal vigor by
the conservative republican weekly Free Press of New York.

Liberal republican organs, like the daily National Herald of New
York and the weekly Saloniki Greek Press of Chicago, while for the
most part refraining from public expression of alarm have likewise been
somewhat suspicious of Soviet designs in the Balkans; and the editor
of the National Herald has revealed to this Branch that he feared such
suspicions had a basis of truth. The Communist-line weekly Greek-
American Tribune of New York has scoffed at these charges, though
apparently without denying them categorically.

Many incidents going back to the period while the Greek Govern-
ment-in-Exile was established in Cairo are still recalled. In April 1944
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the Tass Agency released from Moscow a denunciation of the Greek
Government-in-Exile along with sharp criticism of its action in ar-
resting officers and men involved in the Greek Army and Navy mutiny.
The release of this publicity was indignantly castigated as shameful
Soviet interference in Greek internal affairs by the Free Press (15
April 1944), which has now become one of the most vociferous chain-
pions of British intervention in Greece.

Yugoslav The plan proposed by Marshal Tito for a federated
Federation South Slav State to include an autonomous Macedonia
Plans Resented has been a red rag to royalist Greek-Americans since

its first announcement in April 1944.* The explanatory
*See "Greek Politics in the United States," FN Number 185 of 22 April 1944.
statement of Tito's Foreign Secretary, Josip Smodlaka, that Greek
Macedonia was excluded from the project was featured by the National
Herald and other liberal and leftist organs, but Atlantis and similar
conservative papers discounted it and have continued to see in the
South Slav Federation a Soviet-inspired pan-Slavic scheme aiming at
complete domination of the Balkans, and the outright seizure of all
northern Greece.

The dispatch to EAM headquarters in occupied Greece (under some-
what mysterious circumstances) of a Soviet Military Mission during
the summer of 1944 was also looked upon as a highly suspicious affair.
It was vigorously denounced by the Free Press (5 August 1944) but
not played up in the National Herald.

Some Greek-Americans also had their suspicions aroused when
they learned that the Soviet radio, while refraining from comment on
Greek affairs, has frequently broadcast in Greek to the Greek people
wholehearted commendation of Marshal Tito and the Partisan regime.
At the same time, Greek-Americans have been told that the Moscow
press, though not discussing Greek affairs editorially, has regularly given
much space to statements of EAM spokesmen, but very little, if any,
to Greek Government announcements.

Communists The Free Press has often asserted (e.g. 1 April 1944)
in the EAM that George Siantos, chief leader of the Greek Com-

munists, lived for years in Moscow and was there trained
in Communist propaganda and in methods of conducting civil war.
More recently Atlantis and Free Press have made capital of a declara-
tion attributed to General Plastiras who is quoted as having said (29
December 1944) that the leaders of EAM were "anarchists inspired
from abroad" whose aims were "to serve obscure foreign interests."

Prime Minister Churchill's characterization of the EAM leaders as
"Trotzkyites" [sic) in his speech before the House of Commons 18 Janu-
ary gave the National Herald (20 January) an oportunity [sic) to taunt
the Free Press and Atlantis with having displayed either ignorance or
duplicity in calling the EAM chieftains "Communists" and in charging
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Stalin, the mortal enemy of Trotzkyism, with backing EAM in Greece.
Atlantis adopted, without comment, the new label proposed by Churchill.
The Free Press (27 January) insisted that Siantos and his colleagues
were really "orthodox Stalinist Communists" but that Churchill for
easily understood reasons had dubbed them Trotzkyites. The Greek-
American Tribune [sic) (26 January) thought Churchill stupid in making
such a remark.

Counterweight Russia's action in halting her victorious troops at
to Great Britain? the Greco-Bulgarian border September 1944 and

not allowing them to enter Greek territory or to
reach the Aegean, was also attentively noted by Greek-Americans. The
deduction of many was that Soviet Russia was scrupulously observing
the terms of an agreement made at the Teheran Conference by which,
it was believed, Russian and British spheres of inflluence in the
Balkans were delimited. It was further conjectured that such a "deal"
was reaffirmed and ratified during Prime Minister Churchill's conversa-
tion with Marshal Stalin at Moscow in October—a contingency thoroughly
pleasing to Atlantis and the Free Press but arousing forebodings in the
National Herald, which has all along been reconciled to some measure
of Soviet intervention as a safeguard against British "imperialism."

W. AMERICAN INTERVENTION

In bold headlines 6 October 1944, Atlantis announced that Amer-
ican and British troops had landed in Greece and that liberation was
finally becoming a reality. An editorial in the same issue welcomed
enthusiastically the participation of United States forces in the enterprise
and emphasized the closeness of the bonds uniting Greece with Amer-
ica and Britain. In putting out this report of an American share in
the landings, Atlantis' wish was father to the thought. For, like other
Greek-language papers and the bulk of the Greek-American community,
Atlantis earnestly desired the United States to take part in the liberation
and restoration of Greece.

Subsequent developments have strengthened Greek-American longing
for American intervention and have increased their disappointment that
such a consummation was not being realized. But the two main political
divisions of the community, although agreed on the desirability of
American intervention, 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 coali-
tion in Greece prevail over EAM and eliminate the danger of a Com-
munist regime established under Soviet influence. To liberal republicans,
leftists, and Communists it meant America throwing her weight on the
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side of EAM in order to preserve the country from falling victim to a
royal dictatorship subservient to British imperial interests.

The United States Government's course in holding aloof has left
both camps disgruntled. Each has interpreted every pertinent official state-
ment of President Roosevelt or Secretary Stettinius as support for its
own views; but each has remained dissatisfied. Each insists that the
American Government bears a share of the moral responsibility for
what is going on in Greece and that it must take a definite stand.

RESTRICTED

Number M-294	 21 February 1945

Event: TALK ON "PROBLEMS OF LIBERATION"
Sponsor: Nassau Club
Speaker: Andreas Michalopoulos
Place:	 Princeton, New Jersey
Date:	 14 February 1945

Andreas Michalopoulos, one-time Under Secretary for Information
in the Greek Government-in-Exile, in an address before the Nassau
Club of Princeton voiced criticism of British policy in Greece but
predicted that Greece would continue to look to Britain and the West
to safeguard her interests. The United States, he said, would be well-
advised to head off a conflict between Britain and Russia by exerting
a moral influence in international affairs.

Michalopoulos devoted a considerable part of his address to a
chronology of events leading up to the recently-concluded struggle in
Greece. The Government-in-Exile had seemed a necessary evil at the
start, he said, but it had grown to be "a little too evil," and he had
resigned. On the other hand, the "representative" government formed
in Lebanon last May had been a step in the right direction; Papandreou,
though weak, was sincere and democratic. When the new government
returned to Athens after the German withdrawal and all was in readi-
ness to welcome the British, prospects for the future had seemed
bright. But succeeding events Michalopoulos characterized as "a tragedy
of errors," in which British policy had been "mistaken rather than
sinister." One mistake had followed another: the failure to recognize
the men of the resistance forces as heroes and to honor them as
such; the order to the EAM to surrender its arms; the refusal to accept
Papandreou's resignation from the premiership; the intervention on the
part of Ambassador Leeper to prevent formation of a government under
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Sophoulis which would have averted civil war. The culmination of the
tragic chain of events had been the spectacle of police firing on women
and children in Constitution Square. As for Papandreou his most serious
error had been in relying on a foreign government to keep him in
power.

However, appraising the results of the civil outbreak, Michalopoulos
believed that certain gains might be found. Had no resistance been
offered to British intervention, Greece would have been afflicted with
an "extremely conservative government" and with the prospect of
King George's return. Now she was in possession of a good govern-
ment which could do great things if it remained free from foreign
pressure. Michalopoulos praised Archbishop Damaskinos highly and
asserted that General Plastiras had a record of "unimpeachable dem-
ocratic virtue."

It was nevertheless to Greece's interest, the speaker declared, to
maintain its closest ties with Britain so long as the Mediterranean
was controlled by the British rather than by an international organiza-
tion. Culturally, intellectually, and commercially Greece felt akin to
the nations of the West rather than to the Slays of the North.
Michalopoulos minimized the extent of Communism in Greece. Greeks
of all groups, he stated, tended to become independent businessmen,
farmers, shipowners, etc.; even in cities there were so few large in-
dustrial enterprises that the "industrial proletariat" amounted to only
seven per cent of the population.

The speaker concluded with a plea to the United States to make
its influence felt in world affairs. The United States might be able
to arrest the development of power politics which threatened to bring
Russia and Britain into conflict. Should this conflict develop, a courting
of German favor would necessarily follow, the United States would
be drawn into another world war in due course, and Western civiliza-
tion would perish. The United States, therefore, would be acting in ita
own interest as well as that of others in endeavoring to enforce moral
principles in international politics.

RESTRICTED

Number B-319	 2 March 1945

YALTA AND VARKIZA
IN THE GREEK-AMERICAN PRESS

Communist View: New era foreshadowed by both conferences.
So long as Great Powers "guarantee" democracy, no need for
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separate resistance forces. EAM at Varkiza realized this.

Liberal-Republican View: Pleased by both conferences but not
entirely reassured that British intervention and native fascism
in Greece are dead letters.

Conservative-Republican View: How do the democratic promises
of Yalta square with Stalin's new "Omnipotence" ? How can
EAM, though properly excluded at Varkiza from the Plastiras
government, be kept from terrorizing the plebiscite a year
hence?

Royalist View: Superficially pleased by both conferences but
with the same reservations as the conservative republicans. No
mention of King.

THE official announcement of the decisions taken by the "Big Three"
at Yalta overshadowed in the Greek-American press the report issued
on the same day describing the successful conclusion of the negotia-
tions between the Greek Government and representatives of the EAM
at Varkiza (Greece) 12 February. Both the Communist-line weekly
Greek-American Tribune and the republican daily National Herald,
however, linked the two conferences together, seeing in each prospects
for a new era of human betterment. The Herald's mild apprehension
that the specter of British intervention had not finally been laid was
not, however, shared by the Tribune. The Tribune, indeed, went so
far as to say that so long as the Great Powers "guaranteed democracy,"
as they had at Teheran, and now Yalta, there would be no need to
maintain separate resistance forces; the conciliatory attitude of the
EAM representatives at Varkiza indicated such a realization.

The royalist and conservative republican papers praised the out-
come of the Crimea Conference in general terms but were obviously
disturbed by the dominant role of the USSR. Russia was to be allowed
to annex the Baltics, parts of Roumania, eastern Poland and possibly
even Ruthenia, whereas a small power like Greece was asked to wait
upon the peace conference for its territorial claims. Atlantis feared that
the Soviet Union would demand the Dardanelles. The Free Press scoffed
at the provision for free elections in liberated areas as a sham. Both
papers welcomed the Varkiza agreement but regretted that treatment
of EAM leaders was not to be more harsh and warned that the Com-
munists in Greece were only biding their time to strike again.

Communist-line Calling Yalta the "dawn of a majestic new civiliza-
Paper Applauds tion" the Greek-American Tribune (16 February)

asserted that the declaration was
of such world historic importance that its tremendous significance
in all its breadth and depth could not be fully grasped in an
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hour or a day or even in years, though one might understand
the general lines of the decisions and their immediate practical
application. . . The declaration constitutes a death blow not
only to Nazi Germany, but to the reactionary forces of the entire
world.

The success of Yalta was not owed exclusively to the leaders, the
Tribune continued, but to the fact that "historical objective conditions"
were ripe and that they were understood by leaders with the courage
to exploit them:

Perhaps the most important result of the Conference is the dis-
sipation of the myth spread by world-wide reactionism that the
Soviet Union was so insatiable, so anti-democratic and so au-
thoritarian that no cooperation with it was possible. . . . "The
election of Roosevelt, the man with historic vision, contributed
decisively to the success of Yalta, as did also the wise and sensible
leadership of Stalin. Nor should we underestimate the contribu-
tion of Churchill, although he did sully his name through his
unforgivable policy toward Greece."

The Yalta agreement as it concerned Greece was briefly summarized
by the Tribune to mean that henceforth the Greek problem would not
be the problem of a single power—Great Britain in the present instance;
it meant, furthermore, that any provisional government in Greece, pend-
ing the elections, must include representatives of EAM. It meant in the
last analysis that as long as an internal problem of Greece or any other
country was an international European problem, and the three Great
Powers guaranteed democracy and justice, there was no longer any need
for the maintenance of separate resistance forces. Undoubtedly, the
Tribune believed, the representatives of EAM who carried on the
negotiations with the Government were aware of the reaffirmation—
in a much more specific form—of the Teheran policy; they knew what
was fermenting at Yalta; and they realized that some of the precondi-
tions for the agreement in Greece were already out of date and had lost
their practical value.

It was true, the Tribune went on, that the Greek problem was not
specifically mentioned at Yalta. Perhaps that was in order to avoid un-
neccessary public criticism—even by implication—of Churchill's policy
in that country; Belgium and Italy had not been mentioned either—
perhaps for the same reason. But the announcement did state that
Balkan questions in general were examined. In conclusion, the Tribune
asserted: "Decisions were taken at Yalta which are EAM's program on
an international scale, a program of people's rule which can be realized
only by the unceasing efforts of the people. And that is what the leaders
of the progressive forces of the world also want."
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National Herald	 The daily National Herald (13 February) wel-
in all-out Welcome corned the decisions of the "Big Three" in the

Yalta Conference as the greatest Allied victory
since the beginning of the war. It was a notable triumph in the fight
against fascism, a victory of democratic principles and methods.

The Herald on the same day was much pleased with the agree-
ment reached in Greece by the Government and the representatives
of EAM in their meeting at Varkiza. More than two weeks earlier
(24 January) the paper had predicted a successful outcome. This
success, the Herald asserted, could be credited to the patriotism and
good sense of the EAM representatives whose conciliatory stand greatly
facilitated an understanding. It was likewise a consequence of the
praiseworthy role of Sophianopoulos, Minister of Foreign Affairs in
the Plastiras Cabinet, who in spite of much pressure from the anti-
democratic side held to his conciliatory line. Above all the Herald
praised the stand of the English press which in spite of Churchill's
efforts never stopped criticizing his policy and thereby made a decisive
contribution toward the recognition of the importance of the "popular
movement" in Greece. The Varkiza Agreement was a victory for the
"Greek popular movement."

Varkiza and Linking the Varkiza and the Yalta Conferences the
Yalta Linked Herald (14 February) asserted that what occurred in

Athens last December had made clear the necessity for
an immediate meeting of the Big Three to revise the methods that
were being employed and to reorient actions in accordance with the
objectives of the war. The decisions taken at Yalta meant a tightening
of the relations of the Great Powers and a return to democratic prin-
ciples. The leaders had remembered their old declarations—those on
which Allied unity was based—and had now emphatically reaffirmed
them. And to show that these declarations were not mere empty words
the leaders had hastened to make decisions on specific thorny problems
such as Poland and Yugoslavia.

The Herald's first enthusiasm over the Yalta Conference was
sobered by subsequent events. An editorial on 16 February asked if
Churchill's unexpected visit to Greece and his self-praise for British
policy there immediately after Yalta (where his policy, it was said,
apparently suffered a crushing condemnation) might mean that the
partition of Europe among the Great Powers still remained a fact in
spite of all official declarations to the contrary. The fact that President
Roosevelt had not paid a visit to Greece after Yalta was particularly
lamented.

Reverting to the Varkiza agreement between the Greek Govern-
ment and EAM the Herald (19 February) said that only fascists were
dissatisfied with what had been accomplished. The fascists sounded
the only discordant note in the general desire for understanding, recon-
ciliation, cooperation and national effort. What they wanted was the
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utter extermination of Communists and leftists, in short a St. Bar-
tholomew's Eve. The Herald was inspired to these remarks by news
reports of attacks made by "fascists" in Athens on newsboys and
newsstands selling EAM papers, which the Government had now
again permitted to be published. These attacks, the Herald argued,
showed that the fascists still wanted to continue the fight, a bad omen
for the future.

General de Gaulle's refusal to meet President Roosevelt at Algiers
evoked further comment from the Herald (23 February). The paper
approved the General's decision although it thought the manner of it
unfortunate. The absence of France from Yalta showed that "in spite
of all proclamations of the Great about their devotion to democratic
principles, the spirit of power continued to prevail in international
relations. . . ."

Conservative Press Differing pointedly from the liberals, conservative
Warns of USSR papers (monarchist and republican alike) drew

no connection between Yalta and the Greek peace
settlement. Both the royalist Atlantis and the conservative republican
Free Press at first expressed enthusiasm in rather general terms over
the results of the Crimea Conference. Atlantis (13 February) pro-
nounced them "better than anyone could have expected," and the
Free Press commented favorably on the conclusions reached regarding
the future of Germany, but both papers reserved their detailed com-
ment for the matter that concerned them most deeply—their grave
concern over the increased power with which they believed Russia
to have emerged from the Conference.

Under the headline "Omnipotence of Stalin in Europe," the Free
Press (17 February) contended that the Yalta communique, while
proclaiming respect for the Atlantic Charter, actually violated it since
half of Poland was ceded to Russia without the consent of the Polish
people. Furthermore, the promise of free elections in liberated coun-
tries must be regarded as hollow, insofar as countries occupied by
Russia were concerned, since "it cannot be said . . that there will be
any possibility of really free elections as they are understood in England
and America, that is, by truly democratic methods." In spite of as-
surances that all decisions at the Conference had been taken by joint
agreement, the Free Press was convinced that they were actually made
by Russia.

Territorial After its first expressions of optimism Atlantis also be-
Grievances came critical of the results of the Conference. On 14

February the paper protested against the Polish settlement
and asked "why Rulssia is defining her own frontiers now—at the ex-
pense of friend and foe . . . while, when Greece or Yugoslavia or any
other small nation asks something from the defeated enemies the
strong reply in chorus 'today there exists only the common conflict. . . .
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The question of boundaries and indemnities will be settled in time at
the Peace Conference.' "

The next day Atlantis' more fundamental objection came out: fear
of extended Russian influence. The paper enumerated Soviet gains up
to the present: annexation of the Baltic States, Bessarabia and Bukovina.
"Ruthenia . . . will become Russian once more . . . Russian power will
return to Eastern Poland." Russia would be sovereign in the Control
Commission, since it would have its seat in Moscow. The Soviet Union
would demand the Dardanelles, exclusive influence in Iran and ab-
solute sovereignty in the Black Sea.

Further reflection coupled with the report that the EAM-Communist
leaders in Greece were much disappointed in the Yalta decisions seems
to have allayed Atlantis' fear of Soviet designs on Greece. "Un-
doubtedly," the paper wrote on 26 February,

the decisions of the Yalta Conference, where not only Great
Britain and Soviet Russia but the United States as well, took
clear and definite decisions regarding Greece, must have given
the leaders of Communism in Greece, as well as their fellow-
travelers and supporters elsewhere, to understand that they can-
not count on active intervention of Russia in their behalf, and
that for the duration of the war, at least, the three great Allied
Powers are concerned primarily with the interests of the com-
mon allied struggle and with the best manner of organizing
international order after the armistice. The only open encourage-
ment of the internationalists in Greece from the Russian side
is the fact that once or twice lately the Moscow radio has
denounced the Plastiras government as fascist.

Dissatisfaction The Free Press found both bad and good in the con-
with Varkiza currently announced agreement made at Varkiza be-

tween the Greek Government and EAM. In analyz-
ing the terms of the peace so far as they were known, the Free Press
(17 February) first of all lamented that under the provision of amnesty
for political crimes, it was unlikely that the death sentences already
imposed by a military court on some EAM members would be carried
out. The failure to execute similar sentences after the revolt in
Egypt in the spring of 1944, the paper argued, was probably one of
the principal reasons for the boldness of the EAM in December. The
Free Press also considered the decision to hold a plebiscite within the
year a victory for the "Communists." It was impossible that within
that time the country should have returned to a state of tranquility,
and the "Red fifth-columnists" would take advantage of every trick
to influence the vote. The paper, usually violently anti-royalist, made
no reference to the likelihood or unlikelihood of the King's return in
connection with the terms of the peace.
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EAM Still Feared Good aspects of the peace terms were, in the opinion
of the Free Press, the fact that the Communists and

the EAM should not participate in the government; the probability
that, since only regular army officers were to be admitted into the new
national army, most of the ELAS officers would be excluded, and the
provision that the ELAS should lay down its arms. On the last point
the paper warned that the greatest care would have to be exercised,
since ELAS would undoubtedly make every effort to retain many of
its arms and also small nuclei of fighting organizations.

Royalists were essentially in accord with conservative republicans.
Atlantis (13, 18 February), was superficially pleased with the agree-
ment, but had many reservations about the sincerity of the EAM, and
avoided any editorial comment on the status of the King, whose political
future liberal republicans considered virtually ended by the agreement.
Although the Plastiras government is wholly republican, monarchists
have been supporting it as a bulwark against Communism, and have
therefore applauded any settlement which could be interpreted as a
victory for the government over EAM. The agreement that ELAS
should lay down its arms was construed by royalists as such a victory,
and also the provision that EAM should not be granted representation
in the Government.

[Last Installment in the Winter Issue]
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