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Publishing Activity
and the Movement of Ideas in Greece
by LOUKAS AXELOS

1. Some Observations on Publishing Activity
During the Period 1960-1967

There are specific reasons why one can negatively characterize the
movement of ideas and publishing activity in the first decade following
the Civil War: a whole world of militarily and politically vanquished
people facing problems of sheer survival under conditions of merciless
and systematic persecution; and then, a world of victors, drunk with
power and American dollars. In this Wonderland, whose inhabitants
struggled to stay on their feet, books and their world constituted an
inaccessible, almost mythical, Colchis. "The majority of literary books
sell to no more than fifty or one hundred people."' This realization by
Petros Haris vividly describes the degree of limitation on the circulation
of books (fiction and non-fiction) at the close of the decade of
the Fifties. 2
This adverse situation begins to change gradually in the following
years, which coincide with the systematization of the effort to revive
Greek capitalism through its support of and by the state during the
reconstruction era by means of active intervention in the areas of transportation, communication, energy, and, in general, all the areas of the
public infrastructure. These favorable developments enable Greek capital
to systematically enter the public works sector, as well as that of construction, tourism, and marine transport (conditions are ripe for this
to happen to the extent that these sectors, for a number of historical
'See Eleftheria, 7/2/79.
of this was the demand for George Seferis's books, which
exceeded 300 copies (Stroll, 200 copies; Mythistorima, 150 copies; Tetradhio
Gymnasmaton, 356 copies; Imerologio Katastromatos, 317 copies; Imerologio
Katastromatos, II, 315 copies; and Kichli, 300 copies). Imerologio III, published
by Ikaros in December of 1955, sold 1,030 copies; the first two collections of
poetry by Nikos Engonopoulos had a second printing only after thirty whole
years. See Protes Ekdosis, pp. 282-283, in George Seferis's Poems, ed. Ikaros,
Athens, 1967.
2Representative
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reasons, constitute a privileged area for the concentration and accumulation of capital), 3 and this activity spurs on an economic recovery. 4
These differentations on the economic-political level coincide with a
number of political rearrangements of a particularly complex character
to the extent that they relate to national and political problems which,
to a significant degree, are determined by strategic, geopolitical, military,
or even ideological factors independent of immediate economic
conditions. To a large extent, the assumed stabilization of the economic
structure forms an initial favorable framework for a first effort toward
a timid disentanglement from the suffocating yoke of the American
presence to the extent that certain parts of the ruling classes seek greater
independence of action—within the framework, of course, of the belief
that "we belong to the West."
On the other hand, the social differentiations that are marked by
the arrival in the main urban centers of the large, formerly agrarian
masses, and the indisputable weakening suffered by the right (particularly following its self-undermining posture toward the important
national issue of Cyprus, its quasifascist activities during the elections
held by the Dovas government, the heightening of violence and terrorism on the part of the parastate, culminating in the assassination of
Grigoris Lambrakis, and the disclosure of several cases of embezzlement and financial scandals), contributed to the regrouping of the left,
which, notwithstanding its internal problems, appears to recover, to a
substantial degree, from the shattering blows of the past.
This regrouping of the left and of the democratic forces at large,
already detected in the movement of support for the national liberation
struggle of Cyprus and the impressive electoral gains of EDA in 1958,
is expressed through the historic struggle of the "Fifteen Percent," the
peace movement, the "Unyielding Struggle," the "114," and the antiAmerican movement, all of which lead to the initial victory of the
democratic forces at large with the coming to power of the heterogeneous
3 These indisputable transformations that took place in significant sectors
of the economy had serious consequences in agriculture, which shrank to a considerable degree. Internal and external emigration, in addition to creating a
shortage of labor in agriculture, also resulted in the accumulation of a large
mass of prospective labor power in the urban complexes of Athens and Thessaloniki. This large mass of uprooted former farmers was absorbed, to a large
degree, if it did not emigrate, by the construction industry, the merchant marine,
or heavy industry, while another of its segments sought to be socially reinstated
through the familiar channels of social services and the retail trade, which
constituted the exclusive ground of activity of the petty bourgeoisie.
4 Only to make a point, I mention that in the period, 1950-1965, net national
income had nearly tripled. In other words, from 50,374,000,000 drachmas, in
1957, to 122,353,000,000 drachmas. And per capita income increased by nearly
fifty percent in only a five year period, 1960-1965, that is, from 10,957 drachmas,
in 1960, it reached 15,528 drachmas in 1965. See Ethnikoi Logariasmoi tit Ellados,
1948-1970, ed. E.S.Y.E., Athens, 1972. Computation on 1958 stable prices.
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Center Union. However, it would be a mistake, I think, for the radicalization of an important segment of the Greek people to be seen unilaterally—and superficially—on the basis of only the political side of
the issue. For, corresponding with it, there existed at least one other
side, arising from the social origin of the majority of these masses.
In fact, if we consider that the main body of all those farmer
"provincials" was forcefully thrown onto the open market of the contemporary city, without having an idea of what this change would mean,
we can then perhaps better explain the myriad of negative factors that
this forced uprooting created, particularly where the social psychology
and cultural behavior of this body is concerned. These formerly "naive
farmers" ceased to be such, or—in the final analysis—even if they wanted
to be, they no longer could. Unable to offer an opposing model of
culture, they embraced the contemporary model of consumerism in its
most primitive form. And they did this regardless of the fact that a
substantial segment of them lived under conditions which, to a large
extent, surpassed the wretchedness of their traditional life as farmers.
The developmental model of the left did not offer a real alternative
to them. And so, it was fated that an important part of these masses
would be molded into a peculiar lumpen version of a working petty
bourgeois class. Receptors and bearers of the contemporary middle class
subculture, they will comprise, in the following years which will culminate with the dictatorship, those laborers, contractors, and habitués
of the contemporary modern Greek "cultural" reality of the skiladhika,
bad taste, the herd mentality of the soccer stadiums, the vulgarity of
the nouveau riche, and manic consumerism.
Within this period, rich and contradictory in economic, social and
political rearrangements, there develops, for the first time in the
postwar era, an important mass cultural movement which is expressed
more by significant works in the area of music (the unsurpassed music
of Mikis Theodorakis), but which also evinces comparable positive
characteristics in the field of books and the movement of ideas at
large. 5 This movement, without directly confronting the steadily mired
middle class/petty bourgeois cultural establishment or the developing,
lumpen working/petty bourgeois subculture, constitutes in practice a
specific pole of positive reference. Particularly in the field of books,
where the concentration of a significant mass of progressive people
support all phases of their publication and marketing (authors, trans..
5I return to the characteristic element of the demand for George Seferis's
books, which, within a short time and as a result of a combination of factors
(among which was the award of the Nobel Prize and the setting to music by Mikis
Theodorakis of some of his poems), had repeated reprintings, each in thousands
of copies. In January 1967, his Poems had a seventh reprinting in 5,000 copies.
And I would say exactly the same for Yannis Ritsos's Epitafios, Odysseas Elytis's
Axion Esti, and a few other collections of poetry that had successive reprintings,
thus violating the numerus clauses of poetry.
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lators, typesetters, salesmen, booksellers), 6 it presents the possibility of
a prospect worth fighting for.
Let us not, however, envision any particularly important rearrangements, since this is the period, for a number of specific reasons, of the
"encyclopaedia-fat books," which are distributed by salesmen from home
to home, or of the various "popular editions," which are sold by
peddlers in the streets of Athens. These publications, a mixture of
progressive literature and pseudo-literature, reflect the significant degree
of retardation and even of backwardness that book publishing had
suffered in the quarter-century between the Metaxas dictatorship and
the end of the Fifties, when books suffered a merciless persecution.
Hundreds of books were banned or were distributed clandestinely, from
hand to hand. To counter this persecution, the KKE published a
large number of these books in eastern Europe, where tens of thousands
of forcefully expatriated political dissidents lived. In addition to various
purely political publications, the KKE created Politikes ke Logotechnikes
Ekdosis, which published scores of the most important works of contemporary Greek literature.' I think I am not exaggerating when I claim
that even at the beginning of the Sixties, the situation had not been
restored to the prewar level. The tradition that publishing houses like
Estia, Fexis, Eleftheroudakis, Stochastis, and Zaharopoulos had established
had in essence been suspended.
Of course, this does not mean that a substantial number of publishing houses were not functioning, the most representative of which
were: Estia, Fexis, Galaxias, Ikaros, Papyros, Difros, Themelio, Kedros,
Dorikos, Astir, Govosis, Atlantis, Arsenidis Daremas, Zaharopoulos,
Maris, Melissa, Angyra, Grigoris, Alvin Redman Hellas, Gonis, lolikos,
T. Drakopoulos, Ikostos Eonas, Papakostas, Istorikes Ekdosis, Politikes
ke Logotechnikes Ekdosis, and others. Of all these publishing houses,
with the exception of Estia, which, with its classic series of modern
Greek literature, constituted perhaps the only publishing constant in
Greece, and Zaharopoulos, Govosis, and Eleftheroudakis, which operated
more on the basis of a continuing momentum in view of their unexcelled past (at least as far as Greek publishing was concerned), we
can assert that only very few offered a distinctive quality in their publishing and political presence. Ikaros, Fexis, Galaxias, and Themelio
are perhaps the most representative of the latter, although this does not
6 It is accepted beyond any formal confirmation that the area of book publishing and book marketing "helped" hundreds of leftist intellectuals, who were
thrown into the streets by the post-Civil War state.
7The Politikes ke Logothechnikes Ekdosis that the Communist Party pub.
lished abroad, with an excellent program, were illegal and totally banned in
Greece. For that reason they were not able to affect directly our publishing
activity, limiting their contribution to the political refugees and the few Greeks
of Western Europe. The void they created was in essence filled by Themelio
which was "the official" publishing house of the pre-dictatorship EDA.
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mean that a few others did not display, in part, several noteworthy elements.
Having come of age in the first post-Civil War years, with the
group of Nea Grammata and significant works in prose of the generation of the Thirties as its nucleus, Ikaros was essentially the publishing
house of this group and of the literary circles of the Cafe Brazilian,
Loumidi, and Vyzantion. Specific in its selections, Ikaros retained an
elitist posture, steadfastly refusing to expand into other publishing
spheres. It nevertheless published many of the more important works
of modern Greek literature. Its collaborators—I mention the most important ones—Sikelianos, Seferis, Elytis, Gatsos, Engonopoulos, Rotas,
Koun, Moralis, Papanoutsos, Tsarouchis, and others, although having
no mass access to the reading and the cultural public, became, in the
years that followed, the central figures of our cultural life. To its credit,
too, it should be mentioned that the books of Ikaros are distinguished
by their meticulous appearance.
The publications of Galaxias were an ambitious and pioneer effort
that contributed to the introduction of the pocket edition, which, until
then, was considered a contemptible or unsuccessful species. Having a
total publishing vision, Galaxias published, within a decade, scores of
books by Greek and foreign authors (I mention, in particular, Roidis,
Papadiamantis, Kapetanakis, Sikelianos, Embirikos, Elytis, Seferis, as
well as Machiavelli, Dostoevski, Koestler, Kafka, Joyce, Gogol, Miller,
Fitzgerald, Balzac, Rilke, and others), systematically trying to publish
several series such as ancient authors, poetry and theater, essays and
studies, and foreign and Greek novelists. And Galaxias displayed particular concern in the area of translations, many of which remain
unsurpassed even today.
The publications of Fexis, too, constituted an important intervention
in the area of book publishing, with several series, the most important
of which was that of modern Greek authors, which published works
of several known and many unknown names of contemporary Greek
literature. (I will mention, in particular, the names of Dhikaios, Malanos,
Politis, Panayotopoulos, Magazis, Haris, Baretis, Theotokas, Gemal is,
Samarakis, Vasilikos, Mitropoulos, and Koumandareas.) Of great interest also was its contribution in the field of translation of foreign
works, with its most systematic accomplishment being the publication
of the beautiful series, How to Know China Better, which comprised
a total of nearly thirty volumes.
Finally, Themelio, which was originally established as a front publishing house for EDA, constituted the most significant and ambitious
attempt of the traditional left in the field of publishing. Aside from the
superiority, compared with other non-partisan publishing houses, that
the support of the EDA apparatus gave it, Themelio's presence in the
area of publishing was positive to the degree that, even though onesided,
it became the refuge of many progressive writers of the time, and
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that at least a part of its staff tried, albeit contradictorily, to overcome
the "constant" of socialist realism, by offering a more open "problematic." Partially oriented, like Galaxias, toward the pocket edition,
Themelio published several series of interesting works by Greek and
foreign authors. Thus, in addition to classic Marxist works, its contribution in the publication of many works of foreign writers, such as
Twain, Fischer, Hikmet, Aragon, and others, was significant.
The situation with the periodical press, where several political,
literary, or scientific magazines of limited range and circulation appeared was more or less analogous. The most characteristic magazines
were Nea Estia, Nea Ikonomia, Epitheorisi Technis, Tachydromos, Elliniki
Aristera, Theatre, Epoches, Istoriki Epitheorisi, Synchrona Themata,
Koures, Kritiki, Diaghonios, Filoloyiki Protochronia, Antikapitalistis,
Anagenisis, Endhochora, Zyghos, Kenouria Epochi, Eranistis, Pali,
Panspoudastiki, Nea Ellinika, Nea Poria, Spoudastikos Kosmos, as well
as the Greek Cypriot publication Pnevmatiki ke Filoloyiki Kipros.

We are still in the period where the bipolar, post-Civil War climate
predominates. It is for that reason that this publishing plethora is superficial to the degree that the essential movement of ideas is limited to
three or four publications, while, as a rule, there is either no demand for
the remainder, or this remainder circulates within a strictly limited circle
of intellectuals. The few unfocused movements that clandestinely take
place in the core of the traditional left are small incidents measured
against what is to come. The formation of different political and
cultural attitudes on the left crystallizes hesitantly and with extreme
difficulty. This extreme, monotheistic left suffers nausea even at the
most innocuous suggestions or criticisms which, very quickly, are dealt
with by the tragic dilemma of tradition: silence or ostracism. Faced
with this tragic dilemma, the solution chosen is sometimes exiting
the stage and discovering old stores of pure poetry, art, etc., which
are faithfully served by the intransigents of the historic café-bars
and coffeehouses.
Nevertheless, the reaction against the Sadducees did occur and not
merely as a poetic eruption of "Screams in the Night." It took place
both in the political arena, with secret but incessant intraparty conflicts,
which all the more frequently assumed the nature of a politicoorganizational opposition, and on the cultural battleground, with the
confrontation with the Lernean Hydra of Zhdanovism or neo-Zhdanovism.
And it is true that, however much this intellectual conflict took place
within the framework of the traditional discourse (which, though, had to
be overcome), nevertheless, it would be a serious mistake to underestimate the existing difficulties and restraints of that specific period.
Only if we avoid a linear approach can we perhaps be able to comprehend the contradiction, for instance, characterizing the leading publication of the left of that period, the periodical Epitheorisi Technis, a
cultural mirror of the activities taking place within the left, both in
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the establishment of a defense apparatus for the protection of the
sacred tradition of the Third International, and for the concentration
of heterogeneous forces which, for different reasons, were seeking its
transformation or defeat.
One would expect that the significant political rearrangements of
1963-1965, which brought on the political stage hundreds of thousands
of people and raised many hopes for an essential political recovery,
would continue. But events proved, once more, that negative internal
conditions, structural impasses, are not overcome by external injections.
One cannot bring about democracy when deep inside one is profoundly
undemocratic. At the end of 1966, after three years of continuous
mobilization and outbreaks, the bending of the curve on all fronts
was evident. The victorious march of the democratic forces was literally
fragmented in the minefields of the apostasy, accommodation, retreat,
and fear that the partisan herd who had taken over the sidewalks inspired. The consequences in the area of publishing, a field of extreme
sensitivity and limitations, was equally vertical and manifest.
In the "Chronicle of Intellectual Life" of the November-December
1966 issue of Epitheorisi Technis, there is a characteristic commentary
entitled, "The Publishing Recession," where this situation is
described vividly.
Everything indicates that this year's publishing activity, which
always reaches its highest point around the holidays, is very low
compared with that of last year and, even more, with years past.
Very few new books, Greek and translations, are in display in
the windows of bookstores and even fewer have been announced.
Those publishing houses which introduced series of new books
ceased to operate or, at least, to publish books in 1966, while
others significantly curtailed their publishing activity and were
forced to sell their old stock. Particularly acute is the absence
of non-commercial publications.
It would be strange, of course, if the reverse were true. We
cannot but draw attention to the phenomenon, particularly worrisome, if we take into consideration that last year's activity, too,
showed an evident recession. The southwest wind which blows
again, following the July coup in our public life—in conjunction
with the rise of the cost of living—can only affect the young
and constantly distressed bud of our cultural life. 8
Epitheorisi Technis did draw attention to those very truths, but it kept
silent about its own responsibility, which on the political front was
no less serious.
Certainly, between the pogrom that the right let loose against
leftist ideas and publishing, and the pogrom within the left itself,
8 See

Epitheorisi tis Technis, vol. 143-144, p. 494, November-December 1966.

12

JOURNAL OP THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

there existed a wide quantitative difference. This, however, did not
negate their structural relationship in the common undemocratic denominator of banning the "immoral version." The crisis in publishing
during the last two years before the dictatorship was not the result
of political or economic considerations only. It was a structural crisis
of two tested traditional versions which the people, without identifying
or equating them—since the unalterable enemy of the subjugated classes
continued to be the post-Civil War ruling class—sought, dimly and
contradictorily, to overcome.
II. International Events During 1967-1970, the Military Coup of
1967, and its Consequences for Publishing

The military coup of 1967 was followed by an immediate violent
interruption of the political practice and movement of ideas as these
were transmitted through publications of every kind. From one essential point of view, the coup also proved the limits of a totality of
ideas and practices which the crisis within the traditional left in
Greece, and the important rearrangements that were developing or were
discerned on an international scale,g had already placed in doubt.
In fact, the great "who-whom" that was born of the temporary
political and organizational collapse of the traditional left, and roamed
like a ghost over all those who had sunk into the void of the original
silence, was seeking a way out. This outlet, however, based on the
specific conditions of that time, could only be limited and partial.
Because, although some—or rather, a few—had a presentiment of the
inevitable ending of the old beaten track, understanding the necessity
for a drastic breach, for a "cleansing of ideas," an unclogging from
the "plaque" of the past, the subjective possibilities and the objective
limits of the era did not allow for an immediate overcoming of these
problems. The fact remains, however, that for all the objective and
subjective difficulties, both the internal and external situation were
helping essentially in bringing about the initial positive shiftings.
In my opinion, there were three basic events in the decade of the
Sixties that marked the international political scene, forming the conditions for an open breath with the prevailing ideological conditions and
practices dominating the international left movement during the thirtyyear period from 1930-1960.
The Chinese Cultural Revolution and everything it entailed was a
"violent invasion of the masses into the area where their fate is deter91 note without chronological sequence, or sequence of importance, Vietnam,
the Cultural Revolution, May 1968, the invasion of Czechoslovakia, the SinoSoviet conflict, the hot Italian autumn, the death of Guevara/guerrilla movements
in Latin America, the rise of movements of social dissent in Western Europe,
North America, and Japan.
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mined," or a definitive version, for Eastern societies, of the vision,
"bomb the general staff." At the same time, it was also the last spark
of the ashes still smoldering from October, the last frontier of the
neo-Jacobin invasion "from the outside" of the ideas of socialism in
a nation and society in which not only socialist, but also bourgeois, social
and cultural weight was in essence insignificant or nonexistent.
The invasion of Czechoslovakia by Russian tanks was a manifest
indication of the intensity of the mass struggle in Eastern societies,
a struggle which the smog of "socialist chimneys" clouded for a considerable length of time, so long as acute and unsolved national and
social problems could still be "confronted politically." Czechoslovakia
showed clearly to the entire world—or, rather, to its suspicious segment that, in Eastern societies, the very right of nations to selfdetermination was as much beyond discussion as the content of (no
longer) "existing socialism."
May 1968 in France, and the immediately prior or parallel, movements of culture and social debate in the capitalist metropolises, brought
to the surface not only the need for an incessant criticism of the old
world, but also the urgency to prevent that need from being applied in
a formalistic and impassable way. May 1968 in essence questioned the
economistic and dogmatic "hyperpolitical" way of viewing things, and,
with its theoretical, political, and social weight, shifted the center of
debate. The crisis of visions, which its violent ascent brought to the
fore, liberated practice and the imagination, bringing us closer to the
rejected world of psychoanalysis, women's liberation, radical interpersonal relationships, the relationship of the individual with politics,
his self-determination, his existentialist anxiety, his tragic struggle to
find his humanity in the barbaric and inhospitable daily surroundings
of contemporary cement forests.
These "external" elements, undoubtedly of a secondary significance
in relation to the "internal," were indirectly connected to the accumulated material hidden in the subsoil of the peculiarly metropolitan,
contemporary Greek society.'° This material was directly connected to
101 have tried in the past to approach this extremely important issue of the
—

character of contemporary Greek society. Regardless of the value of these conclusions, I believe the whole issue continues to have a decisive importance as
regards any contemporary study or analysis of our society that may be undertaken. The growth of the Greek middle class as a merchant marine class and its
integration into the international colonial distribution of labor—as an organic
part of the international middle class—constituted, and continues to do so, a
"riddle" for many past and present Greek social scientists. On the contrary,
however, for a small minority, this very element constitutes the special aspect
of the scientific interpretation of the specific formation and development of the
Greek middle class. It constitutes exactly a mil generic element, through the interpretation of which, perhaps to a certain degree, Greek radical thought may
be able to get rid of the abstract generalities of the "state of foreign domination
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the deep socioeconomic changes, as much on the internal front as in
the international capitalist distribution of labor, which, after the national crisis of 1963-1965, posed the problem of their institutionalized ratification.
However, this kind of transformation of the traditional structure
of the unilateral, dependent post-Civil War state—in other words, the
dimly outlined march toward bourgeois modernization and multiple
dependency—was not, as was proven, something that could pass without
opposition and hindrance. If these phenomena created a host of problems, questions, fears, and suspensions for the traditional center-right,
matters were even more difficult for the traditional left, which functioned
entirely on the basis of the logic of the post-Civil War state
and polarization.
At this point, I think, it is worth clarifying certain thoughts of
mine, even though I might run the risk of being somewhat repetitive
and, without a doubt, unable to render an authoritative account.
Contemporary Greek society is, in my opinion, a peculiarly metropolitan society that displays distinct characteristics of backwardness in
many sectors, appearing typically to resemble certain neighboring states
in certain ways, but which, based on its position in the international distribution of labor and its internal economic, social, and cultural conditions,
can only be characterized as that of a metropolis. Its basic characteristics
are the existence of a small, overdeveloped upper middle class with a
significant international presence and a decisive participation in the
control of international transport, of a large middle and petty bourgeois
class, which dominates the entire sphere of our economic, social, political,
and cultural life, and of a globally dispersed and economically robust
diaspora, which retains many ties with the national center.
This very heavy concentration of shipowners, bankers, industrialists,
and petty bourgeois of the sea which makes a living from the construction
industry, tourism, the merchant marine, heavy industry, the civil service,
the army, and retailing, managed to leave its mark on the model of
national economic concentration without essential opposition, but met
serious problems in the area of politics. Because, in the area of political
relations, our society was deeply divided into the left and right. However,
while this inheritance, a historical product of the Civil War, retained
the external characteristics which represented it in the past, it remained
empty of social content.
This did not occur because of a shifting of the right but of the
.

.

and subjugation," scientifically defining the specific limits of dependence of the
Greek middle class, its character, and its function in the domestic and international
market. See Loukas Axelos's "Maximos and the Problems of the Birth and
Development of the Greek Middle Class," Anti, vol. 75, pp. 39-42, July 1977,
and "Notes and Observations on Greek and South Balkan Reality of the Eighteenth
Century," Tetradhia, vol. 2-3, pp. 177.198, Fall 1981, where all necessary references
to the appropriate bibliography are made.
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traditional left which, irrespective of the quality of its political ideas,
covered, until the beginning of the Fifties, the whole of that world
which, through the epic of the national liberation and the Civil War,
dimly perceived the vision of a new Greece. And I think that matters
do not become complicated by the fact that the political expression of
those forces that formed the pole of the social left at that time resulted
in a non-revolutionary ideology. This, it should be noted, became the
major problem of the "victorious revolution that was lost." What is
important for me is that, for an entire decade, hundreds of thousands
of people—half of Greece—fought with all their might for the "other
version," paying dearly for their choice. The stage changed gradually
in the years following the end of the Civil War, however. I will not stop
to analyze this very important subject further. I will simply maintain
that the dislocation primarily concerned the traditional left.
This occurred because a significant segment of the traditional left,
sufficiently large in numbers, was the one which, through its hard
economic struggle throughout the twenty-five year period, 1950-1975
(a struggle for its mere existence during the initial period), acquired a
significant economic presence in the middle class. Having been economically dislocated, having resigned from the social content of its
old vision, it was left with the characteristic syndrome of its political
visions—those visions which for many years the Greek state and the
ruling class had mercilessly persecuted but which they no longer had
serious reasons not to incorporate, to the degree that they had been cut
off from their social content.
This historical convergence of what was in reality "the right," and
what was called, and to a certain extent was, "the left," indisputable in
the economic arena, was expressed with strong crises on the political and
cultural fronts. Not only because the historic weight of the opposition
to the "government of the right" was very intense among the lower
classes, but also because the crisis on the left itself did not make it
easy to surmount the entire problem.
To many people, these allegations concerning the social and political
shiftings of the traditional left might sound strange, more so at a
moment when those responsible for the April 21 coup claimed that they
engineered it in order to save the country from the communist "threat"
and, for seven whole years, based their ideological and political presence
on anticommunism. 11 The extent of this danger, however, became evident
the day after the coup. The few thousands of leftists who, without
offering resistance, were suddenly thrown again into prisons or sent
into exile, were only, according to their own admission in those dif,

11 1 cite a characteristic excerpt from that period referring to the goal of
the junta, which, according to its statements, was the "neutralization of Communism," which threatened a new "round so that is could realize its unalterable
desire of subjugating our country by red totalitarianism." See Nea Politics of

April 16, 1969.
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ficult first days, "the relics of old stars and corners covered with
cobwebs." Nineteen hundred and sixty-seven was not 1947, either for the
left, as subsequent developments showed, or for the right itself.
This complicated internal and external reality, in connection with
the immediate problems that the military coup brought to the fore—the
unanswered questions—created an initial, small, but important rift in
the historically formulated dominant version of Marxism in Greece.
It was reality itself that shriekly rejected the crocodile's self-criticism,
its formalistic answers and secure interpretations; for the first time, the
adoption of pluralism and heterogeneity was introduced in functional
terms, although extremely limited quantitatively.
What before had been considered a supreme virtue, monolithic
thought and action, began to be disputed openly by, no doubt, a few,
who dimly and contradictorily were, nevertheless, made conscious of
the fact that this did not constitute a rejection of their ideological commitment but, in fact, a strengthening of it. This reality, reinforced
by the total prohibition of lawful political activity (which a large part
of the intelligentsia saw as a short-term impasse to the extent that it
would not satisfy, even in a rudimentary way, the new theoretical and
ideological demands), created the tendency for an opening of a dialogue
that could reinforce the limited needs for information, research, and a
critical stance in regard to the ideas being circulated.
This dialogue, in the circulation of written ideas, could, during the
first difficult years of the dictatorship, operate basically through the
publication of books and severely controlled—self-censored—periodicals,
since for two whole years there existed a formal and actual censorship
of every book. Once more, the book, essential bearer of the movement
of ideas, became an appropriate means of expression, communication,
and struggle for all those whom the conditions of open terrorism did
not "nevertheless" frighten into losing their heart to fight, seeking
from this lengthening of historical time the means which would make
possible a real self-examination and, hence, a profound political
reevaluation.
III. The First Post-Coup Publishing Efforts

The entirety of 1967 could literally be characterized as a dead
period, not only for the political (in the broadest sense of the word) book
but for books in general. The blow suffered by the banning of thousands of titles, the closing down of many leftist publishing houses, the
arrest of scores of people who were active in publishing, and the impermeable preventive censorship had as an immediate short-term result
the halt in every substantial publishing activity. This, however, did not
last long.
With the beginning of 1968, corresponding with the reorganization
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of the existing publishing units which had not completely dissolved, a
certain few nuclei began to form, consisting, in their majority, of independent leftists, former members of the Lambrakis Democratic Youth
movement, and groups opposed to EDA-KKE, all coming together with
the goal of publishing. The problematic of these individuals was neither
uniform nor clear. It had, however, a common denominator. Independent
of interpretations, deficiencies, contradictions, and gaps, it was united
by the essential recognition of the stationary condition of the dominant
social and political thought within the left and the gradually crystallizing
conception that the new problematic could not come about independently
of a wide dissemination of ideas without obstructions and restrictions,
that is, from an essentially pluralistic, democratic dialogue which would
open, and not close, the way to criticism. None of the first basic efforts
in book publishing at that time was taken at the initiative of the forcefully banned political organizations of the traditional left. This, in my
opinion, was the most significant and new element that marked book
publishing activity up to and including 1973.
For Greece, specifically, the whole subject takes on particular significance to the extent that—and this should not escape our attention—
when we speak of books, we mean primarily the hooks published by
the left at large. I want to insist on this point because I believe that any
generalization would lead us to erroneous conclusions. I have in mind
no specific data from other European countries, but in Greece, the
responsibility of the left in book publishing was—and is—decisive. It is
not only a matter of the significant proportion that leftist publications
represented in the totality of functional publishing houses, but primarily
the fact that the personnel itself, that is, the authors, publishers, booksellers, salesmen, typesetters, etc., were in the overwhelming
majority leftists. 12
This reality, recognised even before the coup, made the publishing
sector a "privileged" area of intervention on the part of any and all
political-cultural activity. "Privileged," of course, to the degree that
"the leftist world of books" was also the world of the traditional
left or rather, of the traditional left's intellectual world, and consequently, was relatively more sensitive and more independent than the
more, or relatively, solid remaining masses.
The "invasion" of this new, and 'without prior tenure or attachment, "personnel" in publishing, given the vacuum created by the
universal restraint on publishing activity during 1967-1968, created a
new situation from the very beginning. Specifically, a real rupture was
created both in the relationship with the political agency of the book
which, as a rule, before the coup, signified even the political-cultural
editions—in the wider meaning of the term—and in the relationship with
the traditional "pre-coup" booksellers/publishers of the "fat book" (a
significant part of whom, having regrouped, continued to operate).
12 See 6 above.
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But for the new, intensely politicized "intellectual-publisher," publishing
was, at least in the beginning, primarily a means of political-cultural
expression and communication. It was the continuation of politics
through other, more appropriate means which, perhaps objectively,
transformed him into a bearer of culture.
The spark was lit in the middle of 1968 with the editions of
Kalvos, which published E. Schwartz's allegorical and hopeful Dragon.
There followed the Stochastis editions with Rigas Velestinlis's Kimena,
"an effort to forge a continuous link with the blazing past of the
struggles of our people for national independence," as well as the
Kimena editions with K. Theotokis's classic work, Honor and Money.
A little later, at the start of 1970, Epikerotita published Arthur
Miller's Incident at Vichy, and Neoi Stochoi published Jacques Prevert's
Poems, completing the cycle of the first five "historic" publishing
houses, forerunners of the essential publishing and political-cultural
work that was to be accomplished in the following years.
These first five publishing houses had, in some respects, many
shortcomings and imperfections. Basically, not only had none of
their founding members been publishers in the past, but none of them
dreamed that they would remain in this "forced" field permanently.
As a group, though, they included all that was most positive in the
active intellectual intervention of the period.
Kalvos evolved a large publishing program around the offering of
classic works of bourgeois and Marxist culture, in conjunction with
works of contemporary writers, primarily from the world of the new
left (Herzen, Machiavelli, Hauser, Belinsky, Giannidis, Mills, Fanon).
The books of Stochastis were more "closely" political and depended on
a critical balance between what was necessary from the "old" and what
was significant from the "new" (Rigas, Glinos, Maximos, Marx, Brecht,
Gramsci, Hikmet, Bettelheim). Kimena produced beautiful books of a
primarily literary nature (Theotokis, Brecht, Weiss, Lekatsas, Skarimbas,
Katsaros, Alexandrou, Sachtouris, Dallas, Jarry). Epikerotita, then known
as Diethnis Epikerotita, after the publication of a number of foreign
socialist writers, began issuing modem Greek works of primarily historic
character aimed at creating a new approach to "tradition" (Skliros,
Filaretos, Zallonis, Tsopotos, Kordatos, PsiroUlcis). Finally, Neoi Stochoi,
which also published a monthly periodical, had a program of publishing
overtly political works, and reprinting Marxist classics and contemporary
authors (Marx, Lenin, Trotsky, Weiss, Mandel, Robinson, Pouliopoulos,
Frank). Finally, by the end of 1970, the publishing organizations
Ekdosis tou 1970 and Epikouros made their first appearance.
All these publications confirmed that the "trend" toward publishing
expressed deeper political-cultural needs. Above all, they expressed
the need for breaking up the ideological monopoly exercised by the
traditional left in the movement of ideas, and books in particular, and
whose hegemony had remained unchallenged in the past. Thus, the
.
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traditional left's political-organizational collapse made possible, not only
a "passive resistance," but also an "offensive strategy" to the extent
that life itself seemed to confirm the "counter-revolutionary" critical
versions of all those whom the political and cultural bureaucracy had,
for a long time, suppressed."

This time, the apologists were neither the "foreigners" Luxemburg,
Lukacs, Brecht, Gramsci, Bakunin, Trotsky, Kropotkin, Marcuse, Mao,
Guevara, or Korsch, nor the "native" Maximos, Pouliopoulos, Kordatos,
Lekatsas, or Castoriades, but their neo-Zhdanovite inquisitors.
During that critical period, the new publishers turned almost exclusively to the publication of "classical" modern Greek works and
translations, not having the possibility yet of presenting contemporary
Greek authors who, of necessity, were keeping silent, having ceased to
write, numbed by unanswerable questions, or simply continuing to
work at random, keeping their jobs and waiting for better times to
come. The only essential exception were the authoritative bourgeois
publishing houses Estia and Ikaros, which published several works of
classical and contemporary Greek authors who had taken an unclear,
or even a clear, antidictatorial position.
These works, regardless of the quality of the answers they supplied
concerning the present and future, were literally sucked up by the
existing, or developing, reading public, and particularly by the students
who made up its main body during that period. Because, in reality, the
development of publishing activity coincides with the development of
the mass student movement, 14 which formed its fighting front during
that time.
The influence of those who doubted the dominant views of the
traditional left among the new students was significant and created an
initial "mass tradition." For that reason, even though by the end of
1972 the organizational regrouping of the traditional left was becoming
gradually more evident, its predominance never approached the levels
of the pre-dictatorial period, since a significant body of resistance to
its ideas had already and definitely been consolidated in the
young generation.
This gradually growing publishing activity, which within a threeyear period took on the dimensions of a publishing flood, with continuous reprintings of classical Greek works and myriads of translations,
13The "passive resistance" was originally espoused by a significant part of
the historic left. This segment, conscious of its political-organizational paralysis,
espoused that option, preferring the non-existence of action to action over which
it had no control. For that reason, it directly opposed all efforts for a semilawful intervention made during that period because—allegedly—these interventions
played the junta's game, etc.
14 See Stavros Lygeros's The Student Movement and Class Struggle in

Greece. From the Appeals to the Courts of First Instance to the Uprising of
the Polytechnic, vol. I p. 69, ed. Ekdotiki Omada Ergasias, Athens, 1977.
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nevertheless made evident another reality which to this day has not been
radically reversed. In other words, while the situation demanded a vertical,
radical, and self-propelled confrontation with the problems which of necessity had arisen, the only existing possibility of confronting them was
through a leap into the past and the introduction of borrowed elements.
Once more, perhaps more intensely than ever, there arose the
problem of knowledge in Greece. This "retarded" metropolitan impenetrable petty bourgeois society continued to be unable to give a
functional response to the problem of the organic production of knowledge. Sociopolitical and cultural problems continued to be confronted
through the same tried prescription used since the foundation of the
modern Greek state: "importation." The tragedy in this instance was
that this reality constituted a universal phenomenon. From the state
and public institutions to social, political and cultural organizations
and institutions, on the right and the left, the tradition of continuity of
the intermediary constituted the established order of things.
If, for the rightist "Anglophile," "Germanophile," and "Americanophile" segment of the Greek population, the introduction of the
respective methods and knowledge of those nations was—as the past
had shown—the only easy and, at the same time, necessary (for their
Greek collaborators) road to take (since the .right's major institutions
had as their main goal the production of costumed intellectuals whose
professional-class duty was the reproduction and maintenance, with
borrowed elements, of the prevailing ideology), the situation was by
no means different within the left.
Because, as regards the leftist, "Russophile" tradition, to the extent
that the reversal of the existing structure was identified with the "conquest of a whole world," it should have confronted, if it had wanted to
be consistent with its promises, the predominant view of the
"rightist tradition of the intermediary," not with a "revolutionary intermediary" but with a conscious march through continuous experimentation, refutation, and retraction, toward those national and social transformations worthy of the true national identity.
But the plethora of uncritically published translations of leftist and
anarchist literature, which continues unabated even, today, indicates, in
my opinion, the weakness of such a resolution. The need to "import"
foreign—advanced or-not—knowledge constitutes without a doubt the
historical fact of an entire period—in the past—which does not necessarily mean that it ought to continue today.
These observations have no connection, of course, with the conservative and xenophobic versions of a cultural self-sufficiency or the
furtive tradition of a socialism with national colors. On the contrary,
they call to attention, on a primaxy level, perhaps too emphatically, the
need for a third road which would be removed from the predominant
"nationalistic" and intermediary versions of the past, creating its existence
on a new critical, national and popular base.

Publishing ActivityinGreece:

21

Perhaps this paragraph from George Seferis's diary (May 8, 1945)
better expresses what I want to say, and which is nothing new to the
extent that it pervades the entire work of Dimitris Glinos. Seferis
writes: "Today is the day the war ended. In the morning, from the
terrace of the ministry, the parade. Tsoliades that have become a moving set. Completely wound up.. I have no feelings. The only thing that
moved me this morning, as I looked down on the street from my
window, was a blind man, playing the national anthem on his harmonica,
as he went by, dragging his feet."
This is not an "anti-external" but a profoundly "internal" point of
view which, having acquired an elemental consciousness of itself from
the study of its rich experience, will try to create a contemporary personality based on our real cultural needs, critically comparing and, linking
the "old" with the "new" and "foreign" with "national" elements—
this, I think should be our goal. Undoubtedly, this composition of a
new national-popular-cultural framework escapes the boundaries of publishing or any other cultural activity, and enters the huge channel of
all other national and social problems.
IV. The Second Period, Leading to the Restoration of
Parliamentarianism

The period following mid-1971 was characterized by certain important changes in the political and cultural field. The furtive social
and political reaction to the dictatorship embraced wide masses of
people, particularly in the central cities of Athens and Thessaloniki.
The beginning and fast-spreading mass student movement, and the
increasing underground activity against the dictatorship, constituted a
reality which the manic persecution of the authorities was unable to
suppress. Student activity within the local organizations, the establishment of EKIN, the circulation of the first student publications, in conjunction with the continual increase in publishing activity (since censorship had ceased, even formally, to exist as a preventive measure)
created a positive political and cultural climate that allowed comfortable
margins for the pluralistic circulation of ideas.
This, in my opinion, was due to the following reasons. The existence
of the dictatorial regime created a vacuum of lawful political activity
whose worst victims were the traditional parties and formations. This
lack of activity, or even more so the absence of state parliamentary
support, in conjunction with the intensely critical elements that were
brought to the fore by the collapse of the parliamentary version on
which the traditional left had invested all its political values, made
manifest, or at any rate made equally palatable, the "opposite' forms
of political and cultural reasoning. A host of more or less important
new publishing houses with noteworthy contributions were founded,
.
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thus completing, extending, or even substituting for the progressive
publishing activity of the first ten publishing organizations. Such publishing houses were Koultoura, Ydrochoos, Diethnis Vivliothiki, PaTridis,
Athina, Kouros (with a periodical as well as books), Mnimi, Byron,
Planitis, Anion, Boukoumanis, Pyli, Gnosis, Prod, Karanasis, Odysseas,
Vegas, Chronos, Kastaniotis, Vergos, Poria, Rappas, Ermias, Egnatia,
Armos, Pandora, and others.
These new publishing houses produced scores of new titles of all
ideological trends and shades while certain of them showed a tendency
for specialization in certain subjects (theater, history). This publishing
"eruption" brought with it both positive and negative elements. The
craftsmanship and empiricism which in the first post-dictatorship publications constituted elements which, based on specific difficulties and
contradictions, could—to a certain degree—be justified, in certain publications that followed took on a substantially intense negative form.
During the same period, the publishing houses Kedros, Papazisis,
Iridanos, Galaxias, Papyros, Ikaros, Dodoni, and Anagnostidis were
being restructured, and the Lambrakis group presented the editions of
Ermis. These publishers gathered around them a significant and traditional leftist and middle class democratic personnel, while from within
the "underground" channels, the significant stock of books that remained
from the EDA publishing organization, that is, the editions of Themelio,
flooded the market.
Of the publishing houses named above, the most important and
most effective was Kedros which, within a short time, became the official cultural tribune of the best known centrist-leftist authors. Specifically, after the publication of Dekaochto Kimena, Nea Kimena, and
publication of the periodical Synechia, Kedros managed quickly to widen
its publishing activities, issuing several contemporary literary editions
which appeared for the first time in Greece and which culminated, in
my opinion, with the uneven and incomplete, though radical and innovative, works of Marios Hakkas, who died prematurely. As for the
few new publishing units which appeared shortly before and after
the Polytechnic events, they were, regardless of their viability, of
limited significance.
The ideological-political element, very important during the
first period, gradually shifted to the "natural" areas of a more wellrounded political activity (political organizations, groups, trade union
organs, etc.), thus limiting the "enlightening" book publishing activity
of the first period to a considerable degree. Nevertheless, there was
neither a suspension of publishing activity of an indirect political nature,
nor did publishing houses of various persuasions cease to exist or even
multiply. There was only a brief and total interruption during the era
immediately following the events of the Polytechnic, since the main
visitors to the "world of books" at that time were not the Muses but
the security police.
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The shift, however, had in essence been completed. Traditional
ideas and formations, having regrouped, began to gain lost ground,
taking advantage of the objective inability of the new ideas to express
themselves synthetically. The developing partisan mechanisms intervened

on all levels, forming similar preconditions in the area of book publishing too, and aiming at outflanking, weakening, or conquering the
existing independent publishing units, and at developing new or resurrected old publishing organizations immediately following the clearlyperceived collapse of the junta.
It would be one-sided on my part, however, if I did not draw attention to a significant negative element which began to be perceived
from the first moment in the field of book publishing, and which was
firmly connected with the overall political and social situation. This
plethora of publishers, of publications, but also of versions of reality
was, to a certain degree, an expression of an objective reality but
beyond that concrete fact it also expressed an extremely personal
political subjectivity.
This extreme subjectivity and individualism is not unknown to the
modern Greek state, since sixty-five years after its establishment it had
the international distinction of having nearly 1,000 newspapers and 195
periodicals circulating throughout a nation that altogether comprised
fewer than 100,000 literate people. 15 This situation, in my opinion, expressed the contradictory element of having an objective pluralism that
contained intact, on the political level, the subjective element. Thus, for
example, publisher X, in the final analysis, expressed his political
credo, giving it a dimension in the area of politics which it did not
possess in the society itself.
The gain, however, of this period, over and above its negative
aspects, was extremely important. Because, for the first time in Greek
history, there was the appearance of such publishing pluralism, and for
the first time in the field of the "written" circulation of ideas there
developed an extraordinary concentration of people. As a result of
this process, a first nucleus was formed, comprising scores of publishers,
authors, translators, editors, and several booksellers of radical views, as
well as bookstore workers who contributed to having the Greek book
of quality surface from its traditional narrow cultural ghetto.
We can summarize that contribution in two basic parts: in the fact
that large masses of primarily new readers were brought into contact
with the most significant works of historical and contemporary Marxist,
anarchist, and bourgeois radical thought; and in the fact that several,
not only old but also contemporary, Greek writers, translators, and
editors, those who schematically today we call the generation of
the Seventies, were established and made known to a wider reading
public for the first time. And, finally, perhaps for the first time, modern
"See K. Tsoukalas's Social Development and the State, p. 145, ed Themelio,
Athens, 1981.
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Greek intellectuals began to earn money from the publication of their
work on an impressively large scale.
I do not think that I run the risk of exaggeration if I claim that,
during those difficult years of the dictatorship, book publishing was
particularly lucky. Not only because the forced suspension of lawful
political activity "pushed" scores of noted intellectuals into its field,
which, in normal circumstances, would have never happened, but also
because this period was characterized: (a) by the significant increase in
the number of students or of graduates of higher institutions; (b) by
the weakness of traditional formations to exercise the leading role
originating from their own structure; and (c) by the increase of the
buying power of the prospective reader since, his political and cultural
activity having been restricted, it left wider margins for his time
and money.
The period 1970-1974 is that of the exclusively (in its wider and
more narrow interpretation) political book, which predominates in the
market, covering fifty to sixty percent of the total of effective book
publishing. I would not be far from the truth if I claimed that Greeks
were dealing with the overthrowing of the "pre-dictatorship balance of
power" to the extent that the publishing boom of the seven-year period
marked the beginning of the end of the "fat book" and that the political
book not under the control of traditional formations, in its wide
and narrow interpretation, broke the barrier of 2,000-3,000 copies and
approached the level of 10,000-15,000 copies. It was a situation that
was natural to the degree that the sum of political-social problems
were extremely acute under the regime of an openly anti-parliamentary
coup, with the problem of the left at large remaining open, given the
inability of its traditional formations to offer a counter-culture, to
radically propose the necessity for the creation of a new nationalistpopular cultural framework.
V. The First Years Following the Restoration of
Democracy

With the restoration of parliamentary democracy and the change of
the political stage, the stage of the wider movement of ideas and, especially, of books also changes. The essential end of the era of the postCivil War state is legitimized with the effort to have democratic institutions function again in essence, a fact which, it appears, is finally
realized by the right itself, or at least, by its modernized segment.
The internal political impasse of the junta, and the turmoil over the
loss of a vital segment of akritic Hellenism in Cyprus, leads the majority
of the traditional political forces of the country to fundamental convergences. These regroupings are ratified and legalized by the reinstitution of the traditional left, which, partially reorganized and hay-
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ing overcome the "ontological problem" of the period 1967-1971, and
being in a more advantageous position, is able to affect the entire issue
more decisively.
The intense desire to close the gap of political practice leads to the
agonizing quest for a political home and the induction of thousands of
people into the heretofore outlawed but weakly functioning, or quickly
rearranging, formations of the left at large. The result is- the creation,
within a very short time, of party mechanisms and the publication of
a plethora of leftist newspapers and periodicals which contribute toward
shifting the center of gravity. And for this, too, I think, there is a
logical explanation because, to the extent that for the large masses of
people the problem had been solved (since the legitimation of leftist
organizations and their publications had been achieved), the continuation of the peculiarly "frontist" political function of the various publishing units of the "new type" that came of age during the dictatorship
appeared to be superfluous.
From that point on, the self-restriction of publishing activity to the
"purely" publishing-cultural sphere, that is, to its natural dimensions,
was just a matter of time. The self-restriction of the publishing houses,
and their personnel forming alongside of them, to a politically weakened
publishing activity, in no way meant, however, a decrease in the number of publishing houses or a restriction in the circulation of old and
new books. On the contrary, during the first two or three years after
the restoration of democracy, there was a real thirst on the part of the
wider reading public which had been immobilized during the dictatorship and was intent on filling the void created by the military coup—a
void which the anti-parliamentary solution made more evident, since
the total crisis in the educational, professional, and cultural postwar
structure was common knowledge.
Immediately after the return to democracy, the universal need for
formulating new conditions in relation to the period before the dictatorship became even more evident. The deficiency of the traditional way
of viewing political, social, and cultural problems was a fact recognized
by a substantial segment of intellectuals, who could be found dispersed
among all active political formations and, in particular, outside of them
or in their off-shoots. The realization of this deficiency was made more
evident to the thousands of those Greeks "who returned to the motherland immediately after the fall of the junta." In fact, alongside the
"new intellectual forces" which were formed during the dictatorship, a
substantial number of new people, comprising those who willingly or
unwillingly went abroad, came to be added.
This precious personnel was not at all homogeneous, however. Its
characteristic element was not only the exiles' innumerable ideological differences, but also differences due to the country of exile, due to studies,
to the variety of professions, to their objective experiences, to their age.
This mass invasion of a dynamic force was two-sided. One was positive,
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to the extent that it inoculated the weak native reality with new doubts
and suppositions, rich in multi-dimensional ways of approaching
phenomena. But there was also a negative side. Given the centuries-old
tradition of the middleman, the simple importation of ideas, as a rule,
resulted in the development of new theoretical dogmas. The absence of
any essential opposition to these imported ideas on the part of the
intellectual forces formed within the country, by definition completely
susceptible to external influences, was a decisive contributing factor. In
this case, too, the cultural complex which pervades nearly the sum
total of the Greek intelligentsia became most evident.
With a provincial cunning, it rushed, helter-skelter, to welcome
everything that arrived from abroad. And so, once more, the easy way
of avoiding the essential confrontation of the problem was embraced
and the mechanical consuption of the ready-made foreign diet was
promoted as a major advance.
The inability to control organically and assimilate creatively, most
evident in all spheres of our political and cultural activity, also dominated
the field of book publishing, where the majority of new publishers
appeared to exhaust their role in a thoughtless search for the fastest
possible importation of foreign intellectual products into the Greek
book market. The question of whether this fact was strategically pregnant with particular intellectual risks seemed to concern only a small
minority, which had already been overwhelmed by the new practice of
the middleman. During the initial post-dictatorship period, there appeared, for the first time, or essentially regrouped, more than 40
publishing houses. It was the period of Karanassis, Poria, Eleftheros
Typos, Synchroni Epochi, Themelio, Istorikes Ekdosis, Na Ypiretoume
ton Lao, Ekdotiki Omada Ergasias, S. I. Zaharopoulos, Rappa, Erasmos,
Morfotikes Ekdosis, Irini, Lychnari, Synchrona ke Klassika Kimena,
Ekdosis tou Laou, Politistiki Epanastasi, G. Anagnostidis, Dialogos, Pyli,
Mnimi, Kapopoulos, Kastaniotis, Exantas, Gi, Nea Synora, Boukoumanis,
Gutenberg, Glaros, Grammi, Egnatia, Pliada, Adelfi Tolidi, Melissa,
Kaktos, Kourountis, Byron, etc.
Of these publishing house, Synchroni Epochi, the KKE's publishing
unit, begins to play a significant political role and manages, within a
short period of time, to issue or reprint scores of titles. Also, Themelio,
the KKE's (Interior) publishing house, was reorganized, heir to
a rich tradition dating from the period when it was the publishing arm
of EDA and of the unified KKE.
A substantial role, definitely in terms of circulation and coincidentally political, was also played by the publishing houses of
Boukoumanis, Kastaniotis, Exantas, Gutenberg and the rising Kaktos
which, in common with Iridanos, Estia, Ikaros, Kedros, Papazisis, Papyros,
Dodoni, and Ennis, seem to form the "other" pole of successful private
enterprise. Somewhere in the middle, wavering between political-cultural
and ideologically commercial activity, Kalvos, Stochastis, Epikerotita,
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Kimena, Diogenis, Diethnis Vivliothiki, Epikouros, and Odysseas, the
publishing houses of the first and second period, continued to operate
under militant terms. Finally, the editions of Melissa continue to remain
peculiar and sufficiently different from the logic of the "fat book," and
are steadily, but not exclusively, oriented toward the publication of
books of art which without a doubt constitute a positive element as
far as Greek publishing realities are concerned.
This situation would have been of limited significance if we eliminated
from publishing activity the parallel, and equally important, activity of
the various periodicals which, on a large scale and circulation, began
publishing the first year following the restoration of parliamentary democracy.
Without, of course, intending to remain on this subject, which needs
another, total, and systematic treatment, I simply want to draw attention
to the fact that periodicals of that period such as Anti (second period) ,
Politic, Thourios, Odigitis, Tram, Tomes, Spira, Miniea Epitheorisis,
Need Stochoi (second period), 74-75, Panderma, KOMEP, Pezodromio,
Tetradhia Marxismou-Leninismou, KOMTHEP, Kamini, Kokkini Simea,
Simiosis, etc., develop a wide circulation, covering in their own way
the existing needs for political-cultural information and comparative
accounts of the political formations created during the dictatorship.
The fact remains, however, that the majority of new periodicals (and
there were scores of them) did not publish more than four or five
issues, without any particular esthetic-cultural or political pretensions.
None of the non-partisan periodicals of that period, with the sole
exception of Anti, managed to violate the numerus clausus of the
existing reading public by essentially extending or confirming the
debates in progress. On the contrary, all of them, with devotion and
fanaticism, addressed themselves to the political-cultural guilds, the
political and literary microcosm of "their" politicized left.
For this reason alone, we can say that all these periodicals not only
did not constitute a rupture, but fanatically continued the tradition of
the political and cultural monologue that constituted the dominant
element of the political and cultural behavior of the entire periodical
press in the period before the dictatorship. Behind the display window
of pluralism and polyphony, in other words, there was, as I emphasized
earlier, an extreme subjectivism, rich in imagination and full of interest,
but inexperienced, barely self-critical, frequently self-serving, and nearly
universally desocialized. In other words, a subjectivism which, more or
less, substituted the very few "mass monologues" of the past with a
host of new ones, most of them of the same quality.
That which constituted the deepest need of the left at large, an
open dialogue which of necessity is verified by testing in practice the
strength of its material—whatever it may be—was not only treated with
contempt but was fatally undermined by the noise of the meaningless
polyphony of being defined as whatever you declared yourself to be.
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Until 1978, the publication of the political book—in its wide
meaning—continued unabated. The reverse, however, had essentially
occurred. Never before in Greece were resistance activities sold so
dearly." The market was flooded by a great deal of political books which,
in their majority, as much in content as in the way they were published,
undermined the critical education of the reader, since they either constituted undigested-distorted importations of foreign problems or merely
aimed at acquiring the passport that would help their authors and
publishers take their respective trips on the road to parliamentary democracy.
It is true that a few publishers—specifically, the majority of those
who came of political age during the dictatorship—tried to ward off
this para-political flood. The satiety that resulted from the unrestrained
flow of the standard political or para-political book had immediate
repercussions on the remaining political books as well.
Naturally, this outpouring would not have occurred if there had
been no public willing to support it. Subsequent events, however, confirmed the limited possibility of the circulation of radical ideas, reminding hasty or day-dreaming populists that the level of debate of the
specific political formation of the time did not go beyond the framework of a standard bourgeois anti-Americanism.
Another result of this vertical social reality was the essential absorption-incorporation of even the subversive discourse, which, suspended
somewhere over the central problem of the receiving subject, ended up
by being used as an extreme leftist decoration of the various political
and literary cooking recipes of the time.
This phenomenon was naturally the result of a more general situation which covered the entire social and political ground at large, of
which the main characteristic was the widening of the bourgeois front,
from a hard nucleus to one which encompassed, in later years, certain
categories of the new middle strata. This occurred at the very moment
when whole segments of the traditional and certain categories of the
new middle strata displayed tendencies—albeit limited—of increasing
radicalization. These significant shiftings, characteristic of the movement and fluidity dominating the middle strata in Greece the last
twenty years, became more evident during this period .
The acceptance of this analysis removes us from, or at least instills
in us the hope of a differentiation from, the standard analyses concerning the "handful of monopolies," analyses which for sixty years
were unable to give us the social and political dimension of the Greek
petty bourgeoisie. The political and social weight, the political and cultural dimension of the Greek petty bourgeoisie, continues to remain on
the list of unresearched subjects in Greek social science. What tm16 It would suffice to mention that books like Stitt Kolasi tis K.Y.P. sold
scores of and possibly hundreds of thousands of copies, affecting—if not directly,
definitely indirectly—thousands of readers.
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selfishness ! Concern for the other classes has never allowed the petty
bourgeoisie to pay attention to itself.
This, of course, did not prevent its decisive participation in the
most massive modern Greek socialist movement; neither did it forbid
it from constituting the political personnel and the electoral clientele of
all political formations and, particularly, of the formation of the traditional and neo-traditional left. The creation of a situation whose basic
characteristics were the wider reorganization of the middle class—the
widening of the social right, and the outflanking of "centrist" and
"traditional leftist" political expression by significant segments of its
electoral clientele—did not come about either directly or linearly. The
social contract which was ratified over a period of twenty-five years was
securely based on the development of Greek capitalism during the
years 1950-1975.
In this peculiar metropolitan society where, within the framework of
truly impressive economic growth, middle class values were distinguished
as almost universal values, the room for essentially alternative social
and political options was almost asphyxiatingly limited. To the extent
that the predominance of these values was almost universal, the crux
of the problem was to be found in the realization of a common developing vision which only a solid framework of social and political unanimity
would be able to ensure. It would be naive to believe that this common
vision neutralized opposing views or differences. Personally, I only
want to emphasize that the anti-capitalistic vision was, in reality, nonexistent or underdeveloped.
Undoubtedly, the road to realizing that vision was not a straight
one. Based on the logic of the incorporation-inertia of the small and
weak, but functioning social left (as, at least, the limited spontaneous
workers' struggles of the 1974-1977 period made evident), it resulted
in the aggravation of the political crisis within the limited social and
political formations which envisioned certain more essential political
changes. And it is here that the crisis of the Left itself stamps its mark
on the crisis of the political book, since, as I mentioned above, - the
only widely-read political books in Greece were leftist books, in the
wider sense of the term.
This peculiar political situation was characterized by the weakness of
an alternative perspective which would inspire the Greek people, and
naturally its youth, with new visions. The dim realization of this fact
intensified the political-cultural crisis in the most sensitive segments of
the society and, in particular, in youth, a substantial part of which had
long been in conflict with the economistic model of development, as well
as with the views the traditional left had formed regarding the relationship of the individual with society and politics.
This crisis became particularly apparent in that limited segment of
the "generation of the Polytechnic" that felt betrayed, seeing both
its political struggles not bringing about any political changes and its
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economic situation weakened, to a certain degree, when measured against
that of the previous university generation. And, in fact, during that
period, the political crisis of the left appears to have kept pace with
the newly-appearing economic impasse seen in the interminable lines
of graduates for whom the sun of Greece did not suffice and who
were forced, if they did not want to be demoted socially and economically,
either to go southward, seeking Arabian or African warmth, or to wait
outside the doors of various ministries begging to be hired.
The crisis of the political values of the international and domestic
left was a crisis without an internal or even external solution. The many
efforts toward the formation of an alternative to the KKEs had already
failed completely, and the only thing that remained were the remnants
of the varied political groups and movements which blossomed and
withered prematurely, only to replenish subsequently the huge reservoirs
of PASOK and the KKE and the empty cisterns of the KKE (Interior)
and the "nonaligned."
The hopes invested in the regimes of the Eastern European societies,
the regrouping of the left in the West, and the victory of the national
liberation movements, were dissolved, as it became evident, in the
Sino-Vietnam war, the "export of revolution" from Cuba to Africa, the
massacre of the Eritreans and the Khmer Rouge by comrades Megistu
and Pham Van Dong, and the dispersion-dissolution-incorporation of
the New Left in Europe, Japan, and America. The resulting crisis was
not a partial, albeit strong, crisis but a very deep structural crisis, one
that put to universal test everything that had constituted the indisputable
value, the "glory and majesty" of the international left. It no longer
sufficed for the screaming confrontation with reality to be attributed
to the "revisionism" of the epigones who "distorted the truths of Marx
and Lenin." Neither was anyone comforted by the assurances of the
neo-anarchists that if they had taken over, "things would have
been different."
To all those for whom escape from the events was impossible, it was
becoming gradually more evident—unequally, of course, and by degrees—
that the distance between the original concept and the effective result
was enormous. Going even further, I could say that several intellectuals
and a considerable segment of the people (those who, empirically but
essentially, take a realistic stance toward things) began to have serious
doubts about the "practical" value or difference between the eschatological
meaning of applied socialism and the corresponding eschatology of every
type of previous philosophy or religion which, "overcoming" the inferno
of today, entrusted the vindication of their adherents to the next world.
To the extent that traditional and neo-traditional Marxist and
anarchist ideas, or oven the ideas of the neo-traditional left at large,
were not definitely separated from metaphysics or the idealization of
things—proving daily their inability to formulate a persuasive project
for the present and content with extolling so-called existing socialism
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or in issuing desperate denials—conditions in the short run were in
essence decided. Especially because in the Greek left the rifts and
denials were not determined structurally by the traditional body. For
the common denominator of all those who doubted the central model
was their monotheistic insistence on "their own model"—"a model,"
though, that was as equally foreign to Greek reality as that which was
being discarded. In this sense, the partially positive elements of the
Maoist, Eurocommunist, neo-Trotskyist, anarchist, feminist, or even
ecological middleman were reduced to being more foreign than those
proposed by that Soviet Marxism which, elementally at least, had been
acclimatized following fifty years of adventures.
That whole system of values that had based its existence on the
idealization, necessity, and logic of, in the final analysis, forced
succession, had collapsed. The ideological and eschatological tendons
that were partially cut in Moscow in 1936, Budapest in 1956, and
Prague in 1968, could no longer resist being amputated in Peking,
Hanoi, Kabul or Warsaw in the 1980s.
All this had as a natural consequence the lessening of political
interest, the denial of politics, and, as a result, the narrowing of
motives for the political book or, at least, for that book which based its
function and presence on that restless segment of the left which comprised, in the post-dictatorship period, the hard core of the reading
public of the new publishing houses. From the middle of 1978, it
appears that horizontal post-dictatorship political-cultural activity
begins to decrease and things go on normally toward that new phase
which corresponds to the new framework of social and political unity
initiated in 1974 by the political leadership of the country.
The scene has, of course, changed. Many of the publishing houses
which, with the personal struggle of a very few persons, remained intact
during the dictatorship, ceased to exist or were restrained to such an
extent that it was as though they no longer existed. Unable to react to
the new circumstances, without a political, economic, and partisan
umbrella, the weaker publishing houses gave way, not only politically
but also economically. The "selfless handicraft" of the dictatorship
years, which, albeit negatively, resisted the totalitarian logic of the
big and solitary publishing corporation, imposing the terms of an
essential pluralism, began to be ostracized by the modern partisan or
private supermarket, which met with the strong resistance of only those
few publishing units that had managed to become strong economically,
politically, and professionally. This observation does not aim at the
idealization or beautification of those few publishing units which were
established immediately following the coup of 1967, because, on the
technical-organizational level, the majority of efforts in book publishing
following the fall of the dictatorship made valuable contributions.
Nevertheless, my point is to draw attention to the essential blockage
that the factiousness of the political book and the economic totalitarianism
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of the newly powerful publishing units imposed on the half-acquired right
of considering "liberty as the right of everyone to think differently."
VI. The Period After 1978

The void created by the collapse of the directly political book and
the restriction or closing down of the independent units that had
identified with it was filled by a flood of new editions that expressed
directly or indirectly the essential shiftings that were taking place
within a substantial part of the reading public. From now on, we
are not only dealing with "the known" reading public of the period
of the dictatorship, with its "traditionally" formulated "positive values,"
but with another public formulated under new conditions.
This vague public, which could only be defined by its rejections,
proved that, notwithstanding its great weaknesses, it possessed significant
resources of imagination and self-sarcasm. The mass consumption of
books of science fiction, the search for subjectivity through psychology
and psychoanalysis, and the progressively increasing publication of books
of "pure" poetry and prose were the first symptoms. Within a very
short time, hundreds of books were published, primarily of science fiction
and foreign literature, but also many books of poetry and prose by
contemporary Greek writers, that appear almost alongside the first
few important contemporary plays, some of which had been produced
by well-known professional or amateur companies. The new situation
in book publishing that, in essence, prevailed for the following three
years, expressed, in my opinion, a very deep differentiation which, in
studying it, I dare say that—all the indisputable differences notwithstanding—displayed intense resemblances and analogies to the 1925-1930
period, although its extent was much more limited.
The universal crisis brought about by the barbarism of the imperialist
war of 1914-1918, in conjunction with the collapse of the visions of
the Megali Idea and Greek nationalism deep in Asia Minor, decisively
affected art and ideas, nourishing a spirit of escape, decline, and a
quest -for the absolute and ideal in historically remote periods, or of an
escape from the wretched reality of the age to other worlds.
Having been made conscious of the impossibility of fulfilling
the vision, and seeing the unattainability of the nationalistic desire
for dominance over the five seas and three continents, popular artists
and intellectuals expressed that impasse, each through different milieux
and ways. The former sought refuge in the rebetiko and rejection of
the official society. The latter pursued a quest for the ideal and the
absolute through escape, day-dreaming, sarcasm, or insanity.
The closest port during this long voyage to "other worlds" was
the discovery of the great "damned" art of Poe, Baudelaire, Verlaine,
of pure art, of symbolism. This trip was not taken by unimportant
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figures of our literature, but by its greatest names, notwithstanding
that the manner in which they expressed themselves was different or,
frequently, even opposed. Cavafy, Karyotakis, Kontoglou, Agras,
Lapathiotis, Filyras, are only a few of the names of that period which,
in their work, expressed that phenomenon which was succinctly
described as the "spirit of decadence." 17 Researching the bibliography
of that period, we can easily ascertain, to a limited degree of course,
the mass translation and circulation, for the first time, of similar
European and American literary works. With this in mind, let us see
how things developed in our own time.
First of all, it must be made clear that the current crisis did not
present the same national analogies, nor did it express wider masses of
the people. It concerned primarily a segment of the youth and a part
of the politicized world of the left which had invested its political hopes
in the vision of the existing socialist systems. Of course, the tragic
result of Cyprus, with the occupation of half of the island and the
displacement of 200,000 Greek Cypriots, was one more national tragedy.
But its smaller range and the gradually stabilizing process of denationalization that had occurred during the previous twenty years had,
to a great extent, deadened national sensitivity toward this critical
issue for the Greek people as a whole."
And so, the crisis took on a primarily "partial" character, limiting
itself, on the social level, to the criticism of certain strata of the middle
class, on the political level to the criticism of the traditional and neotraditional left, and on the ideological level to the criticism of the
predominant Marxist trends expressed by Soviet Marxism, Eurocommunism, and their various neo-traditional versions.
The split in the Greek leftist movement and its structural decimation,
in conjunction with the collapse, on an international scale, of the hopes
invested in the guerrilla wars of Latin America, the Cultural Revolution,
the French May of 1968, the Prague spring, the hot Italian autumn,
and Vietnam and Cambodia, resulted in a universal crisis in the bosom
of the left or, rather, in that segment of it that believed that the left
would never recover.
Nevertheless, all of this constituted, in my opinion, the external
expressions of the crisis. The deepest and most essential expression was
the conviction of an important segment of the left itself, or, perhaps,
of the progressive world at large that the Greek Left never formulated
17The

expression belongs to Xostas Stergiopoulos. More in his book, Tellos

Agras and the Spirit of Decline, ed. Bacon, Athens, 1967.
18 For more on the tragic end of the Cyprus issue and its gradual denationalization, see Loukas Axelos—Demos Vergis—Pavlos Hatzipavlos's Cyprus:

From Self-Determination-Union to Internationalization-Partition, Tetradhia,
Tetradhio 1, pp. 13-6S, Athens, 1980; and Loukas Axelos's Cyprus at the Crossroads: Self-Determination-Independence-Disappearance, Tetradhia, Tetrathio 2-3,

pp. 115-133, Athens, 1981.
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a truly alternative vision—that, in essence, by functioning ideologically
and subjectively, it never felt the pulse of the people.
This political vacuum, this fraying of political values and visions,
which were not only symptoms of denial and escape but—at the same
time—expressed an essential need corresponding to the new definitions
of the life of contemporary man, were expressed, as I emphasized
earlier, in publishing through an intense aversion toward the political
book. Its place was very soon occupied by the mass reading of books
that dealt with psychoanalysis, the literature of escape, surrealism, Dada,
"damned" art, sensuality, and decadence. It was almost certain
that many of those who were inclined to think that all problems were
solved and all answers were found in certain classical texts would
confront—as they did—the newly forming situation in a spirit of
repugnance and haughtiness. They would criticize—as they did—these
regroupings as expressions of bourgeois decadence and degeneration.
They would only probe—as they did—the surface of things without ever
understanding how deeply political—albeit indirectly—these regroupings were.
It must be stressed that the political culture of the traditional left
had violently compressed all those multiple and composite intellectual
needs of personal and interpersonal character. To a large extent, then, the
eruption against this compression was, in my opinion, both just and fated
to occur. Life itself proved, I believe, that after this transitional period of
successive hesitations and negations, a new, more functional situation was
created which, with fewer outside pressures, formulated the point of
balance of the new trends. Whether or not the new generation lacked an
infrastructure, or did or did not resist the "foreign," is a matter of concern primarily for this generation's critics.
It is not difficult to understand, therefore, why the great detractors
reappeared with such violence, and why the market was flooded with
scores of translations of foreign works. The tactless invasion of "beat" and
underground foreign literature came to occupy the place of native production, which had already diminished considerably. And in this, the reaction
of the contemporary intellectual world was inferior to that of the old
one in expressive artistic pathos, and not because there was no Cavafy
or Karyotakis to recreate in an 'unforgettable manner the contemporary
impass, but primarily because the desocialized intelligentsia of the Ieft
apparently did not want to put its fingers in the fire, content as it was in
making cosmetic attempts toward restoring a collapsing building. Maybe
Hakkas would have been the one who would have reacted differently.
We lost him ingloriously, however, precisely at the time when he
appeared to be approaching a "refutation," just as everything that is
worthwhile in this country is crushed ingloriously while it lives. 19
,

19 13elatedly, as it always happens, he, too, became a small icon in the hands
of the neo-traditional left, which, for a moment, seemed to shed bitter tears on
his behalf. How sincere was its concern was proved during the following five
years when that trend, too, had passed.
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From the beginning of 1979 onward, the dominance of the literary
book is indisputable. The Greek reading public come into contact with
hundreds of names of international literature, as well as with several
contemporary authors. Several new publishing houses were added to
the existing ones, their dominant trait being their devotion to literature
which, from time to time, is sprinkled with a political-cultural discourse
that keeps pace with the spirit of denial and doubt of everything that is
considered to be traditional. The better known of these publishing houses
are Plethron (1977), Tekmirio (1977), Andromeda (1977), Grammata
(1978), Filippotis (1978), Agona (1978), Agra (1979), Nefeli (1979),
Ipsilon (1979), Egokeros (1979), Ithaki (1979), Eolos (1980). Of
the already-existing publishing houses, the editions of Odysseas, which
lean primarily toward literary works of foreign authors, constitute a very
important presence in this area, while in the area of the Greek book the
presence of Kedros and Estia continues not only undiminished, but on
the ascent. Also leaning primarily toward the literary field, though with
variations, are the editions of Egnatia-Tram, S. I. Zaharopoulos, Kimena,
and Diogenis, while the remaining publishing houses which have strengthened their old literary series or established new ones, continue to occupy a
significant place in total book production.
With the exception of two or three publishing houses, such as, for
example, Diethnis Vivliothiki, which does not seem to be particularly
interested in these rearrangements, the literary book acquires a significant
place not only among the aforementioned publishing houses but also
among those which had previously had as their dominant characteristic
the publication of the political-social book. From Kalvos and Stochastis to
Epikerotita, Exantas, Epikouros, Themelio or Eleftheros Typos, we ascertain that differentiation which became equally evident in other publishing
units such as Kastaniotis, Pliada, Ekdosis ton Filon or Dodoni. We should
not think, of course, that the "traditional" political book had retreated
totally. Because it continued to occupy an important place in party publishing organizations—albeit not as in the past. In the remaining publishing units, however, its decline was undoubtedly extensive, though somehow limited by the increased demand for books that dealt with women's
issues and other areas of social criticism.
And, truly; the fact of the increased circulation of books and printed
material dealing with women's issues should not escape our attention. In
this area, the presence of the editions Pyli and the establishment of the
Ekdotiki Omada Gynekon, which produced all that was perfect in the
field, was most evident. In fact, the issue of feminism was indicative of
the publishing rearrangements that had formed. At the end of 1979,
there were about twenty Greek books dealing with women's issues, of
which at least fifteen circulated for the first time during the period 19761979. Even more significant, progress was being made in the area of
translations, where nearly thirty books were published, certain of which
were already well-known abroad. For the first time, the Greek reading
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public of both sexes came into contact with important representatives of
the other sex, receiving first-hand information on its views. It was not
only Simone de Beauvoir and Alexandra Kollontai who were published
but also Ann Kent, Juliet Mitchell, Rossanna Rossanda, Sheila Rowbotham,
and a score of others who made up the newly forming situation. A
similar development was also seen in the women's movement periodical
press, which actively tried to fill the important gaps existing in that area,
without managing to escape the pitfalls of inconsistency and amateurishness." Even though during the period under consideration, nearly ten
periodicals dealing with women's issues were in circulation, in essence, all
seemed to fall into the trap of a horizontal view of the issue, or that of
the middleman.
It is not only the absence of a radical women's movement that marks
these weaknesses. It is, at the same time, the middleman's logic of
the left which led the first new Greek feminists to exactly the same mistakes that characterized the wider movement of political activity: a
"housewife's" policy, a "housewife's feminism." It would be a mistake
to avoid the obvious reality of a mechanical transferance of women's
viewpoints and movements that corresponded to situations completely
different not only of geography, history, and economy, but also entirely
different from the current social, political, and cultural condition existing
in Greece. It would be equally wrong to underestimate the horrible gaps
and obstacles that any feminist movement must contend with—and still
contends with—which, in essential terms, must question the consolidated
status of a vertically, male-dominated society such as ours.
The systematic publication of feminist books, which were an actual
expression of the rearrangements taking place in social and political
life, constitutes, in my opinion, a very important intervention to the extent
that it struggled positively to formulate new conditions for overcoming
the one-sided and structured point of view about politics, society and, by
extension, the political-social book. In fact, the unilaterally structured
viewpoint about politics, dominating the thought and practice of the
traditional and neo-traditional left, betrayed important breaches at the
time. Because its impassable and, in many cases, abhored end result proved
to more and more people that it constituted a purely bourgeois model,
which relied on the division between politics and society and in the
domination of a neo-jacobin eschatology that "did not condescend" to
address the daily personal and social problems accumulated by a totally
blocked system. Therefore, it is not an exaggeration to daim that an
important segment of the existing reading public reacted to that dry
20 More

on these subjects in numerous articles published in the periodicals,

For the Liberation of Women, Skoupa, Deltio tis Kinisis Dimokratikon Gynekon,
Agonas tis Gynekas, Deltio Syndesmou Ellinidon Epistimonon, etc. For myself,
I draw attention to two interesting, though limited articles: Woman's Uprising, A
New Face of Human Liberty by Eleni Varika, published in Diavazo, vol. 15,
p. 38, Athens, 1978; and the unsigned, The Long-Past Seasonableness of Greek
Feminism, Skoupa, vol. 3 p. 93, Athens, 1979.
.
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political discourse devoid of human content by turning its back on it.
The final analysis of that period is extremely difficult because it
presents—at the same time—particularly contradictory undulations. Even
though the circle of science fiction and the unreal seems to narrow because
of the turn to the exclusively literary book, the parallel undermining of
the literary book by the provocative book or the "coincidental" book—
published without a trace of planning or thought, as in the cases of the
"literary" or "political" book—becomes more evident every day. It is
beyond dispute that it is during this period that the relationship of a
significant portion of the reading public to the best of foreign literature
and certain contemporary Greek authors is formulated. Books like those
of Takis Hatzis go through repeated printings, displaying certain definite
positive critical aspects which imperceptibly penetrate the reading public
under formation.
These positive critical aspects were a reality that expressed the denial,
abhorence, and aversion of the sensitized segment of the reading public
toward the slanted, formalized, or even vulgar politicization-partisanship
that the majority of the parliamentary and non-parliamentary leftist
formations imposed on it. It would be a mistake, I think, for anyone to
forget or even distort the fact that, following the restoration of democracy,
a significant portion of youth sought a liberalization of thought, an essential pluralism and democracy, a liberalization in interpersonal and intercommunal relationships, the right to exercise social criticism, the liberalization of the imagination. In other words, it sought the change of the
existing political, social and interpersonal relationships and a turn to a
new viewpoint of politics, of political relationships, one which was more
fertile and essential, less epic and rhetorical, but more humane and tragic,
just as one's daily relationship to the inhospitable reality surrounding
him is.
And yet, instead of this, youth was forced, to a large extent and in
ample quantities, to swallow the mercilessly sterilized dry food of the
various philosophical dictionaries and pseudo-optimistic political and
literary texts of the indomitable relay-racers of native philistinism. For
this reason and rightly so—to a certain degree—it turned to areas "outside
of politics," to prose and poetry. And equally justifiably, it sought to
come into contact with the anti-authoritarian, anti-power trends of thought
which promised it the discovery of its other self, of its lost subjectivity.
An actual expression of this reaction was the significantly broadened
market of anti-authoritarian publications such as Diethnis Vivliothiki,
Eleftheros Typos, and Ideodromio. For the first time, and in so very few
years, a plethora of anarchist and anti-power works circulated in Greece.
In the area of Dadaism and surrealism alone, there appeared over sixty
books, published by at least ten publishing houses of this tendency, not to
mention the political-social, anarchist, and anti-authoritarian books that
within a five-year period reached two hundred.
This significant fermentation in book publishing kept pace with corresponding expressions in music and the rest of culture, emphasizing the
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deficiency of the traditional discourse. Independent of the quality, depth,
or power of change of these expressions, this new situation expressed
contradictorily the desire for a break with a political discourse and cultural
practice that had as its only goal the renovation or patching-up of the
cracks in the neo-classical edifice.
The phenomena mentioned above were among the positive sides of
the new situation. Besides them, though, correspondingly or even independently, there also began to appear a whole series of other phenomena,
the final course of which is still uncertain, since they predominate even
today, forming a similar framework. Because to the degree that the denial
of a form of political thought and expression led significant segments of
people, and particularly of youth, to the total rejection of politics or to
the adoption of commercialized politics, the consequence of this situation in the movement of ideas and, consequently, in the area of book
publishing—which is directly connected with the total political landscape—
was, and is, extremely important. The whole issue, then, presents a particular complexity that cannot, under any circumstances, be analyzed with
a one-sided or schematic method, and neither can it be exhausted with
partial indications of the kind that I have made above. Let the following,
then, be considered as only a partial attempt at explanation.
With all the various differentiations and partial reservations, it is
nevertheless an accepted fact that today's consumerist model of life
crushes every meaning of immediacy, destroying all those elements of
spontaneity and direct feeling that govern people's practices and relationships. We live in the daily fascism of the spectacle, of consumerism, of
fashion, of the trend. This leveling condition becomes more threatening
every day, and results more and more in the restriction of immediate
feeling and action, thus transforming the contemporary subject of the
daily routine into its passive spectator. An indirect form of reaction to
this alienation is the refuge to be found in the various forms of art that
are bent on blunting the tragic condition of contemporary man, "contributing to the change of his consciousness and urges." 2 ' That, too, is
an extremely significant reason, I think, which, in conjunction with the
aversion toward traditional political expression and practices analyzed
above, helps us better to interpret the turn to the arts and the eruption of
literature in book publishing. If the above is true, I think I do not run any
risk when I hypothesize that the political-cultural eruption of the decade
of 1965-1975 had every reason to want the collapse of the political and
social walls surrounding it through a wave of continuous and creative
debate.
The problem, then, in my opinion, is to be found in why this dissenting spirit, since it directly broke with reality, subsequently sought to
escape from it .. . by ignoring it. Naturally, what was thought of as
escape from reality wasn't that at all; at the most, it was a substitute
for it. What I mean is that to the degree that this necessary dissension
21 See

Long-Past Seasonableness, etc.
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was not able, for very important reasons, to acquire cultural characteristics,
it ended up functioning as a renewing element of the prevailing situation,
regardless of whether it seemed to abhor or exorcise it.
This was observed very emphatically in the politics and culture of
postwar Greece, where the various innovative trends of political and
cultural debate, undoubtedly of a smaller influence than those of Western
Europeans, either "opted for a deal which allowed them to spread their
hands to the sun, scrambling in front of the danger exits at the curve of
the road," 22 or were made to escape from reality. I have no observation
to make regarding the first case. As for the second, however, as it included
forces of an indisputable quality, things were more complicated or, rather,
divide into two phases.
In point of fact, while for a period of time the element of denial or
escape made it possible for a number of intellectuals of that tendency to
become self-contained and self-sufficient as they groped to find their
ostensibly lost individuality, thus engendering both a new creativity and
a renewed vision, subsequently the march of the larger segment of the
intelligentsia through various desocialized and formalistic motions resulted
in their gradual dehydration through monotonous repetition, standard
populism, extreme sensationalism, folkloric discoveries of Greekness, and
neo-theological and mystical theatrics. And so, they ended up constituting
the supplementary, albeit rival in appearance, aspect of that mass subculture which itself operates essentially on imaginary frequencies, transforming love into public relations, solidarity into calculation, sensuality
into bestiality or routine, and liberty into quackery or hooliganism. The
creative debate that began in the middle of the nineteen sixties appeared
to have reached the point where it could not move beyond the level of
merely imposing a few deep cracks in the neo-classical structure. However, the years that immediately followed proved that the old structure
was still very sound.
In the interval between 1979-1980, four of the greatest radical thinkers of our century died. The death of Jean-Paul Sartre, Ernst Bloch,
Herbert Marcuse, and Erich Fromm seems to have brought down temporarily the curtain raised up by May 1968.
And it could not have been otherwise in an area that was particularly
weak and vulnerable, given the nonexistence of action on the part of the
forces of the social left. In this connection, the disarming of even the
smallest intellectual forces of direct or indirect participation amounts to
a unique cultural event, overturning the already-wounded and unsteady
balance in favor of those forces who promise the politics of "I choose
before you for you."

22 See

Klitos Kyrou's Screams in the Night, 1960.
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VII. Attempt at Some Evaluations and Conclusions

Whatever, for you, was a mountain
was leveled
and covered
your valley.
Above you now runs
a wide road.
BERTOLT BRECHT

As I emphasized above, during the last two years we have witnessed
a situation which is very difficult to describe, owing to its extreme contradictions. Let us, however, attempt to give a certain account of it. Until
the end of 1981, there were 22,500 books available on the book market,
which is certainly fewer than the total number of published books, since
encyclopaedias and encyclopaedic books, dictionaries of general education, newspapers and periodicals, school-tutoring-university manuals and
supplementary state and other non-marketable printing material" 23 are
included only by exception in the inventories kept. If in the above we
include the inability to record the plethora of private editions (primarily
collections of poetry), as well as the general lack of information on
Greek Cypriot and, in general, Greek publications outside of Greece, we
would not be too much off the real mark if we claim that the total of
Greek books available on the market must be in excess of 30,000. This
in itself is testimony to a progress which, notwithstanding its domination
by quantitative characteristics, nevertheless constitutes a unique precedent
in our recent history.
Although this unprecedented "original accumulation" can incorporate
all the negative elements we can think of (even "robbery" and "piracy"),
it presents a significant positive fact: it makes possible a selection and a
harvest. It was natural that these thousands of books—originals or translations—the plethora of publishing houses, authors, translators, proofreaders,
editors, booksellers . . . habitual readers, born during the last fifteen
years would carry and suffer from children's diseases. Perhaps in certain
cases, political and psychoanalytical syndromes might have prolonged
that period. This is only one side of the issue, however. The other and
more important side is that a precedent has been created that already
constitutes the standard of comparison with anything new that might dare
to be accomplished.
A second important characteristic of the situation, as it exists today,
is the tripling, within a few years, of private publishing houses as against
the stagnation of state and semi-state publishing organizations, which,
excluding the textbooks of the Ministry of Education, reflect a very small
portion of total publishing activity. In other words, in postwar Greece,
"

23See

Emm. Moschonas's Bibliographical Guide, 1981, ed. p. I1, Athens, 1983.
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not only has private enterprise continued to be the basic lever of publishing activity, but it has also multiplied significantly.
There are more than five hundred private publishing houses in
Greece today. In their overwhelming majority, however, they are small
economic units that employ between two to five persons, including the
publisher, who himself works on all levels of book production so that
he may be able to cope with his company's expenses. Very few publishing
units employ more than five to ten persons, and even fewer employ ten
to twenty. Of the publishing houses, very few have their own production
facilities (printing shops, binderies, etc.), but several have their own
bookstores, so that many publishers are at the same time booksellers as
well. It is clear that things appear to be extremely complicated and contradictory, and that they become even more so if we take into consideration that the reading public, for all the progress that has been made,
continues to be significantly limited.
On the one hand, then, the existence of so many publishing units is
a positive fact to the extent that it assures pluralism and democracy of
expression. On the other hand, the small economic capacity, the structural
restriction of a limited personnel, and the continuous occupation of the
publisher "doing all the cooley labor" (since he does everything, even
directly marketing his books), constitute a negative reality which no one
knows how to overcome without the situation resulting in a private, state,
or partisan monopoly.
A third essential characteristic of the current situation is the dynamic
presence of independent literary publishing houses and publications that
have put an end to the pre-dictatorship ideological and political omnipotence of the traditional right and historic left. Not that there were
not, even before 1967, opposite cultural positions and visions, but, without exception, they all carried the stigma of the "accursed," with the
result being that they remained immovably marginal. On the contrary,
today, the direct and indirect partisan organizations in book publishing,
for example, constitute an important though relatively more limited reality.
The new publishing quality acquired during the dictatorship has evidently
not been lost.
A proof of that is the existence of a great number of independent
new intellectuals (authors, as a rule) and the stabilization and continuous
presence of all the "historic" first publishing units, from Kalvos, Stochastis, Ta Kimena, and Epikerotita, to Epikouros, Diogenis, the editions of
Planitis-70 and Theoria—which constitutes a sui generis continuation, after
a few years interruption, of Neoi Stochoi—which published during the
military regime. And the most important point here is that these specific
publishing houses were maintained with the participation and support
of scores of new people, primarily for political-cultural reasons, during
those difficult years, and that they retained, without essential shiftings
or changes, their original publishing program, creating an unusual—as
regards Greek realities—tradition of consistency at a time when not a few
of the publishing houses of the last anti-parliamentary period, as well as

42

JOURNAL OP THE HELLENIC DIASPORA
'

the first and second post-parliamentary period, committed mass violations
against Greek and foreign literature and against everything that could be
imported from abroad free of custom duties.
A fourth constant characteristic of the current situation, as well as of
all previous situations, is the unaltering indifference or even hostility of
the Greek state vis-a-vis books. In fact, strictly speaking, the only policy
the Greek state has regarding books is the non-existence of a publishing
policy. For it would be absurd, at a time of such a dangerously colossal
state intervention, to daim that total publishing policy can be exhausted
in issuing textbooks and maintaining the semi-paralyzed publishing organizations of various state institutions. Neither, naturally, can we seriously
call an essential element of state publishing policy the incidental payment
of crumbs to various festival organizers or the folkloric participation of
various officials in these events, which abruptly come to an end as soon
as the television camera stops rolling.
A vivid example of this wretchedness is the situation prevailing in
libraries. In this so crucial a point for the functional dissemination of
books, state policy is not only indifferent but intensely self-motivated as
well. For, beyond the fact of the existence of very few libraries," in
relation to how many there should be, and beyond the fact of their
miserable or defective operation, there is also the indefensible fact of the
current manner with which their stock is replenished. It is today known
that the supply and promotion of the restricted books that the state, from
time to time, undertakes to buy is undertaken with the traditional selfinterested and petty-politics-like manner.
At this point, the "responsibility of the state" must be defined since
"the state" is not an abstract political entity. In this sense, the trade union
guilds and the various behind-the-scenes "pressure" groups are equally
responsible; in close collaboration with the state bureaucracy—to the ranks
of which, not infrequently, they physically belong—these groups organize
the various programs of supply. In this painless manner, then, the state
and government apparatus manages to legalize the wretchedness of its
policy to the degree that it has essentially undermined the possibility of an
open critical intervention by the various official trade union organs.
Today, much of the cultural and publishing eruption that took place
in the period 1973-1976 already looks like the remote past. In essence,
though, the illusions that many people—and particularly that portion of
the youth which in the post-parliamentary period believed that all
24 "There are a total of 807 libraries of every kind in Greece. Of these, only
213 carry more than 1,000 volumes and can be considered as relatively organized
libraries." If we take into consideration that in Austria there are 5,076
libraries; in Norway, 5,773; in Israel, 1,687; in Hungary, 17,606; in Turkey,
1,963; in Poland, 38,702; in Italy, 3,294; to cite certain eastern and western
countries, our situation in this critical field of cultural presence touches on the
tragic. See Spyros Kokkinis's Libraries and Books or Darkness with Numbers, ed.
Synchroni Epochi, p. 15, Athens, 1981.
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problems would be solved through a blind, activist practice—had have
evaporated.
The dissent that had originated during the years of the dictatorship
stood in suspense, without maturing philosophically or socially. And so,
notwithstanding the acute political form that it took, it did not manage
to escape its horizontal character. Therefore, when it turned against the
basic principles of Western rationalism, in part justifiably, it could not
dissent from it structurally, with the result that it ended up espousing
reactionary forms of an authoritarian non-rationalism. Therefore, the current situation was formed through an extremely confused and contradictory manner. The old values are in question, but we still seek to be
convinced of the persuasiveness and realism of the new.
There is today a universal crisis in all classes and strata, in all social
and political locations, in all cultural spheres. It is this universal crisis
which forms the current framework of balance, which leaves considerable
freedom of movement for democracy and pluralism to the degree that no
social and political force can decisively dominate. But what will happen

when this balance is upset? The deeply internal fabric of this universal
crisis is reflected indirectly in book publishing these last three years,
intensifying the difficulty and impasses which economic instability creates
daily.
In this very complicated and sensitive situation the reaction of the
world of authors and publishing is, in its majority, empirical. And not
simply empirical, but, for certain of its segments, I would say it is vulgarly empirical, since the only way to commercial success and authorial
and publishing .resence is found through pounding the Greek reading
public with the II • k-provocation. 25
Recently, the Greek book market has literally become bombarded by
the book-provocation. It is a complex process, for I personally believe that
the problem does not lie primarily in the books that are published but
in the method used to publish and market them. In fact, that is where
the problem seems to lie to the extent that authentic literary masterpieces
are violently ill-treated and commercialized in the worst manner as, for
instance, happened with the bloody body of Latin American literature,
where Greek publishers and translators relived moments of pure vampirism. In precisely this kind of fluid situation, the esthetically and culturally insignificant books seize the opportunity to pervade and dominate
the uncritical market.
The book provocation/profit continues to be our daily reality: it is the
goal and endeavor not only of a significant number of primarily young
25 With this untried manner, I try to determine the book that circulates
outside of any cultural propriety, confident that it will sell" and, what is more,
immediately, because for a thousand reasons, either it has been promoted (scandals, TV, advertising, etc.), or it is easy to be promoted and be bought by
that reader who has left his judgment at the Loan and Consignment Fund. You
are not safe from this wretch, however competent you may be. Poor Lennon, poor
Marquez!
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conquistadors (in lay terms, publishers) but also the buying goal-mania
of the majority of active (by way of their wallets) readers. In Greece,
within a very short time, hundred of thousands of books of this kind
have been sold. A similar situation has never before been experienced,
not even during the most prominent moments of activity of the good
political and literary book.
And yet, this situation is daily fed by all those "disgusted" by the
"barbarity of politics," disarmed and desocialized literary circles that
have proclaimed as new bibles of Hellenism scores of esthetically and
culturally insignificant, subjective, and marginal viewpoints. This vulgar
popularization from above has no connection with those authentic artistic
creations which, precisely because they are so, it is in the end difficult to
induct, on a long term basis, into the publishing folklore of the last few
years.
And while this situation seems to dominate the area of "private enterprise"—the area, in other words, of those publishing units operating
exclusively on the basis of profit—the situation displays equally alarming
phenomena in those areas where politics seem to be at "the helm." In
this area of the partisan or party-dependent book, the situation is different
but not necessarily better. Undoubtedly, here, too, the figures seem to be
doing well because books were and are published by the hundreds, although ideas are choking.
The problem, in other words, is not quantitative, but concerns the inactivity and destruction of political expression. The danger, then, is serious
because the further that this situation goes, the more there is an indirect
threat that the current landscape may be devastated, and, in the place of
the incomplete and perhaps debatable current political book, might arise
that political book which, formulaic, cleansed from all "suspicious"
elements of dissent, serious-minded, "rational," well-behaved, will be
served up in large quantities like a kind of canned food of the mind.
Gradually, a very important portion of the book market is doing just
this, having been preceded by a systematic propaganda, enhanced by
multiple mythical elements and partisan chauvinism. The reactionary
guild spirit of the ideological-political copyright that nearly all parliamentary and non-parliamentary formations of the left cultivated, and
continue to cultivate, can only be turned even more intensely against them.
Because the apparent figures of the various mobilizations are of no consequence; what is important is what is actually being read, what functions
and transforms the consciousness of people. And today's reality can only
generate pessimistic thoughts regarding the level of essential reading and
the movement of ideas. It should become abundantly dear that the movement of ideas is either identified with pluralism and heterogeneity or
it is not a movement but a transference of ideas in casts conveyed by
armored monopolistic or partisan ambulances.

As of three years ago, we have been witnessing an extremely contradictory situation, the chief characteristics of which are chaos and superconcentration. Chaos and empiricism in what is published and how it

Publishing Activity in Greece 45
circulates, on the one hand, and preventive control and concentration,
on the other. The abandonment by a large segment of the readership and
publishers of the political book, which, in the absence of functional
criteria, led to an unfortunate leveling, has begun today, to a significant
degree, to turn against the good literary book as well.
I do not think it is an exaggeration to say that the positive reaction of
a great segment of the reading public toward castrated partisan-superpolitical discourse took, on certain occasions, the chaotic form of a horizontal intellectualism without criteria, an intellectualism with chiefly
chaotic characteristics, irrational elements predominant among them.
The rift with the totalitarian codification of the Marxist and anarchist
vision does not of necessity lead forward. Many times, we should say, it
leads exactly to the opposite. And by that we do not mean only the
invasion of vulgar metaphysics, of the occult, or of the seemingly serious
new charlatans a la Daniken. By that, we also mean the real danger of
the "pink" or "gray" technocratic or neo-theological viewpoints of—
as a rule former—intellectuals of the historic left who, having discovered
that they have been following the wrong path all their lives, now try to
guard the new reading public against the error of political thought and
action.
The absence of forces capable of expressing political and literary
criticism, intensely expressed in the area of books also (it should be noted
that even today there is no permanent and fundamental column of book
reviews in any of the periodicals) has made, and continues to make,
possible the absence of research, control, and evaluation.
But criticism, in essence, is not the right or obligation of certain
experts but of the reader himself, who must sharpen his critical mind by
opening up the road to his free selection and pure self-determination.
However, the reader of our times, with the exception of a small minority,
waivers between the two extremes of chaos and of order and discipline.
In other words, he has abdicated, or seems to have, his right to determine
critically the conditions of his life.
And it is here that the danger lies, not only for books and their
unimpeded movement, but for the safeguard of the movement of ideas
themselves, the non-transformation of citizens into a herd with one mind.
Today, I am absolutely "persuaded that ideological powerlessness is more
tragic than material powerlessness. 26
In this continuing crisis of values, resignation is not the answer. The
rupture with the ideological nouveaux riches, the policy of the middlemen,
totalitarianism, chauvinism, the daily publishing reality of the sacrilege and
plunder of every foreign intellectual contribution—which is grotesquely
transformed into a precious metal in the eyes of the new conquistadors,
who have now discovered the Latin American continent (and yesterday
20 See Rudolph Bahro's
Athens, 1980.

The Alternative in Eastern Europe,

ed. Themelio, p. 4,
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or tomorrow, the other continents) three hundred years after Francisco
Pizarro—is not only a duty, but a right.
For myself, then, I believe that the current absence of a direct response
to the dominant commercialized chaos does not constitute an essential
conquest. I would say, with every precaution, that it constitutes a backward movement of some kind, because, in one sense, the commercialized
chaos instills in the reader those habits of inertia, resignation and tolerance which frequently open the way to furtive totalitarian reasoning that
in the end seeks to put an end to "anarchy" by crushing it. If, then, the
above are basically true, the current situation is not at all easy for all
those in publishing who identified their presence in their field with the
struggle for the unimpeded movement of ideas on behalf of a militantlyprotected pluralism and heterogeneity.
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Greek Rentier Capital:
Dynamic Growth and
Industrial Underdevelopment
by JAMES PETRAS

Of the many efforts to characterize the Greek political economy and
to explain its rapid growth and industrial underdevelopment, three schools
of thought have emerged. One emphasizes "external" factors—namely,
Greece's role as a satellite or periphery of core/metropolitan capitalism
which, through uneven exchanges, political domination, and military
alliances drains surplus from Greece. A second approach stresses Greece's
role in the international division of labor and the specific role allotted
to Greece as an international labor reserve (supplier of labor), as a
resort area for the reproduction of northern European labor power
(tourist region), and as the transport link between metropolitan and
peripheral areas (shipping). The third school of thought draws attention to internal constraints: the limited development of the capitalist
mode of production; the continuance of traditional forms of agriculture;
and the hyper-development of petty commodity production and distribution. All or some of these factors are daimed to contribute to industrial
underdevelopment.
Although all three schools of thought contain elements of truth, each
is ultimately unsatisfactory. While the external constraints are real, the
flow of resources into the country and the channels and uses of this
influx to engender rapid growth of non-industrial sectors cannot be explained away by reference merely to external factors. Also, a number
of other client states in the so-called periphery with similar external
relations have been able nevertheless to progress toward industrialization.
The question of external dependence and industrial development, then,
revolves around the nature of the internal collaborator classes and their
particular relation to production and to the international division of labor.
The second approach understates the major role of interstate relations in shaping the Greek economy. And the third school of thought
focuses on internal structures, failing to identify the dynamic and dominant
emerging forms of economic activity that have held back industrialization
while expanding activity in nonindustrial sectors. This approach, using
broad, vague categories such as "traditional structures" and "underdeveloped" industry, fails to explain the relation between underdeveloped
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industry and the aggregate growth accounted for by rentier-related activity.
To explain both the expansion of Greece and the underdevelopment
of its industry, one must link the specific forms of internal capital with
Greece's particular role in the international division of labor. The
growth and extension of rentier capital have had a profound impact.
While the unique manner in which Greece was inserted into the international division of labor beginning in the late fifties significantly determined the dominance of rentier capital, the preexisting social structure
instrumentally shaped how this capital was inserted into the world
economy and the consequences therefrom.
Rentier capital refers to direct and indirect activities in which capital
is invested to realize forms of rent-income. This includes investment in
all types of real estate: housing, hotels, stores, land, and so on. Two
factors are pronounced in Greece: first, rentier income, while unequally
distributed, is not concentrated among a small elite alone; second, rentier
activity is frequently combined with another type of activity (professional, office, commercial, industrial, and so forth), usually to the
detriment of the latter.
Historical Factors and the Ascendancy of Rentier Capital

Rentier capital figured prominently in the Greek social structure
and economic organization before the Second World War. Several factors
contributed to its expansion. The first was a tendency over the years
for large landowners and merchants to convert their earnings into real
estate. Because the political climate was unstable and no industrializing
nucleus had assumed leadership of the state, merchants and landowners
were not inclined to direct their surplus into industrial activity. Urban
and recreational real estate holdings became a favorite investment of
the economic surplus derived from rural production and commercial
activity. This pattern of transferring rural savings into urban real
estate was repeated on a wide scale after the Second World War in
different circumstances and with much farther-reaching results.
The second factor promoting the early growth of rentier capital
was the important role played by overseas merchant capital in shaping
Greece's economy. To the extent that the overseas Greek community
either remitted capital and/or returned personally to Greece, it viewed
its economic activity as largely an exercise in philanthopy, retirement,
or as an investment in "secure" sources of income—that is, rentier
activity. 'While overseas, Greek merchants actively took risks in their
lives as entrepreneurs; once back in the mother country, however, they
assumed a more conservative, rentier, outlook.
The large surplus labor force in rural areas that provided cheap
construction labor was the third factor facilitating the rise of rentier
capital. The seasonal nature of construction work complemented the
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seasonal character of rural and fishing activity. With cheap labor abundant,
construction offered an easy way for would-be entrepreneurs to begin
to accumulate capital. Merchant-landlord capital, possessing little experience with and interest in organizing competitive industrial enterprises, found the low labor cost, low risk, and quick maturity of returns
in construction attractive. While mechanical and industrial traditions
were lacking, Greece did possess a fairly well-defined tradition of construction. The plentiful supply of building materials—marble, in particular—encouraged construction of large-scale public buildings and
churches throughout the nineteenth century, creating, as it did, a reservoir
of experienced and skilled workers in the building trades.
Lastly, the continuing preeminence of the dowry system in Greece as
a fundamental basis of marriage and family life contributed heavily to
the growth and perpetuation of home building and rentier capital. The
agreement by the bride's parents to contribute a house was a basic element in the dowry contract for all but the poorest worker and farmer
families. Hence the dowry system promoted real estate investment as
the accepted means of ensuring the reproduction of the family. The relation between interfamily unions, housing, and the formation and perpetuation of rentier capital is longstanding.
The Impact of the Second World War and the Civil War

The precarious balance between productive and non-productive
(rentier) activity was shattered by the Second World War and the
Civil War. Their combined impact, lasting nearly a decade (1939-1949),
undermined the productive basis of the Greek economy and dispersed
its productive units—factory workers returned to rural areas during the
Second World War, while farm families went to the cities during the
Civil War. Large-scale displacement and military occupation became
overwhelming obstacles to production and distribution of any magnitude. Under conditions of heightened insecurity, capital was turned
into hard currencies and physical assets. The shattering of the productive
system encouraged the transfer of capital into speculative and black
market activity. Military confrontation broke the nexus between production and profit. Middle class savings were run down, and the upper
classes were able to survive by collaborating with successive occupying
forces. In this context, the social basis of ruling class power narrowed
considerably and its ideological legitimacy became severly circumscribed
to a narrow population stratum. Under these conditions, local ruling
class domination was reestablished through foreign arms. But reconstitution of the ruling lass through foreign finance did not alter the
overall fragility of power within Greek society. That the Greek ruling
class lacked hegemony fundamentally limited any long-term, large-scale
investments in risk-taking enterprises. The: fear of political unrest, the

50 JOURNAL OF THE.. HELLENIC DIASPORA

specter of the Civil War, and the knowledge that its authority ultimately
rested on the police state inhibited the ruling class—and later the
middle class—from making profound commitments to production. Rather,
rentier activity, the collection of rents—not involving labor relations at
the point of production—served as a more secure investment outlet
for the affluent class. Hence the combined breakdown of productive
activity, the rise of widespread speculative activity, the growth of the
class struggle, and the lack of confidence in the economy's future all
reinforced and deepened investor commitment to rentier activity.
United States economic and military aid policy and the policy of Greek
rightist regimes are two additional factors that significantly shaped
rentier capitalism in the postwar period. United States military aid substantially helped recompose the dominant social bloc after the war, as
large-scale loans, grants, and credits poured into Greece, creating affluent collaborator groups and classes in the midst of poverty. Political
exchanges—and not entrepreneurial skills—bred a prosperous, politically
dominant ruling class. This ruling class subordinated itself to US policy
needs (including rent-free military bases, NATO affiliation, and blind
support of US policy in international forums) in exchange for unsupervised financial credit, much of which did not engender new productive
facilities. Wealth accumulated without production: the sources for capital
formation and state power were concentrated in groups lacking the
entrepreneurial skills and industrial experience to convert political power
into an industrial strategy.
Two other developments conditioned the nouveaux riches classes to
direct their attention and wealth toward rentier activity: first, large-scale
US investments in infrastructure to prosecute the Civil War; and second,
the Civil War's massive displacement of population from rural areas—
the "forced urbanization" promoted by the US-directed bombings and
scorched-earth policies in the countryside. United States counterinsurgency strategy dictated an extensive road-building and communications
program. These construction projects, largely financed by the United
States, provided lucrative profits for a host of rightwing collaborators.
The wartime construction-building capacity, in turn, provided a basis
for future civilian building and construction. At: the same time, the population displaced by US-directed counter
insurgency programs led to a drastic housing shortage, as • hundreds of
thousands fled government bombings and military strikes. The construction capacity engendered by counterrevolutionary strategy capitalized on
the housing shortage resulting from the success of this very strategy in
prosecuting the war. The rightist government's attempt to break out of
the confines .of its illegitimacy and political isolation by encouraging
easy loans for middle-income housing strengthened the shift toward
construction that was encouraged by the United States. Pent-up demand
for housing after a decade of war and civil conflict opened 'many opportunities for large-scale profits—subsidized by state-promoted low in.

,
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terest rates. Lacking significant political support among the larger
public in the aftermath of the Civil War, rightwing regimes viewed
housing construction as the chief vehicle for creating a popular base:
first of all, housing construction satisfied an important constituency
among its own supporters—that is, land speculators, real estate interests,
contractors, rentiers, the nouveaux riches, and so forth; secondly, housing
construction appealed to the traditional interests of Greek families to
own their own home" and to provide a home as part of the marriage
dowry. The rightwing program, then, had the double purpose of ensuring lucrative opportunities for the right's narrow base of supporters and
of attracting a wider range of support among the politically important
lower middle class. Instead of viewing the decision to invest in rentier
activity as the result of an inevitable constellation of external factors in
which the private investor merely "responded" to realities, it is important to realize that the political choices of the affluent classes and
their state policies actively and instrumentally created the environment
to which investors responded. From this perspective, the rentier class
and its state played a major role in shaping the conditions rewarding
real estate investments, as well as responding to them.
But the political victory of the right in no way guaranteed the
consent of the majority, and this majority in silent opposition became
the basis for the "insecurity" frequently cited to explain investor orientation toward real estate. Yet it was the very conditions that allowed the
rentier groups to dominate the state (the creation of an authoritarian
system) that in turn produced the socioeconomic insecurity inhibiting
investment and later used to justify real estate capital. The absence of
popular legitimacy was both cause and consequence of rentier domination. The strategy of the right did not lead to the transformation of the
rentiers into productive investors able to broaden the social consensus.
Rather, the right's strategy selectively incorporated widening circles of
the lower-middle class into rentier activity, thereby placing a social
cushion between the rightwing elite and the disaffected and potentially
radical agrarian and working classes. Blocked by limited access to power,
the lower-middle classes were, at the same time, vulnerable to cooptation
by the right. Important segments of the lower-middle class acquiesced
in rightwing rule in exchange for consumer opportunities in the real
estate market. The right secured limited support from sectors of the
lower-middle class with easy credit terms for housing and land purchases, low or nonexistent property taxes, easy access to import licenses,
and lax zoning regulations (which, over the long run, led to Athens'
chaotic expansion).
On the other hand, the political controls and patronage machinery
through which the right controled credit and finance excluded substantial
sectors of the lower-middle class, in addition to large sections of the
working class and farmers. For these people, upward mobility and participation in the real estate and housing market necessitated emigration,
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the remittance of earnings, and eventual return as petty commodity
producers, self-employed business-people, or petty rentiers.
Greece's Insertion into the Postwar International Division of Labor

The class structure and the state formed in the aftermath of the
Second World War was, as argued above, largely shaped by the emergence
of a "rentier class" tied to the US imperial state, and strongly influenced by the "open economy" policies espoused by its US tutors.
Greece's emerging role in the international division of labor was accordingly the product of neither the mysterious workings of an amorphous
"world capitalist system," nor of the invisible hand of the market;
rather, the internal class forces and external political forces—interstate
relations—that shaped the Greek political economy as Greece was reinserted into the postwar world economy brought about this emerging
role. To reiterate, preexisting class relations, and state and economic
organization, laid the foundation for real estate capital to expand. The
process, in turn, was effected through Greece's role as an international
labor reserve, shipping center, and area for the reproduction of European
labor power ("tourist center"). While internal class relations—and not
the world market—shaped Greece's insertion into the global capitalist
system, that insertion, in turn, profoundly fashioned and deepened
rentier capital's initial development on a vast scale.
Greece's development as an international labor reserve is not new.
Large-scale out-migration to the United States began in the late nineteenth century, but, by the Fifties, Greece's role as a labor reserve for
the industrialized central and northern European countries had become
pronounced. This shift in migration in the direction of an intra-European
labor market profoundly reinforced development of rentier capital in
Greece. For the Greek migrant labor force was located precisely in areas
where European capital was becoming centralized and concentrated (Germany, Belgium, Sweden); Greek migrant labor, in turn, contributed
through its labor power to the reproduction of European capital. The
dynamic expansion of the industrialized European countries had rapidly
depleted these countries' own rural surplus labor force, and had raised
wages and created "labor shortages," making it necessary to import
labor. Meanwhile, in Greece, the dominance of rentier capital had inhibited industrial growth, on one hand, and had provided few internal
opportunities for productive employment, on the other. Further, the
"open economy" policies encouraged Greece's surplus labor force to
out-migrate and remit their earnings. Hence the basic structural relations and the articulation of an industrializing northern Europe that
needed new labor reserves, juxtaposed with a rentier Greece promoting a
surplus labor force, became firmly established.
The migration of surplus labor out of Greece was a process in
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which the savings accumulated in a proletarianization of labor abroad
promoted "petty bourgeoisification" upon return to Greece. The proximity
of European labor markets to the new sources of labor and the differential
wage rates and costs of living encouraged Greek labor to move back
and forth and to transfer its earnings from where they were produced
to where Greeks dwelled. The absence of an organized capital market—
itself explained by the pervasive impact of rentier capital on the nature
and direction of the economy—is the intervening factor that explains
the effect of labor remittances on the Greek political economy. Greece's
insertion into the international division of labor as a labor reserve did
not in itself lead to the reproduction of rentier capital; rather, the
surplus remitted home became the basis for rentier activity in the absence
of a strong industrializing state and of class intent to capture and channel
that surplus into industrial-technological development. With the rentier
class dominant and its politics infused into state policy, it was no surprise that labor remittances became investments in rental income—
namely, housing, motels, taxis, speculative land purchases, tourist facilities,
campsites, and the like.
The preeminence of a non-industrial class and state in Greece dissipated the formation of a Greek industrial labor force in the "international market" and the accumulation of savings for potential industrial
development. The rentier class was fundamentally committed to an
"open economy," and this largely precluded the comprehensive controls
and measures needed to deepen the industrial process.
Labor repression in Greece was utilized not to heighten industrial
accumulation nor to constrain a rural labor force into the factory system,
but rather, to provide political protection to a rentier class intent on
siphoning off state financing into non-productive projects. The Greek
state's repressive role was not associated with industrial development
as was the case, by contrast, in most of Europe; instead, it served an
essentially "police" function. The major public economic undertakings
were largely in areas that the rentier class relegated to the state—unprofitable areas or sectors in which the state could supply cheap services
to rentier activity, such as light, power, or transport.
Tourism: The Export of Labor and the Import of Tourists

The open economy had two interrelated dimensions: the export of
Greek labor, in view of the incapacity of the rightwing state and rentier
class to develop the forces of industrial and agricultural production; and,
the import of tourists, in view of the weight that the rentier class and
state attached to construction, real estate, and rent as the principal source of
income. Two converging factors contributed to the aggrandizement of tourism. First, the economic boom in Europe redefined the conditions for the
reproduction of labor power. As Marx had stated, the basis for labor

54

JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

reproduction is socially determined, and therefore variable. What the
nineteenth century defined as minimum conditions for subsistence was
not what the mid-twentieth century identified. One-month holidays and
access to sunshine and healthy air became incorporated into the socially
necessary conditions for labor reproduction. Thus redefined, the conditions justified the aggrandizement of tourism.
Second, the dominant classes were willing and able to create an
economy and society to fit the model of a southern European area suited
for the reproduction of labor power. The ascendancy of the rentier
class after the war assured that possibility. These converging external
and internal developments contributed to the enormous expansion of
tourism and defined Greece's role in the European division of labor.
But the massive influx of tourists and the hegemony of rentier
capital had several unanticipated consequences. In one major result,
the dispersed ownership of land created a broad basis for the development of tourism. Put another way, the expanded influx of tourists exceeded the capacities of the rentier elite, spilling over onto additional
areas and social groups of propertyowners. Broad-based rentier activity
was encouraged by two factors: first, most tourists were from wage and
salaried strata that could be best accommodated by housing and food
establishments owned by small businesspeople; and second, tourism was
dispersed across a wide geographical region that complemented local
enterprises and local rentier activity. Moreover, many of the choice
tourist areas, island seafront properties, were originally the homesteads
of poor farmers and fishermen. Areas that for productive purposes
(farming and/or fishing) had yielded little, became sources of windfall profits. The income from rent or land sales skyrocketed, providing
income for the spread and breeding of rentier activity even among some
lower class groups. Hence the character of tourism, its geographic dispersion, and its preference for rustic sites helped aggrandize rentier activity.
Any attempt by the government to restructure the dominant role of
rentier capitalism faces the political obstacle of dealing with its "mass"
character. But any explanation of Greece's productive underdevelopment
must examine the development of rentier activity. It is not the upper
income groups alone that have siphoned off loan capital into rentier
sectors, but a substantial number of farmers and fishermen as well
have borrowed funds from the Agricultural Bank and elsewhere either to
directly or indirectly invest in rentier activity. Consequently, tourism
has not provided a market for local products as much as it has acted
as a substitute channel for absorbing the agrarian surplus. Windfall
profits increased the value of land and the capture of rental income,
but did not encourage farmers to congeal into a productive class that
could press for state support for the extension programs, technological
innovations, and research necessary to enhance agricultural productivity.
Agriculture has become an adjunct activity alongside other nonproductive
activity. The stratification of the agrarian class into part-time farmers,
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rentier farmers, and so forth, weakened its political position and its
capacity and willingness to extract concessions from the state. Further,
those "farmers" with predominantly rentier vocations supported the
general policies of the rentier state and its urban-elite collaborators.

Shipping Capital
The tourist and rentier economic complex was intimately bound up
with the growth of shipping capital. Transporting tourists from the
European mainland to the tourist islands stimulated the shipping industry, which in turn boosted rentier development. The circuit linking
nonproductive capital to rentier capital determines the constraints on
industrial accumulation.
The postwar boom in Greek shipping resulted partly from longstanding shipping-merchant traditions, Greece's geographic location, and
the availability of surplus labor on the islands. The evolution of Greece
into a major world shipping center linking industrial and primary
producing countries points to the great difficulties facing theorists who
try to simplify the organization of the capitalist world economy into a
dichotomy of center and periphery. Greece's preexisting shipping capacity
was vastly reinforced and profoundly deepened after the war by the
links between Greek shipping capital and the US imperial state. Once
again, Greek capital and the state exchanged political support for US
strategic policies for access to the financing and transfer of ships—an exchange that enabled Greek shipowners to capture a major part of international sea-based transport. Greece's integration into the world capitalist
system through the dynamic expansion of shipping capital hastened
rapid overall economic growth without any deepening, however, of industrialization. This highly developed shipping activity and its role in
extracting and transferring surplus from the international marketplace
to the local economy prevent Greece from being viewed as part of the
periphery. On the other hand, the linkage of shipping and capital with
rentier capital and its state preclude the development of modern machine
industry. The growth of Greece's role in international shipping is compatible with the ascendancy of rentier capital. Shipping cannot be considered part of modern industrial capitalism because it is compatible
with a variety of modes of production that date from slavery to industrial capitalism.
The internal dominance of rentier capital determined the role of
shipping capital in the Greek social formation. Had an industrializing
class and state been hegemonic, the growth of shipping could have
been harnessed to an expanding Greek machine and shipbuilding industry. When in fact, however, rentier capital dominated, shipping capital
and income led to the rapid expansion and replication of rentier activity—
namely, tourism and home building. The flows from shipping to render
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activity stemmed from the transfer of investment capital by shipowners
to rentier activities, and from the conversion of seamen's savings into
rentier activity. The spread of shipowner investments throughout the
economy tended to reinforce the rentier propensity through investment in
hotels, island cruise ships, and construction. The lack of productive
capital outlets on their home islands encouraged seamen to invest their
small savings instead in housing and rentier activity. Thus shipping, a
part of the international circuit of capital, became subsumed under
rentier activity. In the course, a highly developed shipping industry
was anomalously linked to an underdeveloped industrial base; and
highly skilled wage workers participating in the international division
of labor were anomalously transformed, upon their reinsertion into the
Greek social formation, into petty commodity distributers, producers,
and rentiers.
The ascendancy of rentier capital in Greece destroys or undermines
all the skills, creative potentialities, and positive learning acquired
through participation in the world marketplace or in the industrialized
countries. Mediocrity, cunning, and manipulation characterize the rentier
class. These attributes become the norms for selection and recruitment
by the rentier-dominated political and social institutions. Character and
social structure blend to block development and the achievement of modern
industrial society.
Conclusion

Several propositions concerning Greek development emerge from our
discussion of the centrality of rentier capital.
• Rentier capital drains capital from productive areas and limits
investment in industry and agriculture.
• Rentier capital leads to an increase in land values and speculative
activity, lowering profits and increasing the costs of productive activity.
• The rentier ethos lowers productivity by emphasizing income
generation through the nonproductive amassing of wealth.
• The extension of the rentier mentality and activity throughout
the social structure, its permeation and interpenetration with
productive activity, lessens dependence on salary and wage
income, and hence lowers the time and effort in that productive
activity. The coexistence of "rent income" means that income
accrued without creative effort undermines work in productive pursuits.
• Rentier income is amassed without technological innovation,
market competition, or the employment and organization of
labor. The extension of rentier activity curbs the ability of
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classes so engaged to progress from simple manufacturing or
agriculture to complex forms.
• Rentier activity does not encourage the development of skills
and technical progress. Moreover, the subsumption of industrial
and agricultural activity under rentier activity signifies that
state loans and the financing of these productive sectors will
leak down into rentier activity. In the absence of state supervision, the rentier rather than the entrepreneur will
direct investment.
Two points need to be emphasized: first, the strong links between
rentier capital and other forms of economic activity; and second, the
compatibility of rentier capital with the expansion of a "service"
economy—that is, the dynamic growth of rentier capital based on its
position vis-a-vis the international economy, on one hand, and its relation to state and internal class structure, on the other. The whole circuit
of capital linking nonproductive capital to rentier capital determines the
overall constraints on industrial accumulation. Rentier capital has a
specific effect on social structure. It leads to the expansion of a particular
assemblage of classes and provides a specific weight to constituent occupational groups within classes.
The process by which rentier capital is formed and reproduced has
led to the widespread proliferation of construction—as opposed to industrial—workers; to the transformation of repatriated workers into
petty commodity distributers or self-employed transport owners or shopkeepers; to the growth of a vast army of liberal professionals, especially
lawyers (to "adjudicate" the legal complications surrounding building claims).
To the degree that the rentier class dominates private investment,
most industrial expansion takes place through state investment or
financing. Hence modern industrial occupations—for example, engineers,
technicians, and so forth—are more likely to work in the state sector
than in most other market economies. Major exceptions include industrial niches directly linked to rentier activity, such as cement, building
supplies, heating, and other production related to construction.
Efforts to fashion a new industrial development policy must come to
grips with the dominant forms of rentier activity. Either the hold of
rentier capital is broken or else loans and financing will continue to
"slip" into non-productive areas. The political problem is not unsubstantial, inasmuch as the rentier class is not concentrated within the
apex of the class pyramid but rather permeates the whole social structure
in varying proportions. Any general measures taken against the rentier
strata, then, could catalyze important political opposition. Further, any
sweeping measures can adversely affect substrata within the working
class (construction workers), middle lass (architects and engineers),
and capitalist class (contractors), and mobilize their opposition. Never-
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theless, measures must be taken against the continued drain of the
economic surplus into rentier and related non-productive activity.
The economic crisis and the cutback in public spending in construction has made rentier-related investment less profitable. The stagnation
in shipping and decline in tourism and overseas remittances have limited
the available funds usually channeled into rentier activity. The crisis in
these areas offers a propitious moment to initiate bold new policies that
can direct financial resources away from building and toward industrial
and productive investment. Only the organization of the wage workers
and authentic farmers can provide the political base for capturing the
economic surplus for industry, for legislating disincentives, and for
phasing out policies and institutions that promote rentier activity.
The challenge to rentier capital can be decisively carried out solely
by increasing the power and organization of the wage working and
farmer classes, who have the least stake in the current system. Transitional
measures can be introduced. A graduated property tax should be introduced and linked to specific revenue use—that is, the revenue from a
property tax should be directed not toward a general expenditure fund,
but to a specific identified use, namely, an industrial development and
employment fund, thereby mobilizing the wage and salaried classes. If
the tax is sufficiently graduated, it would pit a sector of the rentier
class against the combined forces of labor and related classes interested
in industrial employment and development. The break with rentier capital
is an absolutely necessary precondition for any comprehensive and sustained effort at industrialization. To continue to patch together industrial projects within the ongoing context of rentier dominance will
deepen the current crisis.

.

Proceedings
"The History of the Greek Civil War, 1945-1949"
by ANGELIKI E. LAIOU
This conference, organized by the department of Modern Greek and
Balkan studies at the University of Copenhagen, follows by a few months
another meeting, held in Athens, on the period from the Metaxas dictatorship through the Second World War and the Resistance. Together, they
signal an increase in scholarly production regarding the period, which has
been stimulated to some extent by the relatively recent availability of
records, mostly from outside Greece.
The topics discussed at the conference were not wholly unexpected
ones. The policy of the Greek Communist Party has long been debated.
At this meeting, the argument revolved primarily around questions concerning the party's decision to engage in armed struggle over and above
self-defense: the chronology of the decisions, as well as what may be
termed their origins, that is, the extent to which they were taken with
the prompting or the blessing of the Soviet Union. Ole Smith argued for
a gradual evolution from mass self-defense to armed self-defense to armed
struggle. He stressed the KKE effort to avoid full-scale civil war until the
fall of 1947, a policy which was very costly to its war effort, when war
finally became inevitable. Heinz Richter argued, contrary to Ole Smith,
that KKE policy in 1946 was a basically inconsistent one, since mass
mobilization and armed struggle were two irreconcilable views, held by
two different segments of the central committee and leading the party to
adopt a vacillating policy instead of a firm and coherent one. In the
absence of sufficient publication of the KKE archives, the source problem
looms large over these questions (especially over the question of what
pertinent decision the KKE took in the Second Plenum of the central
committee in February 1946), the answer to which is sometimes attempted
on the basis of information given by biased participants, forty years after
the event.
A different type of approach to the matter of KKE aims and policies
was attempted by Christophe Chiclet. His presentation claimed to study
Zachariadis's policies (termed "Zachariadism") solely as the reflection
of major and minor turbulences or tremors within both the Soviet
communist party and the international communist movement. The inherent unhistoricity of this tortuous argument was enhanced by the lack
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of any attempt at specific documentation. One hopes that the historiography
of the period, which has already suffered enough, will not be further
burdened by attempts to write history as fairytale.
As for the policies of other parties, those of the right received little
direct attention. The small Socialist Party and the attitudes of its leaders
were analyzed by Hagen Fleischer in a well-documented paper which discussed the "third factor solution" proposed by SK-ELD, but also stressed
the ambivalent position of that party, which claimed a place in the same
ideological camp as the KKE, but held different ideas of democratic
principles. It was a position scarcely tenable in civil war conditions, and
one which inevitably led the group to the eventual condemnation of KKE
policies.
Other participants discussed some of the specific policies of the civil
war state. The purge in the Greek civil service, through legislation which
was originally and ostensibly intended to apply to collaborators and
appointees of the Metaxas dictatorship, but which was soon implemented
only against EAM supporters, was ably described by Procopis Papastratis.
His presentation appropriately took account, in discussing internal Greek
arrangements, of the policy of that Great Power which was most influential in 1945-1946, Great Britain. Similarly, Christos Hadjiiossif discussed
the various plans for economic stabilization which were conceived by a
number of Greek politicians in 1946-1947 within the context of their
political implications and the reaction they provoked among the British
and Americans.
Among the most explosive aspects of the Civil War, because of its
propaganda and emotional burdens, is the social and demographic disruption which resulted, first, from the policy of evacuation of the mountain villages by the Greek government and, secondly, by the policy,
instituted by the Democratic Army in 1948, of removing children from
the endangered zones. On the first topic, Angeliki Laiou made an effort
to establish the number involved in the evacuation program of the
Greek Army as well as to present and analyze the short-term and longterm economic results of the evacuation. Lars Baerentzen, in a careful
paper, based on UNSCOB documents, discussed both the evacuation of
children into the socialist countries and "Queen Frederika's camps." He
presented the information given by the sources (which are not unbiased,
as he said). His paper alluded to, and subsequent discussion stressed,
the humanitarian aspect of removing children from the war zone. It is
striking that both of these papers had to rely primarily on non-Greek
sources, since the official Greek ones are very few. It is also clear that
both these topics, as well as the whole question of the motives of the
participants and the long-term effects of the Civil War require further
study; one can only hope that our documentary basis will also improve
with time.
The international aspects of the Civil War retain their importance as
objects of inquiry. As far as the U.S.A. is concerned, John Iatrides has
already done important work, and it is to be hoped that, since the State
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Department documents are now available through 1949, further aspects
of American policy will be investigated. As for British policy in Greece,
its subtleties and ramifications have not, as far as I know, been seriously
studied. Unfortunately, too much time is spent on justifying or excoriating
British policy, and too little in truly scholarly work, which would transcend the level of personal reminiscences or of studies based upon personal
reminiscences. In this connection, the paper by Robert Frazier, which
discussed the Greek policy of Ernest Bevin within the context of BritishAmerican relations, and concluded that the British threat to remove its
small army from Greece was at first primarily intended as a bargaining
point with the Americans, was interesting both methodologically and as
a reminder of the role of Greece as a pawn and testing-ground in international relations. John Iatrides presented a different aspect of this phenomenon by analyzing the evolution of the perceptions of Soviet involvement held by the governments of the USA, Great Britain, Greece, and by
the KKE. He also discussed to some extent the effect which these perceptions, though not necessarily consistent with reality, had upon the policies
developed by these governments and the KKE.
A few encouraging conclusions emerge from the conference. First,
and most importantly, regardless of the quality of individual papers, which
is never uniform, the totality of the presentations and the discussion
among the participants makes it clear that this most taboo subject of the
historiography of modern Grece has at last lost something of its fearsomeness. It has become an object of serious and detailed study, and will
undoubtedly remain so. Secondly, it is interesting to see that there is no
longer a monopoly in terms of the nationality or the ideological position
of those who study the Civil War period. And finally, it is encouraging
that even with fragmented documentation, a great deal of scholarly work
can be done. This, however, brings up the great desideratum of students
of the period 1940-1950 and, indeed, a national desideratum. It is essential that the documentary basis for this period be collected, safeguarded,
and made available to researchers. It is also essential that the experiences
of the participants (not only the leaders) in these crucial events be
gathered in a permanent form, and that songs, memoirs, and photographs
become part of an accessible national archive. It is necessary, too, to gather
and preserve the records of the communities of Greek refugees in the
socialist countries before these communities disappear. It is, in other
words, necessary that an Institute for the Study of the Resistance and
Post-War Greece be established. The Greek government, which has
recognized the Resistance movement, should give content to that decision
by establishing such an institute; time is pressing, for people as well as
documents have only a limited life span.
In the center of the old city of Copenhagen one may visit a museum
whose many rooms house mementoes of the Danish resistance. The Greek
visitor, while paying tribute to all those who fought fascism, is sadly
reminded of the fact that nothing comparable exists in his own country,
where there was a mass movement, and where events transpired which,
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in one way or another, have left a determining and indelible mark on
subsequent developments. In my opinion, the creation of an institute such
as the one briefly described above is a matter of national priority.

**
Studying Greek History Abroad
by PROCOPIS PAPASTRATIS
The conference that took place in Copenhagen in late August of this
year was the fourth in the last six years that focuses on the nineteen
forties: a period during which Greece was immersed in political, social,
and economic problems of such magnitude that the repercussions have
lasted to this day. These conferences attest to the interest this decade generates for the students of modern Greek history. However, only one of these
conferences has taken place in Greece, organized by private initiative. This
is not a coincidence but reflects accurately the state of affairs that exist in
Greece regarding the research not only on this specific period but on
twentieth century Greek history in general. This period has not been studied
in Greek research centers until very recently. There are now hopeful signs
that this situation has begun to change, but not in what we may call
established research centers, where there is still no prospect for research
and evaluation of the existing sources. Postgraduate research has not fared
any better. The universities, until recently at least, were indifferent and
discouraging on this issue, when they were not downright negative. This
attitude was the result of a conscious policy regarding a tertain period of
history. The sharp and bitterly fought Civil War that followed the Liberation, and the simultaneous acute social crisis that continued well after the
conclusion of the armed confrontation, left a heavy inprint on the development of historical researth. The winning side aimed at canceling all political and social demands
put forward by a massive resistance movement which enjoyed a wide appeal during the Occupation. Thus it is only too evident why in the postCivil War atmosphere, a strongly negative attitude toward our recent
history was established, avoiding and in fact obstructing any research on
the period in question. This was made easier by the fact that Greek historiography has traditionally been focused on ancient Greece, Byzantium,
and the Ottoman period. However, this negative attitude had much wider
repercussions, as it did not allow a systematic examination of the interconnected political, social, and economic developments in Greece during
the first half of our century up to the Second World War.
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Private initiative is still responsible for the research carried out in this
field, with the exception of the research program sponsored by the Commercial Bank of Greece and the program of the Academy of Athens
Center of Modern Greek History, which, however, is concentrated on the
1941-1944 period. This private research is carried out mainly outside
Greece and is based on foreign archives, as the Greek ones, when they do
exist, employ the fifty-years-rule and are not easily accessible.
The student of this period, as far as primary sources are concerned,
has to concentrate his research on foreign archives because the special
feature of the 1936-1949 period is the catalytic influence of the foreign
factor in Greek affairs. Despite all of the archives' richness in material
concerning Greek issues, however, the picture still remains incomplete. In
addition to the closed Greek state archives, the unavailability of the KKE
and the major resistance organizations archives add to the difficulties of
the researcher. Publication of extracts of these archives does not solve
the problem. The net result is that important issues cannot be examined
properly, if at all. This applies especially to questions of internal structure,
such as the economic and social repercussions of the Metaxas dictatorship,
the Axis Occupation, and the successive administrations spanning the Civil
War period. The "explosion" of publications pertaining to this period
that has erupted during the last ten years is no substitute for the lack of
Greek primary sources. (Numerous memoirs and accounts of specific
events had already been published by 1967, when the colonels' junta seized
power.) These publications are mainly personal accounts, with all their
merits but also their inevitably limited overall view, and artides in the
press, often of a polemical nature, that aim at impressing a certain partisan
view. All this prolific activity leads to a state of "saturation" and, at the
same time; imposes simplistic interpretations on a highly complicated
period that has yet to be systematically examined.
The opening of the main foreign archives during the 1970s has
renewed interest in the study of this period, however. A number of books
and articles that were published recently based on this material, as well as
the conferences already mentioned, bear evidence to the fact that the
research being carried out has produced interesting results. This was also
the impression left by the Copenhagen conference. The conference opened
with the introductory remarks of Sysse G. Engberg of the University of
Copenhagen and head of its Department of 'Modern Greek and Balkan
Studies, which provided the logistical support for this three-day event.
Keith Legg of the University of Florida followed with his analysis,
"Political Instability in Athens in 1946-1949," with the help, as he said,
of some tricks taken out of a political scientist's bag. Nigel Clive's paper
was on "British Policy Alternatives, 1945-1946," as seen from inside the
Athens embassy, where he was serving at the time. He gave an account of
Reginald Leeper's hopes and efforts to promote the idea of a center
government emerging victorious from the general elections. This solution
the British thought to be- in the best interests of the Greek people. Nigel
Clive referred also to Leeper's attempt to institutionalize British control of
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Greek affairs. Robert Frazier of the University of Nottingham elaborated
on "The Bevin-Marshall Dispute of August-November 1947 Concerning
the Withdrawal of British Troops from Greece." He argued that from the
available evidence it is logical to assume that the British announcement to
withdraw was a ploy to make the US government realize how serious the
British economic situation was in the summer of 1946. Frazier added that
Washington did not know that at the end of 1945 Bevin contemplated
sending additional forces to Greece, when the US would be sending its
troops there, in order to check the increase of US influence in the country.
In the afternoon session, Ole Smith of the University of Copenhagen
spoke on the issue of mass self-defense and the policy of the Communist
Party in the years, 1945-1947. One of his points was that the outbreak
of full-scale civil war in the autumn of 1947 was not the result of deliberate long-term planning but the result of diminishing and finally nonexistent perspectives for a combination of self-defense and political
action. Heinz Richter followed and presented a reappraisal of the Second
Plenum of the KKE Central Committee and the decision for civil war.
During the discussion, Richter argued that the Second Plenum took no
decision for civil war, whereas according to Smith there was a political
decision on this question taken at that meeting. The debate went on at
some length and, as a result of the questions asked, the discussion centered
around the issue of when and how the KKE decided to resort to civil war,
and the degree of influence Moscow exerted on this decision. The discussion was lively, as it was in fact anticipated to be, but could not possibly
exceed the self-imposed restraint academics so skillfully employ when they
disagree among themselves. The detached atmosphere prevailing in the
conference center no doubt greatly helped.
The next paper by Christophe Chiclet evolved in the same direction.
In his "Analysis of Zachariadis's Policy from 1945 to 1949," he pointed
out that it is illusory to study a communist party only in its national context; every party-member of the Comintern followed to a greater or lesser
decree a global strategy that was laid down in Moscow. Chiclet argued that
Zachariadis was following the developments of the communist movement
abroad and was trying to adapt the strategy of the KKE accordingly.
Chiclet's arguments renewed the discussion again. It was pointed out that
such an approach left out the Greek dimension from the subject examined.
The questions, however, focused mainly on whether and how the leadership of the KKE was informed about the Soviet Communist Party discussions.
The three remaining papers of that very long day concentrated on
problems of the internal structure of post-Liberation Greece: a shattered
society emerging from a devastating occupation and about to be submerged
in an equally disastrous civil war. Christos Hadjiiossif of the University of
Crete elaborated on "Economic Stabilization and Political Unrest from
November 1944 to March 1947." His paper centered around the Varvaressos efforts to stabilize the economy and the concerted reaction against them
from vested interests in the financial world, the political right, as well as
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by Varvaressos's own colleagues in the cabinet. Andre Gerolymatos of
McGill University dealt with the Security Battalions and the Civil War.
He pointed out that the Civil War paved the way and served as a catalyst
for the Security Battalions to merge with the national army and complete
a process which had begun on the eve of the Liberation. Procopis Papastratis examined the purge of the Civil Service on the eve of the Civil War.
This purge intended to combine economic austerity measures to alleviate
the overburdened budget with measures to cleanse the civil service of
collaborators. However, the Populist Party that won the 1946 elections
replaced the relevant legislation with a decree that turned the purge against
the left. This was one of the first elements of the police state that began
to form at that time under parliamentary cover.
The attitude of Yugoslavia toward Greece during that period was
examined by Elisabeth Barker and Jose Pirjevec of the University of
Trieste. Barker based her presentation on Yugoslav sources, whereas
Pirjevec used British and American primary sources to discuss the influence
of the Tito-Stalin split on the Greek Civil War.
The social upheaval the Civil War caused on the microcosm of a
Messenian village was examined by Stanley Aschenbrenner of the University of Minnesota. Such an upheaval, albeit on a nationwide scale and with
far-reaching economic and demographic repercussions, resulted from population movements in the countryside during the Civil War. This was the
subject discussed by Angeliki Laiou of Harvard University. She pointed out
that American sources testify to the conscious policy of the Greek National
Army to evacuate peasants from the countryside on a large scale, especially
from the mountainous areas to the lowlands and towns. A closely related
subject and one of the most controversial issues of the whole Civil War
period was presented by Lars Baerentzen of the University of Copenhagen,
in his paper, "The Paidomazoma and the Queen's Camps." He referred to
the two conflicting evacuation schemes put in practice by the opposing
sides and concluded that both voluntary and involuntary evacuations took
place.
Riki Van Boeschoten offered a different and quite interesting approach
to the period under examination with her paper on "The Ideological
Content of Civil War Songs." Hagen Fleischer of the University of Crete
elaborated on the efforts of the small socialist parties, ESK (Greek Socialist Party) and ELD (Union of Popular Democracy), mainly during 1947,
to act and survive among the overwhelming presence of the KKE. The last
paper of the conference was given by John Iatrides of the University of
Connecticut. He examined the manner in which the governments of the
United States, Britain, and Greece perceived the attitude of the Soviet
Union toward the Greek Civil War.
The carefully arranged program of the conference, not to mention the
rather isolated suburb where it took place, afforded the participants ample
opportunities for discussion. On one such occasion, they examined in full
session the events of the December 1944 demonstration in Athens. The
discussion inevitably centered on the issue of the responsibility for the
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outbreak of shooting of the demonstrators. However, no satisfactory explanation was put forward as to why the police continued to shoot on an
unarmed crowd for such a long time. This issue undoubtedly serves as a
useful reminder to all researchers concerned with this tragic period regarding the difficult ground they have to cover.

**
THE HISTORY OF THE GREEK CIVIL WAR
1945-1949
An International Conference held by the Department of Modern
Greek and Balkan Studies, University of Copenhagen, August 30-September
1, 1984.
PROGRAM
THURSDAY, AUGUST 30
9:00 - 11:45 Chair: John 0. Iatrides, Connecticut

Sysse G. Engberg, Copenhagen: Introductory Remarks
Keith R. Legg, Florida:
Musical Chairs in Athens: Analyzing
Political instability, 1946-1949
Nigel Clive, London:
British Policy Alternatives, 1945-1946
Robert Frazier, Nottingham:
The Bevin-Marshall Dispute of AugustNovember 1947 Concerning the
Withdrawal of British Troops from
Greece
14:00 - 17:30.
Chair: Nicos C. Alivizatos, Athens
Ole L. Sinith, Copenhagen:
Mass Self-Defense and Communist
Policy, 1945-1947
Heinz Richter, Schriesheim:
The Second Plenum of the Central
Committee of the KKE and the Decision
for Civil War: A Reappraisal
An Analysis of Zachariadis's Policy
Christophe Chiclet, Paris:
from 1945 to 1949
Christos Hadjiiossif, Crete:
Economic Stabilization and Political
Unrest, November 1944-March 1947
.
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Chair: Lars Baerentzen, Copenhagen
20:00 22:45
Andre Gerolymatos, Montreal: The Security Battalions and the Civil War
The Purge in the Civil Service on the
Procopis Papastratis, Athens:
Eve of the Civil War
-

FRIDAY, AUGUST 31
Chair Richard Clogg, London
9:00 - 11:45
Yugoslav Policy Toward Greece,
Elisabeth Barker, London:
1947-1949
The Tito-Stalin Split and the End of
Joze Pirjevec, Trieste:
the Civil War in Greece
Chair: Sysse Engberg, Copenhagen
14:00 - 17:30
Stanley Aschenbrenner, Duluth: The Civil War from the Perspective
of a Messenian Village
Riki van Boeschoten, Brussels: Ideological Content of Civil War Songs
Population Movements in the Greek
Angeliki E. Laiou, Harvard:
Countryside during the Civil War
Lars Baerentzen, Copenhagen: The Paidomazoma and the Queen's
Camps
SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 1
10:15 - 12:00
Chair: Ole L. Smith, Copenhagen
The Role of the Minor Socialist Forces
Hagen Fleischer, Crete:
John 0. Iatrides, Connecticut: Perceptions of Soviet Involvement in the
Greek Civil War, 1946-1949
Lars Baerentzen, Copenhagen: Concluding Remarks

Notations:
"New" or "Old" : Orthodoxy in the Limelight
by VASSILIS XYDIAS

The "neo-Orthodox" current is a tendency within the Orthodox
Church which reemerged in 1983, demanding that the church play a
more meaningful and dominant role in present-day society. By its presence, "neo-Orthodoxy" has upset many accepted ideological forms through
which Christianity is approached by both believers and non-believers. For
the "neo-Orthodox," Christianity is the "gospel of the universal salvation" of man and the world, and not a "religion" which satisfies personal
metaphysical or psychological needs or provides an ethical code for the
improvement of human character. This is a theology which is the product
of a belief in the continuing centrality of patristic teaching and the
Orthodox ecclessiastical tradition.
It should be pointed out that the supporters of "neo-Orthodoxy" in
Greece do not accept this term as being accurate. They think of themselves simply as being Orthodox, and claim that "neo-Orthodoxy" is a
term invented by their opponents. It is true that the term was first introduced in an attack on "neo-Orthodox obscurantism" in the left-wing
Athens journal, Scholiastis.' In any case, this "new" tendency, without
denouncing the official church or withdrawing from it, challenges the
church's conventionalism, its secularized conservatism, and its degeneration into an administrative hierarchy which is subordinate to the secular
state.
The social and theological radicalism of the "neo-Orthodox" led to
their convergence with the left, but this convergence has had its supporters
and opponents on both sides. 2 "Neo-Orthodoxy" began being discussed
in radical journals such as Anti and Sc-holiastis over the summer months
of 1983, but it was swiftly mediated to the broader public through the
daily press and the weekly glossy magazines. The coverage given to the
debate between the left and "neo-Orthodoxy" was occasioned by four
separate events which "heralded" the debate. The first was the appearance, in early 1983, of Dionisis Savopoulos's latest record, Ta Trapezakia
Exo, and the interviews Savopoulos gave at the time. In both cases, it was
obvious that Savopoulos had a close relationship with the cultural and
1 Scholiastis,

no. 5, August 1983.
Zouraris, "Orthodoxia edo kai communismos tora . . ." ("Orthodoxy Here
and Communism Now . . .,) Anti, no 239, 1983.
2 K.
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intellectual heritage of "Orthodoxy" and "Hellenism." This shocked a
large number of people who had not yet noticed evidence of this in his
earlier work.
The second event was the election of Christos Yannaras as a professor
at the Pantios School of Political Science with the responsibility of teaching
a course entitled "Introduction to Philosophy." Yannaras, who holds
doctorates in theology and philosophy, has made a major contribution to
the theological articulation of "neo-Orthodoxy." His election was opposed
vigorously by a number of professors at the Pantios School and other
academics. The controversy soon became a public issue. While the opposition was centered on Yannaras's qualifications (he is primarily a theologian, and not a philosopher), it raised the whole issue of the relationship of theology to philosophy. Although Yannaras made the distinction
between philosophy and theology, he stated that his approach to philosophy was theological. However, for a short while the debate raged as to
whether theology ought to be considered valid within the context of
modern philosophical inquiry.
The third event was the public approach to Orthodoxy by two leading left-wing intellectuals, Kostis Moskoff of the Communist Party and
Kostas Zouraris of the Communist Party of the Interior. They published
a series of articles and meetings on the subject, which were dubbed the
"Christian-Marxist Debate." The purpose of this catchy title adopted by
the press was to make the connection with similar developments in
Western Europe. But, in fact, the Greek version was quite different. What
had taken place in Europe was a dialogue between two state institutions
(the Party and the Church) which, without making any doctrinal or
theoretical concessions, and for tactical reasons, attempted to arrive at
an agreement for common action on practical matters (such as the peace
movement or third world issues). In the Greek case, what occurred was
a dialogue between persons who were guided by their personal choice and
intellectual concerns. Accordingly, the debate created problems both for
the left-wing intellectuals' relationship to the leadership of their respective parties and for the theologians, who found that the leadership of the
Church was not enthusiastic about the debate.
As far as the two self-appointed discussants of the left were concerned,
Zouraris parried attacks by Marxist purists by stating that he was "a
Christian and a communist," and not a Marxist, while Moskoff explained
his activities in terms of an appeal to non-believing progressives to
critically approach religious discourse and to believers to follow evangelical discourse consistently since it was a discourse of universal revolution. 3 The suspicions of left-wing and orthodox hardliners were not
allayed, however, and the debate floundered on external hostility and an
internal tendency to follow Western European prototypes, placing the
onus on the leadership of both sides, which simply ignored the whole
3K. Moskoff, 'I Ptosi ine i anastasi' ("The Fall is the Resurrection), Anti, no
239, 1983.
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question. A few small groups are still continuing the debate in a less
rarefied atmosphere (an example being the group around the musical
magazine, Defi), but with little impact on mainstream political and
ideological discussion in what has now become the pre-election period in
Greece.
The fourth and least well-known event of the ongoing debate on
neo-Orthodoxy" was the publication of a manuscript belonging to
General Makriyannis. The manuscript, published under the title, Oramata
ke thavinata (Visions and Miracles), in late 1983, reveals a not unknown
but certainly ignored side of Makriyannis. Through the descriptions of
the "meetings" and "discussions" between the general and the Virgin
Mary and Saints of the Church there is a confirmation of Makriyannis's
religiousness, not as a secondary side of his personality (which could be
ignored and in fact has been in most readings of the Apomnimonevmata),
but as the kernel of an Orthodox ethos which determined Makriyannis's
political life and, by extension, can be said to have been shared by the
great part of the Greek people during the 1821 revolution. The publication of this manuscript puts an end to the misrepresentations of the
Makriyannis of the Apomnimonevmata, which conveniently disregarded
his religiousness and held him up as the popular version of the Greek
Enlightenment. Now, Makriyannis, along with Orthodoxy, emerges as
the awesome alternative to the Enlightenment. The result is that academics
who view the prospect of Orthodox criticism of the Enlightenment as a
form of new obscurantism have reacted by reintroducing an old theory,
namely, that Makriyannis was insane and suffered from psychosomatic
problems and traumatic experiences in his childhood. 4
In general lines, this is the outline of the intellectual territory over
which the "neo-Orthodoxy" debate flourished all throughout 1983. Apart
from the wide publicity the debate received, there was another important
effect of its adoption by the mass media. This was its adulteration into a
news item, its forced entrenchment into the logic of the mass media,
which wishes to dilute current ideas to the level of the supposed mean
average common sense of public opinion. Thus "neo-Orthodoxy" was
depicted as a movement of ideas, as an ideological current, as a system
of ideas supported by a certain group. The result of this anti-Orthodox
and occidental handling of the issue was the very name of "neo-Orthodoxy," given to the movement by those outside of it, which indicates that
it was thought of along the lines of other so-called schools of Western
intellectual thought such as the neo-Hegelians, the neo-Kantians, the
nouveaux philosophes, and so forth. But this is quite unrepresentative of
the multi-dimensional and shifting reality of a "neo-Orthodoxy" which
lacks the qualifications of unity and consistency which ought to character4 For more information, see K. Georgousopoulos's article in To Vima tis Kiriakis, May 20, 1984; N. Sideris's article in I Avgbi tis Kiarikis, August 12 and 19,
1984; and the articles in the Diavazo special issue on Makriyannis, no. 101,

September 5, 1984.
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ize a genuine ideological current. On the contrary, "neo-Orthodoxy" contains so many different living sides which are fundamental differences, and
not simply an expression of pluralism in its outlook, that to insist on its
formation as an ideology would be to misrepresent it. A definition of this
tendency will be attempted at another time. What can be said for the
moment is that although it is impossible to imagine "neo-Orthodoxy"
articulated outside the debate around it, or rather outside its development
in common and in opposition with intellectual inquiries of the left and
of secular criticism in present-day culture, one can understand "neoOrthodoxy" much better by concentrating on it as a reaction of certain
Christians to the crisis being experienced by the Church in Greece.

The League for Democracy in
Greece and its Archives
by DIANA PYM AND MARION SARAFIS

The League for Democracy in Greece was established in October 1945
with the aim of influencing British policy toward Greece on th basis of
informed public opinion. It continued to function actively until 1975,
when the fall of the colonels' junta, followed by elections and a referendum on the monarchy, made its services—we hope—no longer necessary.
In 1977, by a decision of its Executive Committee, the archives of thirty
years' work were given to the Byzantine and Modern Greek Department
at King's College in the University of London.
But the League did not arise from nothing. It had a pre-history and,
as this pre-history is to some extent covered by the archives, a few words
about it might be in place.
In the autumn of 1940, British public opinion had greeted the successful Greek resistance to Italian invasion with admiration and enthusiasm. But, apart from a few specialists, there had been no understanding
of the curious circumstances under which a quasi-fascist dictator found
himself obliged to follow the popular will in saying "No" to the invader. 1
Under the German occupation, news—except of famine conditions—
ceased to come from Greece. In view of wartime censorship, this was not
surprising, especially since British policy toward Greece was soon itself
divided. The long-term policy of Churchill and the Foreign Office
required restoration of the Greek monarchy as a guarantee of British
strategic interests, despite the unpopularity incurred by the crown through
its connivance with the Metaxas dictatorship. The shorter-term policy of
Headquarters Middle East required good relations with the major leftist
EAM-ELAS resistance movement, which was needed to hold down
German divisions in Greece. 2 Indeed, so little information came through
that one of the authors of this paper only realized that things were
going wrong when Churchill's message of support for the Greek king
from the Quebec Conference of August 1943 was broadcast on the radio
'The author and lifelong philhellene, Sir Compton Mackenzie, shows some
understanding of this in his book, The Wind of Freedom, London, 1944 (out of
print), the autograph proofs of which are in the LDG archives.
2David Stafford, Britain and the European Resistance, 1940-1945, London, 1980,
pp. 163-164.
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news. 3 It was D-day in the summer of 1944 which, by making ELAS
militarily expendable, sealed the triumph of Foreign Office policy.
Faced with this news blackout and in response to EAM's call for a
government of national unity, Greeks in England formed a Greek
Unity Committee in 1943 under the sponsorship of Sir Compton Mackenzie and with the distinguished Greek historian and man of letters,
Dimitris Fotiadis (then working in the BBC Greek Service), as secretary.
Much of the initiative and financial support came from the Federation of
Greek Maritime Unions, which had its wartime base at Cardiff. There was
also support from a Smyrniot carpet merchant and lifelong Venizelist, the
late E. H. Athanassoglou. Our archives contain such of the Unity Committee's material as has survived and also what Mr. Athanassoglou's heirs
were able to find among his papers.
But under conditions of news censorship, the Greek Unity Committee
could only reach a restricted and specialist section of opinion, and the
situation became even worse in the spring of 1944, when Churchill prohibited all favorable mention of EAM-ELAS by the BBC. 4 Thus, when in
December 1944, the British public awoke to find our troops fighting the
Greek resistance in the streets of Athens, confusion was complete.
Under these circumstances, and given—with a few honorable exceptions—the slanted character of most press reporting, something more was
needed and the FGMU resolved to sponsor a news agency. Through work
as a Borough Councillor in the St. Pancras area of London, Diana Pym
had contacts in the Greek Cypriot community and had met Ezekias
Papaioannou, secretary of AKEL, who suggested she become secretary of
the proposed new agency, which was in accordance with her own feeling
for the need of action on Greece. There was initially great difficulty in
getting news from Greece, and the first eyewitness accounts concerned
the concentration camps in Eritrea and the Sudan, where participants in
the Greek Middle East Forces' rebellion of spring 1944 and ELAS prisoners taken in the December fighting were incarcerated. Many of these
reports came from British and US servicemen, some of the former having
been sheltered by Greek families during the retreat in 1941. The news
agency's first campaign to reach the House of Commons concerned conditions in these camps.
Later, contact was established with EAM and with individual informants in Greece, and the news agency was able to issue press releases and,
from July 1946, a Weekly Survey of Greek News. There is wide coverage
of this material in our archives, and the series of Weekly Surveys is
complete from No. 22 of November 8, 1946, to No. 371 of September 4,
1953, though intermittent for the rest of the period, until the news agency
closed down at the end of 1962. The Surveys covering the 1947-1949
Civil War (complete) are particularly valuable as they may well be the
3PREM
4Prime

3211/4, Welfare 490, 31.8.43.
Minister's telegram to Lord Moyne, R6627/73/19. F.O. 371/43706
PM tel. T925/4, No. 1402 27, April 1944. Photocopy in our archives.
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only readily available source for the broadcasts of Radio Free Greece. In
1969, the news agency was re-opened by Andonis Ambatielos (former
FGMU secretary) and his English wife, Betty, and it resumed the issuing
of press releases and Monthly Surveys until Ambatielos returned clandestinely to junta Greece in February 1974, to be almost immediately
arrested. From 1946-1962, the news agency had been under the directorship of Pat Sloan, and the archives contain a small supplementary gift of
material from his widow, Mrs. Margaret Sloan.
In July 1945, the election of a Labour government raised hopes of a
radical change in British policy. So high did hopes run at the time that
there was dancing in the streets of Athens—accompanied by an attack of
jitters in high places. But the appointment of Ernest Bevin as Foreign
Secretary was to ensure continuity with Churchill's policy. There was therefor need for a British pressure group (as distinct from a news agency)
to campaign for a change of policy and for justice for the Greek left-wing
resistance, already suffering persecution. The League for Democracy in
Greece was launched at a public meeting in the Garrick Theatre, London,
on October 25, 1945, under the presidency of Sir Compton Mackenzie
and with D. N. Pritt, Q.C., M.P., in the Chair. Diana Pym moved from
the news agency to undertake the duties of secretary.
At this meeting the following aims were adopted:
1. To rebuild and strengthen the traditional friendship between the
peoples of Greece and Britain on the basis of the establishment
and development of democracy in Greece.
2. To enlighten the British public about the situation in Greece and
to promote cultural relations between the two countries.
3. To provide relief to those Greeks who suffered for their democratic
beliefs and activities and to their dependents and to the dependents
of those Greeks who died fighting for democracy.
4. To work for:
a) a general amnesty for all Greek democrats imprisoned for
political reasons;
b) the restoration of trade union and civil liberties;
c) the suppression of armed terrorism and the trial and punishment of collaborators.
These aims remained unchanged for thirty years except that 4c was deleted
as obsolete in the late sixties, and the relief functions, at first exercised
by a subcommittee, were taken over by the Greek Relief Fund in 1968.
At the first meeting of the LDG's provisional executive committee,
the playwright and Labour M.P., Benn Levy, queried the need for a
constitution since "it will all be over in a few months." But a constitution
was duly adopted in June 1946, providing for the election of an executive
and officers, annual audits, and the affiliation of organizations, as well as
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for individual membership. This structure, too, remained unchanged for
the lifetime of the League. In May 1946, Marion Pascoe joined Diana
Pym in the secretaryship of the LDG and acted as joint secretary until
her marriage to General Sarafis, the former ELAS commander-in-chief, in
February 1952.
At its inauguration, the League had the support of over eighty Labour
MPs, some of whom had actually served in Greece. Thus, parliamentary
action was always a major part of our work. This meant the supply of
information to MPs for questions in the House and briefing them to take
up cases—especially cases of persecution—with the Foreign Office. The
result has been an almost unique collection of archival material on Greek
government repression, Law 375/1936, the Emergency Measures Act of
June 1946, Law 509/1947 on "subversion," the operation of the special
courts-martial and security committees; and conditions in the prisons and
concentration camps, with dossiers on the cases of individual prisoners.
This has recently been supplemented by a valuable gift of thesis material
on Greek political legislation since 1921, donated by Dr. Rousos
Koundouros.
Even after the League was proscribed by the Labour Party in 1950,
many MPs continued to help us unofficially and to receive our material;
while, during the junta period, we had wide and unstinting parliamentary
support.
Our other important sphere of action was in the trade union field,
where we could build on the good relations established in wartime by
the FGMU, and in particular Andonis Ambatielos and his wife, Betty.
Many leading trade unionists served on our executive committee, and
their unions affiliated with the League at national, regional, or branch
level. We made a particular effort to establish links between these unions
and their opposite numbers in Greece which, in several cases, resulted
in warm personal contacts and real practical help. Though the Trade
Union Congress naturally followed the Labour Party in proscribing the
League, this affected only the Trades Councils: the individual unions,
being autonomous, were able to continue their official support. We regularly sent speakers to trade union branches, Trades Councils (before the
ban), local Labour Parties and cooperative organizations. In 1949—a peak
year—our speakers addressed 255 meetings. Again, this side of our work
is reflected in the archives, in an abundance of material on the Greek
trade unions.
Press work was mainly left to the news agency, with which we had
a constantly close relationship. Its effect was probably of a preventive or
defensive character. Faced with contradictory versions from the news
agency and from the Greek government Office of Information in London,
the British press tended to ignore both. But in the junta period, circumstances were completely different: the press and communications media
were wholly on our side and gave us wide coverage.
Our campaigning history can be summarized chronologically:
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1945-1946
Reception and meetings organized for the EAM delegation which toured
Europe in that winter.
Campaign for postponement of the March 1946 elections followed by the
attempt to explain—as best we could—the issue of abstention.
Visit to Greece in April-May 1946 by three Labour MPs (Norman Dodds,
Leslie Solley, and Stanley Tiffany, all now deceased) and Diana Pym, at
the invitation of General Othonaios's Association of Republican Clubs.
Briefing material supplied to the All-Party Parliamentary Delegation to
Greece under the leadership of F. Seymour Cocks, MP. (This visit was
intended to counteract the effect of the earlier one but served rather to
confirm it.)
Press conference and public meeting for the former Greek foreign minister,
John Sofianopoulos.
PUBLICATIONS
Greece: The Facts by Leslie Solley, MP; Tragedy in Greece (report of
the three Labour MPs, a two-edition "best-seller") ; How to Save Greece
by John Sofianopoulos; Greek News (A monthly bulletin continued until
January 1950, when it was replaced by a duplicated quarterly until December 1956.)

1947
This year saw us much occupied with analysis and criticism of the reports
of UNSCOB (UN Commission for Observing the Balkans).
In March, George Thomas, MP (later Speaker of the House of Commons),
visited Greece to observe the trial of the resistance youth organization
EPON and combined this with a visit to the Democratic Army, of which
our archives contain a remarkable photographic record.
From September of this year we started to submit regular annual information memoranda to all UN delegations.
In March 1947, Britain had ceded its responsibilities in Greece to the
US and we had now to adjust to this situation. But British missions &
some British troops continued to serve in Greece. Late in 1947, the testimony of a returned serviceman, ex-Corporal Harry Starr, gave us our most
important breakthrough into the British press, which we used to launch
a "Quit Greece Now" campaign supported by many ex-servicemen and
relief workers with Greek experience.
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PUBLICATIONS

Greek Trade Unions in Chains; Britain in Greece by Colonel A. W.
Sheppard of the Australian Army & later of UNRRA. (A remarkable
testimony which was translated into several European languages. Colonel
Sheppard had been one of our most valuable informants in northern
Greece.)

1948
April saw the first international conference on the Greek democratic cause
in Paris, leading to the formation of an international committee, in which
Britain was represented by our president, Sir Compton Mackenzie.
In May, as apparent reprisal for the assassination of the Greek justice
minister Ladas, the Greek government ordered the mass execution of 2,961
members of the resistance who had been imprisoned prior to the outbreak
of the Civil War. An emergency campaign roused an international response
which moved the Foreign Office and the US authorities to intervene, and
all but about 100 (for whom our efforts came too late) were reprieved.
We now knows that these executions had already been ordered by
Ladas with US approval. But this was not apparent at the time.
Toward the end of the year, we were receiving the first alarming reports
of the Makronisos concentration camp and we were also concerned with
the first trial of Andonis Ambatielos and nine other seamen trade unionists
in Athens.
It was about this time that a Greek government Office of Information
became very active in London, first under the direction of Alexandros
Paths and later under S. L. Hourmouzios. Its main propaganda themes
were the case of the Greek children, said to have been kidnapped, and
the issue of Macedonian autonomy. The former, addressed to mass public
opinion, failed to make much impact, perhaps due to British wartime
experience of the need to evacuate children from danger areas; the latter,
addressed to MT's and more specialist opinion, called for some study and
research in the answering. Interest aroused in the question of the Greek
children enabled the League to organize successful film-shows with Yugoslav and Czech films of the refugee children.
PUBLICATIONS

4 illustrated folders: "Quit Greece Now"; "Act to Save Them" (on the
executions) ; "Medical Aid for Greek Democrats" (Relief); "The True
Story of the Greek Children."
5 Lawrence S. 'Witmer, Americas Intervention in Greece, 1943-1949, Columbia
University Press, 1982, pp. 145-147.
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1949
The first months were taken up by our campaign on the second
trial of the Greek seamen, which ended in death sentences but fortunately
not in executions. Betty Ambatielos then returned to England to work as
League Organizer and proved a most effective speaker at meetings all
over the country.
Campaigns on Makronisos and for a negotiated settlement of the Civil
War were intensified. Here it should be made clear that the League did
not—as its opponents tried to say—support the Civil War. What it did
was to explain its causes, try to mitigate the resulting persecution, relieve
its victims, and call for a negotiated peace.
It was in this year that the League found itself no longer alone. The
Society of Friends (Quakers) was discreetly assisting our relief work,
carried out first through Victor Gollancz's Save Europe Now organization
and later through the International Red Cross. The Union of Democratic
Control (an old-established radical pressure group) cooperated in our
political campaigns and we were able to help the War Resisters' International in a parliamentary campaign to stop the executions of Jehovah's
Witnesses for refusing military service in the Civil War.
PUBLICATIONS
They Shall Not Die (on the seamen's trial—another two-edition "bestseller"); Greece Needs Peace.

1950
The first months were mainly devoted to the Makronisos campaign until
the new Greek government of General Plastiras started to run down the
camp by removing the civilian internees to a more relaxed form of detention at AI-Strati. We also organized speaking tours for Krini Pavlidou, a
Greek Cypriot medical student sentenced to death in Athens in 1949 and
deported to Britain after a joint LDG and London. Cypriot campaign.
PUBLICATIONS
I Accuse (a translation of Manolis Proimakis's testimony from Makro-

nisos).
1951-1963
These were the years of a low-key "holding operation." The Civil War
had ended with a total of over 3,000 executions by the. Greek govern-
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merits of the years 1946-1950. 6 The advent of a new Greek government of
the center and a further improvement in 1951, when a left-wing party
was able to reappear under the name of EDA, meant that our work was
no longer so urgently needed and, of course, our funds were correspondingly reduced as Greece was no longer in the news.
But the prisons were full and the concentration camps still existed,
although beatings and torture were no longer practiced there. The League's
campaigning concentrated on the issue of a general amnesty and on any
trials still occurring, such as that of the Beloyannis group in 1951-1952.
The work of our relief subcommittee was still vital and there was a
successful effort to arrange adoptions of political prisoners' families by
British families, many of which resulted in real friendships.
In 1961, demonstrations on the occasion of Prime Minister Karamanlis's visit to London attracted press and television coverage for Betty
Ambatielos's "Release My Husband" poster and resulted in permission
for her to visit him in prison.
PUBLICATIONS

In 1951—The Case of the Greek Children, Asimina Ambatielos: The
Story of a Heroic Greek Mother; in 1952—Cry from Greece, Letters from
the Death Cell (Elli Ioannidou's prison letters) ; in 1961—Release the
Greek Women Political Prisoners.
1963-1967
This was the period of a "false dawn" which all but led to the winding-up
of the League.
In 1963, an international conference on amnesty in Paris was supported by 131 British MPs. It was felt that a final drive might secure the
release of the remaining 1,192 political prisoners. This year, too, saw
the beginning of a most fruitful cooperation with Amnesty International.
In May 1963, the murder of the peace campaigner, Dr. Gregory Lambrakis, who had represented Greece at the previous month's Aldermaston
March, brought the League a new generation of young supporters, who
demonstrated with us on the occasion of the Greek royal visit to London.
The resignation of Karamanlis following a disagreement with the
Palace over, among other issues, the London visit, was followed by elections which produced a center government under George Papandreou. By
March 1965, only eighty-eight political prisoners remained and Betty
Ambatielos had returned to Greece to rejoin her husband, now released.
By January 1967, the number of prisoners was down to eleven, all held
under Law 375, and this prompted an on-the-spot study of that law by a
61n a letter, RG 10127 of 18.v.50,
Thomas, MP, in the League's archives.

from the Foreign Office to T. George
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Quaker member of the LDG Executive, Mrs. Eleanor Aitken. It seemed
that the League's work was practically accomplished and its conversion
into a Greek study group was under serious consideration.
1967-1974
At an international conference in Paris in April 1967, the Greek left was
divided in a way which predicted its ensuing split. Greek political refugees
in Eastern Europe in the majority wanted a campaign for the legalization
of the Greek Communist Party, while representatives from within Greece
stressed the immediate danger presented by the forthcoming elections. It
was this latter viewpoint which convinced the League of the need to remain
active.
When, ten days later, the junta coup surprised the world, it surprised
the League only in that it forestalled the expected "generals' coup." The
League's small office was besieged by the press seeking information and by
Greek students and British friends of Greece clamoring for action. The
situation was now radically different from that of the Cold War years.
Press and media interest was avid, and the whole of British public opinion,
with insignificant exceptions, was arrayed against the junta. This opposition even had the tacit sympathy of the Labour government.
In May, the first pair of British MPs set off to investigate conditions
in Greece, and they were to be followed by many more who went to
observe the various courts-martial. In July, after the funeral of Stamatis
Mercouris, the one Greek MP in London at the time of the coup, whose
last days had been spent in trying to organize anti-Junta action, an effort
was made toward international organization. An influx of Greek political
refugees meant that a strong Greek movement soon developed in London,
representing all shades of political opinion and with a coordinating committee, the Greek Committee against Dictatorship, chaired by Professor
John Spraos. These Greek organizations ran their own campaigns but
always in dose cooperation with the League, and there was also close cooperation with Amnesty International and with the Society of Friends.
On intellectual repression, so marked a feature of the colonels' rule, we
worked regularly with the Writers' and Scholars' International and its
journal, Index on Censorship. Later, it was felt in international circles
that an organization was needed to work within a NATO and EEC
framework and Sir Hugh Greene, former Director-General of the BBC,
founded his European-Atlantic Action Committee on Greece in 1971.
Again, there was dose cooperation. The records of almost all of these
organizations, so far as they have survived, have now found a home in
our archives, where their material is separately filed.
Diana Pym continued as secretary of the League until her retirement
for health reasons in 1972, when she retained the secretaryship of the
Greek Relief Fund (separated from the LDG as a British Registered
Charity in 1968 and wound up in March 1984). She was succeeded at
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the League by Errington Thubron (d. 1976). Marion Sarafis, who had
returned from Greece after her husband was killed in 1957 and who was
now a Greek citizen, worked with the Greek anti-junta organizations,
coordinating prisoners' work with the League, Amnesty International, etc.
In this way it was possible to establish an international information network which is reflected in the extensive documentation in our archives,
including a card-index of over 4,000 of the junta's victims. Betty Ambatielos was deported from Greece shortly after the coup and resumed her
work for the League When Andonis joined her in London, they reopened
the Greek News Agency.
Unlike the Greek governments of the Cold War period, the junta
had no London information office but employed a public relations firm
which came under investigation in the British press. Its only achievement
was an all-party delegation of three MPs to Greece, which was discredited
by its sponsorship. On the other hand, the fact that the known expert
on Greek affairs, C. M. Woodhouse, came out at an early stage against
the junta did much to influence British attitudes.
The League had published, as soon as possible, an explanatory
pamphlet, Fascism in Greece: What It is and What It Means by two
Greek academics, George Catephores and George Zis, and this went into
two editions. In 1968, there was an effective campaign against tourism
in Greece and an emergency campaign against the death sentence of
Alekos Panagoulis in the autumn. Information was supplied for the
movement to expel Greece from the Council of Europe. Wide support
from MPs meant that all major courts-martial were covered by highranking British observers while continued trade union support found its
most remarkable expression in the seven years' ban on location filming
in Greece by the Association of Cinematograph & Television Technicans,
whose general-secretary, Alan Sapper, took the place of the late D. N. Pritt
as chairman of the League, and the well-known Methodist cleric, Lord
Soper, replaced Sir Compton Mackenzie as president. All attempts by
the junta to "show the flag" in London were harassed by anti-junta
Greeks and by our demonstrators, and there was a massive demonstration
in Hyde Park on the occasion of the Polytechnic rising in November
1973. This gave the start to our final effort against the second junta of
1973-1974.
After the fall of the junta, the League re-named itself "Friends of
Democracy in Greece" (which it now considered as reestablished). From
1973 onwards, it was no longer proscribed by the Labour Party, although
the proscription had effectively lapsed during the junta period. And in
the same year, the League's good work was written into the Congressional
Record (February 27, 1973). The FDG continues to exist on a stand-by
basis, with a small list of faithful supporters and a biannual bulletin—
in the hope that it will not be needed again.
The conclusions from our thirty years' experience must be that, while
a pressure group is unlikely to change official policy, it can keep that
policy under a constant glare of criticism which may result in modifica-
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Lions, and it can mitigate excesses and save individuals and groups. Widelydrawn aims, a consistent policy, and long-serving personnel will contribute greatly to its effectiveness, and no such group should forget the
eventual historical importance of what may seem at the time ephemeral
material but which might in the end constitute a valuable archive.
Brief Guide to the Archives

Basically, these archives cover the period 1945-1975, with a small
amount of material from the years 1943-1945 and a set of the pre-war
Balkan Herald, donated by our longest-serving executive committee member, Christopher Lake. There is also a small amount of later material from
1975 to the present day.
What might be termed the "spinal structure" of our records is threefold: a monumental collection of press-cuttings covering all the British
and some foreign press references to Greece during the period of the
League's activity; the Weekly and later Monthly Surveys of the Greek
News Agency, covering Greek and foreign press output and the Free
Greek Radio broadcasts (complete from November 1946 to September
1953 and January 1969 to January 1974 but incomplete for the rest of the
time) ; and, finally, eight volumes of the League's own duplicated information and organizational circulars. These three series will give the researcher a chronological framework.
The archives further contain all the official British reports on Greece:
TUC (Citrine), Legal Mission, March 1946 Election Observers, All-Party
Parliamentary Delegation (1946); a fairly complete collection of Hansard
(parliamentary) references to Greece; the reports of the UN Commission
for Observing the Balkans (1947-1950) ; four filing-boxes with the daily
broadcasts of the Greek refugee radio at Bucharest, 1970-1974. There is
likwise a large collection of pamphlets, leaflets, and news bulletins, both
British and foreign, and of material from similar organizations in other
countries and from Greek refugees committees; and there are also specialist journals.
There are 278 files of the League's correspondence and information
material, arranged in three categories: by subject-matter, by correspondent,
and chronologically covering the various campaigns. There are more than
twenty files (they are still coming in) representing the other organizations
which have donated their material to our archives (British Branch of the
Patriotic Anti-Dictatorial Front (PAM), Campaign for the Release of All
Political Prisoners in Greece, European-Atlantic Action Committee on
Greece, Greek Committee Against Dictatorship).
In addition to the card-index of junta victims, there is abundant
material from the prisons and concentration camps, including two volumes
of smuggled appeals, some in microscopic writing. Finally, there is a
small library containing some unusual publications of the Greek left, a
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photographic collection in eighteen albums, and the Czech film of the
Greek children.
The archives of the Greek Relief Fund (wound up in March 1984)
are still held by Diana Pym. Marion Sarafis has a personal archive, somewhat richer in Greek language material. Both of us would be ready to put
these at the disposal of serious researchers who need to go beyond what
they can find in the League's archives.
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0. Iatrides, editor
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Book Reviews
Dionysiac Poetics and Euripides'
`Bacchae" by CHARLES SEGAL.

Princeton: Princeton University
Press, 1982. 364 pp. Cloth edition $36.00, paper $12.95.
It was inevitable that after almost two decades of intensive
Nietzschean and Dionysiac readings in philosophy and literature,
a book would appear that focuses
on one of the main sources of
this dynamic, the Euripidean text.
It remains for everyone to see how
Segal makes use of these readings-theories, if he comes forth
with a new "misreading," or if he
ever tries to eliminate the degree
of previous "misreadings" by keeping a critical point of view and
profiting from the fact that The
Bacchae comes historically closer to
its thematics and has intertextual
access to other sources lost forever.
On page 343, Segal writes: "The
poet's probing of Dionysus in the
'Bacchae' thus also probes the nature
of theatrical illusion and symbolic
transformation, the benefits and
the dangers of substituting fiction
for reality and engaging in mimicry, acting out passion and violence, playing at and playing with
the serious business of life. The
Dionysiac perspective questions
just this division of serious and
playful. What I have called the
'Bacchae's' Dionysiac poetics lies in

the creation and exploration of
the lucid space in which these interchanges can occur." These lines,
in fact summarizing the problematics of the seventh chapter,
called "Metatragedy," come at the
end of the book, after a long
peripeteia which started with positive remarks on Nietzsche (The
Birth of Tragedy) and Barthes
(La plaisir du texte).

Briefly, Segal creates a huge
stage of discourses on which the
text of Euripides is stretched in
order to show its Otherness. It is
the Other Segal is after in his
poetics of the play. From the very
beginning to the end, this Other
is traced in Dionysus, in Pentheus
and the other protagonists, inside
the city, outside the city, above and
below the city (chthonic symbolics), in the moment of the passage from god to human, from
human to beast, from human to
god, from hunting to hunted, from
Greek to barbarian, from young to
old, from the influence of the
father to the influence of the
mother, from male to female, from
tragedy to metatragedy. The Other
is traced, too, in the poet's discourse, in his employing an ambiguous language that, although
it keeps the tensions in a visible
frame—that of the esthetic achievement—by no means tries to resolve
them. The tragedy as form tran85
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scends the symbolic, the religious
and ritualistic element of the god,
and, at the same time, it absorbs
the violence in order to turn it
into a healing pharmakort.
Roughly, one can see behind
this approach Levi-Strauss (structural anthropology), Rene Girard
(violence-ritual), Lacan (the
Other in self), and Derrida (the
Other in language-supplementpharmakon). Segal nevertheless
does not dedicate any space of
close references to them (or any
other scholar), and neither does he
concentrate on the microdynamics
of the text to the degree that
Derrida would demand. In his ambition to write the "definitive"
book on The Bacchae, he prefers
a series of big gestures and panoramic shots, familiar from his
book on Sophocles. Indeed both
the aspect of the tragic—in the conflict between chaos and order—
and the staging in the worldnomos and physis, cosmic order—are to be found in that book.
Levi-Strauss's contribution is to
be found in Chapters Two, Three,
Four, and Five, where polarities in
space and activities are exposed.
In Chapter Two—"Forms of Dionysus: Doubling, Hunting, Rituals"—the relation between Dionysus and Pentheus is closely
examined. Pentheus emerges as the
"god's bestial double" and "surrogate," and conversely the "god
is Pentheus' other self, his double,
the repressed 'alter ego' of the
king." But we know already that
the god himself is double, pp.
28 29, mortal and divine. As a
mortal, he is not only human: we
encounter him as a bull, a lion,
-

a fawn, and a calf. We encounter
reversals from hunter to hunted
and hunted to hunter, namely,
Dionysus taking the strong position of the king while the second
turns into a helpless "pseudobacchant." Segal then localizes the
"ritualized"—while the "rites involved in the `Bacchae' confuse
rather than establish limits"—
"style" mainly in three scenes:
" (1) the catechism-like questionand-answer between Dionysus and
Pentheus; (2) the robing of
Pentheus as a maenad; (3) the
account of his death with its ritual
procession, the elaborate bending
down of the tree, the dislodging
of Pentheus and the sparagmos."
In Chapter Three, the Otherness is traced in tools, agriculture,
and music, in Segal's one word:
civilization. In the center of the
polis, we are shown the polarities,
nets/no nets, tools/bare hands,
iron/natural objects, earth nurturing the polis/ earth nurturing
beasts outside the polis, a benefactor Dionysus/a cruel Dionysus.
Likewise, Dionysiac music is presented in the polarity festive and
joyful/ "barbarian songs of Euoe."
In Chapters Four and Five, the
Other and the polarities in the
play are more obvious. There is a
Horizontal Axis defined by the
terms, House, City, Mountain, and
a Vertical Axis—Earth, Air, Water,
Fire. Of these terms, only Air is
treated with some subtlety, yet
not altogether convincingly. The
rest are easily traced in the thematics of the text. Water, though,
is not enough to threaten Fire.
Then, in the sixth chapter,
Segal follows the passages in
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Dionysus from male to female, in
Pentheus from young to old to
child; he experiences the robing
scene as an initiating ritual. In all
the shiftings from one pole to
another, it is only Dionysus who
crosses the boundaries successfully.
In the last three chapters, Segal
says that he is reading the play
post-structurally. However, it is
mostly here that he goes far out
of the text. He diagnoses a crisis
in language—Pentheus/penthos ( "I
can read 'Glas' as an ancestral rite,"
writes Spivac) —the sparagmos presented in a perfectly formed tragedy in which its god appears
(metatragedy) himself; he sees
the Other as supplement, as phar-

makon, represented in the mask;
he questions the truth and illusion
of the play in the play, but he is
not as dose to the text as he
should be. He indulges in generalizations and apothegms that
hinder the free play in the hinterland of the text. More than often,
the Other is simply a given thematic, another presence in the text,
and not an absence in the very
isolated presence. This important
book, though, is addressed mainly
to a classical philological world
which—with a few exceptions—
still has a theological fear of our
ancestors. But does this world
need such repetition; Segal knows
best.
—Vasilis Papageorgiou

Demotic Greek by PETER BIEN,
ET AL. Fourth edition, completely revised and augmented.
Paper. $12.50

drills, which help to consolidate
a certain sentence, verb, or expression. They are plentiful for each
chapter and so give the student a
lot of opportunity to use the language. The line drawings (by R.
0. Jennings) are fun to look at,
and encourage the student to participate in question-and-answer
drills, without falling back on
English, even from the very beginning. The book is accompanied
by cassettes which the student can
use to repeat and/or reinforce the
lesson. These were unfortunately
not included with the review copy,
so I can only comment on those
which accompanied the third edition. There the speakers unfortunately had a Greek-American accent, whereas beginners should

It is a pleasure to welcome an
old friend. This is the fourth edition of an excellent book for learning colloquial Greek. Its advantages
lie in the presentation of the material. Each chapter begins with a passage in Greek which is followed
by vocabulary, substitution drills,
grammatical notes, and ideas for
further teaching. Grammar and
vocabulary are dealt with in stages
and the texts do not go outside
the area of grammar that has been
covered. I have used the book myself as a textbook and found that
students enjoyed the substitution
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surely hear and learn standard
Greek pronunciation, as used by
Athenian speakers.
This teaching system, although
heavily dependent on oral drills,
has good and precise notes on
grammar, so that one can even
learn on one's own. A particularly
good point of this book, which I
have not seen elsewhere, is that
the glossary includes not only the
present tense of a verb, but the
aorist tense as well. Since the aorist
can be difficult to form, and all
verb •tenses depend on the present
or aorist, this is a great help to
any beginner of Greek.
Comparatively few changes have
been made in this new edition, the
most important one being that it
is now printed rather than typed,
which is a great improvement. This
not only makes for a neater appearance but, more important, the
use of heavy type for the various
headings makes everything clearer
and easier to find, especially in the
grammatical summary. Other modifications include notes on the
monotonic system of accents, although the book itself remains in
the polytonic system. There are
two new passages for comprehension (micrologues) accompanied
by line drawings; a few words
have been added to the vocabulary
and the list of irregular verbs has
grown more substantially. This last
is in general a good thing, but I
would query the value of three
verbs in this list: pActo-rodwo, AC4
xrdwo, and especially dtryrabito.
They seem out of place in a begin-

-

ner's book, and none of them appear in the glossary.
There are a few changes that
could still be made. I would have
liked to have seen in the section
on telling the time (in Chapter
Four) the abbreviated versions of
the half hours which are very common in colloquial speech (1..ay.to71,
&Alm, Two-lip.coc, etc.).
I have found only three substantial mistakes: the statement (on
p. 331) that "it (nd) usually remains %cct before the artides 6,
Qt." In fact, except when special
emphasis is required, Itod becomes
xc' in front of these forms of the
article as well as in front of words
beginning with a vowel. The use
of the final "v," which is correctly
stated on p. 54, is not always correct in the examples (e.g., -c6v
ntiipyo for -c6 p. 332;
6@as xi-tic arch wzOin for o-r6v
%zebu, p. 320). In an example
(on p. 313) illustrating the position of indirect personal pronouns,
the verb tense is wrong: 7cpEv Tfx
Mum Iva crruX6 should in fact be
nptv viric Sdxset, gym cs-cuA6. The
small number of wrong accents
(e.g., rilc for tiffs, p. 93; si'vat for
elvat, p. 335; aarip,cci for 31
ecorillucz, p. 308) is understandable in a book of this size and
complexity.
With the exception of these
points, the book is well thoughtout and deserves its new lease on
life. I would recommend it to anybody wanting to learn modern
Greek.
—M. Coulton

