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Greek McCarthyism:
A Comparative Assessment of Greek
Post-Civil War Repressive
Anticommunism and the U.S.
Truman-McCarthy Era

by MINAS SAMATAS*

The study of politico-ideological repression in formal demo-
cratic states is very useful for understanding the mechanisms of
sociopolitical control, the limits of tolerance, and the fragility of
civil liberties under governments presumed dedicated to freedom
and democracy. Such a study is frequently avoided by those who
wish to forget the actual history of capitalist democracies and to
present instead an ideal picture of the "free world" as opposed
to the "evil" communist states.

This article attempts a brief comparative study of post-war
political repression in Greece and in the United States of America.
It focuses on both the similarities and differences between the
Truman-McCarthyite anticommunist crusade in the U.S. and its
Greek post-Civil War counterpart. Both Greece (the "cradle of
democracy") and the U.S. (the "land of the free") have experi-
enced politico-ideological repression too frequently for this re-
pression to be considered accidental. In this century alone, Greece
has had mostly authoritarian regimes, including two major dic-
tatorships. Currently, although Greece is enjoying one of the most
liberal periods in its modern history, and although anticommu-
nism has been officially abolished by the socialist government,
remnants of the authoritarian past and its repressive proclivities
are still embedded in the state apparatus. Similarly, in this century
the U.S. has also experienced "two Red Scares, concentration

* Many thanks to Dr. A. Pollis, Evangeline Newton, and M. J. Scott for their
editorial contributions.
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camps, guilt by association, preventive detentions, (and) political
espionage."' The U.S. nevertheless remains one of the most per-
missive states in the modern world. Today, however, when Amer-
ica celebrates the bicentennial of its liberal Constitution, McCar-
thyism is remembered. This memory is especially appropriate in
view of the current administration's conservative policies (includ-
ing mandatory security screenings of all federal employees and
proposed mandatory AIDS and drug testing) and of the recent
Supreme Court limitations on Miranda warnings (i.e., defendants'
rights and restoration of preventive detentions).

The major objectives of this article are:

1. to substantiate the major similarities and differences
between the Greek post-Civil War anticommunist opera-
tion and the Truman-McCarthy crusade, and so to justify
the term "McCarthyism" for the Greek case;
2. to indicate the American contribution to the Greek anti-
communist campaign;
3. to illustrate the heavy social cost of the McCarthyite-
style repressive policy on Greek society; and
4. to demonstrate the legacy of this authoritarian past
and the dangers it presents to painfully restored Greek
civil liberties.

The issue is not whether Greek McCarthyism was more repressive
than American McCarthyism, but rather to examine the relation-
ship between their goals and techniques, causes and effects,
remnants and repercussions.

Before proceeding, it is necessary to discuss some definitions
used in this paper. "McCarthyism" is understood here not just
as the personalistic, political tactics of Wisconsin Senator Joseph
R. McCarthy and his Congressional "red-hunters," but as the
conservative political movement and the massive anticommunist
crusade of the fifties with its ensuing political repression in accord-
ance with U.S. Cold War politics. 2 In particular, "McCarthyism"

1A. Wolfe, The Seamy Side of Democracy: Repression in America (New York:
David McKay Co., 1973) 4.

2A. Theoharis, Seeds of Repression: Harry S. Truman and the Origins of
.McCarthyism (Chicago: Quadrangle Books, 1971) 13.
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is used to indicate the entire Truman-McCarthy period (1947-
1954) of obsessive anticommunism, and its high level of political
repression in the United States which sought to ensure both abso-
lute security and the status quo.

By "Greek McCarthyism" I mean the Greek anticommunist
crusade which followed the Greek Civil War. It sought to eradi-
cate any leftist influence of the Ethniko Apeleutherotiko Metopo,
(EAM) the communist-led National Liberation Front, 3 and to
guarantee mass loyalty for the anticommunist regime.

"Anticommunism" is here considered not a mere ideological
campaign but "a policy of political repression, reflected in specific
laws and actions undertaken by political authorities.' "Political
repression," is not, however, viewed as an aberration or as an
exceptional or "pathological" phenomenon, but as a "mechanism
designed to prevent people from exercising control over the in-
stitutions that affect their lives.' Anticommunism is a defensive
state overreaction based on the perception of a threat from below.
It justifies gross discrimination against any person or any organ-
ization which, because of its politico-ideological beliefs, is per-
ceived as presenting a fundamental challenge to existing power
relationships or to key governmental policies.° Hence, although
McCarthyism is identified popularly as a mass anticommunist cam-
paign, it may also designate any repressive politico-ideological
policy in which a state deliberately exercises political discrimina-
tion, thought control, invasion into private lives, and mass curtail-
ment of civil liberties in order to enforce mass loyalty.

The following comparative analysis emphasizes four basic

3This goal of eliminating any ideological power of the militarily defeated
EAM, which had gained 1.5 million members during its fight against the Nazis
and their Greek collaborators [see L. Stavrianos, "The Greek National Liberation
Front: A Study in Resistance Organization," J. .Modern History, Vol. 24 (Mar.
1952)) is called "de-EAMization" by C. Tsoucalas in "The Ideological Impact of
the Civil War," Greece in the 1940s: A Nation in Crisis, ed. J. Iatrides (Hanover,
N.H.: Univ. Press of New England, 1981) 327.

4R. J. Goldstein, Political Repression in. Modern America from 1870 to the
Present (Boston: G. K. Hall & Co., 1978) xvii. Also J. V. Compton, Anti-Com-
munism in American Life Since the Second World War (St. Charles, MI: Forum
Pr., 1973).

5Wolfe 237.
6Goldstein xvi.
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similarities between U.S. McCarthyism and the Greek anticom-
munist campaign:

1. Both were state-organized, ideological anticommunist
policies based upon the same repressive thought-control
techniques;

2. Both were related to the Truman Doctrine, which
defended democracy against a perceived international com-
munist conspiracy;

3. American anticommunist legislation and political con-
trol techniques were exported to Greece in order to rein-
force its anticommunist armory;

4. Both operations have exploited a pre-existing institu-
tional and conceptual anticommunist system.

The following differences will then be examined:

1. U.S. McCarthyism was directed against an imaginary,
domestic communist threat to support Cold War foreign
policy. The Greek movement, however, was the extension
of a bloody civil war, which was necessary to ensure mass
loyalty and to consolidate the Greek anticommunist state;

2. The U.S. anticommunist crusade can be characterized
as national "pluralist" (i.e., not a sectional manifesta-
tion of a particular class or ethnic group). The Greek
movement, however, was an outcome of class-struggle; it
aimed at the neutralization of both the rising class conflict
and the discontent of the Greek lower working classes
which had been caused by dependent capitalist develop-
ment;

3. U.S. McCarthyism was mainly an "exclusionary" policy
against disloyal Americans. The Greek movement, how-
ever, not only excluded leftists but also integrated new,
loyal social groups into the state orbit;

4. U.S. McCarthyism directly affected a relatively small
segment of the U.S. population, while the Greek move-
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ment reached totalitarian dimensions by controlling the
entire population;

5. In contrast to the U.S. anticommunist operation, which
was successful for a short period of time but faded after
1955, the Greek counterpart was never successful and had
to be de jure and de facto prolonged until 1974.

Similarities

1. We will begin our investigation into the nature and
methods of U.S. and Greek anticommunist operations with some
useful generalizations. Neither was a spontaneous ideological
campaign, but rather a state-organized anticommunist policy em-
ploying similar "thought-control" repressive techniques. Both
were repressive governmental crusades against a perceived com-
munist threat. Each pursued the extirpation of communism from
its society "as a belief, as a teaching, as a plan of action, as a
moral ideal." 7 Both operations grew from the belief that Amer-
ican and Greek people might potentially engage in "subversive
activities" and might possibly think "incorrect thoughts, especially
thoughts associated with the word 'communism.' " Also, both
anticommunist crusades attempted to define nationalist thought
and conduct with respect to orthodoxy and heresy in politics. They
tried to punish people for beliefs and associations, and to enforce
their standards through special paraconstitutional legislation, fre-
quently without due process. 8

Since American and Greek "mind-probers" could not actually
read thoughts, they had to investigate all aspects of an indi-
vidual's life. They searched not only for factual, document-
able "wrong-doing," but also for any potential "wrong-thinking"
that might result in future "wrong-doing." In fact, in the name of
"national security," many American and Greek people were
severely punished, not for who they were or what they had
actually done, but rather for what authorities assumed they were
or could potentially become. This "mind-probing" search in both

7W. Millis, "Legacies of the Cold War," The Price of Liberty, ed. A. Reitman
(New York: W. Norton & Co., 1968) 60.

8For the U.S. case, see Goldstein 391-392.
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countries included "the petitions one signed, the groups one
joined, the books one read, the friendships one had, and the state-
ments one made."

Proof that thought rather than real, concrete action was the
target of anticommunist operations in both the United States and
Greece is demonstrated by the fact that political repression in
both countries was based primarily upon "preventive" law. "Pre-
ventive law" is executive, mostly "para-constitutional" legislation,
which deliberately uses vague terminology to violate constitutional
rights, justifying repression on the grounds of national security."
"Preventive" law legalizes many repressive measures, such as
precautionary detention, or the precautionary exclusion of indi-
viduals or groups from certain employment or other activity on
the grounds of potential harm to the "national interest" or to
national security. These repressive measures are justified on the
suspicion that the victims are "potential subversives" who, either
implicitly or explicitly are "likely to commit some illegal overt
act in the future even if (they) had not already done so." 11

Because "thought-control" and punishment are difficult to
legitimize (althought not to legalize), "preventive" law employs
paraconstitutional (and frequently illegal) techniques (surveil-
lance, mail-opening, blacklists, etc.) which ignore civil liberties
guaranteed by the constitutional protection of due process. Facili-
tating "preventive" law is the use of deliberately vague terminol-
ogy: "disloyalty" instead of treason or sedition; and "lack of
faith in the national ideals," or "belief in ideas aiming at the
violent overthrow of the established sociopolitical order" instead
of espionage or sabotage."

Since the basic goal of mass anticommunist repression in the
United States and Greece was the protection of these countries
from "ideological pollution" by communist (or other) ideas offi-
cially labelled "dangerous," repressive measures targeted not only
"habitual wrong-thinkers" ("commies," "pinks," "fussy-minded
liberals," etc.) but also all critical thinkers, including their own

9Goldstein 392 and Millis 64.
19See J. L. O'Brien, National Security and Individual Freedom (Cambridge,

MA: Harvard Univ. Pr., 1955) 22.
"Goldstein 392.
12Goldstein 393. For the Greek case see N. Alivizatos, "The Emergency

Regime and Civil Liberties," Greece in the 1940s, 224-227.
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relatives and friends.' The establishment of this "thought-crime,"
"guilt by association," and "collective responsibility" by U.S. and
Greek anticommunist states is reminiscent of the heresy-hunt and
other ideological warfare methods of the seventeenth century.'
The argument that political ideology itself was the major
"thought-crime" (regardless of the commitment of an actual
crime), is evidenced by the fact that "loyalty oaths" or the signing
of "loyalty statements" were required for all Greek and U.S.
state/federal employees. Yet in Greece "repentance" or "recanta-
tion declarations" also had to be signed by converted communists
or by those suspected of subversive beliefs and associations. These
were then published by the local press.' A sample of such pub-
lished "Loyalty Statements" can be found in the Appendix, Exhibit
1. In the United States many persons of unquestioned loyalty, in-
cluding many teachers and academics, were dismissed from gov-
ernment employment either because they objected to taking anti-
communist oaths on principle or because they appealed to the First
and Fifth Amendments. By 1956, such oaths were required in 42
states and more than 2,000 county and municipal entities." In
Greece, communists sentenced to death could often save their lives
just before execution by renouncing their ideas and their past
politics; political prisoners and deportees could be freed as soon as
they had signed "declarations of repentance," or recantation state-
ments, which renounced their ideology and declared their loyalty
to the regime."

The single most frequent charge in the infamous hearings
of the House Un-American Activities Committee was not treason,
sedition, espionage, or even advocacy of illegal overthrow of the

13Alivizatos, ibid., and Catiforis, G., The Barbarians' Legislation (in Greek)
(Athens: Themelio, 1975), 62-63.

14Millis 66.
15For the U.S. case see T. Emerson and D. Helfeld, "Loyalty Among Govern-

mental Employees," The Yale Law Journal 58 (Dec. 1948): 1. Also A. D. Harper,
The Politics of Loyalty: The White House and the Communist Issue, 1946-1952
(Westport, CT: Greenwood Pr., 1969) and A. Barth, The Loyalty of Free Men
(New York: Pocket Books, 1952). For the Greek case see Tsoucalas 328, Aliviza-
tos 227, and Catiforis 63f.

16"The swearing of loyalty oaths was also required to obtain fishing permits
in New York City, to sell insurance or pianos in Washington, D.C., to obtain
unemployment compensation in Ohio, to box . . . to barber, to sell junk in
Indiana . . .", etc. Goldstein 351-352.

17Alivizatos 226-227.
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U.S. government. It was rather any association with another indi-
vidual "said to be subversively inclined." Guilt by association
charges frequently involved associations with mothers, fathers,
wives, brothers, and sisters." In Greece, this institutionalization of
the collective responsibility of an accused's entire family was
accomplished through the use of the so-called "civic-mindedness
certificates" (Pistopoiitika Koinonikon Fronimaton) (see Exhibit
No. 2). These certificates were issued by police only to "clean,"
"healthy-thinking" or "nationally-minded" citizens, the so-called
ethnicofrones. They were denied to all other Greek citizens, who
were then stigmatized as communists, fellow-travelers, sympa-
thizers, i.e., the non-ethnicofrones. Civic-mindedness certificates
based upon police surveillance records, and documented in dossiers
(Fakeloi), were officially required until 1974 for any Greek who
wanted a public job, professional permit, passport, driver's license,
even a scholarship or university education. Significantly, these
police certificates—and the attendant police dossiers which, as docu-
mented below, survived until 1981—not only classified the "loyalty
status" of a citizen based upon his personal ideas and activities,
but also took into serious account the convictions and behavior
of the entire family, going back to World War II." Collective
responsibility was heavily applied to Greek communists' close rela-
tives, and many, irrespective of their own ideas and politics, had
their property seized and were exiled. Many children of murdered,
deported or exiled communists were forcibly detained in a special
camp for their "reconversion and rehabilitation."'

2. Beyond their similar ideological nature and methods, both
Greek and American anticommunist crusades are linked to the
Truman Doctrine of March 12, 1947. They were each considered
"democratic" operations which were defending democracy against
an international communist conspiracy. In fact, the repressive

18Eleanor Bontecue, The Federal Loyalty-Security Program (Ithaca, NY: Cor-
nell Univ. Pr., 1953) 101-156. Also, Goldstein 302-304.

leSee Tsoucalas 328, Alivizatos 225, and N. Diamandouros, "Greek Political
Culture in Transition," Greece in the 1980s, ed. R. Clogg (New York: St. Martin's
Press, 1983) 52. Also, see M. Sarnatas, "Greek Bureaucratism: A System of
Sociopolitical Control," (Ph.D. Dissertation, Graduate Faculty, New School for
Social Research, New York, 1986) 168-169.

"This Leros island camp, under the auspices of Queen Frederika, functioned
under the same "Royal Occupation Schools."
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McCarthyite anticommunist era actually began in the U.S. during
the spring of 1947 with the announcement of a "hardline" anti-
communist foreign policy that included American involvement
in the Greek Civil War. The Truman administration's anticom-
munist foreign policy and its intervention in Greece signalled
the beginning of a repressive domestic policy which saw inter-
national communism as a monolithic conspiracy; any opposition to
the U.S. foreign policy and aid to Greece were regarded as com-
munist and/or subversive." In fact, FBI Director J. Edgar Hoover
charged that, "Since the President called for aid to Greece and
Turkey, the Communists opposing the plan had been mobilizing,
promoting mass meetings, sending telegrams and letters to exert
pressure on Congress."" Also revealing is the statement of State
Department Information Officer Joseph Jones, who complained
that

the Truman administration's desire to aid Greece was
severely hindered (even) prior to the Truman Doctrine
'by the fact that incessant communist propaganda, echoed
by fellow travellers and misinformed liberals, had been
widely successful' in portraying the Greek rebels as 'pa-
triotic rebels resisting corruption, fascism, and monarchy,'
and that as a result 'the president's program therefore ran
into considerable opposition on the American left."

In fact, any organization that actively opposed U.S. interven-
tion in Greece or overall Cold War foreign policy was "black-
listed" by the Attorney General's List of Subversive Organizations
and was barred from using public housing or enjoying other bene-
fits. This response affected the United Council Against Inter-
ference in Greece and Turkey and the American Council for a
Democratic Greece, which were both officially blacklisted after
they had participated in a demonstration against U.S. intervention
in Greece." Also significant is the case of Congressman Leo

21R. M. Freeland, The Truman Doctrine and the Origins of McCarthyism:
Foreign Policy, Domestic Politics and Internal Security, 1946-1948 (New York:
Alfred A. Knopf, 1972).

22Freeland 149.
23Quoted by Goldstein 298.
240n the protest of these and other groups against the Truman Doctrine, see
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Isaacson, who was elected in 1948 with the Progressive Party's
support. He was denied a passport and barred from attending an
international conference dealing with aid to Greece on the
grounds that one of the participating groups had openly pursued
"the furnishing of material and moral assistance to the guerrilla
forces in Greece."

The Truman Doctrine was quickly followed by a Truman
loyalty program, the equivalent of a "domestic Truman Doctrine."
In an effort to convince Americans that the communist threat was
both external and internal, it generated anti-communist hysteria
which gripped the U.S. from 1947 well into the mid-1950s." This
U.S. loyalty program imposed blanket loyalty tests for all federal
employees, and was also exported to Greece (discussion below).

The Truman Doctrine, with its U.S. intervention in the Greek
Civil War, succeeded in crushing the Greek communist insur-
gents in 1949, who had already lost the assistance of their Balkan
neighbors, particularly Yugoslavia, which closed its borders in
1948 following the Soviet-Yugoslav dispute. This defeat only
happened, however, after the U.S. took over military direction
of the war from the British. The U.S. provided massive military
aid and took politico-economic control of the Greek state through
AMAG, the American Mission for Aid to Greece. 27

The Truman Doctrine claim that it sought to assist Greece

to become a self-supporting democracy promoting a way
of life . . . based on the will of the majority, and ... dis-
tinguished by free institutions and freedom from political
oppression28

Ethnikos Kyrix (National Herald, the Greek-American Daily), 19 March 1947: 1.
Their blacklisting is mentioned by Goldstein 310 and Freeland 214.

25Goldstein 311 and Freeland 224-225.
26M. B. Levin, Political Hysteria in America: The Democratic Capacity for

Repression (New York: Basic Books, 1971). For a thorough analysis of the Truman
Loyalty Program, i.e., of Executive Order 9835, see Emerson and Helfeld 27-53.
See also Goldstein 278-304.

27The original Greek government request for American aid "to fight external
aggression" was, in fact, drafted by the U.S. State Department. It was accepted by
the Greek government and then returned to Washington as a dramatic Greek
appeal for U.S. aid. See L. Wittner, American Intervention in Greece, 1943-1949
(New York: Columbia Univ. Pr., 1982) 53.

28Cited by J. Iatrides, "American Attitudes Toward the Political System of
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proved to be empty. The objective of the viscerally anticom-
munist U.S. security planners was not a peaceful settlement of the
Greek Civil War, which would have given legal status to the
Greek communists. Peaceful reconciliation and negotiations with
the communists would have hindered American Cold War policy.
The true U.S. purpose was first, to win the Civil War as a victory
against the Soviet Union and its allies, thus curbing their "con-
spiratorial efforts to subvert and incorporate Greece into the
communist bloc"; and second, to establish an obedient Greek anti-
communist state, thus ensuring U.S. strategic interests."

Although U.S. intervention succeeded militarily, a need still
existed to eliminate the ideological power of EAM and to void
its effect on the Greek people. The ensuing ideological operation,
rightly called "deEAMization" by Tsoucalas, occurred not during
an openly dictatorial regime, but during an apparently liberal
parliamentary one. The Americans in Greece projected the image
of a great, united national struggle against the "heinous" Greek
communists. The latter were portrayed as agents of Soviet expan-
sion, not as indigenous Greeks who were political adversaries of
Greek conservatives."

The post-Civil War, center-right coalition government, formed
by the efforts of U.S. Ambassador John Peurifoy, was headed by
the liberal premier Sophoulis, a leader approved by the Amer-
icans. He had to assure the U.S. that the main thrust of his
program would be "wildly anti-communist." He agreed that his
"individual ministers would be removed at the suggestion of the
U.S. if they (were) uncooperative."" The cosmetic presence in
the Greek Cabinet of pro-U.S. moderates and liberals with no
substantial power helped enormously in establishing the domestic
and international legitimacy of the Greek anticommunist state,
which was assisted by the U.S. in accordance with the Truman
Doctrine against an international communist conspiracy. 32

Post-War Greece," Greek-American Relations: A Critical Review, eds. T. Couloum-
his and J. Iatrides (New York: Pella, 1980) 62-65.

29"This country is in effect our instrument, one which we are shaping to use
in the furtherance of our foreign policy," commented U.S. Embassy official Carl
Rankin in late 1948; Wittner 134.

30E. Vlanton, "From Grammos to Tet: American Intervention in Greece and
Beyond," J. Hellenic Diaspora 10.3 (Fall 1983): 76. Also, Wittner 105f.

31Wittner 112.
32Tsoucalas 327f.
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The overall liberal parliamentary camouflage protected the
Greek state's repressive policies from world scrutiny. The authori-
tarian policies and mass repression focused not only on Greek
communists who were considered Soviet agents, but also on a
large segment of the Greek population which had been stigma-
tized as leftist sympathizers. This post-Civil War liberal govern-
ment state bluntly in October 1949 when legalizing its "Na-
tional Reformation Measures":

None of the (political) prisoners detained in prisons and
(concentration) camps will return home unless they repent
and subjugate themselves to the way of life which we
insist on establishing in Greece with the ample aid and
assistance of our trans-Atlantic allies."

Actually, Americans took special care to support national socio-
economic reconstruction with its dependent integration of Greece
into the U.S. orbit by:

a. legalizing penetration into the Greek state apparatus;

b. reinforcing repressive state powers through ideological
and material control of the Greek military;

c. encouraging formation of new, supportive middle
classes which would stand for "stability, democracy and
anti-communism.'" 34

U.S. direction of enormous economic and military aid transformed
the Greek state into functioning primarily as a political control
exchange system: it offered internal "red" enemies and sympa-
thizers punishment and exclusion, while it rewarded supporters,
targeting especially the growing jobless, educated strata.35 (This
socioeconomic integrative policy is discussed further below.)

33Quoted in the "Omicron Gamma Decree," published in the Government
Gazette (Oct. 14, 1949).

84See A. Fatouros, "Building Formal Structures of Penetration: The U.S. in
Greece, 1947-1948," Greece in the 1940s; M. Amen, "American Institutional Pene-
tration into Greek Military and Political Policymaking Structures," J. Hellenic
Diaspora 5.3 (Fall 1978); and C. Vergopoulos, "The Emergence of the New
Bourgeoisie, 1944-1952," Greece in the 1940s.

35Tsoucalas 322-323.
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In brief, the anticommunist operations in both the United
States and Greece can be characterized as "democratic" for the
following reasons:

a. they each claimed to defend democracy against com-
munism;
b. they each operated through formally democratic re-
gimes;
c. they each tried to avoid using open physical violence;
although that did not succeed in Greece, nevertheless the
anticommunist objectives in both countries were pursued
through mostly legal-bureaucratic repressive means which
are discussed next.

3. The term "McCarthyism" could characterize Greek post-
Civil War anticommunist policy merely on the basis that that
policy imported specific U.S.-made anticommunist legislation and
control techniques, used extensively during the Truman-McCarthy
repressive era. In fact, at AMAG's (American Mission to Aid
Greece) suggestion, Greece adopted U.S. legislation and pro-
cedures to purge communists from the civil service and to develop
an anti-subversive security apparatus modeled on the U.S. ver-
sion." Greece also adopted U.S. ideological warfare technology
and indoctrination techniques.37

Greek "emergency laws" 512 and 516 (1948), plus a similar
law 1540 (1950), restated almost verbatim the basic civil service
loyalty-security provisions of the following U.S. laws, but pre-
scribed harsher penalties:

a. the "Hatch Act" of August 2, 1939, which was passed
to prevent "pernicious political activities." It made illegal
any civil servant's participation "in a party or organization
which supported the overthrow of the U.S. constitutional
political system.'
36See Alivizatos' research findings in The Political Institutions in Crisis, 1922-

1974: Aspects of the Greek Experience (in Greek) (Athens: Themelio, 1983)
477-487, 566-578.

37latrides, "American Attitudes" 66-67.
38See U.S. Statutes at Large 53 (1939): 1147f. and Alivizatos, The Political

Institutions, 481.
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b. U.S. Civil Service Commission Circular 222 of June
20, 1940, which was issued in accordance with the Hatch
Act and Smith Act. It defined as "illegal" any participation
in or affiliation with "communist," "Nazi," or "fascist"
parties or organizations. These acts permitted the imme-
diate dismissal of participating civil servants and the re-
jection of any applicant for a public position who was
found to be engaging in "illegal" activities."

c. the aforementioned Loyalty Order of March 21, 1947
(Executive Order 9835), issued by President Truman.
Based on the previous two acts, this Order initiated over
3 million loyalty investigations by both the House Un-
American Activities Committee and Civil Service loyalty
boards."

These U.S. laws were incorporated into Greek legislation
which introduced the fundamental concepts of "loyalty" (nomi-
mofrosyni) and "disloyalty." This legislation became the legal
justification for "thought-control" investigations of civil servants,
which were eventually extended to all Greek citizens. The
criterion of "loyalty" as a qualification for public employment in
Greece legitimized a repressive apparatus which judged an em-
ployee's current loyalty on the basis of his previous associations,
activities, and beliefs. Hence it is important to remember the sixth
criterion of the Truman executive order Number 9835:

Membership in, affiliation with or sympathetic association
with any foreign or domestic organization, association,
movement, group or combination of persons, designated
by the Attorney General as having adopted a policy of
advocating or approving the commission of acts of force
or violence to deny other persons their rights under the
Constitution of the U.S. or as seeking to alter the form of
government of the U.S. by unconstitutional means. 41

39See Emerson and Helfeld 14f., and Alivizatos, Ibid.
40See Harper, Appendix 1, 255-263; A. Sutherland, Jr., "Freedom and Internal

Security," Harvard Law Review (1950-1951): 387; Emerson and Helfeld 18f.; and
Alivizatos 481-482, as well as his "The Emergency Regime" 226.

41Emerson and Helfeld 30; also Goldstein 300-301.
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Without an explicit definition of "disloyalty," the executive order
equated it with membership, affiliation or "sympathetic associa-
tion" with certain types of groups. Thus was established the
precedent for a crime of belief and association, rather than for
the punishment of actual activities in both countries.

The implementation of Greek "loyalty" laws was very similar
to the U.S. "Loyalty Order," which set up "loyalty boards" in all
ministries and units of the public sector. Emergency Law 516
(1948), like the U.S. loyalty program, gave Greek loyalty boards
the authority to decide on all present or prospective government
employees' loyalty based upon any written or oral information
they received from any "pertinent available information source."'
Unlike the U.S. loyalty order, however, the Greek law did not
establish any boards to hear testimony from the accused. Nor did
it permit any appeals of its decisions to the courts. Furthermore,
although the loyalty boards' decisions on "disloyalty" were
final for the Civil Service Administration and therefore im-
plied immediate dismissal, the decisions on loyalty were not
binding on the Civil Service Administration." Also, the same
Greek loyalty law legalized the mass signing of "loyalty state-
ments" by all public servants and agricultural cooperatives. "The
refusal to sign such a statement constitutes proof of disloyalty
for the employee" is stated explicitly in Article 4, paragraph 3
of Law 516."

Two years after the conclusion of the Greek Civil War, but
at the peak of the Korean and Cold Wars, the Greek military
acted on a suggestion of AMAG by demanding adoption of the
U.S. Internal Security Act of September 23, 1950, which went
far beyond the U.S. loyalty program. This act had extended the
U.S. Espionage Act of 1917 by banning all communist activities,
determining them a threat to U.S. national security." Thus Greek

42Compare U.S. Loyalty Order 1st Part, Sect. 3 (Emerson and Helfeld 37f.)
with Greek Law 516 Article 4, Para. 2 (Alivizatos, The Political Institutions, 484).

43Compare Article 2, Part II, of the U.S. Loyalty Order with Article 8 and
Article 4, Para. 3, of Greek Law 516; Alivizatos, The Political Institutions, 484-
486.

"Alivizatos 486.
45As ESTIA, the arch-conservative and AMAG-influenced daily, wrote on

December 12, 1951: "For years the Greek governments consisting of villains and
fellow-travelers have been repeatedly notified (obviously by AMAG) that they
should not try the enemy agents during the ten months of the U.N. General
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Law 1612 (December 31, 1950), in conformance with U.S. law,
reactivated the Metaxas Espionage Law 375 (1936). Law 1612
was implemented by martial law courts which prosecuted com-
munists and other leftists as spies of the Soviet Union. The accused
were tried for crimes against both the national security of the state
and of the Greek armed forces. As in the U.S., they received the
death penalty in some cases."

Greek security apparatus was modeled on that of the U.S.
and enjoyed direct U.S. assistance, training, and technology.' The
Greek Public Order Ministry organized a central information bank
similar to the FBI's security index list, which contained the
names of all dissident, communist, or leftist citizens and "dis-
loyal," fired, or "repentant" civil servants. Until 1974 this infor-
mation source was used constantly and openly to blackmail citizens,
and especially public employees, through occupational proscrip-
tions and other repressive measures. This process reinforced mass
conformity through civic-mindedness certificates, repentance state-
ments, and loyalty oaths which required denials not only of one's
past but also of the activities, beliefs and associations of one's
relatives."

Under the guidance of the American Military Mission to
Greece, the Greek security agency KYP (modeled on and named
after the CIA) was established. KYP was the coordinator of the
anticommunist, antisubversion program, and became the official
agency fighting the "internal enemy."" Just as the CIA and FBI

Assembly's session; on the other hand they should take measures to prosecute
them . . . on espionage charges, considering that even in America the reds who
are tried as spies are getting the most severe punishment without argument or
protest" (parenthetical material inserted). Cited in Alivizatos' Political Institutions,
567.

461n the U.S. the only execution was the Rosenbergs; in Greece in 1952 8
communists were sentenced to death. Four of them (including Nicos Mpeloyiannis)
were executed on March 30, despite world outcry. The logic of all "espionage"
trials in the 1950s and 1960s was, "Communism is spying; since you are communist
therefore you are a Soviet spy." Alivizatos 575.

47M. Flare and C. Arnson, Supplying Repression: U.S. Support for Authoritarian
Regimes Abroad (Washington, D.C.: Institute for Policy Studies, 1981) 42;
Iatrides, "American Attitudes" 67f.

48R. Koundouros, The Security of the Regime, 1942-1974 (in Greek) (Athens:
Kastaniotis, 1978) 128; Catiforis 62 and Alivizatos 486-487.

49latrides, "American Attitudes," 66-67 and Wittner 150-151.
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used illegal tactics," so did KYP engage in large-scale surveil-
lance, wiretapping and mail-opening. By the mid-fifties its moni-
toring extended to all vital government agencies, including the
press and information departments of the Prime Minister's office. 51

Furthermore, the Greek contingency plan dealing with internal
security was identical to the U.S. plan for "detention of dangerous
individuals at the time of emergency" (announced in August,
1948). It was drawn up by U.S. security advisors and incorporated
into the Greek war plan "Phoenix.""

Indicative of the anticommunist obsession that U.S. security
officers tried to transplant to Greece is the comment of U.S. Acting
Secretary of State J. Webb in May, 1950. Contending that the
"major dangers confronting Greece now come from within,"
Webb warned the U.S. Embassy about the possible "recreation of
commie org (anizations) and (the) capture of T (rade) U (nion) s
and the municipal govts by disguised commies." Webb stressed
that "reinforced police vigilance and careful screening of detainees
before release" was essential, and that only by these methods
would the Greeks "clearly understand (the) commie design and
learn (to) recognize the commies and fellow travelers despite
misleading labels.""

The Greek anticommunist indoctrination and ideological war-
fare program was also helped by American Cold War containment
policies. Beginning in late 1947, U.S. officials noted "the ineptness
of Greek propaganda" and suggested specific remedies, empha-
sizing that "the value of propaganda as a weapon of war and
politics should need no argument." Hence, early in 1949, the
U.S. organized and promoted an intensive indoctrination project
in Greece. They provided funds and personnel, including experts
in different media. "Care (would) , of course, be exercised to
keep (the) U.S. role in (the) background."" Thus the Greek

50See Goldstein 338f. and P. Watters, and S. Gillers, eds., Investigating the
F.B.I. (New York: Doubleday, 1973).

51latrides, "American Attitudes," 67f.
52Tatrides, ibid., and Y. Roubatis, "The U.S. and the Operational Responsibili-

ties of the Greek Armed Forces, 1947-1987," I. Hellenic Diaspora 6.1. (Spring
1979).

53Wittner 154 and Iatrides, "American Attitudes," 67.
54From Foreign Office and State Department Records, quoted by Wittner 160.



22	 JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

Armed Forces Radio Service (YENED) which survived until
1982, began anticommunity indoctrination broadcasting.

4. The other basic similarity between the U.S. and Greek anti-
communist campaigns is that neither was an original campaign
inventing new repressive policies and techniques. Both exploited
and perfected an institutional and conceptual anticommunist sys-
tem which had already existed in both countries, and which had
been developing gradually since the 1917 Bolshevik revolution.

In the U.S., anticommunist repression had flourished long be-
fore the political rise of Senator Joseph McCarthy in the early
1950's. In fact, the personal role of McCarthy in fostering anti-
communist hysteria has been overemphasized. It was the repres-
sive Truman domestic policy which, together with his loyalty
program commencing in 1947, marked the real beginning of what
has been called "McCarthyism," and which paved the way for the
anticommunist obsession that has gripped the U.S. ever since."
U.S. anticommunism is far older than the Truman era, however.
It began in 1917 with the Bolshevik Revolution, and it virulently
manifested itself over the next six years, particularly during the
"Great Red Scare" of 1919-20. That first U.S. anticommunist
hysteria gave birth to the Espionage Act of 1917 which, as men-
tioned above, was resurrected in the 1950s to persecute American
and Greek communists as Soviet spies."

The notorious House Un-American Activities Committee
(HUAC) also dates back to 1938. At that time, the Martin Dies
Committee was established because of continuing domestic eco-
nomic problems and growing anxiety over the rise of European
totalitarianism. The Committee was established to investigate
fascist and communist activities. In January, 1945, the Dies Com-
mittee was made permanent by the House and renamed HUAC;
it attacked both domestic communism, including U.S.-Soviet
alliances and Franklin D. Roosevelt's New Dea1. 57

The aforementioned "Hatch Act," which aimed to prevent
"pernicious political activities" in the civil service, also predated
the 1950s: it was passed on August 2, 1939. Furthermore, the

55Millis 62, Theoharis 102, and Goldstein 320f.
56Levin, Political Hysteria, Ch. 1.
57See R. C. Carr, The House Un-American Activities Committee (Ithaca, NY:

Cornell Univ. Pr., 1952), and Millis 51-57.
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"Sedition and Alien (Smith) Act," which targeted seditious
teachings and subversive aliens, was passed in 1940 and was not
aimed explicitly at communists until after 1950. 58

As mentioned above, political repression in the U.S. intensified
after the Truman Doctrine: Loyalty Order 9835 (March 22,
1947) extended the investigations by the HUAC, increased the
activity of loyalty boards, and enforced the use of loyalty oaths.
Repression was also heightened in December 1947 by the "Attor-
ney General's List," which enrolled the entire country in a vast
loyalty program. Any group or organization opposed to U.S.
foreign policy was blacklisted and discredited as subversive. The
members of blacklisted groups were denied federal and state
employment, passports, federally-financed housing, tax exemp-
tions, even veterans' benefits, etc.'

On May 19, 1948, two years before McCarthy's campaign, the
House passed the Mundt-Nixon bill. It required "communist-
front" groups (i.e., the so-called Communist-Action Organiza-
tions which were indirectly aiding the communist movement
but not directly engaging in illegal communist activities) to
register with the government, which would then bar its members
from government employment.° On August 3, 1948, a plan for
"detention of dangerous individuals at any time of emergency"
was released, which called for the arrest of all subjects listed on
the FBI's security index, dating back to 1939. 61

McCarthy and his Congressional "red-hunters" contributed
to the escalating anticommunist hysteria and repression during
the 1950-54 period. This period also witnessed the Korean War
and the Rosenberg atomic espionage case. Their direct impact is
reflected only in the following major pieces of legislation:

a. The Internal Security Act of September 23, 1950,
which was a version of the Mundt-Nixon bill after its
passage by both houses. This Act authorized the use of
concentration camps in times of internal security emergen-
cies to detain indefinitely, and without trial, persons sus-

58Millis 52-53.
59Freeland 214-216.
69Goldstein 322; Millis 61.
91Goldstein 311-312.
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petted of future subversive conduct.62 In 1952, six deten-
tion camps were set up in Arizona, Florida, Pennsylvania,
Oklahoma and California, including the Tule Lake, Cali-
fornia facility, one of the major camps to house Japanese-
Americans during World War E.63

b. The McCarran-Walter Immigration Act of 1952, which
provided far more severe alien controls. It banned entry to,
and guaranteed deportation of, any politically suspicious
alien on the grounds of vague activities, associations and
beliefs."

c. The Magnusson Act of 1950, which barred any sus-
pected person from seagoing employment or access to
restricted waterfront areas. 65

d. The Eisenhower Loyalty-Security Order 10450 of
May 1953, which established more stringent loyalty stan-
dards than the Truman program for recruitment to, or
retention of, federal employment. It provided that both
recruitment and retention should be "clearly consistent
with the interests of national security." 66

e. The Communist Control Act of August 24, 1954,
which defined communism as a conspiracy directed by any
foreign power against the safety, security, and internal
order of the U.S.A. It declared that the already-anni-
hilated CP of the U.S.A. "should be outlawed"; Indeed
four states completely outlawed the CP."

62Goldstein, ibid., 322-323 and W. R. Tanner, and R. Griffith, "Legislative
Politics and `McCarthyism': The Internal Security Act of 1950," The Specter:
Original Essays on the Cold War and the Origins of McCarthyism, eds. R. Griffith
and A. Theoharis (New York: New Viewpoints, 1974).

63See R. Longaker, "Emergency Detention: The Generation Gap, 1950-1971,"
Western Political Quarterly 27 (Sept. 1974): 399-400 and Goldstein 324.

"Pablo Picasso and Charles Chaplin, among many other famous artists and
scientists, were barred from the U.S. because of their alleged political affiliations.
Goldstein 330-331.

65As a result, about 3800 maritime laborers had been denied clearance by the
end of 1955.

66As of 1954, almost 7000 federal employees had been dismissed or had re-
signed under the Eisenhower program. Goldstein 337-338 and H. W. Chase,
Security and Liberty (New York: Doubleday, 1955) 45-57.

67The 1954 Communist Control Act is summarized in Chase 32-34 and 62-63.
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Greek institutionalized anticommunism, like its American
counterpart, began much earlier than the postwar period. It grew
during the 1910-1920 period when, because of the impact of the
October Revolution (predecessor to the Communist Party of
Greece) , the Socialist Labor Party (SEKE) was founded in 1918.
In 1924 it was named KKE, the Communist Party of Greece.'
As early as 1919, the first overtly anticommunist, repressive legis-
lation, with its special administrative measures against the newly-
organized Greek labor movement, was introduced and imple-
mented by liberal premier Eleftherios Venizelos. Venizelos legal-
ized the first "administrative deportations" in Greece for purely
political reasons. He extended the brigandage law provisions used
since 1871 to include every person suspected of disturbing the
"public security" (Law 121 of 1913, Art. 2) Similarly, Venizelist
Law 755 of August 18, 1917, extended compulsory preventive
deportation, not only for every acknowledged spy but also for
everyone suspected as dangerous to public order.69

The Venizelist anticommunist campaign was intensified
during 1928-1932, when the rising Greek labor movement
significantly increased its strike activity. Permanent police sta-
tions were established throughout the country, and in February,
1929, the Special Police Security Directorate was formed for more
systematic surveillance and persecution of leftists. Also during
this time the first disciplinary military concentration camp, used
mainly for the incarceration of communist conscripts, was founded
in Kalpaki. 7°

The landmark law of the Venizelist anticommunist armory was
Law 4229 (July 25, 1929), the so-called idionymo law. It enacted

While four states completely outlawed the CP by name, many others outlawed
membership in organizations advocating the illegal overthrow of the government.
Sew Goldstein 349-351 especially the table of various U.S. anticommunist legisla-
tions. Also, L. Barber "The Legal Status of the Communist Party: 1965" Journal
of Public Law, 15 (1965) p. 103.

68K. Moskof, History of the Working Class Movement (in Greek) (Thessa-
loniki, 1979) 413-414.

66For details on this Venizelist legislation, see Alivizatos' Political Institutions,
342, 347-350. For the first prosecutions of Greek socialists under these laws, see
A. Elefantis, The Promise of the Impossible Revolution (Athens: Olkos, 1976),
46f. (Note: in Greek) see also G. B. Leon, The Greek Socialist Movement and
the First World War: The Road to Unity (New York: Columbia Univ. Pr., 1976)
119f.

76Koundouros 109f., Alivizatos 390, Moskof 460.
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"measures for the security of the existing social regime." It intro-
duced, in effect, the criminalization of communist ideology, with-
out banning the KKE. It prohibited not only specific political
ideas and deeds, but also any idea or deed which could be pre-
sumed dangerous to the rulers. Named idionymo because it intro-
duced a new crime (the "thought crime"), this law legalized
state anticommunist terrorism from that time forward, and be-
came the legal cornerstone of official Greek anticommunism until
1974.'n

This precocious anticommunist armory of the Greek interwar
state, plus the extreme severity with which it was implemented
against a miniscule communist party, dramatizes the fears of
Greek liberal leaders. They perceived a "threat from below"
which had been fueled by the "Great Red Scare" in the U.S. and
Western Europe following the Bolshevik Revolution. Anticom-
munism helped unify the Greek middle class which had been split
over the monarchy issue. It consolidated their domination and it
legitimized their repressive curbing of the labor movement. Until
then, the movement had been strengthened following the post-
1922 Asia Minor defeat, which brought over one million refugees
into Greece.'

From 1935 on, however, this coercive anticommunist legisla-
tion and security apparatus backfired on its implementors, the
liberal Venizelists. The monarcho-oligarchic regime was reestab-
lished. During the fascist-oriented Metaxas dictatorship from
1936-1941, anticommunist legislation and security armory were
used to persecute not only leftists but also anti-royalists and liberal
Venizelists." In fact, the Metaxas military dictatorship perfected
the Venizelist armory, shaping it into a long-lived political con-
trol "technology" which was characterized by:

Lazarides, "The 'Idionym' Law: The First Anticommunist Law in the
History of Greece" (in Greek) KOMEP 9 (Sept. 1979); Alivizatos 360-374 and
Koundouros 81-94.

72Ibid. and Leon 124f., Elefantis 49, Alivizatos 383. Also see N. Mouzelis,
Modern Greece: Facets of Underdevelopment (London: Macmillan, 1978) 109f.,
and his "Capitalism and the Development of the Modern State," The State in
Western Europe, ed. R. Scase (New York: St. Martin's Pr., 1980) 249f. and G.
Mavrogordatos, Stillborn Republic: Social Conditions and Party Strategies in Greece,
1922-1936 (Berkeley, CA: Univ. of Calif. Pr., 1983).

73S. Linardatos, How We Arrived at the 4th of August Regime (in Greek)
(Athens: Themelio, 1965), and Alivizatos 404-411.
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a. An overcentralized, bureaucratic security apparatus
directed by the underministry of public security, which
watched all state agencies and conducted systematic sur-
veillance of all citizens;

b. Use of the aforementioned civic-mindedness certifi-
cates issued by local police and based upon their surveil-
lance records (files). These certificates were designed to
reward loyal citizens and to punish dissidents who, with-
out them, could not have public jobs, permits, licenses,
passports, benefits, etc.;

c. Use of so-called "repentance declarations." These were
required for the release of all political prisoners, or of
anyone wishing to be cleared of a communist stigma, either
inherited or ascribed;

d. The increase and extension of mass deportations, and
the organization of specific anticommunist reconversion
"laboratories." These "laboratories" were concentration
camps which used mixed physical and psychological terror
against communists and other leftists;

e. The organization of most of the countryside (particu-
larly the lengthy border areas) into militarized, "surveil-
lance," or "prohibited" zones, with reference to the "in-
ternal enemies." In these "defensive" areas, which included
almost all of Northern Greece with its over one million
inhabitants (in 1961), the security forces and the militia
(TEA) exercised complete control, including physical and
psychological repression 74

All this pre-World War II anticommunist "technology," re-
stored and perfected during and after the Greek Civil War, con-
stituted the basic repressive instruments of "Greek McCarthyism."
It was later abused by the most recent military dictatorship (1967-
1974) but lost all its legitimacy when the regime applied it in-

74Alivizatos 420-433, Elefantis 256-262f., Koundouros 106f., and S. Linarda-
tos, The 4th of August Regime (in Greek) (Athens: Themelio, 1966. Also R. V.
Bruke, "A Statistical Profile of the Greek Communist," J. Modern History 27
(1955): 154, and D. Kousoulas, Revolution and Defeat: The Story of the Greek
Communist Party (London: Oxford Univ. Pr., 1965) 126f.
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discriminately against opponents, including many non-leftists and
traditional ethnicofrones who simply opposed the military junta.

Differences

Let us turn now to a brief examination of the most significant
differences between U.S. and Greek anticommunist operations to
determine whether these differences render the term "McCarthy-
ism" unsuitable for the Greek case.

1. While political hysteria in the United States in the late 1940s
was based on an exaggerated national fear with no real domestic
communist causation, Greece was experiencing a bloody Civil
War, in which both its domestic and foreign interests were threat-
ened by a real, armed, communist-led force (EAM)

Proof that the McCarthyite red scare pursued an imaginary
communist infiltration is evidenced by the fact that McCarthy did
not succeed in finding even one communist on the U.S. government
payroll. Furthermore, the HUAC hearings and other federal
investigating agencies, which spent $350 million between 1947
and 1957, led to only two convictions of federal employees." Were
these convictions sufficient proof that the United States did actually
face a real "red threat" at home? The political hysteria generated
by Truman and McCarthy was a real technique aimed primarily
at gaining domestic support for U.S. Cold War foreign policy.

In contrast, "Greek McCarthyism" followed a genuine Civil
War and became a defensive weapon for the consolidation and
reinforcement of an anticommunist state. "McCarthyism" in
Greece was a natural outcome and extension of the Civil War,
a necessary repressive policy for the punishment and the politico-
economic exclusion of the vanquished Greek left. It forced con-
formity on the urban and rural working classes. It was also used
to enrich the new, traditionally conservative middle- and upper-
middle classes with foreign economic aid, public goods, and other
privileges as remuneration for their anticommunism.

In brief, "Greek McCarthyism" was not just a passionate,
75Alger Hiss and William Remington, both convicted of perjury. See Gold-

stein 376 and F. J. Cook, The Nightmare Decade: The Life and Times of Joe
McCarthy (New York: Random House, 1971) 547-548.
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conservative ideological movement which served the Cold War
obsession and the power of a ruling elite, as in America. It was,
rather, a state-organized and foreign-supported operation which
served the following socio-economic and political control objec-
tives:

a. the "subordinate inclusion" or "dependent integration"
of Greece into the capitalist, politico-military system
through economic and military aid and an industrialization
policy which favored foreign-invested capital;

b. the enforced containment of class struggle and pop-
ular discontent through mass conformity, repressive tech-
niques;

c. the formation of a new, supportive, anticommunist
middle class.

These objectives are discussed in the following analysis of addi-
tional differences between U.S. and Greek McCarthyism.

2. In contrast to U.S. McCarthyism, which is characterized
as a national anticommunist movement (not a sectional, re-
pressive manifestation of a particular class or ethnic group), the
Greek anticommunist defensive operation could hardly hide its
class nature. In fact, McCarthyite political hysteria did not divide
the U.S.; rather, it erased ethnic, political, and other differences
in favor of a national anticommunist obsession against a per-
ceived domestic and international threat." Greek McCarthyism,
on the other hand, was deeply divisive in its class origin, nature,
and impact. Instead of promoting a national reconciliation policy,
its repressive anticommunist policy perpetuated the Greek Civil
War, itself the result of unbridged class differences and conflicts
over the future of a country which had recently been liberated
from Nazi occupation. All had been fueled by foreign intervention.
The "Greek McCarthyism" policy was implemented by conserva-
tive Civil War victors: representatives of the dominant Greek
classes who defended their established interests, and those of their
foreign protectors, against the vanquished Greek left, which rep-

76Levin 221.
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resented the urban and rural working classes." Where U.S.
political repression targeted a relatively tiny communist party and
only a handful of "crypto" liberal sympathizers, state-organized
Greek anticommunism extrapolated the Civil War schism to the
entire Greek population. Greeks were deeply divided into two cate-
gories: the "healthy," "clean," nationally-minded ethnicofrones-
first-class citizens—and the rest. The "rest" were the sick, non-
nationally-minded miasma—the second-class—including not only
communists, leftists, and sympathizers, but also anyone "disloyal,"
i.e., not actively demonstrating conformity and obedience to the
anticommunist state."

Greek anticommunist policy was also class-connected, in that
it sought to foster a new, supportive middle class as a prop of the
repressive anticommunist state. This brings us to a discussion of
the next difference between U.S. and Greek anticommunist
policies, namely their socioeconomic function.

3. U.S. McCarthyism functioned mostly as an "exclusionary"
repressive policy, banning communist suspects from public jobs
and benefits. Greek McCarthyism, however, worked not only to
repress the Greek left politically and economically, but also to
"integrate" new social groups into the state orbit. This "inclu-
sionary" anticommunist policy aimed at the formation and en-
richment of a new bourgeoisie to support the anticommunist
regime."

Blacklists, HUAC hearings, loyalty oaths, etc., were used by
the U.S. anticommunist operation as repressive tools to exclude
and punish anyone who was characterized as a "security risk,"
through occupational proscriptions and other politico-economic
exclusions. U.S. McCarthyism directly remunerated only political
informers, who then became heroes of the American society.
Many of them became "professional" informers: ex-communists
who earned a living by appearing at many different red-hunting
trials and hearings for a fee. "Professional ex-communists" also

nmouzelis, Modern Greece, 26,111; T. Vournas, History of Contemporary
Greece: The Civil War (in Greek) (Athens: Tolidis Bros., 1981); and L. Stavria-
nos, Greece: American Dilemma and Opportunity (Chicago: H. Regnery, 1952).

78Alivizatos, "The Emergency Regime," 225-227; Tsoucalas, "The Ideological
Impact," 328-330; Catiforis 83-84; Koundouros 140-143; Diamandouros 52.

79Vergopoulos, "The Emergence of the New Bourgeoisie, 1944-1952" in
Iatrides J. ed Greece in the 1940s.
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earned money from books, articles, lectures, and movies."
One could argue that Greek professional informers were the

least well-remunerated group to benefit from Greek McCarthy-
ism. These private police informers (who numbered 60,000
on secret payrolls in 1962 81 ) were mostly ex-communists and
lumpen proletarians who purchased their personal safety with
information. They did not gain material wealth. However, a
whole new class of shipowners, industrialists, importers, traders
and profiteers exchanged their anticommunist credentials for
lavish state financing, public subsidies, permits and commissions.
Their profits were then exported abroad. Visceral anticommunism
and/or nationalist convictions (ethnicofrosyni) became the keys
for access to public funds, and to tax and legal immunities for
these new profiteers and the new oligarchy."

Thus, in contrast to American expectations, this fusion of the
Greek state with private, protected interests, revived state patron-
age and its deliberate transfer of wealth to opportunistic specula-
tors, did not create a productive middle class. This network
created a parasitic, insecure class of rentiers who lived off state
subsidies and revenues, dependent on the state for protection and
support.83

Poor post-war economic conditions, including high unemploy-
ment, which created a pressing need among the Greek population
for public jobs and/or benefit assistance, reinforced the overall
power of the state to impose mass loyalty. Public employment
became a very significant socio-economic mechanism for upward
mobility, and also provided a very effective mechanism of political
control. Public employment was particularly attractive to
every educated, jobless person who, in return, had to agree to

80Most of those informers were FBI agents who had infiltrated the CPUSA,
and former CP members From July, 1953, through April, 1955, the U.S. govern-
ment paid 47 informers $43,000 in fees and expenses, with the highest-paid in-
formant receiving $16,000. H. Packer, Ex-Communist Witnesses (Stanford, CA:
Stanford Univ. Pr., 1962). Also T. J. Emerson, D. Hober, and N. Dorsey, Political
and Civil Rights in the United States (Boston: Little Brown, 1967) 172-173, and
Goldstein 346-348.

81Tsoucalas 328.
82Vergopoulos 311-315.
83Vergopoulos, ibid., 313; Y. Samaras, State and Capital in Greece (in Greek)

(Athens: Synhroni Epohi, 1978) 101-103f., and K. Varvaressos, "Report on the
Greek Economic Problem," (Washington, D.C., Feb. 12, 1952).
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refrain from any disloyal activity, reject any leftist relative or
friend, and find other ways to demonstrate his (and his family's)
clean national conviction (ethnicofrosyni)."

During the reconstruction period the Greek civil service was
inflated to unprecedented levels, despite the constant clean-ups
and purges of the leftist public employees. In 1951, the total
number of civil servants was more than double the total number
in 1944-45, according to some estimates. Also, the high percentage
of Greek civil servants with university diplomas (42% in the late
1950s) reveals the rapid formation of "organic," loyal intellec-
tuals who were recruited as anticommunists. 88

By 1951, one-third of the Greek population was completely or
partially dependent on public subsidies. This included large num-
bers of uprooted people (over 700,000) who had been moved
forcibly from battle zones to the urban centers of Athens and Thes-
saloniki." It thus becomes apparent that the distribution of public
jobs and subsidies was, in essence, a form of blackmail: favors
rendered in exchange for loyalty and anticommunism. These im-
poverished people received aid only if they were loyal to the
regime. For example, Art. 14, Par. 1 of Law 2963 (1954)
organized a housing agency for the homeless which stipulated
that houses should only be provided to those with "healthy"
political convictions.87 The civic-mindedness certificate was re-
quired for any public job, aid, scholarship, professional permit—
even for a passport to emigrate or to work in the merchant marine.
Any candidate for public service, emigration, or the merchant
marine who was politically stigmatized as non-ethnicofron
(even through a relative), had to be destigmatized officially by
going through apochromatismos (the political "decolorization" or
de-stigmatization procedure). 88

In fact, apochromatismos was required not only of all "recon-
verted" ex-communists, but also of all who did not have a
recorded loyalty status. They needed to establish such a status in

84G. Langrod, Reorganization of Public Administration in Greece (O.E.C.D.,
1964) 28 -44. See also Tsoucalas 322-323, and his The State, Society, Work in
Postwar Greece (in Greek) (Athens: Themelio, 1986) 82-136.

85Tsoucalas, ibid.
86Tsoucalas, ibid., 22-23.
87Alivizatos, The Political Institutions, 592 note 156.
88Alivizatos, ibid., 593-594 note 161, and Samatas 170-172.
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order to gain access to public jobs and benefits. During the right-
wing police state of 1952-63, and again during the military dicta-
torship of 1967-1974, anyone who was not a leftist could be
stigmatized as crypto-communist or a communist sympathizer if
he had not been officially classified as ethnicofron. The apochro-
matismos procedure clarified the loyalty status of those whose
political views were not clear to the authorities. Those who had
never publicly declared themselves either ethnicofrones or leftists
were forced to make public their loyalty and ethnicofrosyni when
applying for passports, driver's licenses, etc., with proper loyalty
statements.

Apochromatismos also gave those who had been stigmatized
as communists an opportunity to "return to the healthy family of
ethnicofrones" by signing repentance declarations, including
loyalty and self-incrimination oaths. Everyone who had not voted
in the 1946 elections (the Greek left parties abstained), who had
voted United Democratic Left (EDA) in 1956, who had read
the leftist daily AV GI (The Dawn), or who had associated with
members of the leftist party EDA or the leftist youth organization
"Lambrakis," was characterized as "crypto-communist" and could
be "decolorized" if he/she signed a number of police repentance
documents which declared loyalty to the regime." Like former
communists, they were also required to publish a standard loyalty
statement in one of the local daily papers. They were forced to
renounce past politics, beliefs, and any friends or relatives who
had subversive records (see Exhibit No. 2). All who were
destigmatized through apochromatismos were then classified in
the police files as ethnicofrones of second grade (E2), rather than
as pure and original ethnicofrones (E1)."

4. While McCarthyism in the U.S. can be seen as a repres-
sive operation which affected a relatively small percentage of
the U.S. population, Greek McCarthyism assumed totalitarian
dimensions and affected the entire Greek population profoundly.
Although both U.S. and Greek McCarthyism used totalitarian-type
thought-control and surveillance techniques, each was quantita-

s9Alivizatos, ibid.
900n this political classification system of the Greek security apparatus, see

Samatas 400-401.
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tively distinguishable by the percentage of the total population
that those techniques drastically affected.

According to R.S. Brown, a U.S. loyalty and security program
expert, an estimated 13.5 million Americans (from a total labor
force of 65 million) were subjected to repressive loyalty controls
and to security screenings during the Truman-McCarthy period.
Of these, 11,000 were fired, approximately 100 persons were
prosecuted under the Smith Act, and 135 were cited for contempt
by the HUAC."

In addition to those fired and blacklisted between 1947 and
1953, an additional 20,000 citizens were subjected to a "formal
filing of charges" as part of the federal loyalty program. Three
thousand people were called before HUAC hearings, and
many thousands more were "named" as subversives by the
red-hunting investigating committees. Further, deportations of
aliens for political reasons rose to 147 between 1951-1954 (com-
pared to 16 between 1946-1950) . The level of deportations in 1953-
54 was the highest for any two-year period since 1933-34. Three
hundred citizens were denied passports in 1951-52, and several
hundred teachers were fired from public schools and universities."

Despite these statistics, only a small percentage of the U.S.
population suffered painful consequences from U.S. McCarthy-
ism. But because McCarthyism indirectly spread political fear
and self-censorship to all American citizens, 93 some American
scholars have compared U.S. loyalty programs with those of Euro-
pean fascist and democratic regimes. They concluded that:

No precedent is to be found in foreign experience, outside
the totalitarian states, for a comprehensive, continuous
system of loyalty surveillance similar to that instituted by

91See R. S. Brown, Jr., Loyalty and Security: Employment Tests in the United
States (New Haven: Yale Univ. Pr.) 36, 181, 195, 487-488, and Goldstein 374-
375. To demystify these figures, one must consider that the 13.5 million security-
screened Americans are approximately double the entire post-war Greek population.

92Brown 100-102, 174, 183-186; Goldstein 330, 332, 344, 376; and F. J.
Donner, The Un-Americans (New York: Ballantine, 1961) 64. Also A. Barth,
Government by Investigation (New York: Viking, 1955) 85, 160 and A. Cooke,
A Generation on Trial (Baltimore: Penguin, 1968) 91f.

93D. J. Kemper, Decade of Fear: Senator Hennings and Civil Liberties (Colum-
bia, Mo.: Univ. of Missouri Pr., 1965) and Goldstein 374f.
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the Loyalty Order in the U.S." .. the features of the
(U.S.) loyalty program . . . suggest the description of an
authoritarian society . . . a country in which tyranny pre-
vailed."

What would these writers conclude had they studied post-Civil
War Greece?

The post-Civil War Greek "Crowned Parliamentary Democ-
racy" was simply a facade for an authoritarian police state. The
1952 constitutional charter protected, in effect, only the rights of
ethnicofrones, those "nationally-minded" and "healthy-thinking"
citizens. It discriminated against the rest. Repressive Civil War
emergency legislation (the so-called "paraconstitution") was en-
acted to deal with dissenters. A "constitutional dualism"—to use
Alivizatos's terminology—evolved: the coexistence of a 1952 Con-
stitution nominally guaranteeing the civil liberties of the van-
quished, with valid Civil War emergency measures which over-
ruled that Constitution. Thus a unique politico-juridical "apart-
heid" was sustained against the Greek left." This politico-
economic exclusion and discrimination was implemented by a
large police bureaucracy which kept files on all Greek citizens.
With a red pen, police underlined critical information about
citizens (or their relatives) who had been stigmatized as com-
munist, leftist, sympathizer, or "crypto." The police file (Fakelos)
and the police-issued civic-mindedness certificates implemented
that brand of totalitarianism which entailed collective family
responsibility and mass political surveillance by using hundreds
of police informers. 97

Until 1974, all Greek citizens were categorized as ethnicofrones
of the first grade (Epsilon one, El), the second grade (Epsilon
dio, E2) , "Alpha" leftists (A), "Beta" crypto-communists (B),
"Gamma" dangerous communists (r), and "Chi," unknown
(X) 9s  could easily be stigmatized as leftist-sympa-

94Emerson and Helfeld 58.
95Barth, Loyalty, 135.
96.Alivizatos, "The Emergency Regime," 227, and his Political Institutions,

526f.; also Catiforis 82.
97/bid., and Tsoucalas, "The Ideological Impact," 328-330.
98Samatas 400-401.
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thizers; leftists could be de-stigmatized through the apochroma-
tismos procedure (discussed earlier).

In addition to the political ostracism of KKE (which ended
in 1974), the following conditions prevailed: occupational pro-
scriptions of all leftists from the public sector and from educa-
tional institutions; loyalty oaths for all civil servants; strict censor-
ship, martial courts, and a manipulated electoral system; faculty
firings; mass anticommunist indoctrination by the state and the
military radio and TV; and similar indoctrination by the state edu-
cational institutions. These features of distorted parliamentarism
characterized not merely a "guided democracy," but rather a
repressive, constitutional police state, particularly from 1952-63.
The ultimate result of this hybrid regime was the naked military
dictatorship which began in April 1967. 9"

5. A significant difference between U.S. and Greek McCar-
thyism is that the U.S. anticommunist operation was decisively
successful within a short period of time, but faded away after
1955. The Greek operation failed, but was legally prolonged,
first until 1967, and later until 1974 by the dictatorship.

All facts indicate that the U.S. anticommunist operation dur-
ing the Truman-McCarthy period (1947-1954) was successful
in its basic goal: to extirpate the communist "conspiracy" and
ideology from American life. This massive, intensive and repres-
sive crusade faded not only because it was "unjust and included
many follies," but also because—as Walter Millis points out—"it
ran out of communists." Millis also attributes the fact that "secur-
ity screeners no longer find communist associations in the back-
ground of job applicants" due to the enforced anticommunist
training in the 1950s of a whole generation."'

The U.S. anticommunist program involved sedition prosecu-
tions and deportations (Smith Act) ; federal and state investiga-
tions based upon the Smith Act gave impetus to the outlaw of the
CP/USA in four states; loyalty programs; noncommunist oaths;
blacklisting by the Attorney General, by states, and by private or-

99S. Linardatos, Prom the Civil War to the junta (in Greek) (Athens: Papa-
zisis, 1977), and D. Charalambis, The Military and Political Authority: The
Power Structure in Post-Civil War Greece (in Greek) (Athens: Exantas, 1985).
Also Mouzelis, Modern Greece, 124-128.

iooMillis 66.
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ganizations, which resulted in job losses. These policies virtually
annihilated not only the small American Communist Party, but
also most of the American labor movement, the post-World War
II peace movement, and many blacklisted liberal organizations."'

In August 1951 Truman opposed McCarthy's extremism by
saying that "All Americans were in peril," because many
Americans "who had done nothing wrong (had been) forced by
fear to shut (their) minds) and close (their) mouth(s).' ,102

Until the Vietnam war, when political lethargy abated as the
anti-war movement flourished, most Americans were self-censor-
ing, afraid to sign anything, join anything, say—or even think—
anything which might raise the "least concern" about their
"reliability" : 1°3

Nearly everyone learned to be careful, to be anxious, to
fear . . . Americans were told every horror story of Soviet
suppression of free expression, and everyone knew that
Siberia was the cold and barren place where the Russians
sent their dissidents for punishment. Yet all too few Amer-
icans realized they were creating their own Siberias in their
minds.'

Social researchers in 1955 found "widespread apprehension"
among the U.S. population about "possible adverse repercussions"
because of an individual's personal political beliefs and activities.
They were afraid "to say what they think as they used to.""

The following poignant, first-hand testimonies illustrate the
personal fear, suspicion, and psychological suffering generated
by U.S. McCarthyism. The source of anxiety was simply potential
"wrongdoing" or "wrongthinking":

101Goldstein 369-371 and J. V. Compton, Anti-Communism in American Life
Since the Second World War (St. Charles, Mo.: Forum Pr., 1973).

102Cook 347 and Goldstein 329.
103Cook 20, Brown 191, and Goldstein 378.
1°4Quoted by Goldstein, 383.
105The best-known of these studies are: P. Lazarsfeld, and W. Thielens, Jr.,

The Academic Mind (Glencoe, Ill.: Free Press, 1958) which interviewed 2541
social science teachers in 165 colleges in 1955; and S. A. Stouffer, Communism,
Conformity and Civil Liberties (New York: Wiley, 1966) which studied the
effects of the political climate upon 500 citizens, plus 1500 selected local com-
munity leaders.
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I have been through a lot, especially in recent months .. .
in my present state of mind, something would have to
happen to some of the cells of my cerebrum before any-
body could persuade me to even touch politics with a ten-
foot pole after what I have been through.

Having been treated almost like a pariah ... I shall never
again view friendship with anything but a cautious, even
cynical eye.... 106

I habitually keep all my classes as confused as possible to
my own views.'"

I don't say `yes' now except to cancer, polio, cerebral palsy,
and things like that. 108

If the communists like apple pie and I do, I see no reason
why I should stop eating it, but I would.'"

The death of Stalin in March 1953, the Korean Armistice, and
the general decline of Cold War in the 1960s ended the U.S. anti-
communist crusade. Its demise was assisted by its blatant injustices,
its fallacies, and its obvious peril to the American system. 11°

In contrast to the success of U.S. McCarthyism, Greek McCar-
thyism was far more repressive and violent. It did not succeed in
rooting out the leftist ideology inspired by the EAM liberation
movement. In fact, this failure of Greek McCarthyism is reflected
in post-Civil War election results.

Shortly after the Civil War, the leftist "Democratic Array"
garnered 163,800 votes (10%) and elected 18 deputies. This
was remarkable in view of the 65,000 political prisoners in

ioeThe first statement was made by one professor who was facing dismissal
from a university after he admitted former CP membership. The second statement
was made by another university professor who was fired. Cook 17, Goldstein 377.

lo7Goldstein 381.
108Actress Judy Holliday's statement before a congressional committee in 1952,

quoted in Frank Askin's "Surveillance: The Social Science Perspective," Columbia
Human Rights Law Review 4 (1972) : 87, and Goldstein 377.

109Goldstein, ibid., and M. Jahoda, and S. W. Cook, "Security Measures and
Freedom of Thought," Yale Law Journal 61 (March 1952).

110Millis 65.
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concentration camps and jails (3000 of them under death sen-
tence) , and the parastate terrorism in the countryside."' Also, in
the September 9, 1951, elections, peace/amnesty democratiza-
tion themes of the leftist and centrist parties resulted in their
winning 34% of the vote; this alarmed Americans. U.S. Ambas-
sador Peurifoy, who had a specific mission "to bring about the
establishment of a powerful, stable and uncompromisingly anti-
communist Greek government," stated:

The Greek political situation must be clarified once and
for all. The only existing way is the election of a powerful
government through the majority electoral system. For the
Americans there is still the problem of ten deputies of
EDA (United Democratic Left) who were elected by
communist votes. No matter how old the zebra gets, he
never loses his stripes.'

Then, with U.S. Embassy guidance and Sixth Fleet surveillance,
many Greek communist "spies" were captured. Several were exe-
cuted. Among them was Nicos Mpelloyiannis, a prominent com-
munist whose execution resulted in world outcry. Also, many Navy
and Air Force officers were tried as "red saboteurs." 18 The U.S.
Embassy also contributed to the overwhelming victory of General
Papagos's anticommunist Greek Rally Party in the November 16,
1952, elections. It threatened a cutoff of U.S. aid if the proportional
representation electoral system were not replaced by a "district
to district plurality" system. Consequently, Papagos's party, with
only 49% of the vote, captured 82% of the parliamentary seats.'"
Subsequently, despite the repressive police state, the Democratic
Union (a center-leftist coalition) polled 48.15% of the vote and

111The anticommunist rightist parties polled 38% of the vote, and the centrist
liberals under General Plastiras polled 16.5%. See Linardatos, From the Civil War;
N. Psyroukis, History of Contemporary Greece, 1940-1967 (in Greek) (Athens,
1975); and J. Meynaud, The Political Forces in Greece (in Greek) (Athens:
Byron, 1973).

n2Published in the daily TO VIMA 19 August 1952. See also Wittner 291,
and Iatrides, "American Attitudes," 69.

113Iatrides 56 and Wittner 154.
1140n the manipulative electoral system of these elections, see Meynaud and

G. Karanicolas, Rigged Elections in Greece (in Greek) (Athens: Epikairotita,
1973).
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elected 132 deputies in the February 19, 1956, elections. How-
ever, the National Radical Union (ERE) under Constantine
Karamanlis (who, with U.S. support, had succeeded to premier-
ship and party leadership upon Papagos's death the previous year)
elected 165 deputies with only 47% of the vote. Even with a
"super-reinforced proportional" electoral system in May 1958, the
rightist ERE gained 57% of the parliamentary seats with only
41% of the vote, while the United Democratic Left (EDA)
received only 26% of the seats with 25% of the vote. Despite
that, EDA's 900,000 leftist votes were a remarkably large number
in light of the fear generated by police surveillance and by the
existence of 6000 political prisoners. 11 ' That 1958 victory of EDA,
which had become the second largest parliamentary force just
nine years after the end of the Civil War, alarmed rightist forces.

Particularly alarmed was the parastate, led by a reactivated
IDEA, i.e., the "Sacred Bond of Greek Officers" founded in 1944
by fanatic anticommunist officers. It used every means, including
a U.S.-inspired "Perikles" contingency plan, which was similar
to U.S. contingency plans of the Internal Security Act. "Perikles"
sought to neutralize communists in case of war through preventive
arrests and by rigging the October 29, 1961, elections in which
approximately 200,000 dead people voted and approximately
100,000 living people cast two ballots. In this way, Karamanlis's
ERE won 51% of the vote, electing 176 deputies; the Center
Union polled 33.6% electing 100 deputies; and the leftist PAME
received 14.6%, electing 24 deputies. Karamanlis was unable,
however, to control the bloody violence of the parastate which
assassinated leftist deputy Gregory Lambrakis in May, 1963. Con-
sequently, he left for Paris in June, 1963, where he lived until
July 1974. In the elections of November 1963 and February 1964,
the Center Union, a coalition of various liberal forces led by
George Papandreou, won 53% of the vote and defeated ERE,
which polled only 3570. 116

This electoral resistance of the Greek people, and its defiance
of the repressive, anticommunist state also reflects the popular dis-
content and rising socio-political unrest and mobilization of the

115Meynaud and Karanicolas, ibid.; also Koundouros 140f.; Catiforis 83f.; and
Alivizatos 597f.

116/bid., also Charalambis 120-126.
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late 1950s and early 1960s. It is closely linked with the sharply
uneven capitalist development of postwar Greece which caused
severe social inequalities and disruptions.' Yet this resistance
is even more fully appreciated if we acknowledge that increased
dissent resulted in increased repression.

For example, only 124 "undesirables" were deprived of
their Greek citizenship during the 1948-1949 Civil War years,
but 21,997 citizens were so deprived during the constitutional
period 1952-1967. The zenith of this administrative measure—
which was usually followed by the seizure of a citizen's property,
thus imposing both "political and financial death"—occurred dur-
ing the 1954-1959 period of the right-wing police state!'

Most importantly, we must remember that although the bloody
Civil War ended in 1949, it was legally prolonged until 1962
through a shrewd juridicial construction. This was based upon
the "theory of permanent civil war," as Alivizatos calls it. 119 On
April 27, shortly after enactment of the 1952 Constitution, Parlia-
ment passed a constitutional resolution making it legally possible
for Civil War emergency anticommunist measures to remain in
force, even if they contradicted the Constitution, as long as they
could be abolished in the future by ordinary law. Hence, until 1962,
all courts accepted that the Civil War, or the "rebellion" ("bandit
war," symmoritopolemos) as they called it, had not ended, "since
termination had not been formally proclaimed by an official act."
In fact, the Supreme Court (Areios Pagos) made the following
pronouncement in 1961 regarding the emergency repressive
measures:

They asked us to declare as null and void a certain legis-
lation on the grounds that this legislation is limited in force
to as long as the rebellion lasts. Actually, the real event
of the rebellion has ended; however, this court is unable
to record such a fact and draw the necessary conclusions
because the end of the rebellion must be declared by a law.
Until the enactment of such a law we will continue to

117Mouzelis, Modern Greece, 124.
n8See detailed statistics in Alivizatos' The Political Institutions, Table 7, 491

and 597-581; Koundouros 140-143; and Catiforis 83-84.
119Alivizatos, "The Emergency Regime," 227
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consider that the rebellion is still continuing. 120 (Emphasis
added)

In this way, "constitutional dualism," to use Alivizatos' terminol-
ogy (i.e., the coexistence of the 1952 Constitution with Civil War
anticommunist emergency legislation) was perpetuated long after
the actual end of the Civil War. 12 ' In actual practice, the con-
stitutional charter needed for legitimization of the regime
dealt only with the state's relation to the ethnicofrones citizens.
It offered nothing regarding the civil rights of marked citizens,
who were treated as "internal enemies" by paraconstitutional
emergency laws.'

In 1962, emergency legislation was formally abolished upon
pressure from the European Economic Community, with which
Greece had signed an agreement in 1961. But the rightist and
centrist governments kept KKE outlawed, and continued to perse-
cute communists with ordinary penal laws. Consider the following
declaration by rightist ministers in 1962, after they partially
abolished some of Civil War laws but replaced them with re-
formulated common laws often more severe:

Since it is given that communism has not abandoned its
criminal plans, the Government decided that any of its
decisions (to abolish emergency legislation) should be
supplemented with the enactment of proper measures by
which the (internal red) threat would be neutralized and
the tranquility of the country would be guaranteed.'
(Parenthetical material added by author.)

So even in 1962, when the last concentration camp had tempo-
rarily closed (until 1967), there were still 158 political prisoners
who had been confined since the Civil War. In that same year,
176 political deportees were sent into domestic, guarded exile
by security committees and courts. Also in 1962, 377 Greeks
were deprived of their citizenship for political reasons. In 1963,
that number was 398. So no year in the entire predictatorial parlia-

12°Cited by Catiforis 83; translated, with emphasis added, by the author.
121Alivizatos, "The Emergency Regime," 227.
122Alivizatos, ibid., and his Political Institutions, 5 26f.
123Alivizatos, ibid., 543.
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mentary period (even from 1962 to 1967) was without its political
prisoners, however small their number. 124

This paper has not focused on the heightened political repres-
sion which characterized the last military dictatorship (1967-
1974) . It will suffice to mention that the military regime further
exploited surviving anticommunist legislation by using it against
all enemies of the dictatorship (including many traditional
ethnicofrones who opposed the colonels). In this way the "Mc-
Carthy-style" Greek anticommunist operation was replaced by
naked dictatorial violence without either parliamentary veil or
legal restrictions. As a result, the persecution of those who dis-
agreed with the military regime—even political conservatives and
nationalists—resulted in totally discrediting not only the military
junta but also the entire anticommunist operation.' 25

To conclude this comparison, one can argue that despite the
differences between U.S. and Greek anticommunist policies the
term "McCarthyism" can be used to characterize the Greek anti-
communist operation.

Remnants

Consider next the long-term legacy that "McCarthyism" has
left both countries. Because space limits a detailed analysis of the
entire McCarthyite legacy, only documented evidence of its exist-
ence will be presented here.

Although many of the Truman-McCarthy repressive measures
persisted in the U.S. for years (and several exist today) , excessive
abuses ceased after 1954. 12° The Smith Alien and Sedition Act still
remains "on the books," ready to be revived for perseuctions and
deportations if a domestic anticommunist war should be critical
to an administration's policies.' The Federal loyalty program still
exists, imposing compulsory loyalty-security screening on a nation-

14Alivizatos, ibid., Tables 6 and 7, 579-581 and 491.
126Regarding the violence and tortures carried out by the last dictatorship, see

Amnesty International's Torture in Greece: The First Torture Trial in 1975
(London, 1977).

126Millis 66 and Goldstein 394f.
127Goldstein 394 and R. Molloy, "Smith Act Prosecutions," Univ. of Pittsburgh

Law Rev. (June 1965) 1126.
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wide scale. In many states, signing various loyalty and anti-sub-
versive oaths is still a precondition of government employment or
of receipt of government benefits.'" Furthermore, the FBI ("lead-
ing anticommunist savior of the nation") has expanded enor-
mously through its Communist Infiltration Intelligence program
(COMINFI), and through its frequent illegal, antisubversive
activities. These are pursued with autonomy and untouchability,
despite their apparent abuse of civil rights.'"

In addition, the emergency detention provisions of the Internal
Security Act were not repealed by Congress until 1971. The Sub-
versive Activities Control Board was not finally abolished until
1973. In 1971, the FBI's Security Index List still contained 12,000
names of "dangerous" individuals who should be arrested in
a national emergency. Also, the Attorney General's List continued
to be used by government officials until 1974. Only since the
1970s have "subversive groups," formerly barred in some states,
been allowed to participate on the ballot.'"

A serious remnant of McCarthyism was revealed in the after-
math of the Watergate scandal (1974) , when a Michigan con-
sumer group initiated a major lawsuit against the Detroit police
for illegal political surveillance. The result of this case, Benkert
et al. vs. State of Michigan State Police et al., was a December
1980 ruling by Judge James Montante in which the city of Detroit
and the state police were instructed to mail formal notices to
110,000 individuals informing them of the existence of personal
files kept by the police. As far back as the 1930s, data had been
collected on these individuals. This data included political infor-
mation which had been obtained through illegal surveillance. The
legal activities of these citizens had been monitored by a "Red
Squad" (Subversive Activities Investigation Division of the De-
troit Police, founded in 1948) in collaboration with a semi-private
Law Enforcement Intelligence Unit. As a result, the Detroit
Police Department apparently had, according to Claudia Capos,
the most extensive secret surveillance records ever illegally amassed
by any city police department. Their files contained the names of

128Goldstein, ibid.
129Goldstein 395 and T. I. Emerson, "The FBI as a Political Police," Investi-

gating the FBI, eds. Watters and Gillers.
199This information is taken from Goldstein, who used reports of the Senate

Intelligence Committee, 394-395.
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more than 1.4 million individuals and 1,450 organizations."'
Perhaps the most serious reminder of McCarthyism and its

continuing legacy in the United States is the McCarran-Walter
Immigration Act. This 1952 Act, which has been called the U.S.
"Paper Curtain," permits barring or deporting alien visitors or
permanent residents who might either engage in or advocate
terrorist, anarchist, or subversive activities. Thus the Immigration
and Naturalization Service has banned or restricted the visit of
many prominent foreigners for purely political reasons. Accord-
ing to the State Department's own statistics, 691 foreign visitors
were barred for political views or associations in 1984 alone;
41 were barred because to admit them would be "prejudicial to
the public interest."'" In this way, U.S. citizens are chronically
prevented from meeting and listening to many foreign artists,
scientists, and authors because of their political beliefs and/or
because of their criticism of U.S. foreign policy.'" The recent
arrest and intention to deport eight Arab immigrants (alleged
terrorist members of the Popular Front for the Liberation of Pales-
tine) also revealed governmental documents which outlined con-
tingency plans to identify, detain, and deport aliens linked to
terrorist organizations, proving "the McCarran-Walter's puny,
nervous fear of free speech" and dissenting views."'

Since the military dictatorship collapsed in 1974, Greece has
undoubtedly entered the most liberal period in its modern history.
It has been marked by the abolition of the crown, the legalization
of KKE, the end of open U.S. interference in Greek affairs, and
the emergence of the Panhellenic Socialist Movement (PASOK)
which, under Andreas Papandreou, promised socialist changes.
One could argue, however, that in post-dictatorial Greece more

131C. Capos, "Forbidden Files," The Detroit News Magazine, 6 Dec. 1981.
See additional details concerning this serious case, which was initiated to bring
local intelligence agencies—not covered by the Freedom of Information Act—under
public scrutiny, in J. Jacobs and R. Soble, "A Blow Against the Red Squads," The
Nation, 14 Feb. 1981. I wish to thank Nick Patouris who, through Jim Jacobs,
brought this case to my attention.

132See the letter of Steven Shapiro, staff attorney of the N.Y. Civil Liberties
Union, to the New York Times, 28 Jan. 1987: A26.

133E.g., the Nobel laureate novelist Gabriel Garcia Marquez, the author Carlos
Fuentes, the widow of Chilean President Allende, and the Italian playwright Dario
Fo were not allowed to enter the U.S.

134See "McCarran-Walter Strikes Again" editorial, New York Times, 21 Mar.
1987: A26.



46 JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

repressive, anticommunist, and "thought-control" devices have sur-
vived than in post-McCarthyite America. Despite post-dictatorial
liberalization in Greece (or perhaps to counterbalance it), a
legacy of the anticommunist state can even be found in the 1975
Constitution. Drafted after a brutal military dictatorship, it does
make some progress toward the respect and the protection of an
individual and his civil liberties, but it does not safeguard them
effectively. For instance, it prohibits the "abusive exercise of
rights" (Art. 25, para. 3). But since it does not indicate when
the exercise of those rights is legal and when it is "abusive,"
interpretation is left to the individual judgment of administration,
police, and courts. 135

The 1975 Constitution also prescribes preventive detention
(and even preventive deportation) on the grounds of suspicion
for future crimes "in cases of emergency and only to prevent the
commitment of punishable acts" (Article 4, para. 4). This pro-
vision, which is similar to the U.S. Internal Security Act, differs
from previous dictatorial ones in that the suspicion of future
illegal conduct must be determined by a court decision rather
than by a security committee. Furthermore, the Greek Constitution
does not guarantee the secrecy of written correspondence, or of
any other communication, "in cases of national security reasons,"
thus continuing the policy of both the 1952 Constitution and the
junta. But unlike the covert and illegal CIA mail-opening program
in the U.S. (1956-1973) , 136 Greek security forces and the Greek
Telecommunications Organization (OTE) can legally inspect cor-
respondence and wiretap telephone conversations on the grounds
of national security.'"

Also, the Constitution restricts the right of a free press in
136The discussion on the Greek constitutional provisions is based on the official

Greek text of the 1975 constitution published in the Greek Government Gazette
(June 10, 1975), and its English translation by the Greek House of Parliament,
(Athens, 1975). Regarding human rights constitutional provisions, see A. Manesis,
Civil Liberties, 1 (in Greek) (Thessaloniki: Sakkoulas, 1979). See also A. Pollis,
"The Implications of the Greek Conceptualization of Human Rights," unpublished
paper, 1985.

136During 1956-1973, CIA agents examined over 28 million pieces of mail in
New York City alone. They photographed 2.7 million envelopes and opened 215,820
pieces. Goldstein 339.

137Up to the present, there have been numerous and frequent accusations in the
Greek Parliament (particularly against Greek intelligence and OTE) for wire-
tapping telephone conversations.
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numerous cases (Article 14, para. 3), continuing the repressive
tradition of censorship begun in the Metaxas dictatorship. In fact,
"Emergency Law" 1092 (1938) is still the basis of censorship and
press control."' Many repressive laws from Metaxas's dictatorship
also survived untouched (until 1981) or, in some cases, disguised
by new laws with the same spirit. This is particularly true of the
aforementioned "Emergency Law" 375 (1936) which, despite its
legalization of the Greek CP, continued to regard all communist
activities as espionage on behalf of the Soviet bloc. Similarly,
Emergency Law 942 (1936) banned, until 1981, any opposition
political activities which "stirred political fanaticism" or caused
"sanitation" (clean-up) problems."'

In addition to these constitutional remnants, the Greek Penal
Code (January 1, 1951) was inspired by post-Civil War authori-
tarianism, and includes a "Special Part" which can bar any
opposition political activity for "inciting plots" against the
public order. It can also be used to restrict the constitutional rights
of assembly, freedom of speech, and of the press (Articles 183-
190) . These Penal Code provisions, and the surviving Metaxas
laws, were further supplemented by Law 410 (1976) which
severely punishes anyone who resists state authorities. The so-
called "antiterrorist law," Law 774 (1978), prescribes even death
sentences against alleged terrorists."'

The Greek Constitution also restricts the right to strike of public
functionaries and civil servants (Art. 23, para. 2). It requires that
civil servants must have "faith in the Constitution and devotion
to the Fatherland" (Art. 103, para. 1). These credentials were
not normally recognized in communists, who could then be ex-
cluded from public employment until 1981.141 Occupational

138The immediate seizure of a newspaper or other publication is also allowed
when the publication "aims at the violent overthrow of the regime," when it in-
sults the person of the President of the Republic, etc.

1s9Both Emergency Laws 375 and 942 have finally been abolished 
1289

 the
PASOK government as "obsolete and dangerous" to democracy by Law 

89 in

1982.
140For the original antiterrorist policy in West Germany, from which the Greek

policy was copied according to the EEC Strasbourg (Antiterrorist) Agreement on
January 27, 1978, see J. Zipes, "From Berufs-Verbot to Terrorism," TELOS 34
(Winter 1977-1978).

1410n occupational proscriptions and public employment patronage see Samatas,
"Greek Bureaucratism," 304-345, and also his "The Greek State as Employer:
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discrimination is also stipulated by the current Civil Service Code,
a minor reform of the 1951 code, which expresses the legacy of
the Civil War in several respects. In particular, the Code permits
discrimination against those who were politically stigmatized as
leftists, and promotes those who had participated in the Civil
War against communists (Art. 23). Article 23 states that:

None can be appointed as a civil servant if he does not
have the proper ethos for a civil servant. In that ethos
should be included the 'healthy social virtues' (emphasis
added).

Healthy social virtues are those associated with the now-familiar
ideological term "Ethnicofrosyni." Authorities did not recognize
these virtues in leftists, who were classified as non-ethnicofrones
citizens.

Civil Service Code Article 206 defines the most serious offense
for a civil servant as "lack of faith in the Fatherland, lack of faith
in national ideals, as well as the violent subversion of the existing
political and social regime by acts or words" (emphasis added) .
To check that faith in national ideals, Presidential Decree 670
(1974) established special loyalty councils in every ministry. In
addition, Legislative Decree 64 (1974) enacted a "check of faith
in the democratic system of the country of certain categories of
public functionaries and civil servants," thus checking individual
and family conditions.142

The implementation of these two laws reminds one of the
aforementioned U.S. loyalty program in which hundreds of loyalty
boards were scattered throughout the government to root out
potential (as opposed to actual) disloyalty. Ultimately, under the
auspices of the Minister of Defense, every Greek ministry has
become involved in wide-ranging investigations of civil servants'
entire lives. Subsequently, Presidential Decree 263 (1975) iden-
tifies twenty-seven major public corporations whose staff had to
Clientelistic and Repressive Aspects," EDEBA conference presentation, April 15,
1983.

142This "faith" implies, as Alivizatos points out, not just respect but an "in-
ternal consensus" that goes far beyond the politically neutral position of civil
servants dictated by constitutional Article 29, para. 3. See Alivizatos' Political
Institutions, 691. Also see Samatas, "Greek Bureaucratism," 288-293.
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complete special questionnaires regarding their political beliefs.
Even today, whoever refuses to answer these questionnaires cannot
be appointed, and whoever answers insincerely is prosecuted. One
might accept these decrees simply as a security precaution for cer-
tain confidential posts. But the blanket extension of their pro-
cedures to most of the public sector (including Greek universities)
indicates political control as motive and objective. Although the
required signing of loyalty statements declaring one's faith in the
democratic system of his country has so far been accepted as a
matter of course, the government could use these statements to
exclude its political foes from public employment as non-demo-
cratic.'"

In addition to the legacy of repressive legislation, substantial
evidence exists that political control and surveillance duties of the
Greek police and military (enforcers of Greek McCarthyism),
continued uninterrupted until 1981. No substantial dejuntaization
of the military occurred during the post-dictatorial period. Despite
(or because of) the legalization of the Greek Communist Party
(KKE) and the rise of new socialist forces, the police and mili-
tary (under the auspices/protection of the conservative govern-
ment) maintained total autonomy from parliamentary control
and continued political control activities.'" In fact, the 1980
military regulation copied the 1968 dictatorial constitution (Art.
129) in defining the mission of the military• preserved among
its responsibilities was the defense of the political regime, and
the legal established social system, "'against any type of attack
from external or internal enemies.'" In addition, because of the
Turkish occupation of northern Cyprus in July 1974 and the
continuing Greco-Turkish conflict, a condition of state-of-alert
remains silently in force, giving the military a Damoclean sword

143Although no government accepts allegations that it makes occupation pro-
scriptions for political reasons, the Greek press has frequently revealed such purges
in the public enterprises: for a case in the Power Corporation during the New
Democracy government, see A. Skiadopoulos, "Files: How and By Whom," TA
NEA, 13 April 1981; for alleged political purges under the PASOK government
see L. Smaili, "Are Firings Occurring for Political Reasons?" (in Greek) Oikono-
mikos, 4 Dec. 1986.

144See Samatas, 'Greek Bureaucratism," 370-404, and N. Alivizatos, "The Legal
Status of Security Corps," (in Greek) Nomikon Vima 31, 1983.

145"General Regulations regarding service in the Military," ratified by Presi-
dential Decree 982/1980.
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over civil liberties. Under state-of-alert and mass conscription, all
able-bodied citizens up to 50 years old (i.e., the reserve forces) are
considered ipso jure conscripted. Civilian personnel are considered
soldiers in civilian dress. This entitles the military to check the
reservists' politics in order to exclude those who might not be
trusted with confidential duties in the event of emergency of war. 146

Also, Article 2 of Law 566 (1977) allows the military to main-
tain a dangerous autonomy. It may invade the political sphere
without question during a state of siege, intervening to any extent
and for as long as "the military itself considers it necessary. "147

In addition, it was revealed in the Greek Parliament that the mili-
tary has a contingency plan to neutralize "dangerous extremist
elements" during a state of emergency, which is similar to pro-
visions of the U.S. Internal Security Act. 148 These overall military
control duties were assisted by the National Security Battalions
(TEA), which exercised political repression in the countryside
until 1981. 149

However, the most significant political control function of the
Greek military and police until 1981 was mass political surveil-
lance, i.e., large-scale collection and documentation of private
information on citizens' sociopolitical convictions and personal
lives in general."' This security procedure is expressed by the
Greek popular term fakeloma (literally: filing) . First initiated
within the military rank and file in World War I, fakeloma
began watching all leftists in 1929, with the anticommunist

149See M. Zouvelos, "A Damoclean Sword," TO VIMA, 26 Oct. 1980, and his
similar article in Anti, Nos. 211-212, 20-21.

147The conservative government justified the expedience of this article, stating in
Parliament that "Those to whom we delegate the responsibility" to cope with an
emergency situation "must have their hands free" (emphasis added). Quoted by
Alivizatos, "The Legal Status," 623-624, note 12.

148In October, 1980, the then-Defense Minister E. Averoff admitted in Parlia-
ment the existence of contingency plan "Iapetos." It replaced the "Prometheus"
plan, a successor to "Perikleus," under which the junta in April 1967 arrested
thousands of blacklisted Greek leftists; Eleftherotypia, 3 Nov. 1980. Plan "Epsilon,"
a supplement to "Iapetos," prescribed preventive arrests and deportations of leftist
leaders in case of war with Turkey. See Anti, No. 117 (Jan. 20, 1979): 12-13.

1490n TEA's repressive functions see J. Fatsis, reports in TO VIMA, 31 Jan.
1982 and TA NEA, 27-29 Sept. 1982.

159For mass surveillance systems in the U.S. and the U.K. see J. B. Rule,
Private Lives and Public Surveillance: Social Control in the Computer Age (New
York: Schocken Books, 1974).
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idionymo law. Since the Metaxas dictatorship, it has been expand-
ed to cover all citizens through the notorious "civic-mindedness
certificates." Fakeloma was reorganized during and after the Civil
War, and was used extensively until 1974, when it reached its
zenith during the last dictatorship. This private sociopolitical
information, stored on paper or on electronic files, was used to
make decisions not only by the military and police corps, but also
by the entire public administration in most state-citizen relation-
ships.' Under the impact of repressive, institutionalized anti-
communism in Greece, the citizen's "paper world" of formal docu-
mentation is usually more significant than the citizen him-
self. Until 1974, civic-minded certificates, police identity cards,
professional permits, etc., were usually issued by the police, who
classified citizens, using information in their files, based upon
their past associations and beliefs (including those of their rela-
tives) dating back to World War II.

Before 1981, information about the surveillance activities of
police and military intelligence corps during the post-dictatorial
period was revealed mainly in journalistic reports. These reports
resulted in protests by the opposition party in Parliament."' The
conservative government had repeatedly refused to acknowledge
the existence of the fakeloma system. But the Greek opposition
press revealed how, in particular, the system of police identity
cards and draft conscription have been used purely for political
surveillance goals.' The complete picture and the totalitarian
dimensions of fakeloma were officially revealed after 1981 by the
PASOK government. As the following table (1) shows, surviving
anticommunist apparatus under the supervision of conservative

151Details in Samatas' "Greek Bureaucratism," 393-404.
152E.g., on Jan. 2, 1980, A. Papandreou stated "for more than half of the

Greek people police files have been created (because they are considered) as na-
tionally suspicious;" TA NEA, 3 Jan. 1980.

153Colonel Vasilis Petropoulakis, temporary chief of the Conscripts Selection
Council (SEO) has described to the Greek press in detail the military files pro-
cedures. Based on permanent orders like Nos. 1-8/1978 and 1-21/1979, the military
with the cooperation of the police—opened files on all male Greeks from draft
age (18 years old) and updated them through the end of their reserve status (50
years old). Petropoulakis stated that he himself created files on about 40,000 young
Greeks, ages 16 to 18, during his tour of duty (Aug. 1978-May 1980). He esti-
mated that in the period 1974-1976 files had to be created for 1.5 million Greeks,
and that approx. 350,000 new files were added annually. TO VIMA, 12 April
1981.
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governments created a "dossier society": 41 2 million files for the
total 9.5 million Greek population. 25 5 million of these files
contained strictly politico-ideological information. Thus, for most
Greeks, there were multiple political control files.'

Although every state keeps files on its alleged enemies and
criminals, the Greek state (like all totalitarian and police states)
has kept files on every individual citizen, checking his/her politi-
cal/ideological activities and affiliations. The legacy of Greek Mc-
Carthyism is displayed in the Appendix which contains a variety
of documents (Exhibits No. 1 to No. 9). These documents show
the depth of this surveillance system, its intrusion into private
lives, and the inherent power of the Greek state to blackmail its
citizens accordingly.

Impact

Although both U.S. and Greek anticommunist crusades had
similar societal effects, the overall cost on Greek society seems
far heavier. U.S. McCarthyism did have significant implications
for American foreign policy and global politics. But domestically,
prolonged Greek McCarthyism had a far greater impact on Greek
society than its U.S. counterpart had on American society.

In the U.S., Truman-McCarthy political repression of com-
munists and liberals destroyed the radical labor and poli-
tical movements. It also had a strong chilling effect on political
dissent: "Millions of American citizens severely censored them-
selves in their speech, associations, reading materials and even
thoughts."" Because they felt uneasy about expressing dissenting
political views, Americans generally did not oppose any adminis-
tration's domestic and foreign policy, until the massive escalation
of the Vietnam war.'" One of the most important effects of the

154The PASOK Minister of Public Order announced these data on March 7,
1981, with a promise to destroy all these files. Although the promise was renewed
by Prime Minister Papandreou himself on April 19, 1984, destruction of the files
was indefinitely postponed after the demands of the Left to return files to those
marked citizens who requested them. Since February 1985 the PASOK government
has also been promising a special bill banning any fakeloma activities by the
authorities.

155Goldstein 383 and Compton 11.
156Examples of the absence of serious economic and social criticism of the
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McCarthyite period on world peace was a monolithic U.S. anti-
communist foreign policy. This policy red-baited and under-
mined any anti-war movement through grand jury investigations,
conspiracy prosecutions, and mass surveillance."'

McCarthyism, then, embedded a militaristic and simplistic
thinking in U.S. foreign policymakers, reinforcing the "loss of
China syndrome" and the "domino theory." It also forced Amer-
ican presidents to avoid any show of "softness toward Commu-
nism." For example, President Kennedy stated that he would be:

damned as a Communist appeaser .. P if I tried to pull
out (of Vietnam) completely. We would have another
Joe McCarthy Red Scare on our hands!"

This mentality among policymakers and presidents prolonged the
Vietnam war and it allowed direct or indirect intervention into
other countries' affairs, including the overthrow of legal leftist
governments, since they were considered a threat. Similiarly, any
leftist electoral victory in other countries seemed a U.S. foreign
policy loss to communism."'

Ironically, the Cold War at home threatened the U.S. system
more than any peril from international communism or the Soviet
Union."' Stringent U.S. foreign policy, with its preference for
military solutions and foreing intervention in countries where
a communist threat is perceived, has encouraged the export of
McCarthyism to post-war Greece. It also promoted U.S. support
of the 1967-1974 Greek military dictatorship.

Greek McCarthyism's post-dictatorial legacy frustrated na-
tional reconciliation for more than 30 years following the Civil
War. It inhibited democratization and modernization of the Greek
basic institutions of American life are R. Barnett's Roots of "Far (Baltimore:
Penguin, 1972) 175f., and W. O'Neill's Coming Apart: An Informal History of
America in the 1960's (New York: Quadrangle/New York Times, 1971) 46f.

157/bid., and Goldstein 371-372, 385f.
158Quoted in D. Ellsberg, Papers on the War (New York: Pocket Books,

1972) 100.
159See comments on the Truman-McCarthy "hangover" effect and the Vietnam

war, U.S, invasion of the Dominican Republic, the CIA's destabilizing interven-
tion against Marxist President Salvatore Allende of Chile, etc., in Goldstein
387-391.

161:Willis 65.
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state, politics, and society. Institutionalized Greek anticom-
munism sustained and perpetuated the rule of the Greek right
until 1981, and finally contributed to its fall. In contrast to U.S.
McCarthyism, which successfully reinforced the two-party system
and undermined any attempt to launch a third liberal party,
Greek McCarthyism was ultimately unable to curb the reincarna-
tion of the Greek left and the emergence of new political forces
in the post-dictatorial period. In fact, remnants of many repressive
controls and discrimination against the left strengthened the oppo-
sition leftist forces. This legacy contributed to the 1981 electoral
victory of PASOK, which had promised the abolition of all
political discrimination."'

Where U.S. McCarthyism annihilated the communist party,
Greek McCarthyism marginalized the electoral power of the
Greek CPs. KKE's low percentage polls is due in part to its
split into pro-Soviet and anti-Soviet factions, and to its losses to
the socialist party. But it is primarily due to the impact of pro-
longed repressive anticommunism. Despite post-dictatorial legal-
ization of KKE, people who recalled the painful ordeals of those
marked as communists or sympathizers prompted a smaller vote
for KKE.

On the other hand, Greek institutionalized anticommunism
reinforced a clientelist system which rewarded anticommunists
with public jobs and benefits. It created first- and second-
class citizens, and it perpetuated the traditional mistrust and
cleavage between a state and its citizenry.'" Formal equality of
rights, as Pollis points out:

is relative, depending and contingent on citizens' positions
in the hierarchical structure and on the complex of loyal-
ties and obligations that bureaucratic clientelism entails."'

Greek McCarthyism has reinforced authoritarian bureaucratic
statism and state penetration into every public and private sphere.

1611\T. P. Diamandouros, "Transition to and Consolidation of Democratic Politics
in Greece, 1974-1983: A Tentative Assessment," West European Politics, Dec.
1983.

162Diamandouros, "The Greek Political Culture," 53.
163A. Pollis, "The Implications of the Greek Conceptualization on Human

Rights."
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Even in this liberal post-dictatorial era, Greek citizens (particularly
those employed in the public sector) still do not have adequate
guarantees that they might not suffer painful consequences for
holding the "wrong" beliefs, for casting the "wrong" vote, for
belonging to the "wrong" party or association, or for holding
generally unconventional views.

As in the U.S., where McCarthyism contributed to tremendous
expansion of security apparatus (particularly FBI and CIA
activities), security apparatus in Greece (tailored after the Amer-
ican model) has burgeoned. The post-dictatorial Greek state has
inherited an overdeveloped, coercive security apparatus which
tends to restrict civil liberties and intrude into citizens' private
lives.'" This proclivity is facilitated by the absence of any concept
of the "autonomous individual" or the "right of privacy" in tradi-
tional Greek society and culture.'

If McCarthyism in the United States had significant regressive
impacts on education, scientific research and culture in the 1950s,' 66

the counterpart's impact in Greece was far worse. In fact, Greek
McCarthyism inhibited academic and cultural freedom until
1974. 1" It banned or undermined all critical cultural forms which
did not conform to the politico-ideological or cultural orthodoxy
of the nationalistic "Hellenic-Christian civilization." The funda-
mental institutional triptych of this orthodoxy—fatherland (pa-
tris), religion (thriskia), and family (oikogenia)—was based
on the value-triptych tranquility (isihia), order (taxis), and

164Even under the PASOK administration, KYP (Greek Intelligence) has con-
tinued its political surveillance of leftists, despite efforts to reform it. Pertinent
reports are found in TA NEA, 23-26 Jan. 1984, and Anti, No. 253, 20 Jan. 1984.

165Pollis, "The Implications," 13-18. For a discussion of the "right to privacy,"
issue as a limitation on publication and broadcast media ("to be let alone"); as
the right to be free of surveillance by "Big Brother" (government) or "Little
Brother" (corporate/private); and as the right to make the basic personal decisions
affecting one's own life without governmental interference, see H. F. Pi'pet, "The
Challenge of Privacy," ed. A. Reitman, The Price of Liberty (New York: Norton,
1968) 23f. See also Askin, "Surveillance."

166For instance see R. Vaughn, Only Victims: A Study of Show Business Black-
listings (New York: G. P. Putnam, 1972) and R. Maclver, Academic Freedom
in Our Time (New York: Columbia Univ. Pr., 1955).

1670n the concept of "cultural freedom" as a creative, critical culture exchanged
in a relatively free public sphere, see J. C. Goldfarb, On Cultural Freedom: An
Exploration of Public Life in Poland and America (Chicago: Univ. of Chicago Pr.,
1982) 2.
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security (asfalia), which expressed the high control priority of a
defensive state.'"

In the early fifties, the U.S. educational system suffered from
blacklists, faculty firings, loyalty oaths, book purges, etc. 16° But in
Greece, strict central governmental controls over educational and
cultural institutions reinforced formalism, scholasticism, and ob-
scurantism for a prolonged period. The exclusion of progressive
books and teachers, together with the absence of all critical social
thought from curricula, blocked academic pluralism, critical think-
ing, tolerance, and respect for different views. It prohibited ex-
change of scientific and politico-ideological discourse.'"

Where liberal American intellectuals and artists were re-
pressed, self-censored and self-exiled for a few years in the 1950s,
their Greek counterparts suffered from a variety of exclusions,
discriminations and punishments for almost 30 years. In fact,
while Greek McCarthyism totally neutralized progressive Greek
intellectuals, forcing them to self-exile and emigration, it simul-
taneously remunerated lavishly all those who defended the estab-
lished anticommunist regime, promoting them to the ranks of the
power elite. 17'

Despite governmental failure in many other fields, the Greek
socialist government put an official end to institutionalized anti-
communism through 1) abolition of surviving Civil War anti-
communist legislation; 2) official recognition of the EAM/
ELAS resistance movement; and 3) unrestricted repatriation
of Greek political refugees. The authoritarian proclivities of the
state have not, however, ceased entirely. Since PASOK's rise
to power and the official banning of anticommunism, Greek police
and security forces, trained for years to fight "internal enemies,"

168A. Pollis, "The Impacts of Traditional Cultural Patterns on Greek Politics,"
The Greek Review of Social Research No. 29 (1977) and J. K. Campbell, "Tradi-
tional Values and Continuities in Greek Society," Greece in the 1980s, 184-207.

169See Goldstein 351-352, 372-374; Maclver, Academic Freedom and Lazarsfeld
and Thielens, The Academic Mind.

1"Tsoucalas, "The Ideological Impact," 331-340; Mouzelis, Modern Greece,
134f. Also C. Noutsos, High Schools' Curricula and Social Control (1931-1973)
(in Greek) (Athens: Themelio, 1979), A. Frangoudaki, Textbooks for Primary
Schools Ideological Incubation and Pedagogical Violence (in Greek) (Athens:
Themelio, 1980) and A. Dimaras, "A Double Challenge for Greek Education,"
Greece in the 1980s,

171Tsoucalas, "The Ideological Impact," 339-340.
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have been frustrated and confused about their reduced, non-poli-
tical role now focused on real criminal and terrorist acts. The
security apparatus is not yet tamed entirely. It constantly seeks
scapegoats, who allegedly threaten state and society, to justify its
power and costly expansion. The planned rationalization and
computerization of the internal security system, with its new types
of identification cards, have aroused fears that a new electronic
security apparatus will replace the obsolete, defamed one. Ironic-
ally, under the auspices of a liberal government, such an electronic
security apparatus can be far more effective in watching citizens.
In an effort to catch terrorists and predict future troublemakers,
potential scapegoats can always be found in certain groups: poli-
tical (e.g., anarcho-autonomists) ; religious (e.g., Jehovah's Wit-
nesses) ; sexual (e.g., homosexuals) ; and certain "marginal"
groups (e.g., conscientious objectors) . 172

Lessons

Repressive, antidemocratic methods have been used effectively
in the name of freedom, democracy, and state security to crush
certain ideas, doctrines, and political beliefs. Historical experience
has shown that even formally democratic states have an enormous
capacity for repression. To maintain and enhance their powers,
they sacrifice the liberties of their own people in the name of
national security, despite their democratic constitutions. When
people are directly or indirectly punished for their own political
beliefs and/or associations, or when they see others suffer for
certain political behavior, they respond with self-censorship, de-
ference, conformity, or apathy.

Although the U.S. remains one of the most permissive societies
in the modern world, repression has occurred too frequently to be

InThe security forces and the riot police target primarily the young anarchists
of Exarheia Square while the drug dealers in the area operate virtually undisturbed.
The fiasco arrest of a KYP collaborator as a terrorist, the failure to solve any of
the terrorist cases involving victims, as well as the frequent accusations in Parlia-
ment of widespread wiretapping of political parties, are indicative of the ineffi-
ciency of the Greek security apparatus which was clearly geared to a single target,
the communists. Regarding legal discrimination against Greek Jehovah's Witnesses
see I. M. Konidaris "Theory and Nomology for the Jehovah's Witnesses" Nomiko
Vima, (May 1986): 34.5.
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considered accidental.'" McCarthyite remnants (such as ideo-
logical exclusions of aliens), new conservative movements (such
as the moral Majority, Accuracy in Media, Accuracy in Academia) ,
and proposed mandatory security screenings of all federal em-
ployees pose a constant threat to civil liberties. The problem
remains—even in the "land of the free"—that the McCarthyite
institutional apparatus may be reactivated whenever it might be
deemed essential to national security. History shows that, deep-
rooted U.S. anticommunism serves specific political, economic,
and military interests. These could easily lead to a new McCarthy-
ism whenever that policy would serve the goals of an adminis-
tration.

In the Greek case, this authoritarian legacy and weak civil so-
ciety, weak private economy, and congruent large-scale dependency
on public jobs and benefits perpetuate the power of Greek statism
at the expense of individual rights and freedoms. Particularly
now that the dictatorial experience is fading and Greece is enjoying
great liberalization, personal freedoms and civil liberties must not
be taken for granted. Only constant civilian vigilance will guar-
antee and enhance these painfully-restored freedoms for all
Greeks, and thereby avert a future dictatorship. Education about
U.S. and Greek McCarthyism, as well as about political repression
around the world, will contribute to citizens' awareness and vigil-
ance against any future recurrence.

Questions

With the legacy of past authoritarian experiences in both
countries, and with current technological advances in state repres-
sive techniques, the following questions urgently require answers.

• Should national security priority always result in the
sacrifice of civil liberties ?

O How much control should the government exercise over
the security apparatus?

O To what extent will governmental secrecy and security
policies keep citizens ignorant of what is being done
in their name?

173Wo1fe, The Seamy Side of Democracy, 17.
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• Although in modern society no freedom can be abso-
lute, where should the line be drawn between the rights
of free citizens and the restrictions of the state upon
these rights ?

• Is legislation sufficient to protect citizens' rights?
What other means are necessary?

• What is the extent of electronic surveillance today?
• Could AIDS and drug testing lead to a new McCarthy-

ism ?
• What can we learn from the past, so that McCarthyism

will not recur?
• Is a nonrepressive society a utopia? If not, how can it

be built and maintained?
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This is a collection of various Loyalty Statements which include Repentance

Declarations, published in the local press during the 1967 dictatorship. They are
similar to those printed during the period 1947-1963.

Source: Mesogeois, July-Sept. 1967 (names crossed out by the author.)
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This is a collection of various Loyalty Statements which include Repentance
Declarations, published in the local press during the 1967 dictatorship. They are
similar to those printed during the period 1947-1963.

Source: Mesogeois, July-Sept. 1967 (names crossed out by the author.)
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EXHIBIT NO. 2
This exhibit is the Civic-Mindedness Certificate. It was issued by the chief of

the local police station for the superior district police authorities. It concerns
(literally translated) "the social convictions and the overall behavior" of a citizen.
Paragraph A, "Information About Himself," states "He, from (date) until (date),
when he was living in that police station's region, did not bother the authorities
through any kind of antinational or other actions, and was inspired by healthy social
convictions and was of overall good personal conduct." Also, paragraph B, "Infor-
mation About His Family Members," makes the same kind of statement for all of
them.
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EXHIBIT NO. 3
NATIONAL CONVICTIONS FORM kept by the military in 1978 for etbnico-

frones El conscripts.

Source: TA NEA, Jan. 27, 1984.
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EXHIBIT NO. 4
(Translation)

KYP

INDIVIDUAL INFORMATION CARD

Of 	 (Name)
1. Biographical Data

2. Occupational Data

3. Informational Data
Character-Ethos, Antinational Political
Activity, Social-Private Life, Occupa-
tional Skills, etc.

a. Information from Official Sources
1. During the (Nazi) Occupation he

got involved in EPON (leftist
organization), took no action.

2, Abstained from the elections of
the year 1946 (like all leftists).

3. He served in the military during
1947-1948, participated in military
actions against the K/S (Communist
Guerillas) and he was awarded a military
star.

4. In the year 1950 he declared himself in
favor of the "Democratic Front."

5. In 1955 he was no longer characterized
as leftist (he was destigmatized).

6. After 21 April 1967 he declared
himself in favor of the Revolution
(i.e., the Military Dictatorship).

b. Information from Third Sources
1. The above are confirmed except 3 and 4.
2. Since his destigmatization he lives

like a nationalist-minded (ethnicofron).

Source: TA NEA, May 7, 1984 (parenthetical explanations added)
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EXHIBIT NO. 5
POLICE REPORT TO THE DRAFT BOARD

•
"E .1, 0 X X E_Lt.

7:1.15 011 TT 1:1EIE	 r	 A T1 1.13Turr•Tr

A'ZSOIXEI! 1721 1101' Am. mox Tar ' i

	

I. rota 'il o tx0VoillOnj ....-ov -Rwraus-g.-. 	 i•-e\t--c.fct
01.R1	 ,

2.'Avegctxen Etc 'Opyav6cletcs	 :

	

C.. r'CG toLa.ci.	 V.,--A Ip. noTe;	 •:
y.'7:7;i: r.Oclov %pdvovi	 )
b. Ilo:o T1 EivszTvy.De Loa 6405CLI:C i

1•01.,.;	 '.
•

3occo'8;rbaf.th tj Lx6rj-korralL . kge i
ri.val-pFr,sorruv tj Ets-eco.clv.tionl
opyava)Ccuy ii pewplwv; . r

	P.'11.vaycyv6v4s1, gvTurrm avatpc- •	 8,c1
71-Toco5.weeLry.op.Evoy :cat 'Iota;

- yo.7.Luvava.cmptticTry.i. &Topa, levcc- 	 :
Tperr.-1- Lxi;v tj Li;rpeglat- o-tir.Jv	 o
7;c7roLehamv;	 .	 I

4.o. 1:tiv7vmr..xpE.T.E.scli. g•rop.re157r6 
1:701) fjeouc;

P. Pk•7:6L: el; uc-Nia:q.'	 a',itg; sicte	 ..	 70*t.17otcr,3;, ,	 .
7. 27.0Lel,Tal, xpilary we-nomal,	 .: -

ij i1i1-vr.c:Pro4o.) oLcrwv 1 'oi.vo-;
• vzvurs-robnv 7to -riiiIi;	 -

1.;: Fv6.S.	 1-Jy-z6.vci. 'irt•vom1 yer..p/orlc;	 i -"---.Y-1-L1-1 '16"0-1 C-05	 Y-13-V" "
Bo	 -r-'"....T. 1.172 cp.:ormmiks TOY	 • 

5.	 rInta •11.otuoyEvruriln .5.:c.T6cTual:	 7 401 15•‘	 5.1k-rd.'04'''

6.'ivegxermay of y9veic xat 4.— 1
6apot, ELq.Opyavcoact.9;	 A.
t1 . 11 c4aCO2. n4rviy.'Zict nOorm,	 :	 1L-Igm

xpovov;.	 -i
6.noCa. ii Irvarruxectuct Spicrtc :

TWV .

7.'kirrilieiivar), 743-T • at-au 14.7.11.tcr -tea-.	 .	 Ic„..„4
%limp/curl irci .tcr	 rIvverrcitts;	 _J.,,

Bcr.'XI:iignt xapa:t• -rIptarievol. 61 . 4:1‘.. .
vaTpclretxii0 51 tl,7.pEALOTWAV	 %
6 "pciatAi ii ect.rptcev;	 nC:11 )(11DrAtIc;apcptruC507trav xca wiire;	 1

y. rioLct ri, p.vra. TOV Ci:XX/Clight	 .4
b‘crytoyi-or WV; 	 •	 • •	 . . ,

9.0t. efv..1-rpta, ci, r;teriv iin.,ppciv int. i 	 - .
-rot, ii,m-cp.cpowivov.;.•	 •	 N vq,

IO.'Yn6-pxout, tTcpc. ,,TpOconx trilde.,.v.
;ov -,-ci Toll 11:1b44-liotrov!..tticOir-	 _ i
Tn,..'"xii,u 105 -to Etbtx.r_Av truv8rpitoy	 •o•	 ...__
( -Av coov &moovii:4,01(0.0vaguai

IT. 	Dxxir,v)	 .-
II. Irotal XD.1.1W4 xplictgol. laripoqn. p..ib .kste,-,67,..4s.4 1.aitgN1 TIA1.5,-

&O. TAV • Layerrrm 'cob' ine601..v	 ..- e
de7,6p.oli ;wt. 1.013 eraaou oL:toro 	 •.°'	 X °"'6v"".'"1"7''''/"C"""...	 '''''' 4-" -1----,V 16.1 1/
roll Tr ro l."04X),ovraq: 	 ' 	t ISr1-\.. -tr.7 .4:11....ips	 0.7roD.

•4A
12. :Mom: TO iv xiSra etogOV &Joy xvt.

Tri,piNT) irric . carrivt:tctc soy ctvct‘.1	 V.i„,.	 ,,, ,	 a'rqn vnfloc..tv pc1.33	 OericrxrtrriAriq ,rt-1.	 .6.,, .,—,?........-...N
s6c	 c.sr>torto-,•(yLxr.crotttC 'Our..	 r.A)',..."_.r.',_•,,

.	 . 	 ..	 .
./.1i''';'';''111VVP,C.-ic. ,..1	 -c-->7.,t2,-4.1,-.15-18,• "	 •	 -•• ..	 cr: ',,T,-44,,t4	 ;C.	 14riq-C.•.

..::/:•;
•4	 ,..

''.,.._..‘in';t 5 •	 .„, :	 ,..	 •

Source: TO VIMA, January 13, 1980.



Greek McCarthyism	 69

EXHIBIT NO. 5
A reading of the following translated questionnaire (Exhibit 6: the police

report to the draft board for registration of conscripts) speaks for itself. It reveals
the spirit of the entire surveillance mechanism, and some of the criteria used to
stigmatize citizens.

Translation of Questionnaire "Police Report to Draft Board"

INFORMATION — DATA

Questions	 Answers

A. INFORMATION ABOUT THE PERSON
1. What is his economic situation? 	 Average
2. Has he been involved in any organization? 	 No

a. Which?
b. When?
c. How long?
d. What are his activities?

3a. Has he expressed himself now or in the
past in favor of subversive or extremist
organizations or theories?

b. Is he reading subversive publications, and which?
c. Is he associated (keep company with) with

individuals of subversive or extremist beliefs?
4a. Is he associated with morally suspicious individuals?	 No

b. Is he inclined to bad habits ? Which?
c. Is he taking drugs or any kind of stimu-

lants, or alcoholic beverages?	 He has a strong
d. Has he a strong character? 	 character

B. ABOUT HIS FAMILY
5. What is his family status? (single or married?) 	 He is unmarried
6. Have his parents and brothers partici-

pated in organizations?
	

No
7. Have they been accused of anything?

	
No

8a. Have they been characterized as
following extremist action or theory?

	
No

b. Have they been stigmatized (ideologically) and when? No
c.What was their behavior after destigmatization ?

9. Are the above parents or brothers influential
on the individual under consideration?

10. Are there any other persons who influence
the candidate officer or sub-officer,
due to special conditions? (This question
is in the case of officer candidates.) 	 He has expressed

11. What other useful information regarding	 himself and so have
the conduct of the individual under considera- 	 his parents in
tion and his immediate family environment? 	 favor of PASOK

12. Are the mentioned individual and his 	 and vote in favor
family members of any religious sect or have 	 of that party

•	 they been in the past? (Jehovah's Witnesses, etc.)	 No
The following Exhibit 6 is a selection of police records published in the Greek

press and discussed in Parliament in January 1980. It shows that the files were
kept not only for those who were stigmatized as communists, but also for those
who had "healthy social beliefs," yet read newspapers supporting the opposition,
or had dead communist relatives, etc.
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EXHIBIT NO. 6
AN ANTHOLOGY OF "HOWEVERS"

• a... 0070C txei tornyopneel
yoN nap6600n rot) 6o6cou 372
-too II.K. (Kxon6) sti6 6cOrtpn

nki:v OpIJC K076y 6701
Ont oiKeytvcio OY.L.Jv LeVIKOV
opoovnparwv...s. (Ant r6v cp0•
tcc)ko X. N., KOTOIKOU 9E000)1/40.

viocnc —bole. npwr. 63)224670).

1. "He has been convicted for the viola-
tion of Article 372 of the Penal Code
(theft) for the second time. . . .
However, he comes from a family
of healthy social virtues. . ."

• a... 06rog 610piVEI tig
6n6 rtic yevvhce6G 701J

onpepov, per6 TAG xnpoG
T peg TOU Kai relc 68eXpetc TOLS
M6p8aG, zwpic v6 OnooxoAtion
Thy Onnpeoiav	 69• woo-
Onnore nNevp6c. MAN/ Opt.);
6novreq 6vaysyvt5olcouv 714V t-
lpni.lEp160 EAEYEPEPOTYr11A...s.
CAnto r6v 96occAo roi) K. Nit.
MnoOpnoXn, 666G E68oioq 37 —
Opte. 642171)r)103. flpOttirot
yi6 pia p6vo tv0eutrocri nepi•
rrrwon — OrmaG 86 boUpt tare-
• 4100KEXI5PoToco pt
xtio rtkv 6v6yvidon tcpnpepl•
buy Trig 'AvsonoXtreCoottac —
TA NEA, AYrit, PIZOZI1ATTHZ,,
KM.).

• c°0 161oG to1 itnavro r6 pi)."
rnq narpmetc IOU oixoveveloc
15tepLvouot EiG Mov6isXtov
Etppav Kai 4.444006v101 w00 .

Oynav icon/caymn, gipovn46-
TWV. floV►V OVUM 6 normok
rou Xp. Mntotoriscoc, no6 6-
ne6iwoc r6 troc 1975, trOy•
xeve KoPPowternc AAOA ico-
✓nyoplaGa. CAn6 r6 patch°
To6 eYYovot) NitoX6ou ZiOnn
✓eit :Hpcnan, &pie. 12.828).

• 4...00roG Kai 76 "AAR Tetc of-
toyeveioc IOU iltv p6G arta-
ox6.Xnoay... Mend 6pwc 6
Eleioc rou TeictoyXou Anwit-
Tp.og To6 '1446vvou, ouvava-
orptteroa xor6 nporipncnv
innortook Opoxwpiovc IOUS..

(*An& r6 tiknceXo 704) 6vniro0
Elepeor. Itr...tOyAOU, KCITOiKou

Kpnvi6oc).

2. ". . He lives since his birth in
Athens with his widow mother and
his sister, without bothering our de-
partment (the police) in any way.
However, all of them read the daily
Eleftherotypia. . ." (According to
the source, there are also other po-
lice reports regarding readers of the
dailies TA NEA, Aygi, Rizospastis,
etc.)

3. "He and all his family members are
living in Mandili of Serres and have
healthy social beliefs. However, their
grandfathr H. M. who died in 1975
was a communist Alpha type."

4. "He and his family members have
not bothered us. . . . However, his
uncle T. D. prefers to associate with
leftist fellow villagers. . . ."
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EXHIBIT NO. 6
AN ANTHOLOGY OF "HOWEVERS"

• i... Eic TO 'Apyog, otrrog tvup•
opciAn peT6 yvyaix6g Wig &noi-
o; 6 noThp Tvyx6vei ptXog
xOppaToc empoituv noXlitxdry
Telotwv (OAEOK) xal tvrei)Ocv

tv etpo'n tx8nXoirrat 6ntp
Toe/ ibiou x6ppoTog, nopooup-
°tic 6n6 TOU neyeEpotir TOU...$.

('Anti TOY 4:4=M) Tao OnoX-
XelXou Toe, OTE 'Apyouc„, Xph-
oTou ToopoOpn).

• c...0Creog ovvolvooTotqieTal Toy
KoppouvioTh rAMMA xoTnyopi-
og NIKOXoo 11111T ►IXO KO1 no-
orsinTot ern tic Te:. Ex6oToTt
6ouXevTlx6c txXoy6c, nopoxl•
voOpeyog nap' oirro6 Onglitet
thy 6p1oTcpev nopenlguy...s
(6n6 TON, gOKENo kuv. E:Ootou,
Kpnvibo).

• e...11e6 Toirrov ou6spioy ouope•
nXnpo9opioy txopey. *0 no.

Ttpoc TOU . .$110160TONOC Mobcp•
Xhg. KOTa Te nopeX66v "toe-
To. fill; ovpnafx4y Thy OrhoTe•
p6v. &VC%) ouyxtxpAptyng Spez•
orwc h 61V01.J14E1.1G TOU. Eivot t •
nugh,XoxTtx6g Poi OytxbetXtuTog
Otetytt qoAnoOxiac xoi vopoTo•
ye,Ic KO1 biy pelc OnnoxiAnot
tine) oioobhnoTe nXtupOg. Eig
Teig n000tp6Toug bouNtwrocOg
CXXO 71.07E1A701 671 ettAlIK•
of CPICO Thc NO ei Tng EAPJC...•
(6n6 TOy ewi.p5 Mcoltp-
)1el, ® O.
0.0u6g 12787).

5. ". . . In Argos he got married with
a woman whose father is a member
of an extremist trends party
(PASOK), and ever since he ex-
presses himself in favor of the same
party, influenced by his father-in-
law... ."

6. ". . . He keeps company with a
communist, Gamma-type . . . and it
is believed that he is voting in every
election for the left, influenced by
his friend."

7. "About him we have no information
whatsoever. His father, A.M. (how-
ever) in the past was considered a
leftist sympathizer without concrete
action or involvement. He is cautious
and has not expressed himself; he
is living quietly and loyally and he
hasn't bothered us. In the recent
elections it is believed that he voted
either N.D. or EDIK. . . ."

Source: TO VIMA, March 29, 1981.
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EXHIBIT NO. 7

Police Military Files 1973-1982 (explained on following page).
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EXHIBIT NO. 7

These are the files of a young man from 1973 (when he was
17) to 1982 (when he was conscripted as a soldier). In 1973,
police documents #1 and #2 characterize him and his family as
ethnicofrones (El). But in 1982, additional documents #3 and
#4 inform the military Draft Board that in early 1975 he was
a member of the Greek Communist Youth (KNE) ; he "engaged
in anti-national, subversive organizations," by associating with
subversive-minded individuals and reading their papers; he was
no longer of "strong character" but "weak"; and his father's
sister is the wife of X, who "is marked for subversive-antinational
activity." Subsequent documents #6 and #7 classify him AA2,
i.e., a second-grade conscript who can deal only with unlimited-
access documents.

Source: RIZOSPASTIS, April 17, 1983.

Based upon Presidential Decree 1-21 of 1979, this category
of stigmatized conscripts can only be placed in a few military
specialties, from a total of 300; their marked status is conveyed
to the Greek NATO delegation, and their files go back to the
police after they have completed their duty.
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EXHIBIT NO. 8

Servia 12 May 1980

It is known that, as is shown by the thorough investigation which was con-
ducted by my department regarding the overall conduct of the aforementioned indi-
vidual, he has declared in favor of a semi-extreme array (PASOK). In his family
members' loyalty status, no alteration has occurred.

Source: AVRIANI, Sept. 17, 1981.
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EXHIBIT NO. •9

(LOYALTY) COUNCIL (CHECKING)
THE FAITH IN THE DEMOCRATIC
SYSTEM OF THE COUNTRY OF THE
AGRICULTURAL POLICE PERSONNEL

Confidential

Athens 30 Sept. 1978

Regarding your (loyalty) statement on 6.6.1978 for your appointment as an
agricultural guard, we inform you that from written information of the pertinent
authorities you are considered a follower of a political array of semi-extreme posi-
tions and related activity, something which causes us doubts whether you have the
required faith in the Democratic System of the Country.

Source: AVRIANI, Sept. 15, 1986.



The Arrival of the Soviet Military
Mission in July 1944 and KKE Policy:
A Study of Chronology

by LARS BAERENTZEN

During the occupation of Greece from 1941 to 1944, the Greek
Communist Party (KKE) created and controlled the major resist-
ance organization, the National Liberation Front (EAM) , and
also ELAS, the major guerilla army. This gave the communists
a dominant position when the Germans withdrew from Greece
in October 1944, but as liberation approached, the Party was
faced with a dilemma: should it seek to retain its dominant posi-
tion in postwar Greece, by force if necessary, or should it acquiesce
in the return of the traditional political leaders, most of whom
were anticommunist?

The Greek communist leaders appear to have followed a zig-
zag course in the face of this dilemma. With surprising rapidity,
they moved between positions of open hostility and friendly
cooperation with their political opponents. At the meeting in
Lebanon on May 20, 1944, representatives of KKE, EAM, and
PEEA committed the left to enter a Government of National
Unity led by George Papandreou, and strongly supported by the
British. But this concession was completely overruled by KKE
leaders who had stayed behind in the mountains. For several
weeks they refused to honor the agreement and to nominate minis-
ters for Papandreou's government. Then, suddenly, at the end of
July 1944, they reversed this decision and telegraphed their accept-
ance of the Lebanon agreement to Cairo. Even the sole reserva-

*I would like to thank Professor J. M. Cook for information about the arrival
of the Soviet military mission, which he witnessed, and for his helpful comments
on many other points; I am also grateful to Mr. Kostas Despotopoulos, whose
conversation on many occasions has been a source of enlightenment and delight.
The opinions and conclusions reached in this paper remain, of course, the sole
responsibility of the author.
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tion—that Papandreou should be replaced as prime minister—
was dropped on August 15.

On September 26, 1944, KKE representatives at the British
headquarters at Caserta, in Italy, signed an agreement which put
the guerilla army of ELAS under the command of the British
Commander-in-Chief, General Scobie; and when Papandreou's
government entered Athens on October 18, 1944, supported by
Scobie's British forces, the official KKE line was to welcome the
British as friends and liberators and to cooperate loyally in the
government. Two months later, in early December, cooperation
had broken down, and the KKE now chose to confront their politi-
cal enemies with armed force. This force was applied in a curi-
ously indecisive way, however, and the KKE was defeated by the
British in Athens—but it was not defeated in the rest of Greece.
Yet its leaders signed a peace agreement at Varkiza, in February
1945, which effectively surrendered all power to their opponents.

The last days of July 1944 proved a particularly crucial turn-
ing point for KKE policy, and perhaps for the political future of
Greece. While the May Lebanon agreement had been signed on
the authority of the delegates and probably against the instructions
of the Party leadership, the decision in July to accept it after all
was supported, or at least accepted, by all KKE leaders.

Many attempts have been made to explain the policy of the
KKE during these critical months, and much fascinating detail is
provided in firsthand accounts by people who took part in, or
were close to, these decisions. The memoirs by EAM's communist
general secretary Thanasis Hatzis, by the chief KKE representa-
tive at the Lebaron conference, Petros Rousos, and by KKE leader
Vasilis Bartziotas in Athens are among the most important
sources. So is the lengthy tape-recorded interview given by Jannis
Ioannidis, the KKE's organizational secretary.'

According to historians, the decision taken in late July 1944
is most often attributed to the influence of the Soviet Union. 2 As

lA list of books and articles cited in this paper will not be given at the end
because of lack of space.

2See, for instance, C. M. Woodhouse: The Struggle for Greece, p. 92, idem.,
Apple of Discord, p. 197 (where the Soviet mission is compared to a "Deus ex
machina"); John Iatrides: Revolt in Athens, p. 75; Procopis Papastratis, British
Policy . p. 197; George Alexander, Prelude . . p. 45.
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communists, the KKE leaders were of course extremely perceptive
to the wishes of the Soviet government.' The question is whether
the Soviets made their wishes known with sufficient clarity and
in time to influence the decision to enter the Government of
National Unity.

Those who argue that Soviet advice played an important role
believe it was transmitted partly as advice to the communist and
left-wing delegates while they were in Cairo during May and
June, and partly as advice or as "strong hints" offered by the
officers of the Soviet military mission, which arrived near the
seat of KKE headquarters in occupied Greece during the night
of July 25/26, 1944. It is intriguing, however, that the dates of
several important events during this period are disputed, includ-
ing the date the communist delegates returned from Cairo to
KKE headquarters, the date the Soviet military mission arrived,
and the dates the KKE held a meeting of its Central Committee to
discuss which policy to follow. The one point upon which all
sources seem to agree is that the telegram announcing the KKE
leaders' decision to enter the Government of National Unity was
dated July 29, 1944.

Some very well-informed writers have claimed that this deci-
sion could not have been influenced by the Soviet military mission
because this landed not during the night of the 25/26th, but
during the night of the 28/29th of July, and that the officers
reached KKE headquarters late on the 29th, after the decision
had been made. Similarly, the date of the Central Committee
meeting is given as August 2/3 in all official KKE documents
and most memoirs, while one writer, Vasilis Bartziotas, states
that, in, fact, the meeting was held on July 28/29.

Because of the historical importance of the decisions made
by the. KKE leaders during these days, these chronological dis-

3A remark by Mitsos Partsalidis in his memoirs [Dipli Apokatastasi, p. 110
(my translation)] is revealing: "It is true that the KKE and its leadership had been

brought up in a spirit of complete confidence in the leadership of the USSR and
in the rightness of its policy, and that it could only with great difficulty ignore
whatever instructions might come from them." Cf. also a remark by Thanasis
Hatzis (at the 1978 conference on Greek wartime history at the LSE in London):
"We Communists wanted to guess what Soviet interests were in order to act in
accordance with them. But, unfortunately, we guessed wrong and did things
which made it very difficult for the USSR to act in favor of us" (Sarafis (ed.),
Greece from Resistance to Civil War, p. 76).
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crepancies possess an interest they would not have otherwise. As
it happens, they may throw light on motives and responsibility.
The aim of this paper is to show that a reliable chronology can in
fact be constructed, to present some new evidence on the arrival
of the Soviet military mission, and, finally, to suggest some con-
clusions which would appear to follow from the establishment of
the correct dates.

Changes in Soviet attitudes toward Greece
and advice from Soviet diplomats in Cairo

The Soviet government showed very little interest in what was
happening in Greece until the beginning of 1944. In one of the
first signs of change, Pravda on December 29, 1943, warned the
Greek government-in-exile not to let the king return to Greece
without a plebiscite.4 In March and April 1944, the mutiny among
the Greek forces in the Middle East and the robust British
handling of this crisis resulted in some open and severe criticism
from Soviet diplomats and in Soviet news reportage on Greek
affairs. This annoyed the British and increased their worries
about Soviet intentions in southeast Europe.

Churchill's protest to Molotov on April 16, 1944, about the
TASS reports from Egypt, Eden's proposal to the Soviet ambassa-
dor in London on May 5 regarding an arrangement with the
USSR relating to spheres of activity in Rumania and Greece
respectively, and the Anglo-Soviet "understanding" (known
rather crudely as the "Percentages Agreement") which eventually
emerged in October 1944 as a result of numerous diplomatic
exchanges at high level—all this is well-known and need not be
discussed here. It is evident, however, that everything done by
Soviet representatives in Cairo or Greece must be seen in the per-
spective of the contacts between the British and the Soviet
governments.

In sharp contrast to their previous attitude, Soviet diplomats in
Cairo from the end of May 1944 began to defer to British wishes
with regard to Greece. The Soviet embassy expressed the opinion
on several occasions that the Greek unity achieved at the Lebanon

4As quoted by Matthias Esche, p. 136.
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conference was a good thing and that representatives of the left
ought to join the government without further delay. This Russian
advice was camouflaged as the "personal opinion" of Ambassador
Novikov, and reported through the mouth of Embassy Councillor
Solod. The message, however, was clearly understood by KKE
and EAM representatives. Of course, it was also the advice they
wanted to hear, because it provided some much-needed moral
support for their stand at the Lebanon conference, which was
harshly criticized by the leadership in Greece.

The British ambassador, Reginald Leeper, noted with delight
this change in Soviet attitude to the Greek political situation.
Whereas Novikov (as Leeper reported on May 8, 1944), "in
conversation with a senior member of [the) Greek Ministry of
Foreign Affairs adopted [a) very hostile attitude to Papandreou
and said that he represented nobody and his declarations meant
nothing,' the situation was quite different at the end of May,
when Leeper reported that Novikov was now "quite correct in
accepting the line I gave him He has clearly received some instruc-
tions, and if his help is not going to be very positive, his mood is
quite different today from what it was at the time of the
mutinies."

This changed attitude resulted in some rather blunt advice to
the Greeks. Petros Rousos, the leading KKE member of the dele-
gation which had signed the agreement in Lebanon, wrote in an
interim report to the Politbureau as late as May 26 that "the posi-
tion of the Soviet Union is unknown to us," 7 but soon afterwards
—"on about 7th or 8th June"B—Rousos and the other communist
delegate, Porfirogenis, visited the Soviet embassy in Cairo where
they gave Solod a full account of the situation and asked for the
view of the Soviet government. About ten days later, after Por-
firogenis had left for Greece, Rousos was called to the Soviet
embassy again. According to Rousos's report to the Politbureau,
Solod told him that the Soviet government had

given no reply on the subject. The Ambassador, however,
informs you that the following is his personal opinion:

5Leeper to Foreign Office, 8.5.1944. FO 371/43686 R 4332.
8Leeper to Foreign Office, 31.5.1944. FO 371/43687 R 8539.
7KKE Official Documents (Episima Kimena) V, (1974), p. 213.
8Petros Rousos: I Megals Penmetia„ II, p. 164.
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a. The Lebanon agreement is in accord with the present
situation

b. The attitude of your delegation is the correct one
c. You should enter the Government [of National Unity),

and
d. You should take steps to make this opinion known in

the mountains . 8

There is no reason to doubt that this is what Solod said. It
corresponds exactly to British and American perceptions of the
new "cooperative" spirit of the Soviet embassy. The KKE leaders
in Greece, however, were not told of this advice until the delegates
returned to Greece more than a month later (on July 22) , and,
in the meantime, negotiations between them and Prime Minister
Papandreou became deadlocked. On July 2 the KKE leaders sent
a telegram to Cairo, giving their "final conditions" for joining
the government. These were rejected publicly by Papandreou in a
statement on July 6, in which he said that "attempts to reach unity
were now over. , pio

Soviet Ambassador Novikov (who had told his American
colleague MacVeagh in an unusually friendly tone on July 4 that
he thought Greek unity had already been achieved by the Lebanon
conference, and that he could not see "why the organizations in
Greece don't recognize it")" made one more attempt. On July 7
EAM delegate Angelos Angelopoulos visited Solod at the em-
bassy and was told that "the negotiations for a unified government
ought to succeed." The next day, July 8, Solod telephoned Angelo-
poulos and asked him to come to the embassy again. There he
told him that it was also the personal opinion of Ambassador
Novikov that an agreement, according to the terms of the Lebanon
conference, "was highly desirable." 12 Angelopoulos immediately
told British Ambassador Leeper about this, and Leeper as quickly
suggested to Papandreou that he should send his Russian-speaking

9Petros Rousos's report, which he wrote after his return to Greece, is printed
in his I Megali Pentaetia, II, p. 179-189, and also in KKE Official Documents V
(1974), pp. 233-43.

"See, e.g., Hatzis, II, p. 454 or G. Papandreou: I Apeleutherosis tis Ellados,
p. 117.

11John Iatrides (ed.), Ambassador MacVeagh Reports, p. 561.
120SS Report 84334, dated July 20 (National Archives).
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undersecretary, Lambrianidis, to see the Soviet councillor in order
to learn exactly what had been said. The same evening (July 8),
Solod repeated Novikov's "advice" to Lambrianidis, but sug-
gested that "as a result of Papandreou's last statement, this was
now out of date." Lambrianidis, however, replied that "Papan-
dreou had left the door open for all to join who accepted fully
the Lebanon contract."" It seems that Svolos also had some contact
with the Soviet embassy in Cairo and that he received similar
advice.'4

The Soviet government did exactly what the British foreign
secretary had asked them to do. In his conversation with Soviet
Ambassador Gousev in London on May 5, 1944, Eden had sug-
gested in delicate diplomatic language that if the Soviet Union
kept its hands off Greece, Britain would let the Soviets do as they
wished in Rumania. He then said that he was "gravely concerned"
about the situation in Greece and made an explicit appeal for
Soviet support. According to Eden's own record of the conversa-
tion, he told Gousev

that the help that we should like from the Soviet Govern-
ment was a public declaration of their support of the new
Greek Government and an encouragement to EAM to
take its place in that Government. If, however, the Soviet
government were reluctant to go as far as this we con-
sidered that at the least they should send instructions to
M. Novikov in Cairo to tell the Greeks who came to see
him that it was the duty of the EAM and of all of them
to join up in a Government under M. Papandreou and not
to make unnecessary difficulties."

When did this advice reach KKE leaders in Greece? On July

15Leeper to Foreign Office, 9.7.1944. FO 371/43689 R 10686.
14After describing his own contacts with the Soviet embassy in Cairo, Rousos

stated that "the PEEA representatives made similar approaches to the Soviet Gov-
ernment through the Embassy" (I Megali Pentaetia, II, p. 164). The OSS agent
at KKE headquarters, Couvaras, reported on July 27, 1944: "A good source told
me that the Soviet Minister in Egypt pointed out to Svolos that the Soviet Govern-
ment wanted EAM to participate in the government at Cairo without regard to
particular details" (OSS Report 34753, dated July 27, 1944, Cairo to Washington).

15Eden's report to the British ambassador in Moscow, Clark Kerr, on his con-
versation with Gousev. May 5, 1944. FO 371/43686 R 4294.
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14, 1944, Svolos had a parting interview with Leeper," and soon
after he and the remaining left-wing delegates left Egypt to return
to Greece. It is uncertain, however, when they reached the village
of Petrilia in the Pindos mountain range, where KKE (as well
as ELAS, EAM, and PEEA) had its headquarters at this time.

According to Hatzis's detailed account, the delegates reached
the seat of PEEA "in the early hours of 17th July," a Monday."
Rousos wrote that they arrived after an air journey "lasting a few
days," but gave no date." One reliable documentary source gives
a much later date, claiming that the delegates returned on
July 22, a Saturday!' This squares nicely with the fact that the
American OSS representative at communist headquarters, Costa
Couvaras, sent the first news of their arrival in a telegram to the
OSS in Cairo on July 23. 20 On balance, I believe that the date of
July 22 for the delegates' return is much more likely to be correct
than Hatzis's date of July 17. If this is so, however, it makes havoc
of Hatzis's elaborate account of the meetings and discussions
which supposedly took place between July 17 and July 22.

The Soviet military mission to Greece

It is possible that as early as April 1944 the Soviet government
began to consider sending a military mission to Greece. In a tele-
gram to the Foreign Office dated May 3, Ambassador Leeper
transmitted a message from Prime Minister Papandreou to Aghni-
dis, the Greek ambassador in London, informing him that the
Soviet representative to the Allied Advisory Committee in Italy
had sought to obtain information from the Greek diplomat,
Ioannis Politis, "about the presence of British officers with fight-
ing organizations in Greece, in particular as to who Colonel
Stevens is and in what capacity he was sent to the guerillas."
Politis explained to the Russian that the British officers were liaison

16cf. George Alexander, The Prelude . . ., pp. 39-40, quoting Leeper to Foreign
Office, 14.7.1944. FO 371/43733 R 11090.

17Thanasis Hatzis, I Nikif ora Epanastasis . . II, p. 456.
18Petros Rousos, II, p. 177.
19See note 69 below.
20"First news of the EAM representatives' arrival was sent by Pericles on 23rd

July." Devoe Report on Pericles Mission, August 1944.
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officers from GHQ Middle East, but "remained under the im-
pression that the Russian Government are preparing to send some
kind of military mission to EAM and are trying to find a prece-
dent by which this mission could be reasonably justified."" This
telegram was duly passed on to the Greek ambassador, who empha-
sized in a letter to the Foreign Office's Southern Department on
May 11 that "the Russian Government may contemplate the des-
patch of a Military Mission to EAM," and that this was "of par-
ticular interest" in view of the negotiations about to begin in
Lebanon. This warning apparently passed unheeded and, in any
case, was forgotten. When a Soviet military mission in fact ap-
peared in Greece at the end of July, the surprise in London was
clearly genuine.22

The Soviet military mission arrived late in the evening of
July 25, 1944 at the secret, British-controlled airfield known as
"Featherbed" at Neralda, in western Thessaly. The date of their
arrival can be established with certainty from several independent
documentary sources, and, therefore, the claim that they arrived
three days later, on July 28, can be dismissed 2s The mission

21Leeper to Foreign Office, 3.5.1944. FO 371/43686 R 4101. Lt-CoI. John
Stevens was in occupied Greece on a fact-finding mission from March to June 1943.
His report is published in British Reports on Greece 1943-1944 by J. M. Stevens,
D. J. Wallace, and C. M. Woodhouse, ed. by Lars Bwrentzen (Copenhagen, 1982).
Stevens was again parachuted into Greece in September 1943 and was the head of
the British mission in the Peloponnese until June 1944.

22Anthony Eden's personal surprise was evident to Woodhouse, who was stay-
ing with Eden at his home in Sussex during the weekend of July 29-30 when Eden
received news of the Soviet mission's arrival from the Foreign Office. Woodhouse
heard Eden telling Churchill over the telephone and concluded that the news was
"clearly unexpected by both." (C. M. Woodhouse in a letter to the author, 24.8.82,
and in Struggle for Greece, p. 93n). Perhaps Eden's surprise was enhanced by the
fact that, in his approach to the Soviet government about a Balkan agreement, he
stressed that the British government "had decided to postpone the dispatch" of
a further eighteen men to Rumania, "and if we should decide later to send them,
we would not do so without prior consultation with the Soviet Government."
(Report of talk with the Soviet ambassador in London, May 5, 1944, FO 371/
43686 R.)

22This date is found in all documentary sources, several of which are independ-
ent of one another:

a. OSS officer Couvaras reported the arrival of the Soviet mission "on the
night of 25th July" in a telegram dated July 25 (quoted by Devoe, Report
on the Pericles Mission, August 25, 1944).

b. Ambassador Leeper reported the landing of a Russian plane "on the night
of 25th/26th July" in a telegram from Cairo to the Foreign Office dated
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consisted of eight Russian officers commanded by Lt. Col. Grigori
Popov, and it was flown to Greece in a Soviet plane which had
taken off from Bari, Italy. The Soviet officers came to Greece by
way of Yugoslavia and Italy; and there is little doubt that they
left the Soviet Union with the express purpose of going to Greece
and that everything was done to keep this secret from the British.
The plane also carried three other passengers: two Yugoslays
and the veteran Greek communist, Nikos Vavoudis."

There is some uncertainty about the movements of the Soviet
officers until the night of July 14, when Popov and nine other
Soviet officers arrived in a Soviet plane at the RAF-operated air-
field at Bari. They told the British security authorities that they
had come from Berane, a small town in Montenegro where Yugo-
slav partisans operated an airfield. The British noted their names
and ranks, but no further inquiries seem to have been made at
this time. But as soon as the Soviet military mission was re-
ported to have arrived in Greece, the British made hurried investi-
gations, and the Foreign Office representative at Bari reported
that Popov had "arrived at Kolasin in Montenegro by parachute
on the night of 25th June having come from Kieff." Together
with Popov, nine other Russian officers are said to have come
over a two-day period.'

Kolasin is quite -close to Berane in Montenegro, and the in-
July 27, at 10:40 a.m. Leeper quoted a report by "British Liaison Officer at
Force 133's airfield in Greece" (F0 371/43690 R 11410).

c. The investigation carried out by Air Vice-Marshal Elliot at Bari established
that the flight took place in the night of July 25/26 (report by Elliot dated
July 31: FO 371/43772 R 11918).

d. A typed note for the C-in-C at GHQ Middle East, dated July 28, 1944 and
signed by the CGS, Maj.-Gen. Baillon, cites reports from liaison officers
in the field that "a Russian military mission landed by air at ELAS HQ
from Bari on night 25/26 July" (WO 201/1783).

e. Finally, it should be noted that the rest of the documentary sources are
compatible with this date, but not with a later date.

"For details about the members of the mission, see above.
25Most of the British information on the movements of the Soviet mission

before it arrived in Greece came from the Foreign Office representative in Bari,
Philip Broad. He was asked in a message from the F.O. on July 27 (the day the
news was received in London) whether he had "any ground for supposing that
aircraft could have been one based on Bari or in Yugoslavia and that Mission
could have been composed of members of Soviet Mission to Tito?" (F0 371/
43690 R 11410).

In a telegram from Bari to the F.O. dated August 2, Broad gave Popov's
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formation that the members of the Soviet military mission arrived
there by parachute seems suspect in view of the evidence that Col.
Popov also appeared on the island of Vis, where Tito's head-
quarters were located, at this time. According to Andreas Tzimas,
EAM's representative with Tito, Popov met Tzimas on Vis
and told him he was going to Greece. Popov did not mention
any political instructions, but he suggested that Tzimas should
accompany him, an offer which Tzimas declined."
name and added: "Further inquiries show that he arrived at Kolasin in Montenegro
by parachute on the night of 25th June having come from Kieff. He left Berane
by air for Italy on the night of July 14th with nine other Russians of whom seven
were in his party" (FO 371/43772 R12022). In a personal letter to Eden written
in the same day (August 2) Broad gave the names of the other seven officers as
follows: "Lieut. Col. Tzernikov, Lieut. Col. Troyan, Major Ivanoff, Major Roman-
off, First Lieut. Turin, First Lieut. Ivasikoff, Second Lieut. Crosin." Broad added
the important note that "the ranks quoted above are those which were given to
the British Security authorities at Bari when the Russian party arrived from
Berane on the night of the 14th/15th July" (FO 371/43772 R 12514).

The Foreign Office asked Broad in a telegram on August 3 whether "Lieut.
Col. Popov and the seven officers who have accompanied him to Greece all arrived
together in Montenegro from Russia? Where did the other two officers come from?"
(WO 201/1783. FO 371/43772 R 12022). On August 9, Broad replied that he
had "considerable difficulty in establishing who the other two officers were. It has
however been confirmed that they came from Berane. They evidently did not
accompany Lt. Col. Popov to Greece as a report from OSS representative there
has just come in saying Russian Mission numbers eight in all. . . . All ten Russians
arrived Kolasin over a two-day period" (WO 201/1783).

Meanwhile, SOE (Force 399) at Bari in a message dated August 7 gave the
additional information that "on night of July 14th, Popov with nine other Russians
arrived at Kolasin for Italy to meet General Korneev whom he did not know."
According to this message, "the eight Russians' names are thought to be Lt.
Colonels Popov, Trojab, and Chernespeff; Majors Ivanov, Karmanov; Lieutenants
Turin, Vusokov, and Korneev."

Only two things may safely be concluded from this evidence: that Popov's
party of eight and two more Russian officers arrived together at Bari on July 14/15,
and that they told the British they had come from the Kolasin-Berane area.

26The evidence for Popov's stay in Vis and his talks with Tzimas is a statement
made by Tzimas to German historian Hagen Fleischer in 1971. (I am indebted to
Mr. Fleischer for this information.) The story of Tzimas's appeal to Stalin was
told by himself in a report to the KKE Politbureau, dated January 1952, excerpts
from which are printed in Hatzis, II, pp. 476-77.

The head of the British Mission with Tito, Brigadier Maclean, reported Tzimas's
arrival shortly before July 1, 1944: "Tito has informed Brigadier Maclean that a
delegation from EAM and ELAS has arrived in Vis. Tito spoke of them in most
disparaging terms and he proposes to urge them strongly to make more serious
efforts against the Germans, Proof that they are not doing this at present is fur-
nished by recent arrival in Yugoslavia of further enemy divisions from Greece"
(telegram from FO to British embassy to Greece, Cairo, 1.7.44. WO 201/1783).
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After their arrival in Greece, the Soviet officers presented
themselves as belonging to the Soviet mission with Tito,27 and
it is sometimes said that the plane which brought them to Greece
landed en route in Yugoslavia, where they were picked up. It
seems clear, however, that the Soviet officers, having arrived at
Bari on July 14/15, spent the next ten days there and then flew
directly from Bari to Neraida."

A unit of Soviet transport planes had been established at Bari
since early 1944,29 and it was the commander of this unit, Col.
Sokolov, who arranged the Soviet military mission's journey to
Greece. To do this he resorted to an elaborate piece of deception.
The Soviets operated their aircraft at Bari under an agreement
with the RAF authorities which required them to report full par-
ticulars about all operational flights, but not about training flights.
On July 23, Col. Sokolov asked permission from the British to

carry out from Bari a training flight to a point just in
from the coast and opposite Corfu. The alleged reason
for this request was to permit a new crew to gain experience
by allowing them to go to a point which would be easy to
locate in an area free from operational planes.'

The permission was given, but because of bad weather the

27This was what the Russians themselves said when they had landed: "The
Russians are from the mission to Tito" (tel. dated July 28, from Lt. Col. Ham-
mond's HQ to Cairo, repeated by SOE London to FO on 2.8.44), and it also was
what Molotov said to the British ambassador in Moscow in an apparent attempt
to downplay the importance of the matter: "He [Molotov] claimed that the
Soviet government had not sent a Mission but only a few officers drawn from
their mission in Yugoslavia to get information about the Greek partisans" (Clark
Kerr to FO, 21.8.44. FO 371/43772 R 12990).

28This agrees also with what Popov himself told Hammond: on July 30,
Hammond reported to SOE Cairo about his tea party with two Russian Lt.-Cols.:
"The former [Popov) a regular paratroop officer, left Russia early in June and
spent one month with Tito. Both officers came from Montenegro to Bari and
stayed three days in Bari before arriving here in a Russian plane" (forwarded by
SOE London to FO on August 3, 1944. FO 371/43690 R 12154).

29This unit had been stationed at Bari as a result of a request from the Yugo-
slav partisans to the Soviet government Cf. Milovan Djilas, Wartime, p. 387.

30According to the report by the RAF officer in charge at Bari, Air Vice-
Marshal Elliot. This report was transmitted to Washington by the US representa-
tive at Caserta, Murphy, on August 1 (FDR Library, Roosevelt papers MR300
Sec 2 Balkan Centro 80, Hyde Park). Another copy of Elliot's report exists in
PRO, FO 371/43772 R 11918,
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flight was postponed until the evening of July 25, when it took
off carrying Popov and eight other Soviet officers. The presence
of these passengers was unknown to the British at Bari." The
plane flew over Macedonia, where one of the Soviet officers was
dropped by parachute," and it then continued to Neraida, where
it made a difficult but successful landing.

As soon as the Russians' arrival in Greece became known to
the British, Air Vice-Marshal Elliot, the RAF commander at Bari,
was ordered to investigate what had happened. On July 30 he
questioned Col. Sokolov, who reluctantly admitted that Soviet
officers had in fact been aboard the plane which left on July 25,
and that they had landed at Neraida. Sokolov also gave Elliot
coordinates which corresponded to those of the airfield. He
claimed, however, that the order for the plane to land in Greece
was received from the head of the Soviet mission with Tito, Col.
Melnikov, by wireless from Vis only after the plane had taken
off from Bari, and that this order had been transmitted to the
aircraft during the flight." This is hardly convincing, as it fails
to explain why the passengers were on the plane. Probably Sokolov
was merely trying to exonerate himself during a very unpleasant
interview.

The arrival of the Soviet mission in Greece

The arrival of a Soviet airplane at the Neraida airfield was
not a surprise to the ELAS general headquarters, which had been
told by Tzimas to expect a Soviet military mission; Tzimas had
also informed them that this mission was independent of the
Anglo-American mission, "which had not even been informed
of its arrival." He asked ELAS to take care of its reception.'

31When questioned by Elliot on July 30, Col. Sokolov admitted that the plane
had carried "a Russian Colonel and seven other Russian officers, a fact of which
we were kept ignorant" (FO 371/43772 R 11918). In fact, the plane carried one
more Russian officer, who parachuted in Macedonia.

32Telegram from Lt. Col. Hammond's headquarters to Cairo, 31.7.44: "The
Russians mentioned that one Russian representative had been dropped in Macedonia
by the plane which brought them in" (forwarded by SOE London to FO on 5.8.44).
FO 371/43691 R 12486.

33Elliot's report, op. cit., note 30.
34According to Hatzis (II, p. 474), a telegram from Tzimas was received by
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It is true that the Allied mission had not been informed.
Nevertheless, British officers at the ELAS headquarters and at the
airfield knew several days in advance that an unusual flight was
expected by ELAS. On July 12 (i.e., about the time when Popov
was leaving Tzimas at Tito's headquarters) a British liaison officer
"south-west of Karditsa" reported to Cairo that "ELAS was
expecting a Russian sortie."' A few days later, the same officer
telegraphed:

An unidentified plane circled over the FEATHERBED
landing ground at about midnight on the 19th July. ELAS
andantes lit fires, but no drop was observed. The local
ELAS organization states that it was purely a private busi-
ness of ELAS GHQ."

the ELAS general headquarters in the evening of July 24/25, informing them that
a group of Soviet officers would arrive at Neraida airfield during the night of
July 26/27. Sarafis (ELAS, p. 351) also indicated that ELAS had prior knowledge.
It is clear, however, that ELAS began to expect the plane much earlier. There is
also documentary evidence which shows that the Greek Communists were indeed
expecting a Soviet military mission on July 24. In December 1944 the British
Security Intelligence Middle East (SIME) provided translations of several KKE
documents captured during the battle of Athens. One letter, dated July 24, thought
to be from Siantos to Despotopoulos, deals with the question of escaped Russians
in Greece and clearly indicates that a Soviet mission was expected shortly. The
text of the British translation (in WO 204/8903) is as follows:

Dear Kosts. [probably the lawyer, Despotopoulos), 24/7
TZIMAS informs us that the Soviet Government neither gave orders nor

is it aware of any instructions on the removal of Russian soldiers serving
with ELAS. He says that it is a particularly low trick of the English. . . .

Also the Soviet Mission must be informed that, according to a report
given to us by the Serbs, this question of the Russians was raised without
consultation with the Russian Govt., and that it (Soviet Govt.) must make
known to us each of its instruction. Please request them to give you an
explanation on this question.

Best wishes,
George [probably Siantos)

350n August 3, 1944, SOE London reported to the Foreign Office: "It will be
remembered that in Paragraph 1(a) of our 7579 of July 15th, we circulated a
telegram dated July 12th from a B.L.O. South-west of Karditsa, which reported
that E.L.A.S. were expecting a Russian sortie and that this B.L.O. had taken up
his quarters on the aerodrome" (SOE to FO, no. 7646(a) of )/8/44. FO 371/
43690 R 12154). The BLO in question was probably Lt. J. M. Cook, who was
stationed at the airfield.

36The telegram is quoted in the same report as above (note 35). It was
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Meanwhile, the ELAS leaders told the British mission at head-
quarters that they were expecting a mission from Tito, not a
Soviet mission.' Col. Hammond, the head of the British mission,
warned Cairo that ELAS was expecting some important mission
to arrive at Neraida and that he suspected it might be the Soviets,
but Cairo replied that this was impossible. 38 Hammond then left
his headquarters and travelled to Epiros to meet the new American
deputy commander, Col. West. In the meantime, ELAS continued
to keep a close watch at the NeraIda airfield."

In the evening of July 25 a large number of ELAS andantes
and officers were assembled on the runway at Neralda. The BLO
in charge of the airfield, Lieut. J. M. Cook," and staff sergeant
Bill Marshall, who was responsible for the technical arrangement
of the landings, went down to the airfield and joined the Greeks.
What happened then was described later by Cook as follows:

received in London by bag in a Cairo report dated July 23. The incident described
is probably the same as the one mentioned by Major Clowes (see below, note 37).

37According to Major J. E. Clowes, who was the first British officer at ELAS
general headquarters to meet the Russians (in Hammond's absence). Clowes was
later interrogated by SOE in Cairo, which reported to London on August 24, 1944:
"He has explained that ELAS alleged at the time they were not expecting a Russian
Mission but apparently Tito's representatives. They have continued to await air-
craft from Tito after the Russian Mission had arrived, and have actually accepted
the offer of assistance from the Allied Military Mission team. Clowes also heard
that sometime prior to the Russian arrival an unidentified aircraft attempted to land
on a flarepath lit by ELAS, and since the Russians spent only three days at Bari,
this plane cannot have been bringing them from Italy" (SOE London to FO, No.
7753 of 25/8/44. FO 371/43691). (In fact, the Russians spent ten days and not
three days at Bari, but they told the British in Greece that it was three; cf. above,
note 28.)

381 am indebted to Prof. N. G. L. Hammond for this information (letter
17.5.1982). Hammond's suspicion that the mission might be a Soviet one was
"due to the sort of leak which reached me from time to time."

39Periodical Intelligence Summary no. 27, up to July 30, 1944 (FO 371/43691
R12515). According to this report, ELAS had been expecting the Russians "since
about the 9th," and the ELAS chief of staff, Papastamatiadis, had been "sleeping
on the airfield in intense expectation since about the 12th." The ELAS officer who
welcomed the Russians was, in fact, Tsamakos, so maybe he, rather than Papastama-
tiadis, is meant.

40Apart from running the airfield, Cook was also in charge of feeding the
several thousand Italian soldiers who had been disarmed by ELAS after their
surrender in September 1943. Cook had recently taken over this job from Major
Philip Worrall (4. British Reports on Greece 1943-1944, pp. 184n, 185n). In
July 1944 the Italians numbered 476 officers and 6,229 men.
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We had known that there was a considerable force of
Elasitai at the end of the runway; and when we got there
we found some of the "top brass" of EAM (I can't now
say which), plus an ambulance! Though normally on rea-
sonably friendly terms with us, on this occasion they were
not pleased to see us. They insisted that the coming plane
was their concern and no business of ours. So we moved a
little distance away and sat down to wait.

When the plane came the Eamitai tried to bring it in,
but it continued to circle high overhead. When at last it
became clear that they had failed, we set to work and
brought it in. The pilot made a bad landing, coming in
askew and at a very steep angle (we could see this because,
unlike our Anglo-American pilots, he switched powerful
headlights on) ; but he managed to hold the runway. As
the EAM reception committee rushed to the door of the
plane, I went round to the cockpit and ascertained that our
signal had been the correct one. Only then did I discover
that the plane and crew were Russian. The Eamitai formed
so dense a mob that I don't think I even saw the Russians
whom we had landed. But early next morning I sent word
that I would wait on them, and then went to the house
where they had spent the night. Seated at a coffee table in
the yard were three Russian officers: 1. Col. Popov, who
was clearly the boss; perfectly poised and looking extremely
impressive; correct without being affable; he seemed to me
to know exactly what he was doing. 2. A heavily built
friendly man, whom I understood also to be a Colonel.
No. 3 was quite nondescript."

This account of the landing—the only one by an eyewitness—
makes it clear that ELAS was expecting the plane, but was unable
to land it without help from the British' According to the normal

41Letter from Professor J. M. Cook, 1.3.1982.
42This account should be compared with that of Sarafis (ELAS, p. 353), who

wrote: "The aeroplane was landed by our personnel without the British being
informed. Of course the British Lieutenant, Cook, who served at the airfield, came
along hurriedly, was surprised that an airplane had landed without his knowledge
and found himself face to face with the Russians. He saluted them. . . ." Sarafis
was not, of course, an eyewitness, and no doubt reported the scene as it was
described to him.
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routine for these flights, a plane would land (or make a parachute
drop) only after the correct signal was flashed from the ground.
The signal, which consisted of a series of flashes with a powerful
torch, was changed every night according to a prearranged plan,
and at the beginning of each month the British liaison officers
were given a list of these signals. 43

The Russians at Bari originally asked for permission to carry
out the "training flight" on the night of July 23, but the flight
was then postponed for two days." The briefing of the Russian
pilot was clearly up-to-date; he would land only when the correct
signal for the night of July 25/26 was flashed by the British.45

It seems that the ELAS reception committee was flashing a wrong
signal, and it seems likely (though not certain) they were flash-
ing the signal for the night of July 23. In any case, it is a fact
that the Russian pilot knew the correct British signal, which he
must have been given when taking off from Bari."

After their brief meeting with Cook in the morning of July
26, the Soviet party set out for Petrilia, a group of villages not
far from Neraida, where ELAS headquarters and the seats of
EAM, KKE, and PEEA were situated. The distance from the air-
field was approximately four or five hours of fast walking." The
Soviets were accompanied by the ELAS general, Tsamakos, whose
task it was to receive them at Neraida."

Before the Soviet officers reached Petrilia, Couvaras, on July
26, reported their arrival in a message to the OSS in Cairo, adding
that "the mission is expected to arrive at PEEA HQ on 26th July
and a reception has been arranged." In this preliminary report
based on information from his KKE sources, Couvaras said that
the mission had flown from Yugoslavia, was part of the Soviet

"Letter from Prof. J. M. Cook, 6.4.1982.
"According to Air Vice-Marshal Elliot's report quoted above, note 30.
"Letter from Prof. J. M. Cook, 11.1.1983: "It was the Force 133 ground

to air signal of the day that brought the plane to land, not ELAS' signal. I con-
firmed with someone in the cockpit of the plane that it was ours that they were
expecting."

46According to Professor M. R. D. Foot (oral statement, December 1984) the
ground-to-air signal was the same at all SOE's Mediterranean airfields at any given
time, and no aircraft was allowed to take off without being told the current signal.
Thus it was perfectly natural that the Russian pilot knew the signal he should
expect.

47For this estimate I am indebted to Prof. J. M. Cook (letter, 11.1.1983).
48Sarafis, ELAS, p. 353.
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mission to Tito, and included some of Tito's men. Couvaras added
the interesting comment that "moderate elements in PEEA hope
that the arrival of the mission will pacify the extremists and guide
EAM towards participation in a unity government.""

The Soviet military mission arrived at the PEEA headquarters
"in the evening of 26th July 1944 and were given a warm recep-
tion. The rank-and-file of EAM have great hopes that the Rus-
sians will soon commence sending militarp supplies to EAM.""
The mission's journey from the airfield to Petrilia, according to
the memoirs of Petros Rousos, "was a veritable explosion of love
and devotion from the people and the guerillas towards our only
honest Big Ally—the Soviet Union.' On July 27, Couvaras was
able to report the actual composition of the Soviet mission, which
consisted of eleven members: "3 Lt.-Cols., 2 Majors, 2 Second
Lieutenants, 1 Warrent [sic] Officer and 3 Greek-speaking Yugo-
slav guerillas."" In fact, one of the last mentioned was not a
Yugoslav, but Nikos Vavoudis, the veteran Greek communist
who had spent the war years as a Comintern official in Moscow."
Nothing further seems to be known about the two Yugoslays.

Colonel Hammond was still in Epirus with Col. West, the
newly-arrived American deputy commander, when the Russians
arrived at Petrilia. Hammond was ordered from Cairo to return
to ELAS headquarters as soon as possible and —report what he

49Couvaras, OSS telegram dated July 26, 1944.
50Couvaras, OSS telegram dated July 27, 1944.
51Petros Rousos, I Megali Pentaetia, II, p. 199.
52Couvaras, OSS telegram dated July 27, 1944.
53Nikos Vavoudis has been a tannery-worker in Piraeus, where Ioannidis knew

him well as early as 1929. He was imprisoned on the island of Aegina from 1931
to 1934 when he escaped and fled to the Soviet Union. He fought in the civil
war in Spain, 1936-1939. After Franco's victory, he returned to the Soviet Union
and was employed by the Comintern in Moscow until he returned to Greece
together with the Popov mission in 1944. In the winter of 1944 45, Vavoudis was
on a KKE mission in Sofia. During the civil war he stayed as an undercover agent
in Athens. In 1951 he was discovered by the Greek authorities in a house in
Kallithea, but he preferred suicide to capture. (Cf. Mitsos Palaiologopoulou, Greek
Anti-Fascist Volunteers in the Spanish Civil TVar, 1936-1939 (Athens, 1979), pp.
63-64.)

Vavoudis's career in the KKE and especially his work for the Comintern in
Moscow during the war indicate that he, rather than the Soviet officers, may well
have brought some political guidance to the KKE. Some few remarks by Petros
Rousos (I Megali Pentatetia, II, p. 203) seem to support this view: "Vavoudis
informed us about many things concerning our party. . . ."
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could find out about the mission." At the same time, the Anglo-
American officers in Greece were instructed "to maintain a strictly
correct, but non-committal attitude until further guidance can
be given them."

Very little is known about the movements or the contacts of
the Soviet officers during the first three days of their stay at head-
quarters in Petrilia, i.e., from July 27-29. This is not altogether
surprising, for on these days (as will be shown below) critical
discussions and decision-making among the communists took place.

On July 28, Major J. E. Clowes (who, in Hammond's absence,
headed the Allied military mission at the headquarters) tele-
graphed to Cairo that he had asked, according to Hammond's
wish, the Russians and ELAS notables to tea on July 30, and that
they had accepted promptly.'

On July 30 (a Sunday) , Hammond had returned, and two of
the Soviet officers visited the Allied mission in the company of
Professor Svolos and Kostas Despotopoulos, the legal and political
adviser at ELAS headquarters. The same day Hammond reported
as follows to Cairo:

Two Russian lieutenant-colonels with Despotopoulos
and Svolos came to tea. Both Russians are good military
types and very friendly, one speaking good English and the
other French.

Both officers addressed themselves entirely to us rather
than to Despotopoulos and Svolos who took back seats.
My impression was that the Russians took the initiative in
coming to us, while ELAS wanted us to go to them. The
Russians made no mention of ELAS and talked no busi-
ness. They asked if we had any Russian escapees with us.
I feel the Russians are keen to cooperate and feel we
should do so as the Russian colonels are frank and honest."

54Note for C-in-C, GHQ ME, by Maj. Gen. Baillon, dated 28.7.44 WO 201/
1783.

55Telegram dated 28.7.44 from Lt. Col. Hammond's HQ (F0 371/43690).
The following day, 29.7.44, when Hammond had returned from Epirus, he con-
firmed that "I am lunching on 30th with Russians and ELAS. In my opinion PEEA
will have to think again in view of Foreign Secretary's speech and the Russians'
presence." (Hammond was referring to Eden's pledge of British support for
Papandreou in the House of Commons on July 27.)

56Telegram dated 30.7.44 from Lt. Col. Hammond's HQ (F0 371/43690).
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The English-speaking officer undoubtedly was Popov, while
the French speaker was the Russian mission's second-in-command,
Lt.-Col. Tschernichev, who was a diplomat, not a professional
soldier, and who had been attached to the Soviet embassy in
Athens before the war. Popov's good English also impressed the
American assistant military attache, McNeill, who later met Popov
in Athens, and to whom Popov told he also knew Chinese."

What did the Soviet officers tell KKE leaders about Soviet
wishes? No satisfactory answer can be given to this question, for
the evidence is incomplete and, to some extent, contradictory.
Only a brief review shall be attempted here.

Lt. Col. Hammond soon concluded that the high expectations
initially entertained by the Greek communist leaders were dis-
appointed. But, on the other hand, Hammond believed Popov's
mission to be "purely political.' Brigadier Barker-Benfield,
commander of SOE headquarters in Cairo ("Force 133"), made
a personal visit to Greece in late August. He landed at Neraida
during the night of August 17/18 and reached the Allied mission
headquarters about noon the following day. Barker-Benfield had
lunch with Svolos on August 22: "I broached [the] subject of
[the) Russian Mission and he answered all queries very frankly.
According to him the Russian attitude showed complete solidarity
with other allies. They took the line that Greece was a British
commitment.'

In his book, Ventare into Greece, Hammond gives an entertaining account of this
meeting.

57Letter from Prof. W. H. McNeill, 26.5.1982: "I remember Col. Popov well:
a very impressive human being, with a fine command of English, his 'second'
language, the first being Chinese, or so he told me once." McNeill found Popov
to be "intelligent, vigorous and not lacking in self-confidence." According to in-
formation collected by SOE at Bari, Popov "was in the first Russian parachute
unit when it was formed early in 1930. At Stalingrad he was G.S.O. 2 (OPS)
on Zukhov's staff. Personality: pleasant, fair English learnt in Russia. Age, approx-
imately 38. Shaved head. It is thought he may have gone to Serbia from Italy."
(Telegram dated 7.8.44 from Force 399, Bari. FO 371/43691 R 12455.)

580n 11.8.44, Cairo informed SOE London that Hammond "thinks the Russians
and PEEA are about equally disillusioned" (FO 371/43691 R 12844). On 16.8.44,
Cairo reported that "Hammond believes him [Popov) to have a purely political
mission and finds him uncommunicative when asked his future plans" (FO
371/43691 R 13198).

58Telegram from Brig. Barker-Benfield at Allied Mission HQ, dated 22.8.44.
FO 371/43693 R 15286.
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Soviet "solidarity" with the other allies might well imply
pressure on the Greek communists to give in to British demands;
Svolos's remark to Barker-Benfield agrees very well with the
explicit report by OSS officer Couvaras on August 15, 1944, that
"he was advised by [a) reliable source that EAM was influenced
by the Russian Mission to join the Government even under
Papandreou." 6° This, however, refers to the second concession,
decided on August 15, and it is worth noting that the well-in-
formed Couvaras nowhere indicated that the Soviets had any
direct influence on the decision reflected in the July 29 telegram.

A great deal of anecdotal evidence was offered after the war.
Ioannidis recalled that he had had a private talk with Tschernichev
"just before the Central Committee meeting." When Ioannidis
told him that the KKE was prepared to fight the British, the
Russian made a "face (gvcx voracpacipa)" which convinced Ioan-
nidis that he considered this a ridiculous idea." Partsalidis, in his
memoirs, said that the Soviet mission merely sought information:
"It had no message to deliver."" On the other hand, Partsalidis
told Loulis, the Greek historian, that Popov indicated "by his
general attitude" that he favored the KKE joining the government
in Cairo."

During a private talk in Moscow in 1958, Colonel Popov is
reported to have told Komninos Pyromaglou, the former second-
in-command of EDES, that "his task had been to make the KKE
enter the Papandreou Government," But he also asked Pyro-
maglou not to quote him, and, so, Pyromaglou kept silent until
1975. 64

The KKE decision to accept the Lebanon agreement
and how it was announced to Cairo

In his elaborate account, Thanasis Hatzis claimed that the

"Telegram dated 15.8.44, OSS Pericles Report.
31Ioannidis, Anamniseis, p. 250.
32Partsalidis, Dipli Apokatastasi, p. 111.
3.3John Loulis, The Greek Communist Party 1940-1944, p. 141.
64Matthias Esche, Die Kommunistische Partei Griechenlands 1941-1949, P.

142, note 142.
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communist leaders agreed to accept the Lebanon terms and to join
the government in Cairo as early as July 24, 1944, at a meeting
of the Politbureau in Ioannidis's house where Siantos, Ioannidis,
Partsalidis, Zeugos, and Hatzis were present. According to Hatzis,
it was Ioannidis who insisted that the KKE simply had to agree
to send ministers to Cairo: otherwise, the result would be a civil
war in which the British were bound to become involved. Siantos
preferred an uncompromising line, but he finally deferred to the
majority view of those present. 65 There are stories which tell of a
violent disagreement between Ioannidis and Siantos on this issue;
in some stories, however, their roles seem to be reversed, Siantos
being the proponent of compromise and Ioannidis being the
hard-liner." Neither the precise occasion nor the substance of the
argument can be established with any certainty; therefore, the
stories only show that tempers were frayed.

I believe that Hatzis was wrong in placing the decisive Polit-
bureau meeting on July 24. Such a date corresponds with his date
of July 17 for the return of the delegates from Cairo, but this
date also seems too early. In my opinion, other, more trustworthy
evidence points to July 27 as the date of the crucial Politbureau
meeting. A lengthy political report by Couvaras, dated July 27,
1944, suggests that the period of uncertainty lasted at least until
that day:

In the opinion of a moderate member of EAM, a real crisis
is taking place in PEEA, and on its outcome depends in
large measure the trend of future events in Greece. Svolos
is urging that EAM participate in the Cairo Government,
and has stated that he will resign if it does not. If Svolos
resigns, at least four other members will follow suit. The
significance of such resignations has given the EAM ex-
tremists pause for thought. EAM moderates hope that the
difficulty of the present situation, combined with the in-

65Hatzis, II, 466.
66Dominique Eudes: Les Kapetanios, pp. 205-6. Disagreement between Siantos,

normally quiet and soft-spoken, and Ioannidis at one point reached such intensity
that Siantos drew his revolver and brandished it in the face of Ioannidis, saying:
"From this" (meaning the muzzle of the gun) "comes the party-line." Mantakas
was an eyewitness to this scene which may, however, be interpreted in various
ways (conversation with Despotopoulos).
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fluence of the Soviet Mission, will compel EAM to recon-
sider their position and enter the Cairo Government, pro-
vided that a face-saving solution can be found. It is thought
that if the Cairo Government could find some minor con-
cession to make, the negotiations for EAM's entry into the
government could be reopened successfully, thus averting
a bloody civil war, unmistakeable [sicj signs of which are
seen everywhere. It is the opinion of many people that the
present difficulties are a result of EAM's mishandling of
the unity negotiations from the beginning. Prominent Com-
munists at PLEA HQ evidenced open anxiety, and refused
to comment on the situation. As far as is known, however,
EAM actions have not been inspired by the Russians, and
the only direct communication between Greek Communists
and Russia up until the arrival of the present Mission seems
to have been the meeting of EAM delegates with the Soviet
Ambassador in Cairo. The Mission was therefore doubly
welcome.'

Couvaras was by far the best-informed foreign observer at
KKE headquarters, and his report suggests that internal agree-
ment among the communist leaders had not yet been reached
by the time he wrote it. One of the "prominent Communists"
quoted was probably Ioannidis, who was Couvaras's usual source
of information on KKE matters."

Couvaras's report agrees with other documentary evidence, soon
to be published, according to which there was a meeting of the
PEEA on July 27. It lasted from 4:00 o'clock in the afternoon
until late, but there was no conclusion reached. According to the
same source, the PEEA meeting continued on the following day,
July 28, and ended with an agreement to join the Cairo govern-
ment on condition that Papandreou resign." If KKE General
Secretary Siantos, in his capacity as Secretary of the Interior in

67Couvaras, OSS telegram dated 27.7.44 (same telegram as the one quoted in
note 50).

68Conversation with Couvaras, Nov. 1978.
68This information and a great deal of other material corroborating the sequence

of events presented in this paper will be published by M. S. Macrakis in a forth-
coming paper on the "Russian Mission on the Mountains of Greece, Summer of
1944."
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PEEA, was able to approve such a decision on July 28, the inner
circle of KKE leaders must have reached a private agreement
sometime between the Politbureau meeting on the 27th and the
meeting on the 28th.

When Bartziotas arrived at the KKE headquarters July 28
for the meeting of the Central Committee, Ioannidis told him
about a "stormy" meeting of the Politbureau in which "every-
body wanted Rousos to be shot."" Petros Rousos's own account
of the meeting (which he dates vaguely to "the end of July")
gives the impression of a less violent atmosphere, but he does call
it "one of the most stormy" of Politbureau meetings and does not
hide the fact that he was subjected to heavy criticism.'

Although tempers were frayed and there might have been a
tendency toward accepting the Lebanon agreement, all the evi-
dence cited here suggests that the Politbureau meeting on the
27th did not come to any definite decision. On July 28, the follow-
ing day, the Central Committee met to discuss the political situa-
tion. Existing accounts of this meeting (however different) all
give the impression that the Politbureau had, somehow, reached
an agreement by then, and was presenting the Central Committee
with a fait accompli (although nobody was willing to admit this
fact) .72

It is interesting that Ioannidis's private talk with Col. Tscher-
nichev, during which the Russian officer's mimicry at the idea of
the KKE fighting the British made such a shattering impression
upon Ioannidis, might well have happened during the evening of
July 27.73 And it seems probable that Siantos, Ioannidis, and the
other Politbureau members had made up their minds when the
Central Committee meeting began on the 28th. But it should be
noted that the message in which the decision was communicated
to Cairo was not drafted until July 29, after the end of the meet-
ing of the KKE Central Committee. 74 That message announcing
the momentuous decision was dated July 29 and was signed,

"Vasilis Bartziotas, Ethniki Antistasi, p. 275.
71Petros Rousos, I Megali Pentaetia, II, pp. 189-192.
"See below, pp. 102-107.
"Ioannidis told his interviewer that it was "just before the meeting of the

Central Committee" (cf. note 61).
74See below, pp. 104-105.
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"Svolos for PEEA, Siantos for KKE, Partsalidis for EAM.""
It was transmitted over the British wireless link to Cairo to British
headquarters, which was asked to pass it on to the president and
the vice-president of the Greek government and "also the remain-
ing representatives of parties.""

Another copy was sent in Greek by Couvaras to the OSS in
Cairo. This copy is known to have been sent in two parts, the
main part on July 31 (because radio contact could not be estab-
lished on the 30); a supplement containing the names of the
five men appointed as ministers was sent on the following day,
August 1.' It is not clear precisely when the message was sent
by the British; at any rate, it was not delivered to the Greek
government until August 3.78

The telegram itself does not give any clue as to how or when
the decision had been reached. It began by stating the desire "of
all parties, organizations and the broadest section of popular
opinion" for "the full application of the Lebanon agreement."
After a long paragraph in which Prime Minister Papandreou
personally was blamed for "the misunderstanding and distrust

751t is intriguing that the Greek text of this telegram does not seem to be
published anywhere, although reference is made to it in several published docu-
ments:

a. An EAM proclamation dated 15.8.44 opens with the words: "The Central
Committee of EAM, by its announcement of 29th July, made known its
decision to take part in the coalition Government. . . ." (Kimena tis
Ethnikis Antistasis, I, p. 106, KKE Episima Kimena, V (1974), p. 459.)

b. A proclamation by PEEA, dated 1.8.44, which to a large extent reproduces
the contents of the July 29 telegram, refers to "the telegram of the day
before yesterday." (KKE Episima Kimena, V, pp. 583-85, Kimena tis
Ethnikis Antistasis, II, pp. 227-229.)

c. A proclamation by the KKE Politbureau, dated 17.8.44, refers to "our latest
position, which was communicated to Cairo in the telegram of 29th
July. ..." (KKE Episima Kimena, V, p. 249.)

d. An EAM message dated 15.8.44, announcing the decision to drop Papan-
dreou's resignation as a condition for entering the Government, refers to
"Our telegram no. 85 of 29th July." (EAM White Book, p. 9.)

76An English translation of this telegram, "dated July 29th from a W/T
station at ELAS GHQ," was forwarded by SOE London to the Foreign Office on
5.8.44. FO 371/43691, R 12486.

77Telegram from Pericles quoted in: "Report on the Pericles Mission, by Lt.
Carl Devoe," August 25, 1944, Cf. note 88.

"The diary of Panagiotis Kanellopoulos for 3.8.44 (p. 592) makes it clear
that the demand for Papandreou's resignation was not unwelcome to some Greek
politicians in Cairo: "Venizelos is ready to fall into the trap set up by the Eamites."
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which have hindered negotiations for a Government of National
Unity," the telegram continued:

We have decided unanimously, in an endeavour to dis-
cover a solution and in an insistent desire to avoid a clash
of parties and organisations of the struggling nation, on
the following:

We are ready to implement the Lebanon agreement imme-
diately by participating in a Government of National
Coalition under a different Premier. In co-operation within
the Government, an atmosphere of mutual understanding
will be created and every question will find itself a suitable
solution.

In order to fulfil [sic] the above objects of negotiation,
the following representatives have been nominated to take
part in the Government on behalf of PEEA, EAM and
KKE: Svolos, Zeugos, Askoutsis, Porphyrogennis and Tsiri-
mokos."

The reference to "a unanimous decision" and the signatures
under the telegram obviously implied that the decision was en-
dorsed by the KKE as well as by EAM and PEEA. What this
meant in fact, in the small world of Petrilia, was that KKE
leaders had finally bowed to the wishes of Svolos and his group
of moderates. The evidence presented here shows that this hap-
pened at a time when Rousos's report of what the Soviet diplo-
mats had said in Cairo and the first contacts with the members of
the Soviet military mission both had made an impact.

The date of the KKE Central Committee meeting:
July 28/29 or August 2/3,1944?

In all official KKE documents, the date of the last Central
Committee meeting before liberation is given as August 2-3, 1944,
i.e., well after the date of the message in which Svolos, Siantos,

"The quotation is from the British version of the telegram. Cf. note 76.
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and Partsalidis informed Cairo that they were ready to enter the
government." Vasilis Bartziotas, however, has written that the
meeting in fact took place earlier, on July 28-29, and that the
other date was published for security reasons.

There are five eyewitness accounts describing what happened
at this meeting. These are by Thanasis Hatzis, Ioannis Ioannidis,
Petros Rousos, Vasilis Bartziotas, and Kaity Zeugou." (Mitsos
Partsalidis, although present at the meeting, did not give any
account in his memoirs.) Three of the five accounts—those by
Hatzis, Bartziotas, and Rousos—are detailed and even dramatic.

Both Hatzis and Rousos explicitly wrote that the meeting took
place on August 2-3, while Kaity Zeugou dated it as July 28-29.
The difference is not due to carelessness. Hatzis wrote:

The meeting of the Central Committee of the KKE, which
had been called for the 29th of July, began its work in
the morning of August 2nd at the seat of the Politbureau
of the Central Committee of the KKE, which was then at
Petrilia. The delay was due, firstly, to the fact that the
representatives from the Central Committees in Athens
and Piraeus had arrived late, and secondly to the arrival
of the Soviet Military Mission."

At the end of his very detailed account (which takes up some
twelve large pages), Hatzis concluded: "The meeting of the
Central Committee, the last one during the occupation, ended
in the early hours of August 4 (sc. by a decision of who were to
be sent to Cairo as Ministers) .""

Rousos's dating agrees with that of Hatzis, although the two
authors describe their own respective speeches and the general

"a. Proclamation by the Central Committee of the KKE, dated 3.8.44: "On
2-3 August the Central Committee of the KKE held a meeting somewhere in Free
Greece ..... (KKE Episima Kimena, V, p. 244).

b. Decision from the same meeting, dated 3.8.44. First published August 1944.
81Rousos, II, pp 205-212.

Ioannidis, p. 254ff.
Hatzis, II, pp. 482-494.
Bartziotas, pp. 274 -282.
Kaity Zeugou, pp. 286-88.

82Hatzis, II, pp. 482-3.
82Ibid., p. 494.
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behavior at the meeting very differently. According to Hatzis,
his own speech and analysis of the situation was penetrating, but
Rousos cut a sorry figure. Rousos does not mention any important
speech by Hatzis; in contrast, Rousos's defense of his controversial
conduct at the Lebanon meeting is presented as vigorous.

Vasilis Bartziotas not only dated the meeting earlier, but also
provided a plausible explanation:

The meeting of the Central Committee took place in the
house of Ioannidis. It began on 28th July and ended on
29th July. On the 30th and 31st of July all the members
of the Central Committee left, in order to travel to their
various districts. In the official announcement from the
Central Committee about its meeting it was deliberately
said that it took place on 2-3 August in order to protect the
safety of the members of the Central Committee who were
to return to the occupied areas. In fact, when the resolution
'All to arms' was made public, we had already re-
turned . . ."

Bartziotas also described in great detail how he travelled from
Athens to Petrilia in the company of Kaity Zeugou, both disguised
as black marketeers. According to this itinerary, they arrived at
Petrilia in the evening of July 28, together with Karagiorgis (who
joined them on the way) . Bartziotas was immediately taken to see
Ioannis Ioannidis, who told him that they had come "in time"
for the Central Committee meeting and then gave Bartziotas an
account of a dramatic Politbureau meeting, which had taken
place the day before, i.e., on July 27."

Historians must choose between Bartziotas's date and the
"official" date supported by Hatzis and others. The choice is of
interest for two reasons: first, because it determines whether the
meeting of the Central Committee took place before or after the
"fateful" telegram of July 29 was sent; and, secondly, because the

84Bartziotas, p. 275.
85Bartziotas, p. 275. It should be noted that Bartziotas, in a chapter heading

(p. 265), speaks of The Central Committee meeting of the KKE in Free Greece
on 2-3 August 1944." This, of course, is the "official" designation of the event.
Cf. also p. 211, where Bartziotas, in passing, refers to the meeting "of 2-3 August."
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credibility of some important sources (notably Hatzis and Bart-
ziotas) is affected by the answer.

I believe that the meeting took place on July 28 -29, 1944, on
the basis of the following evidence:

1. according to Kostas Despotopoulos, who was legal and
political advisor at ELAS general headquarters in 1944, it
was a common practice of the KKE during this period to
publish false dates for important meetings as a security
measure ;86

2. Despotopoulos informed me that it was he who drafted
the telegram of July 29, 1944, and that he remembers doing
this "immediately after the end of the Central Committee
meeting which had not produced any draft for this, but
had left it to the care of the Politbureau"; 87 and

3. all accounts of the meeting agree that the five men who
were to be sent to Cairo to join the government on behalf
of PEEA, EAM, and the KKE were chosen at the end of the
meeting. Hatzis wrote that they were chosen "in the early
hours of 4th August." Costa Couvaras, the American OSS
officer, was able to transmit the names of these five men
on August 1 in a message which was supplementary to the
"29th July telegram," which Couvaras transmitted on July
31." The diary of Panagiotis Kanellopoulos indirectly
supports this: Kanellopoulos noted that he met a Greek
government official, D. Petrou, in Cairo on the afternoon of
4th August. Petrou told him that "the American service
had positive information that EAM had already chosen its
ministers." If, indeed, that had happened on the same
morning, I do not believe the information could have
reached Mr. Petrou by the afternoon."

It seems to me this evidence makes it practically certain that
Bartziotas's chronology is correct. But if the wrong date of August

88Letter from Kostas Despotopoulos, 14.7.1982.
87As note 86.

88"Report on the Pericles Mission by Lt. Carl Devoe," 25.8.1944: "On 1
August he [Couvaras) transmitted an addition to the EAM cable mentioned above."

89Panagiotis Kanellopoulos, Diary (4.8.44), p. 594.
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2-3 was merely a security measure, it remains to be asked why
it has been retained in Party documents and why it has been so
vigorously defended by Hatzis.

There might be underlying differences of a personal nature,
which I have not tried to investigate. One cannot fail to notice
the disagreement as to whether the delegates from Athens were
"late" for the meeting; and Bartziotas's explicit claim that he
was ordered by Siantos to prepare to take power in Athens at
liberation might not be acceptable to all. But surely the date of
August 2-3 is more convenient politically, because it makes it
possible to claim that the decision to enter the Cairo government
was the work of a very few people in the Politbureau, and that
it was presented to the Central Committee only as a fait accompli
which the Committee had no chance to alter.

The consequences of accepting the earlier date are serious vis-
a-vis the credibility of Hatzis's account of the meeting. Hatzis
not only misdated the arrival of the Soviet mission and the meet-
ing of the Central Committee; he also insisted that these wrong
dates were correct. Indeed, Hatzis's account of one major episode
in the meeting can be accurate only if the chronological sequence
was, indeed, as he claimed. According to Hatzis, on the first day
of the meeting, there were many questions just after Siantos's
introductory speech: one of them was whether the meeting had
been called to decide upon the line to be followed, or whether it
was meant to lend its authority and take responsibility for a
decision already made by the Politbureau. Ioannidis answered
that the Central Committee was free to decide. At this point,
Karagiorgis rose from his seat and said that "yesterday morning"
(i.e., the morning of 1 August, according to Hatzis's chronology)
he had been given a statement by Svolos dated August 1 in which
Svolos announced, "in complete agreement with EAM and KKE,"
they would enter the government of national unity. In his state-
ment (which Karagiorgis read aloud), Svolos also referred to
"the telegram of the day before yesterday" sent to the government
in Cairo. Karagiorgis asked what this was supposed to mean.
Because nobody else spoke, Hatzis rose and said that the Central
Committee of EAM had not discussed any such message, and did
not agree to it. Siantos was then forced to admit that the secretariat
of the Politbureau had felt itself compelled to make this conces-
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sion, because otherwise PREA and EAM would have split. EAM
had not discussed it, because the general secretary (Hatzis) had
been absent. Hatzis then rose again to express his disagreement and
said that he had been asked to sign such a message on July 25,
and that he had refused."

This very colorful account certainly leaves a strong impression
upon the reader's mind. Yet it cannot have happened in this way,
because the discussion took place before the July 29 telegram had
been drafted. Undoubtedly, the important decision was taken by
the inner circle of KKE leaders alone, and it very likely was
made before the meeting began but had not yet been carried into
effect.9 ' Therefore, the whole of the Central Committee must
carry the responsibility for a decision which was, no doubt, a "mis-
take," in the sense that it ultimately led to political disaster for
the KKE.

Some conclusions

I have tried to illuminate in this paper the circumstances in
which the Greek communist leaders made their decision to accept
political cooperation with their opponents, rather than to use
force. It is obvious that a reconstruction of events, however
detailed, will not answer the question of why they made such
a decision or what relative weight the various arguments carried.
It does not tell whether the pressure of Svolos's threat to resign,
or Rousos's report of Soviet advice in Cairo, or the advice offered
more or less openly by the Soviet military mission, or the uncer-
tainty about British military intentions had the major impact.
Surely all of these factors played some role.

It must also be remembered that the communists' decision to
enter the government in Cairo was merely one aspect of KKE
policy at this time. The military option was still open. This is
clear from the instructions to Bartziotas (at the end of the Central
Committee meeting in late July) that he should prepare to seize

90Hatzis, II, pp. 485-86.
91Perhaps one could say that Hatzis's account possesses a kind of "poetic" truth,

inasmuch as the attitudes of the Politbureau members, who had indeed made up
their minds already, may well have been as he describes them.
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power in Athens when the Germans left; and the ELAS attacks
during September against the security battalions as the Germans
retreated make political sense only if the KKE still contemplated
a military solution. 92

Rather than point to any answers, this chronology study
makes it possible to rule out some interpretations and support
others. It is impossible to claim that the officers of the Soviet mili-
tary mission could not have had any influence upon the decision
to join the government, and it is also impossible to present this
decision as a fait accompli which had already been put into effect
before the KKE Central Committee was given a chance to discuss
it.

It might be useful to present a summary of the chronology
which I believe to be correct (disputed dates are in italics; numbers
refer to page numbers) .

June 7-8	 Rousos and Porphyrogennis visit Solod in
Cairo and ask for Soviet advice

June 17-18 Rousos receives Soviet advice from Solod
June 25	 Col. Popov and the mission said to arrive

in Montenegro from Russia
July 6	 Papandreou states that attempts to reach

unity are over
July 7	 Angelopoulos visits Soviet embassy in Cairo

and is told negotiations "ought to succeed"
July 8	 Angelopoulos again called to Soviet

embassy and advice reinforced
July 12	 ELAS reported to "expect a Russian sortie"
July 14	 Svolos's parting interview with Leeper ;

delegation leaves Cairo
July 14/15 During the night, Popov and the Soviet

mission arrive in Bari by air
July 19	 Unidentified plane flies over Neralda

airfield
July 22	 KKE/PEEA delegation returns to Petrilia

(5)
( 5 )

(9 )

( 5 )

(5)

(6)
(10)

(6)

(9)

(10)
(6-7)

920n these events, see Lars Bterentzen: The Liberation of the Peloponnese,
September 1944.



(16)
(16)

(16)
(16, 19)

(13A)
(20)
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Soviet air force commander at Bari requests
permission for training flight
(late evening) Popov mission arrives at
Neraida
(evening) Popov mission arrives at
KKE/PEEA/ELAS headquarters
KKE Politbureau discusses Rousos's
report at stormy meeting
	 (15-16, 20)

loannidis impressed by Tschernichev's
"face" at the idea of the KKE fighting
the British
Indecisive meeting of PEEA
PEEA meeting agreed to send ministers
to Cairo
KKE Central Committee meeting begins
Official ELAS proclamation of Soviet
mission's arrival
KKE Central Committee meeting ends
Message drafted accepting Lebanon terms
signed Siantos, Svolos, Partsalidis
Popov, Tschernichev, Despotopoulos, and
Svolos at tea party with the British
Couvaras transmits main part of 'July 29'
telegram
Couvaras transmits names of ministers
nominated to Cairo government

The Arrival

July 23

July 25

July 26

July 27

July 27

July 27
July 28

July 28

July 28

July 29
July 29

July 30

July 31

Aug. 1

No account based on the study of archives can hope to emulate
the dramatic intensity or the wealth of details of eyewitness
memoirs. However, where such memoirs differ from one another
or differ with the documentary evidence, an examination of the
detailed sequence of events might help decide which version is
the more trustworthy. In the matter of KKE history at that turning
point in late July 1944, it seems to me that the memoirs of
Vasilis Bartziotas gain credibility from such an examination,
while those of Thanasis Hatzis appear to present a sequence of
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events which fit into the mold best suited to bring forth the
political truth as he saw it.

APPENDIX:

On the wrong dating of the Soviet mission's arrival by Sarafis, Rousos,
and Hatzis.

In his book ELAS (1946), General Sarafis, the military commander
of ELAS, gave a rather detailed account of the arrival of the Soviet mili-
tary mission (pp. 351 and 352 of the English edition).

I duly returned to GHQ on 27 July (sc. 1944) ... At GHQ I
was informed that Russian officers would be arriving by plane the
following day. (. . .) On the evening of 28 July a large Russian
aeroplane which had come from Italy, landed at the Neraida air-
strip and eight Russian officers carrying transmitters, petrol and oil
containers, etc., emerged from it. (. . .) they reached Petrilia on
the afternoon of 29 July.

It is well known that Sarafis's book was read before publication by
leading KKE members and may be considered a "quasi-official" account.
In the one existing chapter of his projected third volume of memoirs,
Sarafis wrote that he showed the manuscript of ELAS to Siantos, Makridis,
Papastamatiadis, and Despotopoulos, and that they suggested only two
alterations, in both cases the omission of a name (Sarafis, Meta tin Varkiza,
P- 38).

Concerning the circumstances and the date of the Soviet mission's
arrival, Sarafis's book was dearly the main source for both Petros Rousos
(I Megali Pentaetia, II, p. 198) and for Thanasis Hatzis. The latter
pointedly confirmed the truth of Sarafis's account of this event in his
important book, The Victorious Revolution which Failed. Hatzis quoted
Sarafis's account of the Soviet mission's arrival verbatim, with the comment
that Sarafis wrote this "with the dates and other information . . . on the
basis of the diary of ELAS GHQ." According to Hatzis, the notes in his
own private diary agreed with the dates given by Sarafis. Hatzis also wrote
that July 28 as the date of arrival was "verified from the statement by the
English lieutenant Cook, from the service at the airfield, made at the
Panthessalian meeting on 29th July." Conceding that "some historians
put the Russians' arrival on the 26th and say that they came by parachute,"
Hatzis denied this and even suggested a rather unconvincing reason for
the "mistake" (Hatzis, II, p. 478).

The only piece of documentary evidence which might be thought to
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support July 28 as the date of the Soviet mission's arrival is an official
announcement of this event, issued by ELAS general headquarters and
signed by the chief of staff, Papastamatiadis. This document is dated July
28, as quoted by Petros Rousos (I Megali Pentaetia, II, p. 199), and
the date is confirmed by a British document, a telegram from Lt. Col.
Edmonds, the BLO at Pendalophon in northern Greece, dated July 30,
1944: "In Pendalophon Square last night the following notice was pinned
up: (followed by an English translation of the text given by Rousos)."
(FO 371/43690)

No doubt ELAS's announcement of the Soviet mission's arrival was
dated July 28, but in my view this fact is proof, or something very near
proof, that the Russian officers did not arrive in Greece late that evening,
but earlier.

Hatzis made it clear why he attached such importance to his claim
that July 28 was the correct date of the Soviet mission's arrival: (II,
p. 480) :

After the war the arrival of the Soviet Military Mission has been
associated with the "fateful" telegram in which the leadership
accepted to send ministers to the Government in Cairo (. . .) but
the facts say the opposite. The "fateful" telegram was sent before
the Soviet mission had reached the seat of the ELAS HQ and of
PEEA, as is completely clear from the chronological sketch of the
Soviet mission's movements which Sarafis published at a time when
no suspicions had been raised, i.e. before there had ben any talk
of such a relationship.

It is hardly correct to say that "no suspicions had been raised" before
Sarafis wrote, for an official KKE statement published in Rizospastis on
August 24, 1944 [which Hatzis himself quotes on the following page
(II, 481)), explicitly stated that

Comments in the foreign press, reported in broadcasts from London
and Cairo radio, mention that the decision by PEEA, EAM and
KKE to participate on the Papandreou Government was taken
after intervention by the Soviet Union and the Soviet Military
Mission here.

Competent circles refute categorically these completely ground-
less assertions.

As early as August 1, 1944, The Times had reported the arrival of
a Soviet mission in Greece and added: "The probable object of the Mission
is to bring into line the recalcitrant Communists who now control EAM."



Venizelos and the Jewish
Community of Salonika,
1912-1919

by RENA MOLHO*

The aim of this article is to note Venizelos's pro-Jewish ac-
tivities in relation to the Jewish community and at the same time
to evaluate as well as to analyze the specific stance that was
adopted and firmly maintained, from the liberation of Salonika
in 1912 until 1919.

During the first days after the incorporation of Salonika, anti-
semitic incidents involving the army and the local Greek populace
were noticed, reflecting primarily a general expression of anger
because of the pro-Turkish stand by Salonika Jews and their
corresponding doubts as to what concerned the new sovereign
state. However, Venizelos's government promptly declared a
series of statements and simultaneously took steps through
which certain measures were established, aiming to inform the
Jews on what the official stand adopted on their account would
be. At the same time, it seems, the local government was given
explicit orders, which, promptly enacted, ended instantly and ef-
fectively all acts of violence against the Jews.'

Following the same policy, Salonika's prefect, Perikles
Argyropoulos, while addressing a group of Jewish representa-
tives who were visiting him at the end of November 1912, was
the first to declare the following:
''This article is based on an earlier version delivered in Greek at the second
symposium organized by the Kendron Istorias Thessalonikis (Center for the
History of Thessaloniki) on October 31, 1986, during the celebration of the
fiftieth anniversary of Venizelos's death. The author would like to express her
gratitude to the Memorial Foundation for Jewish Culture for its continued
support of her research on the history of the Jewish community of Salonika.

1Balletin de 1' Alliance 74 (1912): pp. 57-60 (unsigned). 1.C.-49. Letter from
the Chief Rabbi of Salonika addressed to Prince Nicolas of Greece, 26 November
1912. Archives of the Alliance Israelite UniverseIle in Paris (hereafter, A.A.I.U.).
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I am trying with all my heart to prevent all antisemitic
incidents that unfortunately blackened our glorious entry
into Salonika. The Jews can rest assured that in me they
will find a firm protector. I also declare, even at the risk
of being criticized, that, were a discrimination to be operat-
ed, it should be done in favor of the Israelites,* and should
it be necessary for their benefit to commit some minor
injustice, I would do it because I feel that we owe them
some sort of indemnity. 2

Also following the incorporation of Salonika, the Greek royal
family, obviously in accord with governmental policy, multiplied
its visits to the Jewish neighborhoods of Salonika. It is said that
Queen Olga systematically pursued the company of Jewish
"ladies" of the aristocracy, and at the same time applied herself
to welfare activities, resulting in the rise of her popularity among
the Jewish lower classes. 3 King George, addressing a seven-
member delegation of Salonika's Jewish leaders, whom he re-
ceived with extraordinary warmth, declared: "I am a great friend
of your nation because I have many personal friends among
your correligionists, both in Greece and in Copenhagen. When-
ever I visit Larissa, I stay at the house of a Jew, my friend
Hairnatchi Cohen. I will say it again, the Jews have in me a
great friend."

After a half-hour audience, the king reminded the Jewish
representatives to address themselves to him on any occasion
as the need arose, and declared he would be happy to be given
the chance to prove his friendly feelings toward the Jewish nation.

Still more specific and even more revealing is the published
declaration made by Venizelos himself just prior to the con-
ference at the end of the two Balkan wars. He was in London

*It is worth noting that the term "Israelites" is still common in polite usage in
Greece. This might be indicative of past religious prejudice that still survives
in - Greece; in other European countries, "Israelites" has been replaced by the
more general term, "Jews." I am the first to use the term "Jewish" and "Jewish
community" in 'a Greek bibliography.

2Letter from Dr. M. Cohen, a well-known lawyer of Salonika, to the president
of. the 'Alliance Israelite Universelle, 4 December .1912. A.A.I.U., I.C-49.

4lbid.
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for that occasion, and was interviewed there by the Jewish
Chronicle on the future of Jews in Greece's newly incorporated
lands. This same declaration was also published in and favorably
commented upon by the Jewish weekly review of Athens, the
Israelitiki Epitheorisis, in the issue put into circulation at the
same time (January 5/18, 1913):

Answering the question I am presented with, I am totally
in power to reassure you that all the Israelites, who live in
places which have been incorporated into Greece as a con-
sequence of the war, will enjoy the freedom and equality
and every political and civic right in exactly the same
way as they are enjoyed by the rest of the Greeks. The
Greek constitution will prevail in the liberated territories,
while by its explicit provisions, which have been put into
effect without fail and which have derived from the
innate dedication of the Greek people to liberal institu-
tions, it ensures everybody a complete equality of rights
as well as, without exception, an overall equality before
the law, guaranteeing its protection of individual worship
or national tradition to all, regardless of race or religion.'

The positive intentions of the government were reconfirmed,
on the one hand, by declarations stressing the benefits of Greek
sovereignty made by a Jewish committee representing other Greek
cities, which visited the Salonika community at Venizelos's in-
stigation, and, on the other hand, through the prompt govern-
ment announcement of special privileges and measures, which,
as we shall see, also secured in practice the prime minister's
promises. These measures were: 6

1. Exemption from military service in return for payment,
for a period of three years after the arrival of the
Greek army, without loss of voting rights.

2. The preservation of the Sabbath in the city of Salonika.

3. The right to participate in public administration.

Slsraelstiki Epitheorisis, Nos. 10, 11, 12, Dec./Jan. 1912-1913.

J. Saias, La Grice a les Israelites de Salortiqate (Paris: 1919), pp. 11-13.
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4. The right to continue keeping accounts in their own
language.*

5. The freedom of the Jewish press.
6. The possibility of collaboration between civil veterinary

officers and the specially-appointed shochet, ensuring
the observance of Jewish dietary laws.

7. Government allocations of 1,200 drachmas to Jewish
communities numbering more than 50 families, as well
as government allowances to various exclusively Jewish
associations, such as the athletic and Zionist club of
the Macabe.

8. Exemption from all taxes on imported unleavened bread
used during Passover, etc.

At this point, it is worth quoting the comments of the Salonika
Jews as regards the pro-Jewish policy adopted by Venizelos.
These are revealing not only because they characterize a specific
political stance, but also because they reveal the perplexity and
surprise of the Jewish populace, which was preparing to defend
itself decisively because of the disturbance created by antisemitic
events and because they expected a dramatic economic crisis to
follow the change in the status quo.'

It has been noticed that recently the attitude of the Greek
high authorities toward the Israelites reveals an excessive
eagerness to be pleasant to us and to predict our slightest
wishes.'

Also, the Salonika Jews, in their report to the Central Zionist
Organization stationed in Berlin:

Ever since the Greeks have settled in the city, they do
everything they can ... to remain. They aim to control all
governmental positions as well as services. To that end,

*Judeoespagnol
7Letter from D. Florentin to the Central Zionist Organization, 15 December

1912, Central Zionist Archives of Jerusalem (hereafter C.Z.A.), File Z3/119.
8Report written by J. Cohen, headmaster of the Gymnasium Allatini, to the

Alliance Israelite Universelle in Paris, 4 December 1912, A.A.I.U., C-49.
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they move from Greece numerous personnel, and behave
as definite masters, fully resolved not to cede any space
to anyone. They neither neglect anything nor let any-
thing elude them from the issues that could prove useful
to them at some instance, namely as an additional argu-
ment or proof on behalf of, or for the support of the in-
corporation of Salonika to Greece. There is no doubt that
the support of the Jewish community carries insignificant
weight in relation to their struggle and aspirations.

They, however, nevertheless, pursue it in order to
secure an extra advantage which could influence the
European public opinion to their benefit; they make the
most enticing propositions to the Israelites who constitute
more than half of the town's population; due to their
stubborn determination, they have managed to reduce the
antisemitic events which had taken place at the first
stage of the conquest. Venizelos, the prime minister, has
entrusted the most prominent Jews of Greece with the
mission to consolidate the trust among the leadership of
our community and to convince us of the advantages of
the Greek sovereignty. The provisional government is
vigilant in pursuing all the opportunities through which
it could force the gratitude of the chief rabbi and the
communal leadership which, in turn, could be favorably
publicized to its advantage. In a foresight so wisely put
forward, we would wish to reciprocate with matching
cordiality. We nevertheless maintain a concern, not so
much because the interests that dictate such an obliging
attitude to become friendly to us are so transparent, in-
sofar as the frailty of the hopes that could be based on
such artificial feelings is obvious, but because we are over-
taken by anxiety and panic when we consider the mag-
nitude of the economic decay which would stamp Salonika
if it became Greek.'

It is evident that Venizelos, being fully aware of the town
being essentially defined by the harmonious functioning and

90p. cit., as in 7; and letter from L. Carmona to the general secretary of the
Alliance Israelite IJniverselle, Mr. J. Bigart, 29 May 1913, A.A.I.U.,
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organization of the large Jewish community, had tried per-
sistently to support the town's Jewish population with the aim
of winning an additional argument for the ratification of the
incorporation of Salonika.

In the meantime, Venizelos's attitude managed to dissolve
the worries of the Jews, at least preventing violent outburts of
prejudice and discrimination which the Jews correctly feared
would follow incorporation. In addition, because the General
Zionist Committee decided to refrain from using its diplomatic
connections in view of the incorporation and, in combination with
the declaration of the First World War and the political priorities
which emerged in Europe at its close, the Salonika Jews were
dissuaded from reconsidering other possibilities that had been
advanced to them, either through extraordinarily well-organized
Bulgarian propaganda or through the most enticing rumor (in-
directly spread by Austrian diplomatic circles) on the probability
of the internationalization and neutralization of Salonika in ex-
change for the creation of a free zone for Austria. All this
bespoke possibilities that posed interesting alternatives when dis-
cussing the most opportune solutions in replacing the subverted
status quo.lo However, the Salonika Jews had lost interest, since
by 1916 Austria, formerly appearing to be pro-Zionist, revealed
itself indifferent to the Zionist movement by its alliance with
Turkey, and Bulgaria was aligned with the Axis!'

Meanwhile, the Jews had seen verified in practice the re-
liability of Venizelos's government during the second Balkan
War and the First World War, during which they were relieved
at not being drafted (in accordance with the privileges granted
to them by the Greek state). The government's intention was
also confirmed during the general elections of 1915 and 1916,
when the Jews, for the first time, actively participated in the
political process as full coequals with all other Greeks!'

Venizelos's goal, the peaceful incorporation and Helleniza-

10Letter from J. Nehama to the president of the Alliance Israelite Universelle,
19 May 1916, A.A.I.U., I.G-3.

11R. Molho, "I Evraiki kinotita tis Thessalonikis ke i Entaxi tis sto Elliniko
Kratos" ("The Incorporation of the Jewish Community of Salonika to the
Greek State," to be published in Middle Eastern Studies). Delivered at the First
Symposium of the Kendron Istorias Thessalonikis, 2 November 1985.

12/bid.
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tion of the Jewish element of Salonika, was materializing. But
in spite of his pro-Jewish policy, the national awakening of Jewish
society prompted them to vote against Venizelos and for
Gounaris, who stood in opposition to the Entente and the par-
ticipation of Greece in the First World War."

Although Venizelos knew he had but very few adherents
(192 votes) within Salonika's Jewish community, he still main-
tained his positive initial policy!' He used all possible means
to take care of the victims of the 1917 fire, during which 40,000
Jews were left homeless." Also, through his minister of foreign
affairs, N. Politis, he made official declarations stating his
enthusiastic support of the creation of a Jewish state in Palestine!'

The reconciliation of Salonika's Jewish population with its
new country was sealed by the first anniversary celebration of
the Balfour Declaration in November, 1918: 20,000 Jews took
part, only a small percentage of them being organized Zionists,
while the whole city was specially decorated for the occasion!'
It should also be noted that in March, 1919, at the initiative of
the Zionist Federation of Salonika and with a savoir faire un-
known to most European Jewish communities, the first Pan-
hellenic Zionist Congress was held in the city. Delegations from
most Jewish communities throughout Greece participated; as
well as local associations; all local Greek authorities were
also represented."

The establishment of an impartial attitude regarding the
Jews by the Greek government was noticed extensively abroad,
both in Europe (where public opinion, which had initially
condemned Greek sovereignty because of the incidents of violence,
was now turning)" and in Turkey, where, for the first time,

13See n. 10.
14L'Independent, No. 5, 17 June 1915.
18J. Saias, op. cit., pp. 52-66.
16Telegram from deputies M. Coffinas, D. Matalon, and Ch. Cohen to the

Central Zionist Organization, stationed at the time in London, 20 March 1918,
C.Z.A., File Z4/2088.II.

17Reuter's telegram 3 November 1918, commenting briefly on the grandeur
of the ceremony, C.Z.A., File Z4/2088.II: In the same file, see also the letter
from the Zionist Federation of Salonika to the C.Z.O. in London, 4 November
1918, giving a full report on the economy and describing in detail the way in
which the first Balfour anniversary was celebrated.

18/bid.
19J. Saias, op. cit., pp. 14-20. Included are eight letters by citizens of Salonika
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efforts were being made to initiate a close and sincere collabora-
tion between the Greek and Jewish minorities, as well as the
Armenian, which had formerly been antagonistic." This prospec-
tive rapprochement is easily understood, since both the creation
of the Jewish state in Palestine and the liberation of Greek cities
in Asia Minor could only be realized by the dissolution of the
Ottoman empire. The unique conversion of common political
interests quickly became obvious. Consequently, immediately after
the armistice and undoubtedly because of the prevailing atmo-
sphere in Greece, the Jews of Constantinople began consultations
with the Greeks and the Armenians there in order to lay the
foundations of a common struggle for the internal autonomy of
minorities within the Ottoman Empire.21 Their hopes were based
on the two articles of Wilson's declaration concerning minorities,
published in view of the peace conference in Paris. These articles
called for guaranteed fulfillment of national claims of minorities
as defined. 22

Originally, the initiative for the realization of this idea, which
aimed at the collaboration of the three principal minorities in
the Ottoman empire and which anticipated their coordinated
presence at the Conference for the common defense of each
minority's national claims, was taken by Dr. Is. Auerbach, the
general secretary of the Jewish National Council of the Zionist
Delegation in Constantinople. His proposal was enthusiastically
supported by S. E. Kanelopoulos, who was temporarily filling
the office of the Greek high commissioner. He, in fact, informed
the Jewish delegation visiting him that Venizelos was in total
agreement with this idea and that he was ready to proceed
to negotiations23

Following this, and after oral deliberations had taken place
between the Greek and the Armenian patriarch, the names of
the specially-appointed delegates were announced to the Chief
Rabbi of Constantinople. They hastened to meet their Jewish

which had been published in various international newspapers during 1915-1919.
20/bid.
21/bid.
22R. Molho, ibid., n. 27.
23J. Saias, op. cit., p. 15. Included in the text is a letter by Dr. Is. Caleb

to Prof. Weizman, president of the Central Zionist Organization in London,
14 February 1919.
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colleagues, and two meetings took place at that time. One was
held at the house of Dr. Papas, an influential member of the
Greek community, and the second in the house of Is. Tarante, a
member of the Jewish delegation. During these two meetings
the foundations of their collaboration were laid, as is revealed
by the following text:

The three races, which since ancient times have been
characterized by their great similarities in both cultural
structure and historical development, and which have
been equally tried by extensive hardships as well as harass-
ments, and which all three have overcome, are now sum-
moned to a new political life. In Turkey, they equally
represent the element of civilization against ignorance and
barbarism, which have impeded their cultural and social
development, especially for the two Christian elements,
which were the prey of indescribable persecutions and
martyrdoms. The Jews, even though they have not suf-
fered similar humiliations and cruelties, except during
the four recent years of the war when they also under-
went unjust hardships and inhuman persecutions from
the Government of Union and Progress, or the Unionist
government, nevertheless feel solidarity toward the Greeks
and the Armenians of Turkey in their struggle for
justice, civilization and their emancipation from the op-
pressive yoke. At the same time, although they do not
feel as hostile toward the Turks as the other minorities
do, because they are stopped by feelings of gratitude in
memory of the hospitality offered them by the sultan
in 1492, when they were expelled from Spain, they are
determined to fight against the Turkish element in the
same obstinate and intransigent struggle beside the two
Christian nationalities. This is why the Jews unite with
them, aiming to suppress all Turkish sovereignty and to
collaborate for the internal autonomy of their communities,
which is necessary for the social and cultural development
of each of them.

The three nations that accept the above will agree to
collaborate in every opportunity given to them in under-
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taking common action, guaranteeing to support each other
in their rightful objectives. Also the three nations, in the
hopes of a happier future of freedom and independence,
will each one support the objectives of the others regard-
ing what concerns their freedom and independence. Their
delegations will gather and will use all their influence
and possibilities in the space of the international political
arena in order to succeed in a coordinated effort for their
respective national claims according to Wilson's principles,
which are to be put into effect originally at the Peace
Conference and later on in the Family of Nations.

Once the objectives of these three nations, which con-
stitute the principal cultural, social, and economic nuclei
of the Near East are put into effect, they commit them-
selves to preserve the most friendly relations between
future Greece, Armenia, and Palestine."

In the same meeting, a common deliberation to ask the
Ottoman authorities for immediate demobilization, as well as
military service exemptions for non-Muslims agreed upon, which
took effect the following day."

In conclusion, because of the political line drawn by Venizelos
shortly after the incorporation of Salonika and adopted by all
governments between 1912 and 1919, the Jewish population of
Salonika became politically established, without encountering
problems from the state.

Unlike most Jews in other European countries and in the
Balkan states who tried to integrate culturally and, consequently,
politically within the sovereign states, the Jews of Salonika
eventually rejected the precedents of Western nationalism and
remained cultural differentiated. In this way, they supported the
policy of the Greek state, which (in accordance with its own
specific national claims) suggested a new attitude toward
national minorities.

The Greeks not only understood this seemingly contradictory
form of acceptance, but considerably encouraged it themselves.

243. Saias, op. cit., p. 18. Included in the text is a letter from Dr. I.
Auerbach to Dr. Is. Caleb, though both sender and receiver seem to be staying
at the time in Constantinople, 10 February 1919.

25/bid. '
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Having perceived that this was the only policy which could
avert the interference of familiar "protector" countries constantly
on the watch for similar opportunities, the Greeks understood
that this policy would induce a positive attitude on the part of
the Great Powers toward Greek sovereignty in the disputed
region of Macedonia.

Additionally, there were common political priorities which
dictated this particular line of Greek nationalism, and which in
turn resulted in the successful rapprochement of the two formerly
diverging minorities: they both aimed at the dissolution of the
Ottoman empire, because they were commonly defined through
clearly outlined national-religious characteristics. This mutual
goal was determined by their national claims, which stemmed
from similar historical rights in neighboring regions within the
Ottoman empire, and which were viewed by both nations as the
cradle of their respective civilizations. In the same area, there
were towns known for their high percentage of Greek popula-
tion; thus, the comparison between the Jewish minority of
Salonika and the Greek minorities of Smyrna, Prussa, and Con-
stantinople was unavoidable.

It is clear that the Greek state introduced a new political
reality vis-à-vis the Jews, according to which the sovereign state
was not threatened by the different minorities within it while
it embraced them as equal members; in so doing, it suggested
a similar attitude toward all Greek minorities, especially those
in the Ottoman empire. Meanwhile, this awareness served as
a basis for friendship and mutual support between the two prin-
cipal minorities of the empire, whose cooperation was essential
in their struggle to acquire cultural independence in areas where
the first signs of Turkish nationalism had already been manifest.

At this point Greek nationalism appeared creatively unifying,
in opposition to the Western model, which was violently dis-
ruptive. It would be of utmost interest, both for those specializing
in Jewish history and in nationalism, to examine the position of
the Jews within the Greek state following the Asia Minor
catastrophe, when the political priorities of the two emerging
nations ceased to overlap.



Myth and History in
Greek Folk Songs
Related to the War of Independence

by RIKI vAN BOESCHOTEN

Although some Greek historians use oral testimony as a
complementary source, oral history as a separate discipline is
terra incognita in the Greek academic world, and efforts at a
more theoretical introspection of oral history are lacking al-
together. One of the most exciting subjects discussed by oral
historians is the relationship between myth and history. Roland
Grele, following Warren Susman, has recently put forward a
challenging definition of these concepts:

Myth, with its utopian vision, its sacerdotal nature, its
elements of authority in answer to ignorance, doubt or
disbelief, functions as a cohesive element in society, in
contrast to history which, because it explains the past
in order to offer ways to change the future and serves
as the basis of political philosophy, becomes an ideological
tool to alter the social order. (Grele, 1985:139)

B. Malinowski, on the contrary, insisted on the ideological
function of myth conceived as a "charter," i.e., a tool of ideolog-
ical legitimation (1926:23,43). Other scholars have questioned
the utility of such a distinction on the grounds that myth and
history are often intertwined and that myth makes history by
shaping responses to historical incidents (Brown-Roberts, 1980:
6). For Claude Levi-Strauss, myth and history are not only
intertwined in the "savage mind," but merge into one, forming
a totality: "Le pro pre de la pewee sauvage est d'etre internporelle,
elle veut saisir le monde, a la fois comme totality synchronique et
diachronique." (1962:313)
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The main purpose of this paper is to contribute to this
theoretical discussion by examining Greek folk songs, known as
kleftika, related to the War of Independence (1750-1913).
Should they be considered as "history," i.e., as an ideological tool
used to change the social order, or as myth, i.e., either as a
"cohesive element in society" or as a "tool of ideological
legitimation"?

Kleftika relate the activities of the kleftarmatoli, armed men
who alternated in the roles of outlaws (klefts) and officially
appointed guards (armatoli), and they are focused on the con-
flict opposing them to both Ottoman and Christian power-
holders. To the extent that kleftika were composed under well-
known historical circumstances and relate concrete historical
events, they should be considered as historical songs. But we
should distinguish between history conceived as the narration
of historical facts and historical consciousness, which is produced
by an awareness of the molding effect of time and of human
action in time. Grele's conception of history is clearly related
to this second interpretation. Such an historical consciousness is
absent from kieftika, which are centered on the "here and now,"
and both the absent past and the anticipated future are lacking.
Kleftika are characterized by a circular conception of time, very
similar to the one which Bourdieu discovered in Algerian
peasants: "The `present' of the action embraces, over and above
the perceived present, a horizon of the past and the future tied
to the present, because they both belong to the same context
of meaning." (Bourdieu, 1963:60)

The absence of an historical consciousness seems to be a
prevailing feature of oral cultures not influenced by the written
word, and we might recall here what J. Vansina said about
African oral cultures:

La conception statique de l'histoire aboutit donc finalement
a la negation de toute causalite historique veritable. La
negation du pourquoi (predestination), la negation d'une
succession lineaire dans le temps (conception cyclique),
la negation de la chain causale (vue statique) aboutissent
finalement a l'absence totale de sens historique. (Vansina,
1972:11)
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Consequently, kleftika do not "explain the past in order to
offer ways to change the future" and cannot be considered as
history in the way intended by Grele. Neither are they historical
songs which offer an accurate account of the historical facts. All
attempts to analyze kleftika as to their historical accuracy have
failed, or, to say the least, have produced the most contradictory
results (cf. J. Baggaly, 1936, A. Steinmetz, 1929-1934). In fact,
most scholars agree, today that the historical facts mentioned in
folk songs should not be taken at face value. Their main func-
tion is not the narration of historical facts, but an ideological
one. Reality is codified according to the current myth (with its
sense of common beliefs) and historical facts are distilled into
a collective mnemonic code, which is structured and updated
to fit the present situation.

There is a continuous interaction between myth and his-
tory. I will examine how this interaction works in time by
juxtaposing the findings of J. Vansina and J. Hoover on the
process of memory-structuring in African oral cultures with
the results of a diachronic analysis of kleftika.

According to Vansina's research, the selection of historical
data occurs in three distinct phases. The first phase, which can
be compared with what the author has called elsewhere the
"initial testimony," is linked strictly with current events and, as
its main purpose is information, is rich in historical details.
However, it already includes a certain interpretation of the facts
and is, therefore, selective. "Most change or distortion appears to
occur soon after the events ... In broader terms, this is the phase
of oral history, of personal reminiscences." (Hoover, 1980:25)
Some events are dropped, because they lose their topicality, and
"others disappear because they lack the quality of becoming
interesting anecdotes" (op. cit.).

The second phase is a more gradual structural selection.
Some episodes are more apt to be retained and others
are dropped according to their fit with the larger culture;
some may be reattributed or added in a continuing effort
to make sense of the past. This is the oral tradition of the
Present Past.



128	 JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

Finally comes a phase of structural amnesia—the Absent
Past. Most detail becomes lost, and what remains tends
to coalesce around genesis figures and accounts of origin.
(Op. cit.)

In short, Hoover concludes:

The three stages of editing—initial structuring, collective
synthesis, and the transformation provided by a changed
semantic code—produce the distinctive types of testimonies
we associate with personal reminiscence, a society's Present
Past, and its Absent Past. (Op. cit.)

Obviously, there are some elements in these findings which
are specific to African societies, particularly the importance and
functionality of the past in the form of genealogies. But these
concern the way myth is used. This topic will be pursued in more
detail later on. At this point, we are concerned with the way
myth is structured. The diachronic analysis of Greek folk songs
poses some serious methodological problems which I cannot dis-
cuss here; however, as far as such analysis is possible, there are
enough indications to suggest that the structuring of memory
follows a process similar to the one described by Vansina
and Hoover.

Unfortunately, few kleftika were recorded shortly after their
creation. Therefore, it is difficult to analyze the phase of initial
structuring. However, the few songs which were promptly re-
corded show an abundance of historical detail and serve a mainly
informative purpose, conforming to the description given by
Vansina. Although it appears that these songs already are selec-
tive and include only part of the historical truth, the end result
is not that "most distortion appears to occur soon after the
events." In fact, the relation between armed men and villagers
is less idealized in these songs than in songs recorded later.
Written sources show that, in reality, this relationship was
often very tense and that the villagers saw more bad than good
in their supposed protectors. This conflict is mitigated or does
not appear at all in kleftika. But the songs belonging to the
phase of initial structuring often show heroes in a negative
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light, or even take sides with the so-called "national enemy."
For example, in the song about Katsandonis (4. 1805) re-

corded by Leake circa 1810, it is said that Katsandonis destroyed
villages and set fire to churches; the actual hero of the song is
his adversary, the Albanian Veli-Geka (Clogg, 1976:70). In
later versions the undisputed hero is Katsandonis, and that is
the image which has prevailed until today. A second example
concerns the uprising of 1854. In oral testimonies collected at
the time, the villagers referred to this period as a "destructive
hurricane" because of the looting 'by their supposed "liberators."
In the song recorded by Heuzey in 1856 (Heuzey, 1927:123),
Ziakas, the hero, is blamed for abandoning the village of Spileo,
which was consequently pillaged by the enemy. The song probably
reflects the very real resentment of the local population at the
time, but in later versions Ziakas became a national hero.

In the second phase, the phase of collective synthesis, songs
are elaborated according to a more gradual process of selection.
Most anecdotes are dropped, and only those elements are main-
tained which have a bearing on the present. Once this process
is completed, songs are less subject to change as long as general
historical circumstances remain unmodified, or, to put it more
correctly, as long as the performer-creator feels these circum-
stances have not changed. The majority of kleftika belong to
this phase, which corresponds to the Present Past defined by
Vansina. The myth of these songs is extremely coherent. The
reason for this coherence lies in the fact that the myth of kleftika
refers to a series of conflicts which were still relevant at the
moment of recording.

The period of decline of the Ottoman empire was charac-
terized by a piecemeal disintegration of the state machine ac-
companied by the increasing autonomy of local power-holders,
intermediaries between the Ottoman state were the peasantry.
The local power-holders on the Ottoman side were provincial
governors, tax-farmers, and landowners. On the Christian side,
the village elders had considerable power. Their main function
was tax-farming, which they did on the basis of a lease-contract.
But the exact position of the kleftarinatoli within this power
structure is unclear. Some of them succeeded in building up
political and economic power, comparable if not superior to
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that of the notables. This power was not directly based on their
role in the economy, but on armed force and on their strategic
alliances with powerful families. Therefore, it was extremely
fragile.

All of these groups were engaged in a fierce power struggle
on the eve of the 1821 Revolution. The main issue in this con-
flict was the appropriation of the rural surplus by the fiscal
domination of the peasantry. After the constitution of an in-
dependent Greek state in 1833, the kleftarmatoli gradually lost
their power, but the notables managed to gain control over the
newly-created state machine, and they continued to mediate
in tax-farming.

It is against this background that we should consider the
myth of kleftika. This myth puts great emphasis on the conflict
between kleftarmatoli and local power-holders, and in this it
reflects the specific reality of the Greek highlands in the
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. But this reality is highlighted
from a certain angle, emphasizing certain aspects and ignoring
others. From this point of view, the myth of kleftika is incon-
sistent with the historical reality as it appears in written sources.

In fact, historical evidence shows that the kleftarmatoli were
highly dependent upon the local authorities, not only when they
began to lose their autonomy after 1821, but even as early as
the mid-eighteenth century, when they were at the height of
their power. Even the kleftarmatoli themselves, in their private
correspondence, recognized cooperation with these authorities as
being one of the rules of the game. Thus, it might be concluded
that kleftika emphasized the hero's refusal to submit to any
authority but his own, only in order to conceal his relative de-
pendence on local authorities.

Another aspect of the myth of kleftika is the'fact that,
although the material issues involved in the power struggle
between kleftarmatoli and local power-holders are not ignored
completely, this conflict is transposed into a moral conflict in
which honor and self-assertion play a central role.

There are more discrepancies between the myth of kleftika
and historical reality. Political parties and factions are not men-
tioned at all in kleftika, though the chieftains played a significant
role in political events and were involved in political brigandage
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aimed at forcing the results of elections after the constitution of
an independent Greek state. The chieftains also allied themselves
with the leaders of political factions, some of whom were
elected to parliament. This means that their role in the political
oppression of the peasantry is hushed up in kleftika. Finally,
the peasants, who at that time formed the majority of the rural
population, either are not mentioned at all or are referred to
slightingly as the underlings. The peasants' main concern, the
land issue, is completely ignored.

It should be clear in this light that, in the first place, kleftika
express the aspirations of the kleftarmatoli to regain their former
privileges. In this sense, the myth of kleftika is clearly a tool
of ideological legitimation. The emphasis on honor should also
be viewed in this light. In fact, Jane Schneider, trying to explain
the function of the code of honor as a persistent means of social
control in Mediterranean pastoral societies, argues, "Honor can
be thought of as the ideology of a property-holding group which
struggles to define, enlarge, and protect its patrimony in a com-
petitive arena," and that "the problem of honor becomes salient
when the group is threatened with competition from equivalent
groups." (Schneider, 1971:2) To the extent that these aspira-
tions were in force during most of the nineteenth century, this
myth was still relevant during the entire period, and the past
evoked was clearly a "Present Past." This interpretation would
also explain the survival of these songs during the whole of the
nineteenth century. Having lost this specific function today, they
are often transformed into love songs.

At this point I would like to come back to the place of the
peasants in the myth of kleftika. Kleftika were not sung by
kleftarmatoli alone, but also by the peasants, in spite of the
fact that the kleftarmatoli appear in an all-but-favorable light.
In a certain sense, we can consider that the myth of kleftika
was a "dominant" ideology for the peasants, insofar that the
main aspirations expressed in the songs conflicted with the
peasants' own interests. Yet for the same reasons the peasants
both feared and admired the klefts, they also recognized them-
selves in the songs to a certain extent. One reason for this re-
sponse was the fact that the klefts and peasants had the same
enemies: both were dependent upon local power-holders. It was
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precisely to conceal this reality that the power conflict between
kleftarmatoli and power-holders was transformed into a moral
conflict, and this moral conflict which turned the kleftarmatolos
into a hero who symbolized defiance against the state and its
officials. It was this defiant attitude which legitimated the klefts'
action in the villagers' eyes. In this sense, the freedom of the
klefts was an ideal to which all villagers aspired. For those
peasants who did not become brigands and remained in the
village, the only freedom possible was a limited freedom from
abuses. This freedom was guaranteed by the kleftarmatoli,
providing us with a second explanation as to why the conflicts
between kleftarmatoll and villagers are mitigated in the songs.
The songs also recognized the villagers' limited right to take
the law into their own hands, and to punish those kleftarmatoli
who made excessive demands. These are perhaps the only songs
in which the villagers' own voices can be heard; in the main
body of kleftika, the villagers limit themselves to the role of
the silent majority.

It is only when the structure of society has changed profoundly
and oral singers become well aware of this change that the
ideological content of songs is likely to change. This is the phase
of "structural amnesia" in which the events mentioned in the
songs are no longer directly relevant to the present situation of
the audience. Two things can happen in this phase. Old songs
can be preserved, because they contain values which are still
shared by the audience (e.g., the attitude toward the family, the
sense of honor), or because they contain or have gradually
elaborated a thematic core of general meaning. Michael Herzfeld
speaks of the "erosion of identity" and concludes that "... the
more distant in time that historical events are, the less factually
specific do popular verse accounts of them tend to be. ... Once
the events in question were outside living memory, they were
gradually absorbed into a set of generalities." (1982;62-63)

However, what seems to be decisive in this process is not the
length of time passed since the events mentioned in the song
took place, but their relevance to the social experience and the
mental world of the audience. There are many songs recorded
in the second half of the nineteenth century which were obviously
outside living memory but were not a "set of generalities," instead
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containing the specific ideology I described above. On the con-
trary, the songs that contain such a thematic core of general
interest resulted from a long process of erosion, and should be
considered as "timeless." Although they might have been com-
posed originally to celebrate specific historical events, these are
no longer recognizable, and what remains is a theme of general
interest, such as the death of the wounded hero, the theme of
death and destruction, self-praise, or the seasonal movements of
transhumant shepherds.

On the other hand, it is in this phase of "structural amnesia"
that "transformations provided by a changed semantic code" be-
come possible: new songs are composed, or new values are in-
troduced into old songs, in order to express the new reality.
In 'the case of kleftika, a diachronic analysis made it possible to
determine this moment with relative precision, namely, at the
turn 'of the twentieth century. Songs composed in this period show
a certain number of innovative tendencies, both in form and
in content. For example, the use of rhyme is introduced and,
generally speaking, these songs show the increased influence of
literacy. So far as the content is concerned, the changed semantic
code reveals itself in the appearance of new concepts, such as
the reference to political institutions, the introduction of a
nationalist discourse, and the positive evaluation of the role of
the king. Moreover, the attitude to time is changed with respect
to the past, and we can see the anticipated future appear as a
time in which 'specific goals will be achieved (e.g., the conquest
of Constantinople, the gaining of national freedom).

Why this change in the semantic code? Because there were
changes in the sociopolitical structure and in ideological factors.
In both cases, the fact that the integration of the Greek state was
accomplished in 1913 is of utmost importance. Greece first gained
independence in 1833, but the new state embraced only a minor
part of its present territory, namely, Roumeli and the Peloponnese.
The integration of the Greek state was a lengthy process accom-
panied by upheavals and wars. The Ionian islands were added
in 1864, Thessaly in 1881, and Epirus and Macedonia after the
Balkan Wars. Kleftika flourished in the highlands of Roumeli,
Thessaly, Epirus, and Macedonia. Consequently, during the nine-
teenth century, a significant number of kleftika were composed
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in regions which were under Turkish rule and in which the
existence of an independent Greek state played a marginal role.

The integration of these regions into the Greek state implied a
significant change in the socio-political structure. Local self-gov-
ernment was abolished and replaced' y a centralized administrative
structure. Officials were appointed by the central government
in Athens and almost exclusively recruited among the citizens of
southern Greece. The former heroes of kleftika, who had lost
most of their power already, had no place in this centralized
structure, and the reassertion of old, never-forgotten rights upon
which the myth of kleftika is based had lost its raison d'etre.

The improvements in communications, the generalization of
primary education, and the introduction of conscription—to men-
tion only some of the most important factors—provoked a radical
change at the village level. The extreme social fragmentation
of a society based mainly on locality and family relations be-
longed to the past. Jack Goody has pointed repeatedly to the
consequences of literacy on (mainly) nonliterate societies (cf.
Goody, 1968, 1977). Among others, he has shown how the
distinction between myth and history and the emergence of a
historical consciousness are concomitant with the general dif-
fusion of writing (Good-Watt, 1968). Moreover, W. J. Ong
has demonstrated how the interiorization of writing produces
a different mode of thought: whereas oral discourse is additive,
aggregative, participative, and situational, written discourse tends
to be subordinate, analytic, objectively distanced, and abstract
(Ong, 1982:31-78). In fact, the changed semantic code of the
kleftika composed around the turn of the twentieth century is
due in part to the general diffusion of literacy: their syntax
tends to be more analytic and subordinate, abstract concepts are
introduced, and the songs are no longer dominated exclusively
by the "here and now." Instead, the past and the future are
experienced as different from the present, which points to the
emergence of a historical sensibility lacking in the main body
of kleftika.

But the generalization of primary education also had another
far-reaching consequence. If, on the one hand, it paved the way
to history, as argued by Grele, it barred this way with obstacles
on the other. The negative effects of writing were already under-
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stood by Plato. In his dialogue, "Protagoras," Socrates is "shown
to be suspicious of professional teachers and authors who have
turned wisdom into a marketplace commodity, a commodity which
is dangerous unless •the buyer already has 'understanding of what
is good and evil.' " (Goody-Watt, 1968:49) In modern times,
one way of describing the negative effects of writing is by "the
influence of dominant ideology." In Greece, primary education
had a major influence on the way villagers came to see their
own history and, indeed, on the transmission and contact of
kleftika. This vision was increasingly influenced by schoolteachers
and schoolbooks. And both books and teachers were largely in-
spired by nationalist ideology, as formed in the mid-nineteenth
century. According to this ideology, the heroes of kleftika were
represented as national heroes, fighting for national freedom,
fatherland and religion, and as descendants of their glorious
ancestors of ancient Greece. There was a great need to provide
a nationalist ideology based on universal symbols, which could
unite the extremely divided sectors of nineteenth-century Greek
society and, thus, legitimate the newly established nation-state.

This was not an isolated phenomenon. In fact, it should be
seen in the light of the discussion on "invented traditions" opened
recently by the historical journal, Past and Present. According to
Eric Hobsbawm, "invented traditions" are "a set of practices,
normally governed by overly or tacitly accepted rules and of a
ritual or a symbolic nature, which seek to inculcate certain values
and norms of behavior by repetition, which automatically implies
continuity with the past." (1983:1). This continuity with the
past is, however, largely ficticious. Invented traditions are "re-
sponses to novel situations which take the form of reference to
old situations." (1983:2) They are more likely to occur when
a rapid transformation of society weakens or destroys the social
patterns for which "old" traditions had been designed. Invented
traditions sprang up with particular assiduity during the nation-
building process in Europe, and Hobsbawm has given a fascinat-
ing survey of the various forms taken in different countries.
(1983:263-307)

The postulations of Greek nationalism do not resist a serious
analysis of kleftika, in spite of the fact that these often have
been manipulated or redrafted in a nationalist key. A few sig-



136	 JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

nificant examples serve to illustrate the contrast between official
ideology and the myth of kleftika. According to nationalist ideol-
ogy, the kleftarmatoli continued the traditions of ancient Greece.
However, the ancient past is never mentioned in kleftika, and
when the kleftarmatoli were openly confronted with their classical
past, they did not seem very impressed by it. Besides, the rural
population did not appear to have any memory of a classical
past, except for a conception of a mythical, superior race of
giants, called "Linides" [a distortion of Ellines /Greeks]. (see
Heuzey, 1927:31; Hoeg, 1925:53) .

Also according to nationalist ideology, the kleftarmatoli
fought for the fatherland and had as their only adversaries the
"national enemy," i.e., Turks and Albanians. Although it is true
that Muslim power-holders are mentioned as adversaries in kleftika
more frequently than Christian power-holders, nationality was not
a classifying factor for the division between good and bad, and
alliances cut across lines of national division. There are songs
which describe how Vlach villagers cooperated with a Turkish
guard against a Vlach brigand, how a Greek armatolos cooperated
with the Albanian Ali Pasha against another armatolos, how Greek
notables cooperated with the Turkish authorities and ordered
the murder of a Greek armatolos—'where as other songs equate
Christian notables with Ottoman power-holders. Moreover, many
songs narrate the attacks of Greek kleftarmatoli on fellow Greeks,
both notables and ordinary villagers. This reality of cross-national
alliance and/or conflicts is documented largely in written sources.
But the kleftika do not display a clear concept of national identity
or of the fatherland as such. In the sample I have analyzed,
consisting of 216 songs, the word "fatherland" (patrida) occurs
only once, in a song composed in the early twentieth century.
This song relates the death of Pavlos Melas in 1904: he was not
a kleftarmatolos, but a Greek army officer who set out from
Athens to take part in the Macedonian struggle.

National names are rarely used in kleftika. In older songs,
the terms grekos and romios are sometimes used (in ten songs) .
These are not related to feelings of national identity, but rather
are imbued with a religious connotation. The present term for
"Greek," "Ellinas," comes up in later songs. It is first documented
in a song recorded in 1858, and in the 216-song sample it occurs
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in eight songs. The word "Ellinas" no longer has a religious
connotation, but is linked with feelings of national identity and
national pride—increasingly so in the songs of the late nineteenth
century. The protagonists in all other songs are not identified
by their national or religious affiliation, but as individuals.

And yet terms as patrida, Romios, and Ellinas were used ex-
tensively in the literature of the time, widespread both in patriotic
songs and in official proclamations. Many of these proclamations
were signed by the kleftarmatoli themselves. Consequently, the
absence of these terms in kleftika is not because the kleftarmatoli
were unacquainted with these concepts, but because the constitu-
tion of an independent Greek state was contrary to their interests.
This hypothesis is corroborated by their actual behavior. At the out-
break of the 1821 Revolution, many kleftarmatoli were reluctant
to participate, preferring to cooperate with the Ottoman author-
ities in order to preserve their position of power. After the
revolution, some were so disappointed by the new reality in an
independent Greece that they chose to establish themselves on
the Turkish side of the border or took up brigandage. Indicative
of the attitude prevalent among the former kleftarmatoli are
the words of the brigands who kidnapped an English merchant
in 1881. To the Greek consul who asked them to release their
hostage for "national reasons," they replied that ".. . their father-
land (Moir) was their own interest, because their former father-
land had become worse than Turkey ... and until the end of
their lives their fatherland would be the solitude of the mountains."
(Koliopoulos, 1979:244)

Finally, nationalist ideology was largely inspired by the ir-
redentist doctrine of the "Great Idea," according to whidh the
entire territory encompassed by classical and Byzantine Hellenism
was to be reintegrated into the new Greek state. This concept
implied an extreme ethnocentrism and an aggressive and militarist
attitude toward the national enemy, an attitude that appears in
kleftika composed around the turn of the twentieth century,
especially in songs relating to the Macedonian. struggle and the
Balkan Wars. The introduction of these concepts can be explained
both by the influence of official ideology and by the fact that
Greek cultural hegemony was seriously challenged in that period
by the Balkan (especially Bulgarian) nationalist movements. It



138	 JOURNAL OP THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

was only then that the ideology of the "Great Idea"—and espe-
cially its Slavophobic element—acquired a concrete meaning for
the population of northern Greece.

The above examples show that, on the whole, the myth of
kleftika contradicts the image elaborated by official ideology, but
that this image was gradually incorporated into the later kleftika
that were composed at the turn of the twentieth century. I have
also shown this process to be the result of a "changed semantic
code" produced by the combined effects of a change in the socio-
political structure and the increased influence of official ideology
through education. Having described in detail the process by which
the myth of kleftika is structured, we can now return to the
questions I raised at the beginning of this article.

Kleftika have an immediate relationship to history: historical
events provide the raw material for the structure of the myth,
and historical developments determine the social meaning of their
content. Yet they do not express an objective historical truth,
but a social truth that varies according to the interpretation given
by the audience at any determined moment. In this aspect, the
content of kleftika is myth, not history.

What is the function of this myth? Does it function as a
"cohesive force in society" or as a "tool of ideological legitima-
tion" ? There are certain aspects in the kleftika myths that rein-
force social cohesion. I am thinking particularly of the importance
attached to family solidarity and shared religion, although I have
concentrated my analysis on the central part of the myth of
kleftika, i.e., that related to power relations. I have shown that,
from this point of view, kleftika myth clearly functions as a tool
of ideological legitimation of a specific group, namely, the
kleftarmatoll. I have also shown that, in spite of the specula-
tions on nationalist ideology, the myth of kleftika, as a whole,
did not function as a tool of ideological legitimation of the
nation-state.

Anthropologists have often objected to the functionalist ap-
proach of Malinowski and others, because, as they say, it em-
phasizes those aspects that contribute to the maintenance and
stability of the existing social structure and disregards aspects
-which could lead to a change in the social order (see Thompson,
1980:257) . To what extent did the myth of kleftika have such
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a stabilizing effect? The first remark to be made is that kleftika
are not centered on social stability, but on conflict, such as that
between kleftarmatoli and power-holders, between peasants and
kleftarmatoli, and between peasants and power-holders. The
society which originated kleftika was a highly conflictive society.
Secondly, we have to consider that, although the kleftarmatoli at
the local level might have held a dominant position, at least in
the eighteenth century, in society as a whole this supremacy was
only marginal and extremely fragile. As Asdrahas has pointed out
correctly:

. the economic basis of the armatoli does not allow
them to be integrated into the dominant group of land-
owners. Instead they have a dominant capacity based on
armed force and the practice of alliances with powerful
families ... , which can occasionally result in a dominant
position. But in other cases the group stays at the serv-
ice of the dominant class and limits its speculations to
marginal blackmail, (Asdrahas, 1982:245)

On the other hand, we should not forget that the attempts to
create an independent Greek state based on the principles of the
French Revolution—attempts that, for various reasons we cannot
discuss here, remained fruitless—were attempts at changing the
social order, and that most kleftarmatoli were clearly opposed
to these efforts. To the extent that klfetika emphasize the restora-
tion of the old order, they certainly had a stabilizing effect.

But what were the chances of a real social change in nine-
teenth-century Greece? The attempts at modernization came with-
in the framework of a change from above, from which the basic
social force, the peasantry, was absent. Neither the kleftarmatoli
nor the new state were concerned with the peasants' main de-
mands, the distribution of land and the establishment of a more
equitable system of taxation. No one spoke for the peasants, but
neither could they speak for themselves. I have already analyzed
the reasons why the peasants accepted the ideology of kleftika
as their own. I have also pointed out that the only freedom
they could aspire to under the specific historical circumstances
of the nineteenth century was a limited right to protection from
abuses, which was either guaranteed by the action of the
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kleftarmatoli against oppressive power-holders, or by their own
actions when they took the law into their own hands. It is only
during the period between the two World Wars that the pre-
requisites of history as "an ideological tool to alter the social
order" were formed. It is in this period that the peasants started
to "explain the past in order to offer ways to change the future"
and acquired autonomous expression in the form of the agrarian
populist movement. And it is no coincidence that history, as seen
by Grele, makes its appearance in the resistance songs of the
Greek peasants during the Second World War.
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