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The Aegean Crisis in the Spring of
1914, as Seen by Neutral Observers

by HAGEN FLEISCHER

The Libyan defeat by Italy and the disastrous outcome of the
subsequent first Balkan War caused a terrible shock in Turkey,
since the dominant role it had played in the Balkans for five
centuries crumbled within five weeks and nearly all its European
territories were lost.

Yet psychological conditions improved following the new
Young Turk coup in January 1913, as was seen by the relatively
better showing of the Ottoman army in the second Balkan War,
when Adrianople was recaptured in spite of the disagreement of
the Great Powers. In January 1914, the hero of Adrianople, Enver
Bey, a young officer and leading member of the most influential
Young Turk Committee for Unity and Progress, promoted him-
self to general, pasha, and minister of war.

Abundant self-confidence soon became manifest through the
attempts to achieve a partial revision of the territorial losses either
by negotiation or by manifold pressure. Turkish interest focused
on the strategically important islands along the coast of Asia
Minor, in particular Hios and Mytilene (Lesbos). As Turkish
and Greek aims were incompatible, both sides tried hard to get
international backing. In order to gain moral support, the rivals
accused each other respectively of suppressing national minorities
in their countries, and the exaggerated charges of the Sublime
Porte found no less worldwide response than those of Athens.

Temporarily, at least, both governments seriously pondered
the idea of war, since even the more moderate elements did not
remain uninfluenced by an oversensitized public whose feelings
were running high. In June of 1914, international opinion con-
sidered a final rupture imminent. When, after much diplomatic
activity, the crisis diminished, Europe considered with relief that
once more "peace was redeemed." However, the neutral public
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never penetrated the smokescreen of mutual accusations, although
an impartial inquiry had been agreed upon by all interested parties.
Since merely a single week intervened before the portentous
murder at Sarajevo, inevitably the previous crisis was over-
shadowed at once and soon forgotten. Yet this did not reduce
its importance for subsequent Greek-Turkish relations.

That is why this paper' will attempt to shed light on, first,
the real causes behind the expulsion or, as the Porte called it,
"emigration" of Greeks; with this, new evidence can be pre-
sented for the second question, i.e., which of the antagonists
instigated the war and with what motivation. Moreover, I would
like to examine which Great Powers or minor states carried on
a responsible mediatory policy and whether, on the other hand,
there was interference from any substantial foreign "war-monger-
ing instigations," as was suspected in some quarters. 2 With regard
to the Powers, this issue could serve as a criterion for the possible

1This study is the enlarged version of a paper presented at the Symposium on
Asia Minor at Anatolia College, Thessaloniki, July 1985. It relies primarily on
hitherto unknown neutral sources, i.e., the records of the Danish and Swedish
legations in the countries involved. Furthermore, on the part of the Powers, the
study relies on the pertinent German documents—published or not—and on British,
Italian, and Austrian newspapers. From the latter, which present a rich source
because of their always alert interest in Balkan developments, the Neue Freie Presse
(Vienna) has been chosen due to its relatively liberal and impartial reporting.
(E.g., its correspondent in Constantinople was once even arrested on the [certainly
exaggerated} charge of anti-Turkish bias.) To a much lesser degree, partisan
material has been consulted, namely in samples of the Greek and (foreign language)
Turkish press. This was certainly not done for factual evidence, but for a better
understanding of the heated atmosphere.

Among the few published accounts on this subject, helpful were the concise
survey by Georgios Leontaritis in Istoria told Ellinikou Ethnous, vol. XV (Athens,
1978), 12-15, and the recently published dissertation of Konstantin Loulos, Die
deutsche Griechenlandpolitik von der Jahrhundertwende bis zum Ausbruch des
Ersten Weltkrieges (Frankfurt, Bern, New York, 1986). There has also to be
mentioned the synoptic article by Werner Ziirrer, "Die griechisch-turkischen
Beziehungen im Rahmen der Grossen Politik 1909-1914," Siidost-Forschungen, XL
(1981). Concerning the records of the German Foreign Office, the original file
numbers in the Political Archives (PAAA) have been quoted only insofar as the
documents had not been included in the official edition: J. Lepsius, A. Mendels-
sohn Bartholdy, F. Thimme, eds., Die Grosse Politik der Europiiischen Kabinette
1871-1914, especially vol. 36 (II): Die Liquidierung der Balkankriege 1913-1914
(Berlin, 1926). Finally, an outstanding piece of oral history is: I Exodos, vol. I,
edited by the Kentro Mikrasiatikon Spoudon (Athens, 1980) which also refers,
although sporadically, to the persecutions of 1914.

2Greek mistrust was mainly aimed against one or another member of the Triple
Alliance (see also refs. 57, 72), whereas the Germans and Austrians accused
"panslavic" or even, expresses verbis, Russian instigation. (E.g., Neue Freie Presse
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presence of Machiavellian intentions, not hesitating to provoke
even a world war if that could further petty national aspirations.

Already in the May of 1913, the London Conference had made
a proposal to confirm Greek possession of all the occupied
Aegean islands apart from Imbros and Tenedos, but then, due to
Turkish opposition, a final settlement was left to the decision of
the Great Powers. As a consequence, the Turkish-Greek peace
treaty of November 1913 also left out the contention of the
islands. In December, the British foreign secretary, Sir Edward
Grey, broached that thorny issue again, suggesting that it should
be solved together with the evacuation of Greek-occupied northern
Epirus in favor of the newly created Albanian state. The Greek
government soon accepted this linking of issues, and within a few
weeks so did the Triple Alliance, though with minor reservations,
as well as the Triple Entente.'

During the decisionmaking process of the Powers, the grand
vizier and other Ottoman officials repeatedly announced that
Turkey would never accept such a "truncation." Apart from the
two "super-dreadnoughts" already ordered which, on their own,
would turn the balance in the Aegean, other warships were
sought after in the international market. Classes of reservists
were mobilized, and sinister threats were circulated through
diplomatic channels suggesting that if Greece insisted on the
seizure of Hios and Mytilene, it could lose Macedonia as well.'
That these threats were more than empty words was shown by
the continual diplomatic advances to the Bulgarians, who were
likewise eager for territorial revisions.' Moreover, there was cer-
tainly some discreet support in Constantinople for an initiative of
Turkish officers to stage a Muslim rebellion in Albania, thereby
installing a permanent menace on the Greek flank.'

Nevertheless, the only gain for the Porte was that the joint
[hereafter NFP], 18.2, 18.6.1914; quoted is always the morning—or first—edition,
if not otherwise noted.)

3NFP, 1.1., 5.1., 14.2., 15.2.14; see also: Leontaritis, 12-13.
4NFP, 3.1, 22.1.14; Utrikesdepartementet, Stockholm [Swedish Foreign Minis-

try Archives, hereafter UM): Swedish Legation Vienna, 21F/21.1.14. For the
dreadnought issue, see: Die Grosse Politik, [ref. 1, hereafter GP], 750.

SUDS, Swedish Legation Vienna, 21F/21.1.14; UDS, Swedish Legation Con-
stantinople, 19F/25.1.14; NFP, 3.2., 4.2., 7.2.14; and many others. Such an alli-
ance was favored in particular by Austria (e.g., Loulos, 353).

BUDS, Swedish Legation Constantinople, 6F/9.1.14; NFP, 8.1.14.
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Six-Power-Note of February 13/14 adjudged to it—in addition
to Imbros and Tenedos—tiny Castellorizo. All other northeastern
islands, including Lemnos and Samothrace, strategically important
because of their proximity to the straits, were ceded to Greece,
although with a demilitarized status and with the condition that
it not allow smuggling or propaganda carried out against the
Turkish mainland. Finally, both sides were requested to give full
protection to their minorities.'

Although this collective decision caused much disappointment
in Constantinople, the Turkish reply note avoided an outspoken
refusal to yield the islands, since there remained some hope that
they could be regained by an exchange with the Dodecanese after
their assumed redemption from Italian occupation.' Yet Rome
soon made it clear that it intensely disliked the idea of being the
loser in such a triangular bargain. 9 Greece, on the other hand,
more than once replied to all Turkish demands for direct nego-
tiations that it was ready to discuss all issues, if only the collective
opinion of the Powers concerning the archipelago not be dis-
puted!' At the same time, another Greek note asked the Powers
if they would formally guarantee to Greece the possession of Dios
and Mytilene and assume their safeguard, since the powers
imposed an unfortified status on the islands!'

In the following weeks, the six Powers encountered some
difficulties in agreeing once again on a collective answer. Grey
was prepared to exert even stronger pressure than mere diplomatic
persuasion on Turkey, if necessary, whereas Italy and Austria
showed much more understanding for the latter. Germany—in
spite of the Kaiser's actual "engouement"' for Greece—had to
take into consideration the objections of its partners in the Triple

iSimultaneously, the evacuation of Albania by March 31 was demanded (NFP,
14.2., full text: 15.2.14). Concerning Imbros and Tenedos, see Alexis Alexandris,
"Imbros and Tenedos: A Study of Turkish Attitudes toward Two Ethnic Greek
Island Communities since 1923," Journal of the Hellenic Diaspora, VII:1 (1980).

8NFP, 17.2.14; see also GP, 835; Loulos, 345-346.
9Le Temps, 30.4.14; GP, 835; UDS, Swedish Legation Constantinople, 83/

3.5.14.
loNFP, 24.2., 27.3.14; GP, 752-753.
11NFP, 22.2.14.
lzThe Turkophile German ambassador in Constantinople, Freiherr von Wangen-

heim, bitterly resented that Wilhelm II, after the Greek "casual victories" in the
Balkan Wars, "quite suddenly leapt over from [the Bulgarian tsar) Ferdinand to
Constantine" and from then on sentimentally supported Greece. (GP 760, 782).
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Alliance as well as its own long-term position in the Ottoman
empire as a cornerstone of ambitious weltpolitik aspirations. As
a consequence, the wording of the original (Entente) draft
obliging the Powers to use "all their influence" on the Turkish
government to respect the Greek hold on the islands was watered
down. When, on April 24, the common note at last was delivered
to Venizelos, the "Six" only promised "their friendly influence."'

Naturally, this undertaking presented only a weak substitute
for the guarantees asked for by Greece, especially since it, loyally
enough, had proceeded to the fulfillment of its own obligations,
i.e., its evacuation of northern Epirus and its demonstrative
repudiation of the co-ethnic government that had meanwhile been
established there by Zographos."

At that time, Venizelos already had opened negotiations with
the Porte, preferring this to the alternative solution of a preven-
tive war." In fact, such an adventure would have highly em-
barrassed the Powers—with the probable exception of Italy—and
even Greece's proven partners, Serbia and Rumania; whereas
Albania and resentful Bulgaria did not conceal their sympathies
for Turkey. As for Greece itself, it was doubtful how long it
could preserve its naval superiority, demonstrated so decisively
in the first Balkan War. Within a few months, the Ottoman
fleet would be greatly strengthened by a total of two or even
more dreadnoughts, while worldwide Greek efforts—from Chile
to China—to buy similar armored vessels had not yet proven
successful." Furthermore, the Greek government was alarmed by
Concerning Wilhelm's previous attitude, see Loulos, 371-372; see also refs. 17 and
28.

13The Times, 11.4., 24.4., 25.4.14; NFP, 25.4.14; compare also NFP, 29.1.,
14.2.14.

14Leontaritis, 12-14; NFP, passim; for the whole problem, see also George
Leon, "Greece and the Albanian Question at the Outbreak of the First World War,"
Balkan Studies, XI:1 (1970) and Basil Kondis, Greece and Albania 1908-1914
(Thessaloniki, 1976).

15GP, 758ff; Loulos, 346. On the other hand, Venizelos doubtlessly agreed
with the king, who warned the German ambassador, Count Albert von Quadt, "if
the negotiations with Turkey failed, Greece would have no other choice than to
declare war on Turkey, to prevent the delivery of the dreadnoughts." (17/27.4.14;
in GP, 767).

16NFP, passim (e.g., 5.1., 22.5., 11.6, 24.6.14). Most important were the
lengthy negotiations on the purchase of the armored vessels Idaho and Mississippi
from the USA. These battleships, although somewhat inferior to the dreadnoughts
ordered by Turkey, were considered by the king as sufficient counterweight, and
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information about the growing persecution of their compatriots
within the Ottoman empire. In case of war, their fate would
worsen still.

Consequently, Venizelos agreed with his pro-German foreign
minister Streit in adopting many of the proposals brought forward
by the still astonishingly grecophile Kaiser Wilhelm II and
Chancellor Bethmann Hollweg during their holiday at Corfu in
April. The Germans had tried hard to further a Greco-Turk
rapprochement and even a defense alliance, suggesting this as a
basis for closer diplomatic and military cooperation of the non-
Slavic Balkan states." It seems that Venizelos then had already
resigned himself to the elimination of the Greek population in
eastern Thrace, since this scheme apparently had been adopted
by the Porte. 18 Thus, at the end of April, he consented to an ex-
change of populations in Macedonia and Thrace, which was
agreed to by Constantinople, and he did not exclude a similar
solution for the Smyrna area.'®

The issue of the islands proved more complex. A Greek offer
to accept the installation of a Turkish consulate there, to which
extensive authority should be assigned, was rejected as insuffi-
cient." However, concerning the real Turkish intentions as well
as their minimum claims, the sources are somewhat ambiguous.
It seems rather certain that the grand vizier and other Ottoman
officials had suggested initially that they would be satisfied with
a status of suzerainty, since subsequently not only Venizelos, but
their delivery therefore was asked as an alternative solution instead of a preventive
war (GP, 828, 830). However, Turkish protests and a negative vote by the House
of Representatives delayed the deal, which at last was authorized thanks to Presi-
dent Wilson's personal intervention—but when detente in Turko-Greek relations
was already manifest. (The Times, 9.6., 15.6., 22.6., 24.6.14 a.o.). Probably not
quite unfounded was the mockery by the British Foreign Office about "the strain
to which the pacific principles of the US Government" were "subjected by the
prospect of getting the whole original cost of two more or less out-of-date battle-
ships." Quoted in Ziirrer, 132.

17GP, 755ff; Loulos, 347ff. As for the Kaiser's pro-Hellenic stand during the
whole period considered here, see GP, 760, 775, 788, 791, 808-809, 811, 815.
Compare also the opinion, shared by Bethmann Hollweg and the German foreign
ministry (von Jagow), mostly coinciding with the Kaiser's as to the practical
conclusions, but actually being more realistic (e.g., GP, 759-761, 774).

18At that time, the panicked Greek refugees already numbered as many as
20,000 (UDS, Swedish Legation Constantinople, 83/3.5.14).

19GP, 768, 792; The Times, 16.6.14.
20.1\ipp, 25.4.14.
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even the Kaiser, felt deceived." Indeed, when the Greek prime
minister consented to the alleged Turkish position, grand vizier
Prince Said Halim Pasha stressed the necessity for Greece to
accept the Porte's full sovereignty over the islands (except for
Crete) 22 Behind the scenes, the Turks promised that in such a
case they would make considerable concessions by granting exten-
sive autonomy to the archipelago.'

On the other hand, in his "speech from the throne" when
opening parliament, the sultan had already declared the redemp-
tion of the disputed islands as "most necessary if the calm and
peace we require for Anatolia are to be assured."" A few days
later, the reelected president of the Chamber, Halil. Bey, recalled
the memory of enslaved compatriots and Turkish soil, even men-
tioning in this context Yannina and Thessaloniki. Some news-
papers chose the laconic headline "Revanche" in reporting this
speech." Under such circumstances, the "harsh" (even according
to German judgment) Turkish rejoinder caused a straight Greek
refusal at the end of May. Ambassador Quadt, however, managed
to soothe the king and Venizelos, persuading them not to dis-
continue the negotiations in an irreversible way.'

In fact, the revanchist disposition in Constantinople was not
only due to vigorous anti-Greek feeling or to chauvinistic dreams
of an Ottomanic resurrection, but also to some genuine fears that
Greece's advanced position on Hios and Mytilene could be ex-
panded into a bridgehead on the Anatolian mainland by using
the kindred population as a "Trojan horse." 27 Hence, the con-

21GP, 792, 801, compare 787; see also UDS, Swedish Legation Constantinople,
83/3.5.14.

22The text was transmitted by Wangenheim 236/25.5.14 (GP, 798): "Vu les
obligations et charges que le Gouvemement Imperial devra s'imposer en vertu de
l'alliance eventuelle, it lui est impossible de restreindre sa demande aux deux iles
de Chio et Metelin. Il ne peut par consequent qu'insister sur la reconnaissance des
droits souverains de Sa Majeste le Sultan sur toutes les iles attribuees a la Grece
par les Puissances. Cependant le Gouvernement Imperial est tout dispose a octroyer
une large autonomie quant a administration de ces iles, a la seule condition d'avoir
le droit de tenir garnison dans les iles de Lemnos, Metelin et Chio."

23GP, 801; even more promising: UDS, Swedish Legation Constantinople,
83/3.5.14.

24Tbe Times, 15.5.14.
23E.g., Tasfiri-Efkiar, 20.5.14; Le Jeune-Turc, 20./21.5.14; cuttings and com-

ments in UDS, Swedish Legation Constantinople, 97/21.5.14.
26Text of the Greek answer and Quadt's notes in 131/28.5.14 (GP, 799-800).
27Such fears became manifest in frequent press commentaries, at least partly
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ciliatory attitude demonstrated intermediately by the Porte was
taken to impress Berlin positively; above all, it was intended to
gain time, as even the rabidly grecophobe German ambassador
in Constantinople, von Wangenheim, admitted. In April, in a
conversation with Talaat Bey, Wangenheim became convinced
that the dynamic minister of the interior (and member of the
puissant Young Turk triumvirate) had "no special interest at all
in a peaceful solution.""

Meanwhile, the probability of an armed confrontation was
growing continuously. It could flare up any day, since there
already raged an undeclared war on various "fronts," such as the
devastating Turkish boycott of Greek trade and business, "the
press campaign against all things Greek," 3° and, finally, the
violent expulsion of many thousands of Greeks by bands of "Bashi
Bozuks" or by "Muhadjirs," i.e., Muslim emigrants from the
ex-Turkish territories lost in the first Balkan War. This ferociously
anti-Hellenic movement, originally confined mainly to Thrace, had
already spread to the Dardanelles area and to the littoral of Asia
Minor. All protests were once more met by the Porte with the
countercharge that the "emigration" was due to Greek government
agents who urged their diaspora compatriots—allegedly often
inspired by the regime. Characteristic is the allegation that the autonomist "riot"
in northern Epirus had been possible only because of substantial support by the
Greek motherland, connected with the warning that something similar could very
soon happen on the coast of Asia Minor—due to instigation from Chios and
Mytilene (Le Jeune-Turc, 6.4.14). The next day, the Osmanic Lloyd already
reported a Turkish protest to the Powers against the alleged smuggling of 7,000
guns from the disputed islands (quoted in NFP, 8.4.14). See also: NFP, 7.1.,
18.2.14; The Times, 18.6.14; Rigsarkivet, Copenhagen [Danish National Archives,
hereafter: RAKI; Danish Legation Constantinople, 31/23.6.14.

29For once, the US ambassador did not exaggerate when he noted that his
German colleague "displayed a violent antipathy" against the Greeks. (Henry
Morgenthau, Secrets of the Bosphorus. Constantinople 1913-1916. (London, 1918)
34.) Revealing, indeed, is Wangenheim's outburst, declaiming against the "slick
and versatile Greeks" who had won over a majority of the European public by
skillful exploitation of slogans like philhellenism, solidarity of the Christian
peoples, and " 'civilized European nations,' among whom, paradoxically, the Greeks
are still marching in the front line—at least in the imagination of the average
European!" Politisches Archiv des Auswartigen Amtes, Bonn, [hereafter PAAA):
Tiirkei 168, X: 168/17.6.14. Wangenheim was certainly no isolated case in German
opinion. See, e.g., Deutsche Tageszeitung, 22.6.14, sneering at the "hullabaloo of
indignation" allegedly staged by the Greek government.

29GP, 787 (9.5.14) and 762 (17.4.14).
30See, for instance, the survey in The Times, 16.6.14.
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"criminals and defaulters"—to resettle in Macedonia, strengthen-
ing the weak Greek component there by an enforced Helleniza-
tion." In addition, the Turks renewed at such opportunities their
own charges regarding the maltreatment and even expulsion of
a Muslim population which had once amounted to 200,000,
simultaneously alluding to the fact that the arrival of so many
fate-stricken and incensed Muhadjirs understandably could cause
some troubles and isolated incidents of revenge against local
Greeks." Yet, irrespective of the degree of exaggeration regard-
ing the quantitative and qualitative aspects of Muslim migration,
certainly Greek responsibility for it was only limited," which is
shown by the fact that the huge majority of Muhadjirs—consisting
of Bosniaks, Albanians (mostly from the Kossovo), and Pomaks--
originated from other states."

31NFP, 28.4., 1.5., 4.5., passim. Subsequently, Talaat proceeded to profess
that, even in Anatolia, Greeks had plotted against the Ottoman authorities and
"massacred many Turks in the most barbarous way" (NFP, 9,6,14). Internally,
the next day, even Wangenheim gave a fairer version, reporting that in certain
regions the Greek farmers had resolved to resist enforced quartering by the
Muhadjirs, and thus "massacres could hardly be avoided" (PAAA, Tiirkei 168, IX:
161/10.6.14).

32UDS, Swedish Legation Constantinople, 124/5.7.14. The most frequently
circulating number were 163,000 (NFP, 1.5.; Le Jeune-Turc, 3.5.14; a.o.) and
250,000 or "precisely" 243,807 who, between November 1912 and March 1914,
allegedly had been driven out of "Macedonia" (GP, 775; PAAA, Tiirkei 168, IX:
Ambassade Imperiale Ottomane 12125/32, 5.5.14).

33This was correctly emphasized by such different observers as the German
Kaiser (GP, 775) and The Times (19.6.14), which quoted also the pertinent
Greek estimation of 52,000. On the other side, Italian observers were much more
inclined to follow the Turkish version, which avoided a more specific definition
of "Macedonia" and its boundaries, thus giving the impression that all the refugees
were victims of Greek terror. See, for instance, the frankly pro-Turkish analysis
in Tribuna (23.6.; see also, 8.7.14), referring to more than a quarter million Turks
expelled from Greece alone.

On the other hand, it should be stessed that the smoke of Turkish propaganda
would not have had that extent of success without the presence of any real fire.
Beyond doubt, numerous acts of violence had been committed by Greeks (also by
the authorities) in their newly acquired territories—according to the general "cli-
mate" then prevailing in the Balkans. Yet, as the British consul at Thessaloniki
put it, "if blame is to be apportioned among the Balkan States, the Turkish Gov-
ernment seems in the present instance to be more entitled to it than Greece, from
the fact that it expells {sic} the Greeks en masse, at short notice, and scarcely
veils its complicity in this measure of injustice. It seems to have committed itself
somewhat more deeply than its rivals, the Christian States" (Morgan, 29.4.14,
quoted by Ziirrer, 142).

84The Times, 19.6.14; PAAA, Tiirkei 168, X: Wangenheim 171/19.6.14; /
Exodus, I, 53, 228,243.
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In spite of this mostly disregarded circumstance, the Turkish
accusations were in toto seconded by Sofia 35 and, even worse, the
Carnegie Report on the Balkan Wars came out at the same time,
with its findings concerning atrocities rather detrimental to the
Greek case. 3° Consequently, charges and countercharges largely
neutralized each other in the international press, but even British
and Rumanian newspapers often seemed more impressed by the
Turkish version."

Apart from endogenous motivation, these attitudes were cer-
tainly also influenced by the highly intensified efforts of the Porte
to further the divergent tendencies within the old Balkan League
and, in particular, to isolate Greece diplomatically. Given the
hardly concealed Bulgarian support and the discreet sympathies
offered by Austria and Italy, the states to be won over remained,
primarily, Rumania and Russia, since France, Britain, and Ger-
many—irrespective of their more or less divided sympathies—cer-
tainly would not set at risk their wider politico-economic inter-
ests in the still vast Ottoman empire and in the Islamic world
generally. And, finally, Serbia, the other ally of Greece, seemed
rather disinterested in an issue so remote as the fate of the
Anatolian Greeks, which in no way affected its own territorial
hold." Such reserve was perhaps not quite unrelated to tempting
Turkish suggestions that, in case of a Greek defeat and a redis-
tribution of Macedonia, Thessaloniki should fall to Serbia."

Taking these circumstances into consideration, a Turkish dele-
gation led by Talaat Bey paid a visit to the czar's summer resi-

35E.g ., GP, 786 (Wangenheim, 9.5.14); NFP, 10.6.,16.6.,19.6.14.
38Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, Division of Intercourse and

Education, Report of the International Commission to Inquire into the Causes and
Conduct of the Balkan Wars, Washington 1914. NFP, 4.6., 6.6.14.

37See, e.g., The Times, 15.4., 18.4., 28.4., 9.6., 18.6.14. In the spring of 1914,
anti-Greek agitation in Bucharest had been instigated or enhanced due to reports
of persecution of the "Macedo-Rumanian" (Koutsovlach) minority in northern
Epirus by the autonomist movement. The "Macedo-Rumanian League of Culture"
held protest meetings against "Greek atrocities in Korytsa," denouncing "Greek
ingratitude against Rumania" (e.g., NFP, 10.4., 17.4., 22.4. (evening issue);
The Times, 16.4.14). Concerning the "Koutsovlach issue," compare also Loulos,
119ff; Public Record Office, London, F.O. 371/33211: R 6257.

38George B. Leon, Greece and the Great Powers 1914-1917 (Thessaloniki,
1974), 13f; Loulos, 357. Austrian observers did not fail to comment on this
Serbian restraint with obvious schculenfreude (NFP, 18.6.14 and passim).

39UDS, Swedish Legation Vienna, 21F/21.1.14.
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dence to discuss "issues of a special character" with Nikolaj and
Sasonov. Although Talaat probably got less than he had hoped
for, the Russians apparently suggested that they would remain
neutral in case of an eventual Greek-Turkish conflict—stressing,
however, as conditio sine qua non that the straits would remain
open, as the Turks had pledged." In a subsequent visit to Bucha-
rest, Talaat and Enver satisfied themselves that Rumania at least
would not back any Greek action considered to be offensive, as it
"wished the preservation of a strong Turkey." 41 Since, on the
other hand, Bratianu and King Carol urgently warned against
any war, as their Russian counterparts had done before, the con-
clusions for the Turkish leadership were ambiguous. The more
moderate elements obviously had been impressed by the warnings,
whereas there are indications that the diehards in the Young Turk
Committee (and in the government) detested the idea of climbing
down and still considered the international situation promising
enough for a "dynamic solution." In this obscure situation of an
inner-Turkish stalemate, the breaking point was nearly reached
with an unexpected move of the Ecumenical Patriarchate.

In the previous months, the Patriarch had repeatedly pro-
tested against anti-Greek violence, but had always been put off
with soothing promises—or even by plain threats. Therefore, when
in spite of an outstanding demonstration at Easter" the persecution
of Greeks grew even worse, the Holy Synod on June 7 decided
to close Orthodox churches and schools, and the Patriarchate
"temporarily ceased all its functions."" Determining factors for
this decision were the new atrocities that had forced out of
their homes in Chesme, Aivali, Adramytti, etc , many thousands

40Compare the partly contradictory reports in: GP 777, 783, 791, 795ff; The
Times, 11.5.14; NFP, 13.5., 18.5.14; and others. In fact, during the following
critical weeks, while Athens and Constantinople actually were on the brink of war,
the possible threat to the free passage through the straits continued to trouble
Russian diplomacy more than anything else. (RAK, Danish Legation Petrograd
XIV/15.6.14; GP, 815, 822: Pourtales, 122/16.6.14; Waldthausen 29/19.6.14.

41GP, 793ff; NFP, 26.5. (evening issue), 29.5., 30.5.14; Tasfiri-Efkiar, 1.6.14
(quoted NFP, 2.6.14).

42The Patriarch had cancelled his traditional Easter reception and renounced
the traditional distribution of red eggs. In addition, disregarding Turkish objec-
tions, "for the first time in the history of the Church in Constantinople" the Holy
Synod met officially to discuss the increasing gravity of the situation (The Times,
20.4.14; a.o.).

43RAK, Danish Legation Constantinople, 10/8.6.14; The Times, 9.6.14.
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of Greeks now waiting on the shore for vessels to escape to the
nearest Greek island. 44

On June 11, the inner circle of the Greek political and military
leadership discussed the pros and cons of a war," and the next
day, in the Chamber, Venizelos delivered a strong warning, while
similarly worded notes were presented to the Powers and the
Porte, demanding not only immediate cessation of persecution,
but also full reinstatement of all refugees."

As a reply, in spite of foreign pressure, the Ottoman govern-
ment chose for the first time to celebrate officially the anniversary
of the capture of Constantinople in 1453. The occasion was suited
for stirring orations and appeals to emotions; at least one of them
called frankly for "revenge."" Martial law was proclaimed in the
"agitated" districts, the harbor of Smyrna was mined, and neutral
observers reported "unprecedented fleet activities."'"

However, there are strong indications that this was the very
moment when Enver, Talaat, and their entourage in the "war
faction" became convinced that they should de-escalate the crisis
upon receiving ample information about the obsolete condition
of the fleet." This realization, especially sobering after the martial
exultation they had previously enjoyed, was probably more deci-
sive than the simultaneous but rather gentle diplomatic pressure.

Nevertheless, for the sake of history, it has to be stressed
that most of the Great Powers had clearly advised against war
as a solution. Repeated efforts were made, in particular by Great
Britain, Germany, France, and by Russia (alone and together with
Rumania) and at last even some—fairly anemic—Austrian appeals
for peace can be traced. 5°

44RAK, Danish Legation Constantinople, 13/9.6.14; NFP, 9.6., 13.6.14 (eve-
ning issue); I Exodos, 52ff, 228, 243; and many others.

45Loulos, 355f.
"GP, 806; The Times, 13.6.14.
47NFP, 13.6, 15.6.14; The Times, 15.6.14; compare, however, GP, 807.
48NPP, 13.6.14; The Times, 19.6.14; a.o.
49RAK, Danish Legation Petrograd, XV/18.6.14; Danish Legation Constantin-

ople, 26F/19.6.14. Serious also was the problem of aptly manning the fleet, so
that there had even circulated ideas of hiring complete Japanese crews—a project
immediately declined by Tokyo. (NFP, 6.2.14, evening issue; compare also: UDS,
Swedish Legation Constantinople, 19F/25.1.14.) Before reaching the climax of
this crisis, however, there had been a period of overestimating the Turkish fleet—
even by the previously mocking Russians (GP, 764).

50See GP, NFP and The Times, all passim; Loulos, 356ff; The Morning Post,
18.6.14; and many others.
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It is doubtful, however, to what degree those attempts and
warnings alone would have been effective, especially since the
ruling Young Turks intensely disliked any kind of foreign inter-
vention," which they had disregarded before. More important, in
principle, were the reactions of the other Balkan states. Yet Bul-
garia was clearly sympathetic, even though apparently not to the
degree that allowed a rather dangerous passage of Turkish troops
through its territory against Greek Macedonia; at the same time
the somewhat lukewarm—even in the wording—Serbian and
Rumanian warnings52 against a Turkish attack were not that com-
pelling, since no common land frontier existed and both countries
obviously were weary of war.

Also, the diehards in Athens who suggested a preventive war
against the Porte had meanwhile been bolstered by events and by
"public opinion." Champions of such a solution were Metaxas and
Dousmanis from the general staff and, likewise, some members
of the government such as Demertzis, minister of the navy.
Venizelos and the king himself vacillated, mostly preferring
peace. 53 Considerable and, in comparison with Turkey, maybe
even greater pressure was exerted upon Greece by the Powers
as well as by Serbia and Rumania; namely, the old Balkan
partners warned once more that they would not support any "un-
provoked" war against the Porte. 54 It might be concluded that
Rumanian pressure was more effective (i.e., more disillusioning)
in "allied" Athens, where expectations had been higher, than in
Constantinople. This tempering effect on the bellicose Greek
circles coincided with the perception that their own actual strength
would hardly allow any meaningful landing operations in Asia

51Jehuda L. Wallach, Anatomic einer Militarhilfe (Dusseldorf, 1976), 142;
GP, 780 (Wangenheim, 7.5.14).

52More important was the Rumanian intervention (e.g., GP, 822) which,
however, was certainly overestimated by several observers.

53GP, 807-830: passim; Loulos, 354-356. Remarkably enough, King Constantine
admitted to (unsuccessful) Greek attempts to stir up the Arabs against Ottoman
rule (GP, 830).

"GP 815f, 818, a.o.; Deutsche Tageszeitling, 22.6.14. It is noteworthy that
King Carol considered the Greeks and their "aggressive attitude" mainly responsible
for further aggravation of the crisis and explicitly warned the Serbs that "their
alliance with the Greeks could, by no means, refer to the case in question, i.e. a
provocation deriving from Greece" (Waldthausen, 29/19.6.14, in GP, 822f).
More generally, it is obvious that, during the last phase, the Entente clearly
gained momentum in Athens over German diplomacy, which was rather isolated
due to the attitude of their partners in the Triple League.
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Minor, so war would be reduced to some "heroic," but ultimately
futile, naval demonstrations.'

While both adversaries at last were coming to realize their
virtual weaknesses, European diplomacy considered the situation
to have gotten out of control. Especially between June 17-19, war
was thought imminent56 ; only Italy did not show any particular
regret for such prospects.' Remarkably enough, Great Britain and
Germany even came to an understanding that the impending
hostilities should be strictly localized and, if possible, confined to
the Aegean." Quite generally, a few days before Sarajevo, the
leading Powers indicated their determination not to allow a local
incident to degenerate into a world war."

At the last moment, however, the Porte, due to the previously
specified considerations, yielded to international pressure and on
June 18 replied to the Greek note in a rather conciliatory man-
ner." Athens likewise grasped the chance to withdraw and soon
reopened negotiations." In fact, in spite of some intermediate
inflagrations, both sides, particularly the Greek, attempted to
display a moderate policy during the following weeks. Likewise,
the Turks agreed that the grand vizier (instead of the more
influential Talaat) should meet Venizelos on neutral ground to
confer on the Aegean issues. However, news of the Austrian
ultimatum to Serbia on July 23 reached the Greek prime minister

55Compare the pertinent analyzing by "military experts" in NFP, May/June,
passim; also: GP, 827, 829.

56E.g., RAK, Danish Legation Petrograd, XV/18.6.; Danish Legation. Constan-
tinople, 26F/19.6.; Danish Legation Vienna, XXIX/20.6.14; The Times, 19.6.14;
Tribuna, 15.6., 18.6., 20.6.14.

57RAK, Danish Legation Vienna, XXIX/20.6.14; GP, 817, 835; Loulos, 321,
352; compare also Tribuna, 23.6., 28.6.14.

55Aide-memoire by Sir W. E. Goschen, the British ambassador in Berlin,
17.6.14: "Sir Edward Grey agrees with the view of Herr von Jagow that, should
hostilities break out, the Great Powers should join in seeing that the war is
localized, and if possible confined in the Aegean Sea. [. . .1" (GP, 817f).

59This optimistic conclusion had already been expressed most emphatically in
a less explosive situation, after the agreement on a joint Six-Power-Note: "The
unanimity of Europe, being manifest in the Note delivered to Athens, gives the
best hopes" (NFP, 14.2.14). See also, Bethmann Hollweg, 18.4.14, in GP, 761;
a.o.

60RAK, Danish Legation Constantinople, 26F/19.6.14 and 28/20.6.14; Danish
Legation Vienna, XXIX/20.6.14; NFP, 19.6., 20.6.14.

61Quadt, 164/19.6.14 in GP, 821. For the aftermath of this crisis until the
cessation of negotiations, see Leon, 16-55.
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on his way to Brussels, and after the commencement of hostilities
he returned to Athens.

The outbreak of the Great War, the Alliance with Berlin,
and, especially, the surprising integration of the German battle
cruisers Goeben and Breslau into the Turkish fleet, restored self-
confidence in Constantinople. This renewed feeling of strength
brought back the previous intransigence and bellicosity that was
demonstrated throughout August, and especially at the end of
month when the last round of Turkish-Greek negotiations began
in Bucharest.

Then Talaat rejected outright the three compromise proposals
made by the Greek emissaries, insisting that at least the islands
of Lemnos, Mytilene, Hios, and Samos be returned to Turkey—
then the Porte would grant them some status of administrative
autonomy. If Greece refused, 'ice sera guerre." In fact, at that
time, Talaat and Enver anew seriously considered an attack against
Greece (and Serbia) but, once more, were discouraged by Bul-
garian hesitation and by disagreement with the Germans. Berlin
(but not Wangenheim) pleaded for moderation, since it wished
to keep Greece neutral as long as possible, instead of pushing it
into the embrace of the Entente. Thus, the Porte finally on
September 10 discontinued the negotiations sine die.

Even if Greece had demonstrated its resolve not to forego its
military hold of the disputed islands, the other main issue, the
exchange of populations proposed in the spring, had meanwhile
been solved largely by a Turkish fait accompli. Indeed, the vast
reduction of the age-long Hellenic presence in the littoral had
evidently diminished the supposed danger of Greek interference
and instigation from the coastal islands and, consequently, also
rendered Constantinople more flexible on this issue.° 2 On the
other hand, the Greeks in the Anatolian hinterland were rightly
considered "hostages" by the Young Turks and an asset for their
future negotiations with Athens. Thus it can be concluded that
the Ottoman leadership was satisfied that the previous showdown
had improved its own position and, in consequence, had not been
futile. Yet this inevitably broaches the controversial issue of

°2GP, 833, 839, a.o. For the outspoken Turkish views concerning "hostages,"
see a quotation by the British consul in Smyrna: Zilrrer, 134.
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Turkish responsibility, in particular official responsibility, for
anti-Greek persecution.

Ottoman sources and especially Talaat Bey, who inspected the
most heavily stricken districts, many times declared publicly that
virtually no cases of ill-treatment or oppression existed while, on
the contrary, denouncing several incidents of rioting Greek bands,
supported by "pirates" from Mytilene and Hios." According to
that version, the Ottoman authorities had done their duty pains-
takingly, whereas the few exceptions had allegedly been pun-
ished. After all, the Turkish note of June 18 admitted some
"ephemerous difficulties" and a few "lamentable incidents" due
to the just bitterness of the Muhadjirs. Yet the Porte insisted that
even these events "did not involve anything that would justify
terms like "atrocities" or "oppression." In order to refute such
"lies" and "slander" and to show "the most absolute [sic) order
prevailing presently," neutral observers were invited to accompany
Talaat on his "pacificatory mission.""

The motivating factor for this surprising invitation was proba-
bly a friendly suggestion by Wangenheim, advising the grand
vizier, Prince Said Halim Pasha, that only "the greatest sincerity"
could "preserve the sympathies of Europe for Turkey."" The
wisdom of this recommendation was certainly underscored by a
simultaneous initiative by the Russian general consul in Smyrna,
A. Kalmykov. On June 15, the latter had summoned his col-
leagues, conferring with them on how to react to the recent crisis.
Finally, the meeting decided that, as a first step, all consuls should
send detailed reports on the events to their home governments."

65E.g., Stamboul, 27.6.14; Tanine 12.6.14 (quoted in NFP, evening issues,
13.6.14). Indeed, King Constantine admitted to Quadt that groups of Greeks
had crossed from Mytilini to the opposite littoral, but only in order to save com-
patriots afflicted by the Turks (GP, 829).

64NFP, 19.6., 20.6.14; The Times, 19.6.14.
65281/15.6.14, in GP, 814.
66Danish Legation Constantinople, 28/20.6.14. The pro-Greek attitude of the

Russian consul has been reported elsewhere, too (e.g., I Exodos, I, 54). However,
the editor of that valuable collection of reminiscences thought this story of a
refugee wrong, asserting that no Russian consulate then functioned in Smyrna:

.. In particular, it was not possible that a Russian consul (. . .) was moving
about freely in Smyrna, while his country was at war with Turkey" (ibid., 87).
It is more than strange that the otherwise well-informed commentator, Ph.D.
Apostolopoulos, not only ignored the established existence of the Russian consulate,
but also the fact that the World War did not begin that early!
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After that, the Turkish offer of a mission obviously intended to
channel the flood of information to the foreign representatives
and, in general, to please them. Characteristically, is should be
mentioned here that Kaiser Wilhelm at once warned against
possible attempts by Ottoman authorities "to stage a Potemkin."'"

Similar fears had also been uttered in diplomatic circles.
Nevertheless, at a reunion of the ambassadors in Constantinople,
the Russian representative, Nikolaj von Giers, convinced his col-
leagues they should ask the Porte officially to grant freedom of
movement to the scheduled international mission—consisting of
the dragomans of all resident embassies—but, de facto, to attach
it to Talaat personally, "since the latter had already been very
successful . . . and because, without Turkish escort, the mission
would hang in the air.""

From the beginning, Wangenheim had intended his initiative
as an opportunity for exculpating Turkey in European opinion.
Immediately after the Austrian ambassador, Giers had not only
supported the project, but even made it dependent upon Turkish
good will. Since their French colleague Bompard also tended to
favor the host government,69 many Greeks put their hopes on the
tried vigilance of Albion. Yet the relatively low-ranking British
representative in the mission, acting second dragoman Matthews,
was largely preoccupied with inquiring into the grievances of a
Mrs. Wiltshire, a British subject, who was anxious about her
estate containing 7,000 olive trees."

Under such circumstances, it is not to be wondered that the
Danish consul in Smyrna, obviously in agreement with his Swedish
colleague, qualified the whole mission as a pure "farce," since
the dragomans seldom took the trouble of leaving their cars or
their "luxury special train" in order "to see all that they ought to
see." Consistently, the same source emphasized that Talaat's
famous "peace-tour" had likewise been a farce, since persecution
continued, even though in a more "discreet" manner. 71

67GP, 815.
68PAAA, Tiirkei 168, X: Wangenheim 292/19.7.14 Gier's Turkophilia during

this period has been reported repeatedly (GP, 764, 781, 813, 825 a.o.).
69E.g., GP, 807. Many times, the ambassadors chose to disregard firsthand

evidence from their subordinates on the spot. Compare, for example, the case of
the Russian consul (ref. 66) or that of his German counterpart (ref. 74).

70The Times, 20.6., 26.6.14.
71RAK, Danish Legation Constantinople, 41/27.6.14: ". . . While the Minister
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Beyond that, the extant reports of the Scandinavian diplomats
not only verified the circulating accounts of large-scale and sys-
tematic anti-Greek violence, but also insisted—once more in sharp
contrast with the official version of the Porte—on the responsibil-
ity of the Ottoman authorities, from the local administration to
the leading circles in Constantinople. In fact, their information
coincided largely with British intelligence regarding the causes
that, soon after the despised collective note from the Powers
assigning most of the disputed islands to Greece, the Young Turk
Committee had decided on an anti-Hellenic campaign in Thrace,
with the object of forcing Athens to make concessions. When this
scheme failed in its first phase, persecution was extended to the
Anatolian Greeks so as to interpose a barrier between the newly
lost archipelago and its Asiatic hinterland, in the shape of a solid
Muslim population all along the coast. To achieve this end, it was
necessary only to mobilize religious and nationalist fanaticism—a
policy which, at the same time, would open a safety-valve for the
widespread social unrest."

of the Interior went from town to town, delivering speeches and promising full
security, there was no one [no Greek] who could leave his own house by night
nor—even by day—go to his field without being fired on or maltreated." See also,
Morgenthau, 32.

72UDS, Swedish Legation Constantinople, 59F/3.4.14 (quoting also the British
member of the commission for financial control, Graves); RAK, Danish Legation
Constantinople, 31/23.6.14; see the grand vizier's "confession" in PAA, Tiirkei
168, IX: Wangenheim 232/20.5.14. Compare also: GP, 791, 805; The Times,
16.6., 18.6.14; UDS, Swedish Legation Constantinople, 19F/25.1.14. Repeatedly,
the scheme of "clearing" the strategically important Thrace and Asia Minor of
potentially hostile populations by means of deportation or terror has been ascribed
to German inspiration or even "directives"—in particular to the military mission
under Liman von Sanders (The Times, 13.6.14; Morgenthau, 31 (but compare
259); I Exodos I, 228, 243, 254, 311; a.o.). In fact, such an initiative would
have been incompatible with the actual intentions of the Kaiser, as well as with
the directives of the political leadership. I am indebted to George Leontaritis, who
confirmed my own conclusions based on his expert knowledge of the pertinent
records through a much wider period than this paper aspires to cover. There
should also be mentioned the critical study by Wallach of the German military
mission, who likewise disavowed such versions. He adopted, however, the criticism
of Kress von Kressenstein, a German insider, that later on, during the World
War, the German authorities did not dissociate themselves from the Turkish
atrocities (against Armenians and Greeks) but "by keeping their silence rendered
us Germans to some degree accomplices" (Wallach, 207, 248, 260; also, the
author's personal communication with JLW, Sept. 1985). More generally, Wallach's
valuable account definitely disposes of the still circulating myths about this (actu-
ally rather incompetent and ineffective) military mission and about the (par-
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Reportedly due to central orders, the scheme was promoted
by the vali of Smyrna and other governors who, obviously in
March, instructed their subordinates in the same way." The
execution was left mostly to elements of the lowest social order.
The impartial observers related all kinds of violence: pillage,
abduction, rape, and murder." In consequence, more than 100,000
Greeks fled, panic-stricken, from Asia Minor. The local authorities
not only failed to intervene but, on the contrary, quite often en-
couraged or even organized the terror. When Talaat was cornered
on this issue by foreign diplomats, he repeatedly admitted that
fact, but with varying apologetic explanations."

It is necessary here to emphasize a final point. Even such
sources which confirm Turkish responsibility for the "absolutely
unjustifiable atrocities" usually differentiate between an ineffective
but virtually peaceful government and, in contrast, some rabidly
nationalist, bellicose extremists in the Young Turk Committee
for Unity and Progress, dreaming of a new "Balkan adventure.""
Such commentators forget that the leading triumvirate of the
famous committee—i.e., Talaat,77 Enver, and the minister of the
navy, Djemal Pasha—simultaneously plotted the course of the
government and the army, and there were many others with double
functions.'
ticularly in Greece, highly overestimated) mediocre and pigheaded Liman v.
Sanders.

73RAK, Danish Legation Constantinople, 31/23.6.14; see also, NFP, 30.4.14.
74Ibid.; RAK, Danish Legation Constantinople, 41/27.6.14; UDS, Swedish

Legation Constantinople, 124/5.7.14; UDS, report by the Swedish Consul in
Smyrna, communicated by the Danish Legation on 24.6.14 to Stockholm. See also
the report by the dragoman of the German consulate in Smyrna, describing the
state of terrorism against "purely Greek villages" by Muhadjirs, which even
Wangenheim felt obliged to forward to Berlin. (PAAA, Tiirkei 168, 171/19.6.14).

75Talaat Bey repeatedly emphasized that his government had recently appealed
to the local Ottoman authorities in order to discontinue such "lamentable events"
but that, alas, many officials did not conform to such directives, since they believed
that those had been "due to pressures from some foreign power and hence were
not really meant seriously" (RAK, Danish Legation Constantinople, 13/9.6.14;
Washington 263/6.6.14, in GP, 803). Another time, Talaat justified the passivity
of the central authorities by asking what the use would be of replacing such local
officials with (equally bad) successors! (UDS, Swedish Legation Constantinople,
124/5.7.14.)

78E.g., The Times, 18.6.14; UDS, Swedish Legation Constantinople, 124/5.7.14,
77Talaat's outstanding part in the subsequent Armenian genocide may serve as

an indication, even if that issue is beyond the scope of this paper.
78Compare also Wallach, passim, e.g., the report of the subsequent chief of the

German Reichswehr, General H. von Seeckt, 4.11.18 (pp. 2581f).
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Differentiation is possible only at a later stage and hardly
with regard to responsibility: concretely, only when political and
strategic necessities had convinced the leading personalities that
it was better to abstain from war did they try halfheartedly to
reduce the wave of anti-Hellenism. They found the situation, at
least temporarily, beyond control. Not for the last time in Turkish
or in world history, politicians were submerged under the flood
of nationalist hysteria which they had so recklessly let loose. Nor,
on the other hand, was this the only time in history where an
irresponsible and, in addition, inconsistent policy has in the long
run been successful for its instigators.



Greek Policy and Cyprus:
An Interpretation*

by MARIOS L. EVRIVIADES

The Colonial Phase

Examining Greek policy toward Cyprus is not an easy task.
It cannot be examined in the same way as, for example, Greek
policy toward Albania or Yugoslavia, Italy or Turkey. In the
realm of international relations there exists a peculiarity between
Greece and Cyprus that is often misunderstood by the Greeks
themselves, let alone foreigners. Greek policy toward Cyprus
grows out of this peculiarity and has been a function of it. It
must, therefore, be addressed in some detail if this policy is to
be understood.

The peculiarity in the Greek-Cypriot relationship stems from
the fact that there exist Hellenes in Greece and there exist
Hellenes in Cyprus, but in the international arena there exists a
Greek state and a Cypriot state. These two states have numerous
things in common based on ethnic, cultural, and religious ties.
But however strong the bonds that grow out of these ties might
*The correct title for this article should have read "Helladic" policy toward

Cyprus, meaning, of course, the policy of the Greek state and not "Greek"
policy, which can be confused as the policy of Hellenism. The reader should
bear this in mind throughout the text. There is a fine distinction in the
Greek language between the terms Hellenic and Helladic which is lost when
both terms are translated in English simply as "Greek." The term Hellenic is,
like Hellenism, an all-encompassing one refering to Hellenes everywhere.
Helladic, on the other hand, is inclusive only of Hellenes that actually populate
the narrow confines of the Greek state, Hellas—hence the terms Helladic or,
in Greek, Elladites. For reasons that cannot be addressed here but which are
touched upon in the article, the ruling regimes of Greece have appropriated
for themselves the right to speak for Hellenism, whereas historically Hellenism
was never confined to or ruled from a narrow geographical base. But the
wisdom of the Greek language rises above the narrowmindedness of those who
want to abuse it. Hence the terms Helladic and Hellenic. Thus, all Greeks
are Hellenes, but not all Hellenes are Elladites. This work will appear in a
forthcoming publication in Athens dealing with Greek foreign policy.

25
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be, they do not and cannot do away with the fact that Greece
and Cyprus are two different states.

The modern Greek state has been in existence for over 150
years. It was formed in the early 19th century, during a period
known in European history as the age of nationalism. Today
Greece, as a member of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization,
is an integral part of what is known as the Western security
system. Greece is also a member of the Council of Europe and,
more importantly, of that Western economic union known as
the European Community. In short, Greece is part and parcel of
the Western world, which acknowledges the United States of
America as its preponderant leader.

In contrast, the Cypriot state came into existence in 1960,
during a time known in world history as the period of decolo-
nization. Cyprus belongs to no military bloc and its world-policy
orientation is that of nonalignment. The nonaligned states, though
cognizant of the world correlation of forces, do not acknowledge
the leadership of any particular state and have been unwilling
to partake in the ideological game that seeks to divide the world
into black and white. And yet within the nonaligned (and form-
erly colonial) states, Cyprus holds a unique position. It is one
of three states—the others are Malta and Yugoslavia—that are
nonaligned and, in the context of political geography, are part of
Europe. Cyprus is also a member of the Council of Europe. More
recently, Cyprus entered into a customs union with the European
Community—a stage a step short of economic union. At the same
time, there exists ninety-nine square miles of British sovereign
territory on the geographic area of Cyprus, where Great Britain
maintains a military capability ready to serve Western security
goals and objectives in any regional or strategic conflict. This
British sovereign presence on Cyprus is unprecedented in the
annals of decolonization, and was a condition sine qua non for
the granting of independence to (the rest) of Cyprus by Great
Britain. Thus, while the Cypriot state has a nonaligned third
world policy orientation, it is voluntarily associated with the
Western world in such practical matters as economics, while it
involuntarily plays a role in the Western security system.

From this very brief contrast drawn from the evolutionary
course of the Greek and Cypriot states—and aside from the corn-
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monalities mentioned earlier—it is obvious that although the
Greek and Cypriot states have many things in common, their
state interests are not identical and cannot be. This simplistic
statement has never been properly understood in either Greece or
Cyprus. The inability to understand this condition and then devise
appropriate methods and tactics to manage the divergent interests
of the two states has led to disastrous consequences for both
Athens and Nicosia.

The question that needs to be answered and which, in turn,
would provide the necessary insights into Greek policy toward
Cyprus, is why these divergent interests were not managed
properly and effectively so that the disastrous consequences—that
is, the current truncated state of the Cypriot republic and the
growing Turkish threat—would have been effectively countered.
The answer lies in the mindset of policymakers in both Greece
and Cyprus, but primarily the former. This mindset is a conse-
quence of what has been aptly identified as the "psychological
complex" in the Greco-Cypriot relationship.'

In this neglected analysis, the psychological dimension of the
relationship between Greece and Cyprus is addressed. Simply put,
this was the unwillingness of the Greek state to accept and deal
with the consequences in the international field in particular, but
domestically as well, of a Cypriot state functioning as an inde-
pendent actor in the international arena. This Greek unwilling-
ness stemmed from an inflated and messianic role that the Greek
state had historically exhibited toward Hellenes living outside the
confines of Greek sovereignty.2 But it also stemmed from another
equally important factor: the pathological desire to please the
Western powers, in whose club Greece was a very poor and
insignificant member and whose nod of approval the Greek state
needed and desperately sought for its own self-esteem and con-
tinued goverance. In this connection the Greek state's pompous

1 See the introductory chapter written by A. G. Xydis in the collective work
of A. G. Xydis, Sp. Linardatos, and K. Harjiargyris, Makarios and His Allies
(Athens: Gutenberg, 1974, 13-40, 3rd edition in Greek).

2As correctly observed by Xydis: "If, following the fall of Constantinople,
there ever was one center of Hellenism, which I am unaware of, that center was
irreversibly lost in 1922. Following that, Athens, the governing center of one of
the districts of Hellenism, began to ambitiously seek to become the center of all
of Hellenism or at least to act as one." Xydis, et al, p. 16.
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assertion that Athens represented the national center of Hellen-
ism, whose directives Nicosia had to obey without the slightest
deviation, was a cover through which Athens tried to please its
patrons. As a consequence, Greek policymakers voluntarily im-
posed self-limitations on their own foreign policy options and
actions affecting Cyprus. These were not based on national criteria
but, rather, on ideological ones. This was particularly true during
the Fifties, especially once the anticolonial movement of the
Cypriots began.

Greek foreign policy during that period can be summed up in
two words: proper stand. 3 This phrase has been associated with
such names in Greek diplomacy as Pipinellis, Averoff, Xalhopoulos-
Palamas, Bitsios, Vlahos, etc. The phrase itself is indicative of
the Greek mindset and of its self-imposed dogmatic limitations.
It brings to mind a classroom in which Greece, as one of the
pupils, is to be rated on performance, and in which proper be-
havior is paramount. The teachers of this class were the leaders
of the Atlantic alliance—such characters as Britain's Athony Eden
and Harold Macmillan, America's John Foster Dulles, and, of
course, the Greek palace. In trying to stay in good graces of these
paragons of virtue, Greek policymakers emasculated the Cypriot
anticolonial struggle until the sorry state of the Zurich-London
agreements was reached in 1958-59.

Turkish policy on the same issue operated free from the con-
straints that Greek diplomacy imposed on itself. In his memoirs,
Sir Hugh Foot (today's Lord Caradon and the last British colonial

8The depressing diplomatic history of the Cyprus issue during the decade of
the fifties is yet to be presented objectively. The two voluminous works of the late
professor Stephen G. Xydis are well-written and extremely useful. However, their
original material is almost totally based on the personal paper of Evangelos
Averoff-Tossitsa and Constantine Kadamanlis, both of whom played decisive roles
in the Zurich-London Agreements. See Stephen G. Xydis, Cyprus Conflict and
Conciliation (Columbus: Ohio State University, 1967) and Cyprus, Reluctant
Republic (The Hague: Mouton and Co., 1973). There also exist the narcissistic
memoirs of Averoff-Tossitsa, Cyprus 1950-1963: History of Lost Opportunities
(Athens: Vol. 1 and 2, 1981) and those of the former diplomat A. Vlahos, Ten
Years of the Cyprus Problem (Athens: Estia, 1980) and A Diplomat, Once Upon
a Time (Athens: Estia, Vol. IV 1985-86). In these indulgent memoirs, the Greek
dipomacy of the "proper stand" reigns in all its glory. Unlike Averoff's book,
however, Vlahos's books are also characterized by a lack of serious political think-
ing. And whereas Averoff carries on his criticisms of the Cypriot leadership with
some civility, Vlahos's work is full of insults and objections against Cypriot
Hellenism.
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governor of Cyprus) supplies us with some telling details that
contrast the Turkish and Greek approaches and attitudes. 4 Writing
how British diplomacy eventually set the stage for the Zurich-
London agreements, Sir Hugh talks of his experiences with Turk-
ish and Greek diplomats, especially with the foreign minister of
Turkey, F. Zorlu, and his Greek counterpart, E. Averoff. He
writes how he was treated when he was trying to win acceptance
of the British positions and policies, which included "an absolute
[Turkish) veto on [Cyprus] on long-term policy."' Certain sec-
tions of Sir Hugh's memoirs deserve to be quoted extensively,
for they illustrate graphically what I am trying to convey. About
the foreign minister of Turkey, he writes, "Zorlu . . . was the
most ruthless . . {and} the rudest man I ever met." And he
goes on to tell us why:

Once in Ankara when we had sat up most of the night
drafting a statement of the British position and when we
had gone back to the final conference with our Foreign
Minister, Selwyn Lloyd, and our Ambassador in Turkey,
Sir James Bowker, Zorlu flicked through the pages of the
document and threw it contemptuously on one side with-
out even reading it. On another visit to Ankara we were
on the point of agreement when Prime Minister Mac-
millan, infuriated by Zorlu's intolerably insulting be-
haviour, got up and left the conference room followed by
a stream of officials begging him to come back. We in
Cyprus had no reason to love Zorlu. He had, I have no
doubt, known of and perhaps himself given the orders for
the Turkish riots and the attempt to burn Nicosia.'

Later on, he continues, "When I was in Ankara Turkish riots
took place in Nicosia, leading to several deaths. The Turks were,
as usual, making their stand clear by actions as well as by words."'

4New York: Harper and Row Publishers, 1964, pp. 143-187.
5Foot, p. 163.
&Foot, p. 150.
7Foot, p. 166. Here Foot is referring to the organized Turkish riots that took

place in Nicosia in the summer of 1958 during which a number of people were
killed. The British authorities had known then, and it has been established beyond
any doubt since, that the Nicosia riots, just like the 1955 riots that destroyed the
Greek communities in Constantinople and Smyrna, were organized by the Turks
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He goes on to say that, "Throughout 1958 I was an unpopular
figure in Turkey, to say the least. At first the Turks wouldn't even
let me visit Ankara, and when they did I was not allowed outside
the British Embassy and the Turkish Foreign Office."'

Then comes the contrast with the Greeks:

How different were the Greek Ministers. We could agree
with the Turkish leaders and find their methods unbear-
able. We were in blank disagreement with the Greek
leaders right up to the end, but their courtesy and charm
made our disputes seem like quarrels between friends.
There is a natural affinity between Greeks and English
stronger, I often think, than between any other two peo-
ples. Karamanlis, the Prime Minister, was good looking
with an easy dignity of carriage and manner. He spoke at
our conferences through tDimitri) Bitsios . . . and it was
not easy to get on personal terms with him, but in his
presence one always had a sense of his fairness and steadi-
ness. The Foreign Minister Averoff, on the other hand,
was equally and brilliantly articulate in English, French
and Greek. He was well-groomed, dark, elegant, elo-
quent, with a mind like quick-silver and a generous en-
thusiasm. When I think of the qualities we have always

and that Rauf Denktash was among the ringleaders. Denktash's role was publicly
revealed by Denktash himself in 1984 under the following circumstances: During
a British television program dealing with the British role in Cyprus, Denktash
revealed that the bomb explosion in the offices of the Turkish press office in
Nicosia, that the Turks used as the pretext for the bloody riot, was the work of a
close friend of his, a Turk, and not of the Greek Cypriots, as was originally
thought at the time. Denktash was forced into this public admission, when those
interviewing him revealed to him (prior to the interview) that they possessed
evidence from the British archives linking him to the Turkish perpetrator. For
additional details about this significant event, which started the chain creation of
communal violence in Cyprus, see the revealing commentary of Turkish Cypriot
journalist Kultu Adali in Ortam of July 14, 1984, p. 3. See also John Torode,
"Cyprus: The Bitter Legacy," in The Guardian (London) June 28, 1984.

8Foot, pp. 150-51. Within the parameters of the Greek "proper stand," no
Greek government dared show any displeasure through words and deeds signaling
to friend and foe alike that certain actions against Hellenism were simply un-
acceptable. During the Turkish pogroms against the Greeks of Asia Minor, there
was only a single Greek response: the expulsion of a Muslim dignitary from one
of the Greek islands in the Aegean. It is also known that the Karamanlis govern-
ment did not allow any discussion in the Greek parliament of the Turkish riots
that brought an end to the 3,000-year-old presence of Hellenism in Asia Minor.
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admired in the Greeks, including the gift of political
courage, I think of him.'

Is it any wonder why the Greek side signed away the shop
during the Zurich and London negotiations of 1958-59? In
negotiations, any negotiations, your opponents take your measure
and behave accordingly. Based on that measure, they propose,
bargain, bluff, or threaten. The Turks had so intimidated the
British during crucial phases of the negotiations that when, for
example, Sir Hugh Foot met secretly with Archbishop Makarios
in Athens in 1958 and the meeting was leaked to the press, "My
overwhelming concern," he writes, "was to quickly get back to
Nicosia. I pictured Turkish reactions when news of my meeting
with Makarios preceded me, and I feared that there would be
more rioting. I imagined Nicosia in flames.' Needless to say,
the British did not satisfy the Turks at the expense of their own
imperial interests on Cyprus. Those were secured completely by
the retention of two sovereign base areas and numerous other
amenities. The interests of Greece and, especially, of Cyprus
were bargained away, lest the Turks get out of control and do
something worse than merely trying to burn Nicosia.

As I have indicated in passing, the effect of this Greek mind-
set vis-a-vis the Cypriots during the Fifties was to pull the rug
from under them and emasculate their fight. Whether the EOKA
rebellion should have been undertaken or not at the time that it
was is open to question.' But once it was under way, it should
have been exploited to the fullest so the best possible political
gains would have resulted.

That, however, was not to be the case. The Cypriot anti-
9Foot, p. 151.
10Foot, p. 167.
liWith the aid of hindsight, it can be said that the timing of the commence-

ment of the Cypriot anti-colonial struggle in 1955 was a mistake because during
that period (1954-56), British imperial interests confronted a frontal challenge
from Arab nationalism inspired by Egypt's Nasser. I very much doubt, however,
that the archives of the Greek foreign ministry or the personal papers of the
advocates of the theory of "lost opportunities" contain any papers or memoranda
analyzing the political and military situation in the region, and particularly the
strategic challenges faced by British imperialism. This British problem and its
consequences for Cyprus I address in detail in my work Cyprus: External Pressure
and Internal Subversion: 1967 -1972, Medford, Massachusetts: The Fletcher School
of Law and Diplomacy, 1978, pp. 26-90 (unpublished Ph.D. thesis).
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colonial struggle started in 1955 under the double banner of self-
determination/union. By 1957, if not actually earlier, self-deter-
mination and enosis were abandoned as objectives by the Greek
government. For all practical purposes, enosis was abandoned in
1955, a few months after EOKA set off the first bombs in Cyprus.
This occurred once the Greek government agreed to participate in
the tripartite talks in London proposed by the British, with the
express purpose of providing Turkey with a locus standi on
Cyprus. 12 From that moment on, Turkey, with active British sup-
port, acquired a veto over Cyprus's future and enosis was dead."
So was self-determination, which was adamantly opposed by
Great Britain, whose opposition increased geometrically once
Egypt's Nasser successfully challenged British imperialism during
the 1956 Suez crisis.

By early 1957, then, Greek diplomacy led by the Karamanlis/
Averoff team was negotiating some sort of limited independence
which the Anglo-Americans were cleverly pushing behind the
scenes." The Greek rationale for doing so was that such a solu-
tion did not damage Greece's allied obligations and interests.
Greece was unwilling to challenge or undermine allied interests
in any way for the sake of Cyprus, and prime minister Karamanlis
made this very explicit in the Greek parliament."

To the Cypriots, this policy of independence was sold as the
best possible under the circumstances." Its final form was that

12This is evident when one studies the memoirs of the two British prime
ministers of the period who played pivotal roles. See Anthony Eden, Full Circle
(Cambridge: Houghton Mifflin Co., 1960), and Harold MacMillan, Tides of For-
tune 1945-1959 (New York: Harper and Row Publishers, 1969) and Riding the
Storm 1956-1959 (New York: Harper and Row Publishers, 1971). Additional
and revealing material about British policy and British/Turkish collusion during
this period can be found in Anthony Nutting's No End of a Lesson: The Story
of Suez (New York: Clarkson N. Potter Inc., 1967). Nutting was minister of state
during the Suez crisis and resigned immediately afterward. See also Stephen Roberts,
Cyprus, A Place of Arms (New York: Frederick A. Praeger Publishers, 1966).

13Archbishop Makarios, who was later to be accused of being the "grave digger
of enosis" attempted in every way possible to sabotage the Tripartite Conference
because he was well aware (as any right-thinking person would be) of what
British aims were. The "burial of enosis," if it ever occurred at a precise historical
moment, was during the 1955 Tripartite Conference in London.

14Evriviades, p. 72.
15Xydis et al. p. 307.
13Xydis et al. p. 308, and General Yeorgios Griva-Dhigenis, Memoirs of the

EOKA Struggle (Athens: 1961, pp. 196-197, in Greek).
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envisioned under the Zurich-London agreements, which provided
for a sui generis regime of limited independence and which the
three guarantor powers—Great Britain, Greece, and Turkey—also
perceived as a sort of joint condominium over Cyprus.

Interestingly enough, and in light of subsequent events, the
most severe criticism of Greek diplomacy vis-a-vis Cyprus during
this period came not from Archbishop Makarios but from Grivas-
Dhighenis, the legendary leader of EOKA. In his memoirs he cites
his letters of the period, in which he indignantly accuses the
Greek government of duplicity in its policies and of being inter-
ested in its alliances rather than in Cyprus." Grivas-Dhighenis
was, in fact, the earliest advocate of Greek withdrawal from
NATO, proposing instead the establishment of a Belgrade-Athens-
Cairo axis ! 18 For Prime Minister Karamanlis, who in 1974 was
to actually pull Greece out of the NATO's integrated command,
such views were tantamount to treason.

The Zurich-London agreements, then, did not spring out of
the blue. They were being negotiated from 1957 onward within
a framework and with game rules set up by the West which Greek
diplomacy could not even contemplate challenging, let alone actu-
ally challenge. The retention of British bases on Cyprus as British
sovereign territories were symbolic of the success of British/West-
em diplomacy. The Turkish success was represented in the per-
manent veto Turkey acquired over internal and external develop-
ments affecting Cyprus. Internally, this veto was reflected in the
constitutional arrangements that gave 18 percent of the popula-
tion equal political power with 80 percent of the population.
Externally, the Turkish veto was reflected in the Turkish military
presence in Cyprus and in the Treaty of Guarantee, which, accord-
ing to Turkey's auto-interpretation, permitted Turkey to use mili-
tary force against Cyprus.

Postindependence

Given the circumstances and the conditions under which
Cyprus achieved its limited independence, it would have been

17Griva-Dhigenis, pp. 170-174.
18Griva-Dhigenis, pp. 229-231.
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surprising if the countries involved—Great Britain, Greece, and
Turkey—would actually have treated Cyprus as truly independent.
They did not. Cyprus did act independently, however, and this
had to do with the sheer personality of its first president in con-
junction with his international standing and his overwhelming
support within Cyprus.

Cyprus joined the United Nations, for example, despite the
strenuous objections of Turkey, which argued that Cyprus's limited
independence did not entitle it to do so. The Cypriot rationale was
that membership in the world organization, where the condition
for membership was the sovereign equality of its member states
and whose raison d'etre was the respect for the territorial integrity
and independence of all its members, would have mitigated
against any power that had territorial designs against it. And
Turkey, which wanted a free hand in dealing with Cyprus,
naturally took exception.

On the other hand, the nascent republic refused to join NATO
as a "gentlemen's agreement" between Greek prime minister
Karamanlis and Turkish prime minister Menderes envisioned. 19

The Cypriot decision stemmed from NATO's hostile attitude
toward the Cypriot anticolonial struggle and its efforts to enter
the matter within NATO's corridors, thus ensuring the strategic
and regional interests of NATO at the expense of the Cypriots.

Instead, Cyprus joined the ranks of the nonaligned. And to
the chagrin of certain Western countries, Archbishop Makarios
refused to give his blessings to a number of suspect activities
within Cyprus aimed at curbing the influence of the strong Cypriot
communist party."

It was during the early years of independence that the diver-
gent interests of the Greek and Cypriot states became acutely
evident.

As already indicated, Greece looked askance at the Cypriot
decision to disassociate itself from the Western alliance. How-

19Xydis, Reluctant Republic, p. 396, 408, and 413.
20See especially the significant column by C. L. Sulberger "Can a Levantine

Cuba be Czechked (sic) ?" The New York Timer, August 26, 1963. The 1960-1963
period in Cyprus has hardly been studied. And yet this period has played a decisive
role in the political history of the island. See the chapter, "Allied and Western
Apprehensions: The Superpower Rivalry in the Eastern Mediterranean and the
Communist Factor in Cyprus," Evriviades, pp. 126-175.
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ever, it must be said for the record that the Karamanlis govern-
ment did not choose to press its objections with the heavy-handed
methods that were to characterize successive Greek governments.
Perhaps this was because the Karamanlis/ Averoff team had a
vested interest in seeing the Zurich experiment succeed. Irrespec-
tive of the motives, the Karamanlis government maintained
correct relations with the Makarios government, and other than
offering advice—as, for example, against the decision to propose
amendments to the Cypriot constitution—it did not attempt to
blatantly interfere in internal Cypriot affairs.'

Matters changed drastically with the ascent of George Papan-
dreou to power, which coincided with the 1963-64 crisis and the
joint Greek and Cypriot decision to send Greek troops to Cyprus.

First under Papandreou and then under all subsequent govern-
ments until the fall of the junta in 1974, the theory of the "na-
tional center" began to emerge. It reached its most grotesque form
during the junta years. It was well understood in Cyprus that
Greece was the one and only genuine friend and supporter
Cyprus would have in case the Turkish threat of invasion material-
ized. Out of this recognition, certain obligations were accepted
by the Cypriot leadership, most notably the obligation to avoid
actions that the Turkish side could use as pretexts for military
confrontations. But the Greek position went beyond that. It re-
quired that Greek views prevail over Cypriot views whenever
disagreements emerged in the political handling of the Cyprus
question. As articulated by George Papandreou, this Greek posi-
tion was the forerunner of the theory of the "national center." 12

Its implementation required the non-existence of a Cypriot gov-
ernment vis-a-vis Athens, the "metropolis of Hellenism." Need-
less to say, such a position was unacceptable in Nicosia. The
Cypriots were willing to go along with almost everything, but

21See Miltiades Christodoulou, Greece, the Cypriot Leadership and the Cyprus
Problem (Athens: I. Floros, 1987, pp. 332 and 387).

22The theory of Athens as the "national center" of Hellenism surfaced officially
in the February 25, 1964, letter from Greek prime minister Papandreou to Arch-
bishop Makarios. See Christodoulou, pp. 386-387. See also Xydis et al., p. 95. For
the history of the claim by the Greek state to be the national center of Hellenism,
see P. M. Kitromilides, "The Greek State as the National Center," in the collective
work edited by D. G. Tsaousis, 'EXXivialik—`EXXvivothtirita: 'ISEDXoyiKot
xal BLcaticamot "Is4ovEc Tfic tfic NEockkrivtxlic crroptac (`Eatta, 1983,
ask. 143-164).
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reserved the right to disagree with Greek policies inimical to
their state. In practical terms this meant that the Cypriots would
exercise their right as a state and refuse to agree to solutions in-
volving the partial dismemberment or partition of Cyprus.

Successive Greek governments sought such partitionist solu-
tions—especially during the 1964-66 period—with varying de-
grees of enthusiasm. With every unsuccessful try, the conviction
grew in Athens (and also in other Western capitals) that the
Cypriot president and the Cypriot government had to be weakened
sufficiently so as not to be able to resist such solutions. The exist-
ence of democratic regimes in Greece, however, limited Greek
maneuvering considerably. Makarios was very adapt in appealing
to the Greek public, and Greek democrats allied with him against
attempts to impose a "solution."

Greek subversion against the Cypriot state began with George
Papandreou, but its objectives were limited. Papandreou was con-
cerned about being dragged into a war with Turkey over Cyprus
that was not of his choosing. The Greek forces sent to Cyprus
had twin objectives: to defend Cyprus, and also to remove the
initiative for conflict from the Cypriot government. Papandreou,
however, was also concerned about Makarios's relationship with
Moscow and, perhaps more importantly, he suspected that
Makarios was undermining him politically.' Papandreou gave
his blessing to General Grivas's return to Cyprus, in part because
Grivas would organize Cypriot forces against a possible Turkish
invasion, but also because Grivas would be a counterweight to
Makarios.

At any rate, Papandreou's objective was to "curtail"—but not
to overthrow—Makarios." He was unsuccessful because Makarios
was able to use democracy in Greece to his favor, and also be-

2 Christodoulou, p. 388. The Greek prime minister was convinced that Makarios
prefered Karamanlis because of their long acquaintance.

24Spyrou Papageorgiou, From Zurich to Attila (Athens: Ladia, Vol. B, p. 242
and pp. 257-8). For details, see Xydis et al, p. 107, and Christodoulou, p. 402.
The so-called unionist newspaper Patris began publication in Cyprus in 1964 and
was secretly funded by the Papandreou government. And the first Greek to be
declared persona non grata in Cyprus and expelled on Makarios's personal directive
was D. Delipetros, whom George Papandreou had personally assigned to the
politically sensitive position of director of the Greek press office in Nicosia.
Although Papandreou was willing to politically weaken Makarios, he was opposed
to any attempt for his violent removal and became furious when well-known
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cause Makarios had strong allies within the Greek political estab-
lishment, including a new convert: the prime minister's own son,
Andreas Papandreou, who held a ministerial post in his father's
cabinet.

During the years of the apostasia, the Greek diplomatic bur-
eaucracy, which expressed the philosophy of Atlanticism at its
purest and which never really understood what Cyprus was all
about, took the upper hand. A series of confidential diplomatic
initiatives between Greece and Turkey began. Kept secret from
the Cypriots, these led to such developments as the 1966 Toumbas-
Canglayangil protocol and, later, to the spectacle of the Kesan-
Alexandroupolis summit between Col. Papadopoulos and Turkish
prime minister Demirel.'

During the junta years, Greek subversion in Cyprus began to
bear fruit. This is not the place to address this most shameful
period of Greek involvement in Cyprus.' It suffices to say that
with Greek encouragement, materiel, and financial support, the
so-called enosists27 of Cyprus began violent and political action,
opponents of Makarios sought his approval for the overthrow of Makarios. Kyriacos
Markides, The Rise and Fall of the Cyprus Republic (New Haven: Yale University
Press, 1977), p. 132.

25The Anglo-Americans and the Greek palace gave their approval to these
diplomatic developments. Many things have been written about the 1966 Protocol.
See especially Ioanni Toumpa, From the Diary of a Minister (Athens: Philos
Publications, 1986). This Protocol never was, although it is claimed to have been,
a Greek-Turkish agreement for the union of Cyprus with Greece. Even Mr. Toum-
bas, who negotiated it with his counterpart, the Turkish foreign minister I.
Caglayangil, never understood or was unwilling to admit that Mr. Caglayangil,
known in Turkish politics as the "old fox," never bound Turkey to accept enosis.
This can be easily concluded through a serious study of the Protocol and of the
Note accompanying it. See Damon -ides (Chr. Christides), Top Secret: The Protocol
of 17 December 1966 (Athens, 1973). The Greek colonels, and their lightheaded
political and diplomatic advisors, thought that with the 1966 Protocol the Turks
accepted enosis. And they sought the Kesan-Alexandropoulis meeting soon after
they took over in order to seal this unfinished business. At that meeting, the Greek
colonels received their first cold shower. More importantly, the Turks took the
measure "of the gentlemen that now rule our neighbor Greece," as Turkish prime
minister S. Demirel commented later. And on the basis of this assessment, the
Turks took Greece and Cyprus to the cleaners during the November crisis that
followed two months later.

26For details, see Evriviades, pp. 359-465, and the books of Spyros Papageorgiou,
writing under the pen name of Dionysios Kardianos, Attila Hits Cyprus (Athens:
G. Ladias, 1976) and especially Makarios: Life with Fire and Iron (Athens:
G. Ladias, 1976).

27I write "so-called enosists" because there were no enosists left in Cyprus by
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the aim of which was to intimidate the government and to ridicule
the state by making a mockery of public safety. This Greek policy
was the other side of Turkey's Cyprus diplomacy, which sought to
prove that no Cypriot government existed but, instead, only a
Greek-Cypriot administration subservient to Greece, just as a
Turkish-Cypriot administration existed that was subservient to
Turkey. The Greek subversive policy began in 1968, soon after
Col. Papadopoulos and his circle accepted the withdrawal of
Greek forces and their commander, General Grivas, from Cyprus,
under humiliating conditions imposed by Turkey following the
November 1967 Ayios Theodoros-Kophinou clashes in Cyprus."

The Greek regime's Cyprus policy, as revealed during bi-
lateral Greek-Turkish meetings, was to work out a deal with
Turkey and either force Makarios to accept it by weakening him
sufficiently at home or, if necessary, to forcefully oust him—with
Turkey's assent. The rationale for the Greek policy was simple:
the issue of Cyprus must be "closed" ; otherwise, complications
could arise from it that would challenge the regime's rule in
Greece. Papadopoulos had, in fact, prophetically confided that
Cyprus could one day become "our burial ground.""

Under Col. Papadopoulos, Greek subversion in Cyprus reached
its zenith with the spectacular attempt to assassinate Archbishop
Makarios in March 1970 by shooting down his helicopter. Active
Greek army officers had orchestrated that attempt. A week later,
these same officers were directly involved in the assassination of
P. Yiorgatzis, the former Cypriot minister of interior and defense.
He had played a central role in the attempted assassination of
this time. They were "run over by the train," as one popular Greek song says.
Even General Grivas himself—the enosist par excellence—had by 1964 accepted a
partitionist solution sold to him by American undersecretary George Ball during
secret meetings in Athens. Besides these so-called enosists there existed another
group which one can only describe as idiot-enosists, who truliy believed the
propaganda of the Greek junta and of the West that enosis was possible and that
Makarios was the only obstacle standing in its way.

2aFor the disastrous consequences of the 1967 crisis, see the works of Papa-
georgiou cited above and also his latest book, Operation Kophinou: How the
Greek Army was Killed Out of Cyprus (Nicosia: K. Epiphaniou, 1987). See also
Evriviades, pp. 241-273.

29Stavros Psycharis, The Backstages of Change (Athens: Papaziesis, 1975, p.
59).
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the Archbishop but, with its failure, he had threatened to reveal
the official Greek role in it. 3°

Matters climaxed politically during the 1972 February crisis.
By then General Grivas was allowed to return to Cyprus to rally
the enosist forces against Makarios. The Papadopoulos regime
tried to use Grivas to force Makarios out of office, but once again
the regime's carefully laid plan floundered.

It was during the February crisis that Athens asserted in its
most grotesque form the theory of the national center, which A.
Xydis aptly likened to the "Brezhnev doctrine" for Eastern Europe.
Through its ambassador to Cyprus, K. Panayiotakes (soon to
become undersecretary of state), Athens orally asked for Maka-
rios's resignation and, in writing, demanded a reshuffling of the
Cypriot government to include persons of its liking. Cyprus was
ordered to subordinate itself to Athens. Backing the Athens
demands were well-laid plans for a coup d' etat, which was to
materialize as an intervention by the armed forces to save Cyprus
from fratricidal conflict between the pro-Makarios and the pro-
Grivas forces. The coup never materialized because the Cypriots
stayed a step ahead of the conspiring Greeks and their local sur-
rogates."

Here a parenthesis should be inserted for special mention of
one particular Greek diplomat, Chr. Xanthopoulos-Palamas. This
man was an Atlanticist par excellence, and an advocate of Greco-
Turkish friendship (whatever that might have meant). He had
no love for the Cypriot state or its leadership, particularly Arch-
bishop Makarios and his foreign minister, S. Kyprianou. He con-
sidered the Cyprus question a dangerous nuisance that kept Greece
from realizing its full potential as an anticommunist state and
that kept it ready to be sacrificed, together with its fellow-travel-
ler, Turkey, on the altar defending Western values. 32

SoSee Evriviades, pp. 359-394.
31For details, see Evriviades, pp. 428-465, and Christodoulou, pp. 562-577. For

the policy of the junta during this period, see Constantinou Panayiotakou, On the
First Line of Defence (Athens: Loukas Yiavanis and Co., 4th edition, 1982) and
Analects about the Cyprus File (Athens, 1984).

32Palamas's political and diplomatic thinking about Cyprus and Greco-Turkish
relations is to be found in his book, Diplomatic Triangle (Athens: Publication
of Friends, 1978). The last pages of the book are characteristic of the confused
thinking of Palamas, who tries to explain to the readers, through convoluted argu-
ments, how the junta's grand designs ended up with the Turkish invasion of Cyprus.
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Xanthopoulos-Palamas became alternate foreign minister un-
der the junta. After Pipinelis died, Xanthopoulos-Palamas be-
came the architect of Greek-Turkish entente during the Papado-
poulos years. In 1971, during the June NATO ministerial meet-
ing, he reached an agreement with Turkish foreign minister 0.
Olcay. Under this agreement, Greece was obligated to treat Cyprus
as a Greek-Turkish dispute and to seek a solution within this
context that could include the partition of Cyprus. Greece also
acknowledged the validity of the interventionist rights of the
guarantor powers. As a consequence of this Greco-Turkish under-
standing, the Greek foreign ministry kept the Turkish foreign
ministry informed of its activities in Cyprus, including the 1972
February attempt to force Makarios out. Xanthopoulos-Palamas
was at the center of all this activity, and the Greek ambassador
to Cyprus, K. Panayiotakos, carried out Palamas's directives."

Following the 1972 crisis, the Greeks made a final attempt to
force Makarios's resignation through ecclesiastical blackmail,
which also failed. By then Col. Papadopoulos was on his way out,
only to be replaced by yet another junta genius, Brigadier Ioan-
nides. Under Ioannides all the pretexts were gone. When the fig
leaf from EOKA-B was finally removed with the capture of its
leadership in Cyprus, the dirty hand of Greek subversion in Cyprus
was exposed. Ioannides's response to Makarios's insistence that
the Greek officers were no longer welcome in Cyprus was the
July 15 coup. Through it, Ioannides and the Greek regime were
finally teaching the Cypriots a lesson, while proving to their own
tortured and demented minds that they were top dog.'
Palamas's book reflects the ad hoc arrangements and lack of any serious thinking
characterizing the Greek diplomatic corp during the years of the dictatorship.

=For the Lisbon agreement and Greek machinations, see Van Coufoudakis,
"Negotiations and the Use of Force in Ethnic Conflict Resolution: The Cyprus
Intercommunal Talks, 1968-1974" (a paper presented at the 1977 International
Studies Association Meeting, St. Louis, MO, March 19, 1977, p. 32. See also Larry
Stern, The Wrong Horse: The Politics of Intervention and the Failure of American
Diplomacy (New York: Times Books, 1977, pp. 90-91), and Evriviades, pp-
402 -403.

41 believe that the attitude of the Greek junta and its officers toward the
Cypriot state can be likened to that of the neighborhood bully. Bullies are tough
but only with the weak of the neighborhood. So it was with the junta of Papa-
dopoulos and Ioannides. They could not play tough with neighboring countries,
especially Turkey. So they played tough with the Cyprior state by displaying their
machismo in Cyprus. They financed the Cypriot civil war, directed it through
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METCVITOMTEU011

Following the July events—the coup, the invasion, and the
collapse of the Greek and Cypriot juntas—Greek-Cypriot relations
changed substantially. But so did the circumstances. Cyprus lay
wasted, and the only weapon at its disposal was the international
legitimacy of its government. Greece was going through internal
political turmoil while nakedly exposed to Turkish military and
diplomatic blackmail.

Out of this great tragedy for Hellenism, the Greek state finally
began to deal with the Cypriot state the way it should have dealt
with it a decade or so earlier. Whereas the spoken and unspoken
policy and attitude before 1974 was "Athens decides and Nicosia
follows," a new policy emerged and was faithfully implemented:
"Nicosia decides and Athens supports?'

Two explanations can be offered for this Greek shift. One
was the recognition that if the Cypriot state was to survive the
Turkish diplomatic attack, its international legitimacy had to be
supported and strengthened in every possible way. The Turkish
actions had to be presented for what they were: not a Greco-
Turkish conflict, but a conflict between the Republic of Cyprus
and Turkey. It was a dispute between two member states of the
United Nations, one of which, in flagrant violation of its obliga-
tions under the Charter, had attacked and partially occupied the
other. The Cyprus problem was an international problem involv-
ing the invasion and occupation of one country by another. The
protagonists were Cyprus and Turkey, not Greece and Turkey.

But another explanation, a cynical one, can also be offered
the Greek officers, and executed it through the criminal organization EOKA-B---
their subterfuge on the island. EOKA-B was itself a mini-junta which terrorized
innocent civilians and reflected, almost in mirror image, the psychological state
of the "national saviors" in Athens. Unlike the original EOICA of the 1950s,
EOKA-B never stood its ground to fight the Cyprus Mobile Police. Instead, they
firebombed and murdered. But when confronted, they threw down their arms and
surrendered. And when the Turks invaded, they sought refuge in the safety of
the Troodos mountains in central Cyprus.

35Characteristic of the change was the placement of Michael Dountas as Greek
ambassador to Cyprus. Dountas was respected in Cyprus and was sent there as
ambassador even though his rank in the Greek foreign ministry at the time was
that of a secretary.
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for the Greek shift: that the formula "Nicosia decides and Athens
supports" was merely a cover for the gradual Greek disengage-
ment from Cyprus. With half of Cyprus under the boot of Attila,
there was not much for Nicosia to decide, not even the manner
of its surrender. Under the circumstances, any decision taken by
Nicosia meant the avoidance of any Greek responsibility that
could have also involved nondiplomatic Greek actions based on
Greece's legal obligations toward the Cypriot state.

I think there is truth to both explanations. However, one can
hardly blame the Karamanlis governments of the period for
thinking this way. The two most important instrumentalities of
the Greek state after the junta—its war machine and its demo-
cratic institutions—were hardly functioning. Its diplomatic service
was nonexistent. And Turkey was following a revisionist policy
in the Aegean that Greece was simply unable to deal with, let
alone stop. The 1976 Aegean crisis, incurred when Turkish war-
ships ploughed the Aegean provocatively, graphically exposed
Greece's military and diplomatic weaknesses.

Greece's first priority under Karamanlis was to join the
European Community. The EC objective was political, rather
than economic; Greece would be less vulnerable to Turkish black-
mail as a member of the Community. Irrespective of its motives,
Karamanlis's EC policy was a wise one that yielded political and
economic benefits.

Greece's EC policy and its frantic efforts to rebuild its armed
forces meant, among other things, the formulation of foreign
policy priorities. Cyprus was low on that list. Even in matters of
defense, where cooperation between the two states was placed on
a level different from the one of the pre-1974 period, the defense
of the Aegean received primacy in terms of commitment and
materiel."

With Greece unwilling to play a protagonistic role vis-a-vis
Turkey, Cyprus hardly had any options. This inevitably led to the
resumption of intercommunal talks under U.N. auspices while
Turkish forces continued a partial occupation of Cyprus. The
Greek rationale here, which the Cypriots adopted, was that the

36E.g., at least one modern French-built patrol boat purchased by Cyprus took
up duty in the Aegean. I do not, for obvious reasons, address the all-important
area of the defense cooperation between Greece and Cyprus.
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U.N.-sponsored intercommunal talks provided the only viable
alternative that could possibly lead to an acceptable solution. Non-
negotiation, resort to war, or the threats of war were viewed as
non-starters.

Differences did emerge between Greece and Cyprus during the
Karamanlis-Rallis years (1974-81) . The Cypriots, though fully
aware that the final decisions were theirs, knew very well the
extent of their dependence on Greece and, hence, how heavily
Greek views weighed in Nicosia.

The Cypriots were unhappy with the Greek diplomatic sup-
port and with the Greek proclivity not to take action or to mini-
mize debate in various international forums. They were also un-
happy with the entire Greek approach toward the United States's
partial arms embargo against Turkey mandated by the U.S. Con-
gress, and especially the circumstances under which it was lifted
and Greece's role in it. On the other hand, Greece disagreed with
Makarios's decisions that led to the 1977 Makarios-Denktash
meeting, and it disagreed with what Greece considered the hasty
rejection of the 1978 American-British-Canadian (Nimetz plan)
for Cyprus. 37

But unlike in earlier times, these differences were managed
and dealt with in a manner compatible with the interests of both
states. On one occasion involving internal developments in Cyprus
—the succession to the presidency after Makarios's death—Greece
scrupulously stayed away from any interference or the appear-
ance of any interference, though it was well known that the Greek
conservatives had very definite ideas as to who they preferred
as Makarios's successor.

As the seven-year rule of the Greek conservatives was ap-
proaching its end, the Cyprus issue was relegated to the back
burner. The U.N.-sponsored intercommunal negotiations had de-
generated into a charade, a convenient device for all but the
Cypriots (who constantly were advised by their Western friends
that, with an additional concession on their part, an agreement
would be within reach) . Meanwhile, the NATO-supplied Turkish
troops established a permanent base on Cyprus, while the Hellenic

37For specific details on the policies of the post-junta democratic governments
vis-a-vis Cyprus, see Van Coufoudakis, "Greece and the Problem of Cyprus," pre-
sented at a seminar on Greek-Turkish relations organized at UCLA on April 24,
1987.
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heritage of the occupied part of the country was systematically
obliterated.

The Cyprus issue reemerged as an important one in Greek
foreign policy after Andreas Papandreou and his PASOK party
swept into power. PASOK's Cyprus policy is intricately entwined
with Andreas Papandreou's political education, and it cannot
be examined apart from Papandreou's political idiosyncracies.

Papandreou firmly believes that the destabilization of his
father's government and the imposition of the seven-year Greek
dictatorship were directly linked to Western plans to "close" the
Cyprus problem in accordance with the political and security in-
terests of the West as defined in Washington, London, and
Ankara. The instrumentalities of the Greek state were simply to
sell to Cyprus or to impose upon it a Western-concocted settle-
ment. In his Democracy at Gunpoint, for example, Papandreou
writes that the Greek forces sent to Cyprus during 1964-67 had
a dual purpose: to defend Cyprus in case of a Turkish invasion,
and to impose a solution inimical to Cypriot interests.

More importantly, and this is a point that has not been suffi-
ciently studied, Papandreou won his political spurs in the world
of Greek politics through the Cyprus issue. As a minister in his
father's cabinet, he quickly parted company with his father, other
Center Union politicians, and with the Greek diplomatic estab-
lishment on the Cyprus issue, and became the ally of Archbishop
Makarios. He became confrontational with the palace, the Amer-
icans, and other Western diplomats over the Cyprus issue, among
others. His voluntary resignation from his father's cabinet was
linked to his views on Cyprus. Not many people remember that
a few days after he resigned as minister, he was the official guest
of Archbishop Makarios in Nicosia; this visit had an impact on
Papandreou's psychological make-up and political education.
Years later, in 1982, Papandreou would visit Cyprus again, this
time as prime minister. On both occasions, but especially in 1982,
he received a tumultuous welcome.

Two other factors have influenced Papandreou's Cyprus policy.
One is the moral and legal obligation that he feels the Greek
people and the Greek state owe to the Cypriots. The moral obliga-
tion needs no elaboration, except to say that it was reinforced
by the July/August 1974 events that led to the restoration of
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democratic freedoms and parliamentary democracy in Greece. The
legal one is based on Greece's obligation to protect the independ-
ence and sovereignty of the Cypriot state based on the 1960
Treaties of Guarantee and Alliance.

The other factor might be more important. It stems from
Papandreou's conception of Greek security interests, a conception
different from that of the prime ministers he succeeded. Papan-
dreou defines the Turkish threat as not merely a threat against
Greece, but against Hellenism. That includes Cyprus. The con-
tinued Turkish military occupation of Cyprus, besides manifesting
in practice Turkish aggression against Hellenism, permits Turkey
to blackmail Greece politically and threaten to force Greece into
a two-front war if war is to be waged.

Therefore, Papandreou's insistence that an acceptable solution
must involve the Turkish military withdrawal from Cyprus is not
sloganism. It is of the essence. It is within this context that, early
in his tenure as prime minister, Papandreou proposed that Greece
was willing to underwrite all the expenses of an augmented U.N.
force on Cyprus, provided the Turkish army withdrew. And it is
for this reason that he has supported the demilitarization of the
Cypriot republic, something which the Cypriot government has
been advocating for some time.

The Papandreou government has publicly declared on more
than one occasion that Greece will aid Cyprus militarily if Turk-
ish forces, for whatever reason, move against the free areas of the
Cypriot republic. Greece has also indicated its willingness to send
troops to Cyprus in its capacity as guarantor state, provided that
these troops are invited by the Cypriots. There appears to be no
consensus in Cyprus on this particularly serious, high-stake Greek
offer. At the same time, the Greek socialists would like nothing
more than to see a solution in Cyprus that allows Greece's dis-
engagement from the island without leaving the Turks on high
ground, from whence they can blackmail Hellenism.

The genuineness of the Greek position was illustrated in the
fall of 1984, when serious indications appeared that the U.N.
mediation was on the brink of a breakthrough on Cyprus. The
most enthusiastic endorsement of the U.N. efforts came from no
other than the Greek prime minister. It turned out that the
prospects for a breakthrough were overrated and oversold by an
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anxious U.N. Secretariat aided and abetted by certain Western
capitals that wished to inter the problem by turning it into some-
thing technical to be solved by committees made up of low-level
bureaucrats.

It is a testament to Western and Turkish propaganda (but also
a testament to Greek and Cypriot inabilities) that the Greek
prime minister has been portrayed as the villain responsible for
the collapse of the 1985 U.N. Cyprus summit. During the summit,
Papandreou allegedly "ordered" President Kyprianou to sabotage
the talks. Responsibility for the failure of the talks can, in fact,
be laid squarely at the doors of the U.N. Secretariat and those
backstage actors who thought they had placed the Cypriots where
they wanted them, assuming that all that was needed was to
shove the "solution" down Cypriot throats.

Papandreou's foreign policy toward Cyprus complemented his
foreign policy in general. The latter represented a break in style
and substance not only from that of the conservatives he succeeded,
but also from the foreign policy the Greek state had practiced
since the Second World War. The philosophy of Atlanticism had
no place in Papandreou's government, and its advocates, par-
ticularly in the Greek foreign ministry, either retired or became
inoperative. But as regards Cyprus, the Greek socialists did con-
tinue the policy initiated by Greek conservatives that accepted and
respected the status of a separate Cypriot state, which alone was
entitled to decide on fundamental issues affecting the well-being
and future of its citizens.

Cyprus welcomes the change of government that brought
Papandreou and the Greek socialists to power. Nicosia's nego-
tiating position was strengthened vis-a-vis certain Western capi-
tals, the Turks (who viewed the Cyprus problem as "solved"),
and the U.N. Secretariat, which wanted any solution for the sake
of claiming the credit.

The Cypriots were involved in a U.N.-sponsored intercom-
munal dialogue which, 'as suggested earlier, had degenerated into
a dialogue among the deaf. Cyprus has always maintained that,
at some point, substantive issues—for example, the issues of the
Turkish occupation army and of the international guarantees—must
be seriously addressed if a lasting arrangement is to succeed. But
the Cypriot position fell on deaf ears. It was the Papandreou gov-
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ernment's adoption of this position, growing out of its own assess-
ment of the situation, that has made this position once again cen-
tral to the issue. The Greek government possessed standing and
institutional procedures, through the U.N., the EC, and NATO, to
raise the issue. The U.N. Secretariat can no longer act by postpon-
ing Cypriot concerns to the indefinite future or by pretending that
they do not actually exist. And the influentials in NATO and the
EC can no longer pretend that the security concerns of the Greek
Cypriots are immaterial and that only minorities have rights and
security needs.

The Greek government's Cyprus policy has had its critics on
the island, especially among the conservatives and the communists.
They argue that Papandreou's policy complicates the problem
and makes a solution even more difficult. With some variations,
this has been the position of Western diplomats in Nicosia who
shower free advice on the Cypriots as to what their interests are
or ought to be.

I will not dwell on this issue for long, except to say that the
Greek socialists did not create the present Cyprus problem. They
inherited it. And those who adopt the position that Papandreou's
Cyprus policy makes a solution impossible must provide convinc-
ing evidence as to why the Cyprus problem was not solvable
before 1981, before the appearance of the Greek socialists on the
scene. What the Greek socialists are saying is that they will not
accept the "finality of violence."" And this is what one increas-
ingly hears in Cyprus. More than a decade after the invasion, the
Attila line has not moved an inch. No person of good faith can
point to any single gesture of good will on the part of Ankara.
On the contrary, witness reports and incontrovertible evidence
from the occupied areas point to Ankara's mad race to destroy
thousands of years of Hellenic culture on the island by establish-
ing a Turkish colony. Politically, all evidence suggests that the

38Andreas Papandreou, Democracy at Gunpoint: The Greek Front (Garden
City, New Jersey: Doubleday and Company, Inc., 1970 p. 136). Besides Papan-
dreou's book, readers should study Philip Deane's I Should Have Died (New
York: Atheneum, pp. 51-150). This little-known work is a treasure trove of
information and fascinating details about Cyprus and the period of the aposta,ria
in Greece. It is particularly useful in that it provides a vivid picture of the ideo-
logical imperatives driving Greek militarists and their political apologists in the
Greek foreign ministry and Greek palace.
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Turks are in Cyprus to stay, and that Turkey is engaged in a zero-
sum game on the island. Only when this Turkish position shifts
can one speak of prospects for a lasting solution, and only then
can persons or governments offer advice in good faith to the
Cypriots.

Final Remarks

More than a quarter of a century after Cyprus became inde-
pendent, Greek and Cypriot relations are finally being conducted
in a manner expected in relations between sovereign states. This
came at a very high price for both states, but especially for Cyprus.

The major shift in both attitudes and practice came from the
Greek state. It commenced with the conservatives under Kara-
manlis and has been continued by the Greek socialists under
Papandreou. The seven-year dictatorship and the disaster it helped
usher in on Cyprus has had a profound effect on Greek political
mores. One of the areas affected most was the conduct of relations
with Cyprus. In state-to-state relations, the "national center" syn-
drome was finally abandoned. s° What this has meant in practice
is that good faith exists on both sides, and that the inevitable—
and at times unavoidable—differences that exist between the two
states are rationally managed.

On the major issue dealing with the continued Turkish occu-
pation of Cypriot territory, the responsibility of decision-making
now lies entirely on Cypriot shoulders. But the nature of the
Turkish threat is such that, whatever the ideological disposition
of the governments in either Greece or Cyprus, constant consulta-
tions and coordination of policies and strategies is inevitable.

39In the non-state relations between Greece and Cyprus, especially in cultural
and educational matters, the Greek attitude of Athens as the "national center"
remains pervasive. On the psychological level, it appears to be difficult for Greeks
to get rid of this characteristic, especially when, as now, PASOK's ideology pro-
motes ethnocentrism. On occasion, Greek officials lapse into this thinking and talk
about relations between Greece and Cyprus with references to Athens as "the
metropolis of Hellenism."



Greek Workers in South Africa:
The Case of the Railway Workers
and the Cigarette-makers, 1905-1914

by E. A. MANTZARIS

It is common knowledge that the average South African
sees the Greek immigrants in this country as a "middleman
minority," that is, as small entrepreneurs, shopkeepers, and rest-
aurant owners. Although this is possibly true during the con-
temporary period, this was not always the case. Large numbers
of Greek immigrants in South Africa worked as miners in the
goldfields of the Witwatersrand during the period 1900-1920, and
many of them, skilled and unskilled, became occasional laborers
in the railways and the existing manufacturing establishments. In
this paper, I will examine the material conditions that compelled
the latter to choose these occupations, as well as their activities
during that turbulent period of South African labor history.

Many small Greek shopowners and restaurateurs, in both
the Cape Province and the Transvaal, had been driven to bank-
ruptcy and unemployment by the depressions that hit South Africa
during the period under examination. Many found employment
on the Cape railways during the period 1905-1909, and in the
Transvaal between 1910 and 1913.

Those working under the Cape Government Railway division
were contract laborers who were exploited to the maximum. They
were paid from 2/- to 3/- per day and, as the South African
Review pointed out, "they have been treated exactly like kaffirs
and their standard of living has been scarcely higher than that of
the kaffirs."' The journal stated that the treatment of laborers,
especially in the Cape Province, was absolutely disgraceful; in ad-
dition, boys between sixteen and eighteen years of age were em-
ployed by the railways without any remuneration for overtime. 2

lsouth African Review, 2 December 1910.
25outh African Review, 10 March 1910.

49
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There were approximately 1,058 Greeks and Italians entering
the Cape Colony during the period 1904-1906, 3 the majority of
whom were presumably petty traders. 4 (There are no statistics
specifying the actual division of labor of European immigrants
entering the Colony.) Of these, 92.8% were males, and only 7.2%
female. 5 The Labour Bureau attending to the problem of "white"
and "coloured" unemployment wished to induce "white" immi-
grants to settle down in semiskilled or unskilled occupations, al-
though the skilled artisans were not affected to a large extent by
the depression and unemployment. It was only in trades such as
construction and printing that employees suffered severely.°

It is not easy to understand why Greeks were preferred to other
unemployed Europeans to fill the gaps in the railway division, but
it would seem that their eagerness to have work and their negative
attitude toward trade unionism were the major determinants.'
The employers were at pains to stop the trade union movement
which, through its militant stand, had succeeded in keeping wages
for trade union members at a relatively healthy level during that
period!'

There were two other factors, however, leading to the recruit-
ment to the railways of Greek semiskilled and unskilled workers.
One was that, because of the depression, many unemployed males
made their way to the Transvaal or overseas, where there was
less competition and wages were better!' And the other was the
fear held by the new Greek immigrants to the Colony that, in the
event of their not finding work, they would be deported. There
were 112 Greek and Italian prohibited immigrants in 1903, 126
in 1904, 134 in 1905, and 90 in 1906. This was 20% of the total
number of applications for admission, as compared with only
1.8% of Russian Jews declared prohibited immigrants during
the same period."

The life of Greek railway workers was in constant danger
3Calculation based on G 21-1907 Report on Immigration and Labor for the

year ending December 1906, "Classification of Passengers by Nationality," p. 3.
4Ibid., "Classification by Occupation," p. 3.
5Ibid., "Sex of Passengers by Nationality," p. 5.
6G 4-1906 Report on Immigration and Labor, p. 13.
7lnterview with Mr. Athanasopoulos and Mr. Dimitrakakis.
8G 4-1906, op. cit., p. 13.
9lbid.
10G 21-1907, op. cit., "Prohibited Immigrants," p. 6.



Greek Workers in South Africa, 1905-1914	 51

because of the inadequate security measures during working hours.
There was no legislation securing compensation for the depend-
ents of the railway workers. Although the Workmen's Compen-
sation Act was in existence, the railway authorities functioned
mainly by publishing regulations which evaded the Act. For
example, in the Kelly case of March 1909, the circulars of the
railway authorities that evaded the Act enabled them not only to
avoid paying compensation to Kelly's wife after his death, but
also to demand from her payment of damages because her hus-
band had acted contrary to the regulations set by the depart-
ment. The case was won in court by Kelly's widow, but this was
a clear indication of the state of affairs in the railway department
in the Cape, where circularized regulations were more powerful
than acts of the Statute Book.' Greeks could be employed in-
stantly and dismissed any time before the termination of their
short-term contract. They were not allowed to establish a trade
union. A large number of them were fired in January 1906, simply
because they were "aliens." This action of the Cape Railway
Department was criticized severely by the Rand Daily Mail in
Johannesburg, which noted:

It would be interesting, in view of the cosmopolitan nature
of our tradesmen in South Africa, to hear some news on
trade-unionists viz, equal opportunity for all, irrespective
of religion or race, but there are many weak-kneed sup-
porters of this principle to be found in our ranks, and
many who will probably openly express approval of the
action of the Railway Department in showing such distinc-
tion in races."

The Greek railway workers in the Transvaal were employed
as substitutes for migrant African workers whose work was con-
sidered unsatisfactory and for white laborers whose work had
been seen as "uneconomic.' Most of these Greeks worked in
the Vryheid area during the period 1910-1912. M. W. Myburg,
M.L.A. for the area, pointed out that the largest number of
railwaymen employed there were Greeks and Italians, and that

"South African Review, 19 March 1910.
12Rand Daily Mail, 24 January 1906, p. 8.

13See R. Davies, Capital State and White Labour in SA, p. 105.



52	 JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

there were much smaller numbers of Dutch, Scots, English, and
Irish. The total number of employees was 600, mainly small
farmers and ex-shopkeepers, working on short-term contracts and
temporarily. The wages were very low, the average pay being
10/- to 12/- per day; most of the workers came from Lydenburg
and Ermelo. On the whole, they were uneducated or had had very
little education, but were satisfied with their wages, which were
substantially higher than those paid to blacks (i.e., 2/6d per
day)." Most of them lived in tents or small tin shanties. Some,
rather than trust a tent in bad weather, carried a few sheets of
iron with them; they erected sod walls and put the iron on top,
thus making a little house. When they went away, they took their
iron with them and put up a house somewhere else."

The conditions described above should be put in perspective.
Greeks who were working for the railways were temporary work-
ers drawn to this occupation by economic difficulties, such as
bankruptcy, unemployment, or the difficult material conditions
prevailing in the respective provinces during this period. Thus,
they cannot be compared with the stream of Greek workers who
went to Ethiopia at the turn of the century as "pure" railway
workers," to Portuguese East Africa, where they pioneered the
work on the Beira railway during the same period,'' or to Tan-
ganyika territory" and the Belgian Congo." Those who went to
work in these areas were skilled artisans on temporary assign-
ments, while those working on the South African railways were
middle-class individuals hit by unemployment or economic failure
who saw manual labor as their last chance to survive financially
during difficult times.

The similarities between Greek railway workers in South
Africa and those in America, especially in the western areas such
as Colorado, Utah, Nevada, Montana, Oregon, and California,
are striking. Although many of those emigrating to America

14See S C 9-1913, Commission of Inquiry into European Employment and
Labor Conditions, evidence given by M. M. Myburg, M.L.A. for Vryheid,

16Ibid.
16See Papamichael, The Hellenic Pan-African Directory (1950), p. 254; Pro-

kopiou, Greeks in Asia and Africa (1950) pp. 79-82.
17P. Nicolaides, The Panhellenic Directory (1923), p. 157.
18Papamichael, op. cit., p. 273; Nicolaides, op. cit., pp. 98-103.
19Papamichael, op. cit., pp. 392-453.
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started as street vendors and small shopkeepers, economic depres-
sions and unemployment forced them to become productive work-
ers in the mines, factories, and on the railways. 20 Between 1910
and 1912 the daily wage in the mines was approximately $3.00,
while on the railways it was between $1.50 and $2.50, depending
on the experience of the workers and the working conditions."
Canoutas calculated the number of productive Greek workers in
the Western states during that period at 35,000 to 40,000, 905
of whom were in the twenty to forty-five age bracket.'

Having examined the Greek railway workers in South Africa,
let us now turn to another category of occasional workers, i.e.,
the cigarette-makers.

Among the Greeks from Asia Minor who found their way to
South Africa were several skilled tobacconists who had previously
been involved in the cultivation of Turkish tobacco in the place
of their birth. A similar stock of Greek emigrants had gone to
Southern Rhodesia as early as 1900. 23 Greeks were regarded as
the pioneers of scientific tobacco cultivation in that country
(mainly as importers of Turkish blend), especially after 1907
when an expert on tobacco, G. M. Oldblum of the Department of
Agriculture, took with him a number of Greek experts, who gave
a tremendous boost to the tobacco-growing business in the coun-
try.'

The three most important tobacconists to come to South Africa
were C. Bourdos, who went to Pretoria in 1899 and started manu-
facturing Turkish tobacco with the help of five or six other young
Greeks ;" Aristo Yaxoglou, one of the most colorful Greeks in
the Cape Province, who, after a successful career as a tobacco
manufacturer, was declared bankrupt in 1907; 2° and Demos

20See Canoutas, Greek-American Directory (1911), p. 391.
21Ibid.
22Ibid., pp. 392-394.
23See Mantzaris, "Greek Rural Settlement in Southern Rhodesia 1890-1930," in

the Journal of the Hellenic Diaspora, Vol. VII No. 7, pp. 93-94.
24See L. H. Gann, A History of Southern Rhodesia: Early Days to 1934 (Lon-

don: Chatto and Windus 1965 ).
23Interview with Mr. Michos, whose father had worked as a cigarette-maker

for Bourdos.
26See his letters to South African News of 27 June, 1 July, and 6 July 1907.

Also, see the interview with Mr. Efstratiou, a Cape Town pioneer.
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Tyambatzoglou in Cape Town, whose factory was located at
47 Rissik Street?

Of Bourdos and Tyambatzoglou not much is known, but it
seems that the latter was a dominant figure in the Cape Town
market until the depression, when high costs and lack of capital
put him in a very difficult financial position, which led to his
bankruptcy.28

Aristos Yaxoglou, together with his brother, was one of the
stalwarts of Cape Town's Greek community from its establish-
ment.29 He started in business in 1900 and shortly afterward
opened a shop on Castle Street with a 14-year lease, at a rent of
£35 a month. The following year, he purchased for £1,700 an
old building in Riebeek Street, which he pulled down and in its
place erected a factory for an additional sum of £1,300. He pro-
duced the famous Aristos cigarette and, despite the initial high
outlay, his business flourished during the war period and until
1904, when he entered into partnership with J. B. Gold and
H. B. Levinson, both renowned trade unionists and pioneers of
workers' struggles in the Cape, as will be seen later. The partner-
ship was financed entirely by Aristos, and a business was opened
in Johannesburg. This business proved unsuccessful, and in Janu-
ary 1906 Yaxoglou paid Gold £300 to dissolve the partnership.
Levinson did not pay his debt, and a sum of £600 was lost on the
purchase of two cigarette-making machines that were found to be
unworkable. A lawsuit with the sellers resulted in Yaxoglou
losing the action with costs. In addition to this, Aristos had lost
£1,500 in bad debts in Cape Town. On 3 February 1907, Yaxo-
glou appeared in the bankruptcy court and declared assets of
£4,657/17/7 and liabilities of £3,727/9/6, leaving a credit bal-
ance of £930/8/1. It was apparent that the landed property
could not cover the creditors, and thus one of the most respected
tobacco manufacturers in Cape Town went bankrupt, another
victim of the difficult conditions prevailing in the Cape Colony
at that time.°

27See South African News, 4 May 1906.
28See South African . News, 1 February 1907.
29See Hellenic Community of Cape Town Archives Minute Books and Cash

Books, 1902 and 1906.
88Aristos Yaxoglou's case appeared in the Cape Town Bankruptcy Court on 3
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Yaxoglou employed occasional labor, mainly "coloured" and
Greeks," but his factory could not compete with the two biggest
in town, i.e., Policansky's and Hermann and Canard, where the
majority of cigarette-makers worked. The Cape Town cigarette-
makers were one of the most militant trade union oriented sec-
tions of the working class, as well as one of the most exploited.
It was reported that in the Policansky factory, girls of nine, ten
and eleven years of age were working for ten hours every day
for 5/- a week, under extremely unsanitary conditions.' Most
were "coloured," but there were also white girls. 33 These large
factories operated under appalling sanitary conditions. At Polican-
sky's, where approximately eighty-five people worked, there were
only two lavatories, both for males, although the majority of
workers were females."

The division of labor within the production process was
simple, yet well organized to the advantage of the manufacturers.
There were cigarette-makers, cigarette packers, foremen and
engineers, cigarette cutters, and two or three apprentices (boys). 35

The Greek cigarette-makers worked mainly in Yaxoglou's and
Policansky's factories and played a very important part in the first
cigarette-makers strike in Cape Town in January 1906.

The Greek cigarette-makers were an integral part of the
South African General Workers' Union (S.A.G.W.U.), which
was established by a number of militant workers in 1905 and,
under the leadership of Salter and Levisohn, which caused many
problems for Cape Town capitalists. Its organizational structure
was the most democratic in the Cape Town trade union move-
ment: it elected its officers quarterly." The financial situation of
the union was good, as every member had paid a levy of £1 to
February 1907. See South African News of that date, on which this sketch of his
career is based.

31Interview with Mr. Efstratiou and Mr. Dimitrakakis.
32See evidence of W. C. Salter, a tailor and pioneer Cape Town trade unionist,

in C1-1906, on "Factories and Fair Wage Clause" Select Committee.
33See evidence of J. H. Howard, prominent Cape Town trade unionist and

secretary of the Social Democratic Federation (S.D.F.), before Transvaal Indigency
Commission, T.G. 11-1908.

34Evidence of Max Warhaff in C1-1906.
33See evidence of R. Hermann before the Select Committee on the Factory Act,

A6-1906.
36South African News, 3 March 1906.
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start a fund. The major characteristic of the society was that it
was composed of a half-dozen nationalities, including Greek and
Afrikaner.37

The first cigarette-makers strike occurred when many members
of the S.A.G.W.U., working in the Plein Street factory of the
Policansky brothers, downed tools because the management had
reduced the price per thousand for the making of cigarettes six
months before, without notice to the workers." After the first
day, the Cape Town trade union fraternity, led by the tailors and
brickmakers, came out in support."

The union leadership soon realized that the Policansky brothers
would try to divide the workers by playing off one nationality
against another (most of the workers being Greeks and Jews),
and the union directed its efforts toward uniting the laborers
across ethnic barriers." The speeches in the mass meetings of the
unions supporting the strike were in English and Yiddish, and
the efforts of Policansky to falsify the facts surrounding the
strikes were successful." The other tobacco manufacturers in
Cape Town were on the side of the workers, whose strike was
described by Harlow, chairman of the Trades and Labour Coun-
cil, as one of the greatest in the history of the working class
movement. Harlow stressed that it was trade unionism that made
workers of all national origins (an open reference to Greek and
Jewish workers), of both sexes and of all ages, stand firm and
realize their interests were identical."

Oshman, a cigarette-maker striker and one of the workers'
leaders, pointed out that Policansky's main aim was to do away
with skilled labor and thus reduce wages, and that was why the
union was fighting him. Salter maintained that the managers of
the factory were trying to play off one nationality against another
in order to cut wages." John Christodoulou, the representative of
the striking Greek workers, spoke of the resolution and called
on everyone to vote for it. The resolution was carried unani-

wmid.
38South African News, 19 January 1906.
°Ibid.

40.Youth African News, 20 January 1906.
41Ibid.
"South African News, 22 January 1906.
oflaid.
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mously." (John Christodoulou and his brother, George, also a
cigarette-maker, were prominent members of the Greek commun-
ity, participating in all its functions)"

The fighting spirit of the striking workers led to victory after
Policansky conceded all the conditions set up by their union. Cele-
brating the victory, Salter and Christodoulou, together with Mrs.
Tinley of the cigarette-makers committee, paid tribute to the unity
of the workers across ethnic and sex barriers. This was the first
time in South African trade union history that a woman was a
member of a strike committee.4° Christodoulou spoke as one of
the leaders of the strike and thanked everyone involved for its
success:17 The South African News paid special tribute to the
Greek cigarette workers. While stressing the fact that a group
of Greek, Jewish, Arab, and Afrikaner workers had stood together
against the arrogance of the employer, it pointed out that the
capitalists would be looking for new scabs should another strike
occur.

McKillop, a Cape Town pioneer trade unionist, noted that
even "the girls" came out on strike, and if scabs had appeared
they would be "hopeless characters." He pointed out that de-
liberate attempts were made to induce the experienced workers
to sacrifice "the girls," and strenuous efforts were made to induce
the Greeks to act as scabs, but to no avail. McKillop concluded
his remarks as follows:

These workers {the Greeks} had thoroughly grasped the
idea that an injustice to one is an injustice to all and that
any real permanent gain to them must be the result of a
clean fight against injustice, each for all and all for each.
The Greeks might have benefitted financially for the time
being by becoming traitors, but they had benefitted much
more and in a broader sense by earning the distinction
of the Chairman's testimony that they were the strongest
trade unionists of all."

44Ibid.
45See H.C.C.T.A. Cash Books, 1902-1907.
46Sorsth African News, 23 January 1906.

48South African News, 27 January 1906.
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John Christodoulou highlighted the significance of the Greek
workers' contribution to the success of the strike by being the
main architect of the conditions of settlement, and especially by
pointing out that the second point ("an even price to be paid for
the respective brands, namely Sultan's Favorites, Bravos, and
Small Sultans") should be stressed primarily because Policansky
Brothers had forty-five workers and forty-five different ways of
paying them."

This strike was not the only one in which Greek cigarette-
makers played an important role. Approximately three months
later, a strike started at the cigarette firm of Hermann and Canard,
where it had been decided that the wages of women and girl
workers would be reduced. Although the cigarette-makers group
of the General Workers' Union (G.W.U.) tried to negotiate
with the management, the latter's reply was that their primary
aim was to destroy the union once and for all." The unionized
workers (including a number of Greeks) immediately went on
strike, and Hermann threatened to use blacklegs in their place'
The workers declared that they had been "locked out by the firm,"
while the latter tried to force their Greek contract workers to
sign an affidavit denouncing the trade union. The unionized work-
ers realized that the lockout was the strategy employed by man-
agement not only to reduce the women's wages, but also to
destroy their union." In an interview with the South African News,
Hermann revealed his intention to destroy the union and gave a
false picture of the wage structure used."

In the meantime, the Greeks under contract were still working
in the factory. The union members appealed to them to cease work
and to come out in -solidarity with the striking workers. Christo-
doulou felt that the strikers should try to convince the Greek
contract workers of the necessity to join the strike. He stressed
that the latter should be ashamed of themselves for breaking
the solidarity of the workers, and appealed to them to stop work-
ing. He felt that if the union could succeed in keeping them

0Ibid.
50See A6-1906, S.C. on Factory Act, evidence of Hermann.
51South African News, 3 May 1906.
52South African News, 5 and 7 May 1906.
58Compare the wages given by Hermann to the South African News of 8 May

1906, and to the A6-1906 S.C. on the Factory Act.
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out of work, victory would be certain, and the struggle would be
won." The leader of the Greek contract workers decided to
support the strike and informed the management that "the
workers' better nature had been aroused by the appeals of the
girl and women workers.""

The union, under the supervision of Levinson and Christo-
doulou, started producing the "Lock-out" cigarette, using the
striking workers. This was the first cooperative trade union move-
ment in South Africa, supported by all trade unions in the mother
city, several benefit societies, and many individuals who helped
it financially in its initial stages." In the meantime, the union
negotiated with Canard for a settlement that would be based
mainly on a cancellation of the agreement made with the Greek
contract laborers who had been working in the factory since
1901, 57 pointing out that they would not consent to seeing the
Greeks suffer from their actions.'

Canard advertised in both of the Cape Town morning papers
for new staff, a sign of his desire to recruit strikebreakers." The
Greek workers were persuaded by the management to act as
blacklegs, thereby incurring the fury of their coworkers, who
threw stones at them as they entered the factory." The "Lock-out"
cigarette, meanwhile, progressed steadily and received consider-
able financial assistance from all of the Cape Town and most of
the Transvaal trade unions, while its distribution was extended
to the whole union."

Policansky followed Hermann and Canard by locking out his
workers on 14 May 1906, and the cooperative's cigarettes con-
tinued to be produced on an even larger scale . 62 The union felt
that it was in a strong position to bargain with the management
of Hermann and Canard, and their next letter clearly stated that
the workers would only negotiate with the firm when the contracts

54See his interview with the South African News, 8 May 1906.
55Ibid.
56See B. Levinson, "Reminiscences," in Forward, 7 March 1947.
57South African News, 10 May 1906.
58South African News, 11 May 1906.
59Cape Times, 15 May 1906; South African News, 14 May 1906.
"South African News, 15 May 1906.
61/bid .

"South African News, 17 May 1906.
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of the Greeks had been cancelled. The firm did not reply." It later
became known that the firm had blackmailed the Greek contract
laborers into signing, before an attorney, a letter of resignation
from the union."

Aristos Yaxoglou was one of the main supporters of the
striking workers, and he facilitated their efforts to support them-
selves. His factory was regarded as a "union shop" in the mother
city, always ready to help the cigarette-makers and "Lock-out.'
While the cooperative borrowed money from several sources in
order to keep up with the demand for its cigarettes, the Greek
contract workers were under police protection, requested by the
management of Hermann and Canard" who, being disturbed by
the unexpected success of the "Lock-out" effort, cut off negotia-
tions with the union." Policansky faced a shortage of cigarette-
makers and approached the union with a request for ten skilled
workers. All those approached rejected the offer because the co-
operative was paying better wages than any manufacturer in
town.68

The Greek contract workers faced the wrath of the Cape Town
workers. They were attacked by three pro-strike tailors and
retaliated," and the South African News sardonically reported
that it was a mystery that the Greeks used offensive language
and aggressive behavior against union members, but did not molest
their fellow compatriot union members." The strike continued,
as well as the "Lock-out," without the Greek contract workers
being dismissed. Although the cooperative movement continued
its efforts to survive, it was liquidated by an order of the Supreme
Court on 10 September 1907.71

The two cigarette-makers strikes exposed a new dimension
to Greeks in South Africa—the class dimension. In both strikes,
Greeks participated as union members, and some of them led
their fellow workers (in the case of the first strike) . Both strikes

63South African News, 18 May 1906; also 19 May 1906, editorial.
64.50/ab African News, 19 May 1906.
65South African News, 21 May 1906.
66Sottth African News, 24 and 25 May 1906.
67South African News, 2 June 1906.
68Sotith African News, 9 June 1906.
69South African News, 12 June 1906.
"South African News, 16 June 1906.
71Soutb African News, 10 September 1906.
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had their roots in the desire of the factory owners to maximize
profits: as they spent large sums of their variable capital on new
machines and equipment, they spent less capital on wages. Ac-
cordingly, as the workers produced the surplus over costs from
which profits were derived, the declining proportion of total
capital used to pay wages caused profit rates to decline. The two
factory owners therefore had to stop this decline, and the only
way was by reducing wages, speeding up the labor process, length-
ening hours, and hiring women and children to compete with the
men.

Let us examine how many of these methods were adopted
by the factory owners in question. Hermann and Canard, for
example, used one six-horsepower motor in 1904, and three in
1906;" and Policansky had to import skilled artisans from Port
Elizabeth to operate his newly bought equipment." As already
pointed out, women and children were working in the factories,
their wages had been decreased, and the labor process had been
speeded up. Additionally, according to a cigarette-maker appear-
ing before the Select Committee on Factories and Fair Wage
Clause, all workers in the Hermann and Canard factory were
working seventy hours a week instead of fifty, without being paid
overtime wages. 74 Locating the strikes within the overall struggle
of the Cape Town workers at that time, we could add that both
were shaped around the ideology of Owenism, which supported
the class antagonisms existing during the period of early capital-
ism but did not see the workers as a vehicle for revolutionary
change. That is why the Owenites wished to attain their ends by
peaceful means and small-scale experiments such as cooperatives,
thus rejecting straight political/revolutionary action." The leaders
of the strikes, and especially the second one, were also influenced
by the ideas of the American Labor Exchange and the Cooperative
Brotherhood of England."

The role of the Greek workers within the two strikes was
twofold. They participated in the first strike and, according to the

72A6-1906, Commission on the Factory Act, evidence by Hermann, page 75.
73Swah African News, 9 June 1906.
74C1-1906, S.C. on Factories and Fair Wage Commission, evidence by Max

Warhaff.
75K, Marx and F. Engels, Selected Works, Vol. I (Moscow 1962), p. 62.
"South African News, 23 June 1906.
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trade union leaders in Cape Town, constituted the vanguard of
the struggle. In the second strike, some of them—all union mem-
bers—supported it, while a small number of contract laborers,
although initially joining the strike, were later compelled by the
intimidating tactics of the employer to return to work.

European "scab labor" was not only a South African phe-
nomenon: in Australia it was used early in the 1890s." But there
are a number of explanations why the Greeks acted as strikers and
strikebreakers. Those who acted as strikers undoubtedly endorsed
a collective workers' consciousness during that specific historical
period, shaped by the trade union ideology advocated by the
General Workers' Union. That collective consciousness manifested
itself in the economic action taken by the workers when they went
on strike, as a defensive weapon against capitalist exploitation.
This consciousness, as we have already pointed out, was shaped
ideologically by the utopian socialists of the period, but it never
found itself in the political arena of the class struggle for various
reasons, such as the slow development of the capitalist relations
of production, the absence of a revolutionary socialist theory, and
of a revolutionary party. The collective trade union consciousness,
however, united the Greek artisans with the workers of other
nationalities in a common bond of resistance that led to mass
strike action, while stopping competition among the laborers.

The case of the strikebreakers is different. Being contract
workers, they had been trade union members before they were
taken by the employer to the attorney in order to cancel this union
registration. The intimidation by the employer, who could easily
have them deported, coupled with their financial difficulties and
the fear of unemployment, could be the other reasons for scab-
bing. The fact that they were not actually "workers/artisans-as-
such," but mainly bankrupt small shopkeepers turned cigarette-
makers because of unemployment conditions," could point to the
predominance of the middle class over workers' trade union
ideology.

This latter fact did not prevent Erasmus, a leader of the strike
77See Geoffrey Sherington, Australia's Immigrants (George Allen and Unwin,

1980) p. 118.
78Their actual previous occupations were revealed in South African News, 16

June 1906.
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and a prominent trade unionist, from declaring that the whole
attitude of the Greek contract workers had been of much more
honorable and praiseworthy character than had appeared on the
surface; and, had it not been for the meddling interference of
certain Greeks demoralized by "business" methods (an insinua-
tion against the interference of middle-class Greeks who helped
in the re-recruitment of the contract laborers), there would not
have been a Greek scab in Cape Town."

Erasmus's praise for Greek workers in Cape Town did not
change the basic fact that the Greek artisans' attitude toward the
union was one of workers' solidarity struggling to attain certain
objectives. This solidarity was the result of a common experience
within the production process and was shaped and strengthened
by the exploitation of the workers by the cigarette industry
capitalists. On the other hand, the Greek contract laborers, facing
the "Damoclean swords" of unemployment and intimidation and
blackmail from their employer, found themselves in the middle
of a continuous struggle between labor and capital; their middle-
class background was another decisive factor that led them to side
with their employer against their coworkers.

"See South African News, "Labour Notes," 19 May 1906.



Some Economic Aspects of
the Cyprus Problem'

by GEORGE HADJIMATHEOU

Federation as a solution to the Cyprus problem will be a com-
promise arrangement between two sides that are distrustful of
each other. Apart from the mutual distrust, the interpretations
given to recent history and present political reality by the two
sides in the dispute are at variance. To make things even worse,
each community suspects that the other does not have the freedom
to decide on its own, but that its behavior is, at least partly,
dictated by an external power—in the case of Turkish Cypriots,
Turkey, and in the case of Greek Cypriots, Greece. Finally, and
this is something felt more intensely by the Greek side, there is
a widespread suspicion that the motherland-protector of the
opposite side breeds national aspirations that take the imperial-
istic form of annexing the whole of the island. It is in this hardly
promising background that a federal solution is being sought.

Before I proceed to examine the economic implications of a
federation in the light of the economic disparities between the
two communities, I would like to make some brief comments with
regard to the present political background. I do not think one
can completely divorce economic from political issues.

The eventual convergence toward a federal state structure is
not the result of a response to a common outside enemy that
endangers two small independent states (the entity of one of the
two sides in Cyprus is highly disputed by the international com-
munity). Neither is it the result of close cultural, linguistic,
racial, or national bonds that are expected to find a better fulfill-
ment in a federation. It is, rather, the lack of such bonds, together
with substantial economic differences, a demographic imbalance,
and separate national aspirations that at least at this historical

1This is a revised version of a paper presented at a conference held in Nicosia,
Cyprus, in April 1987, on the Economic Aspects of a Federal System in Cyprus.
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juncture discard the alternative of a unitary state as a viable
proposition. At the same time, the mutual rejection of doublettenosis" as a serious consideration is a hopeful sign for the
presence of some common ground that points toward a federation
as the only serious alternative. However, despite the detected
common ground, there is a considerable residue of mistrust be-
tween the two communities, which is probably the main cause of
the difficulties encountered in efforts to reach a lasting solution.
Nevertheless, the mutual search for a federal solution is an ex-
pression of a belief or hope that there is a better alternative to
the present political impasse and the de facto partition of the
island resulting from the Turkish invasion in 1974. The Turkish
invasion has meant that the balance of power has swung in favor
of the Turkish Cypriot community. The concessions asked for
from the Greek Cypriots reflect this situation. And, while at
present a federal state structure seems to represent the only alter-
native that appears to be acceptable to both communities as the
basis of a permanent arrangement, the nature of the federation
finds the two communities in disagreement.

The Greeks of the island feel that they have been repeatedly
frustrated by the other side in their attempts to achieve their
legitimate political aspirations. Therefore, they are resentful that
a small minority should rely on external help to wield power not
commensurate with their size. On the other hand, Turkish
Cypriots, correctly or incorrectly, felt that the achievement of
Greek political aspirations would have worked against their eco-
nomic and political interests. They therefore had to rely on the
proximity and power of Turkey as a last resort for their security.
Turkey was willing to oblige; Greece was expected to play the
same role for the Greek Cypriot majority. It is part of the tragedy
of Cyprus that the last resort security of one side is the very
threat to the other side. But whatever the reasons for the present
situation, the perseverance in the last ten years exhibited by both
sides to reach a solution based on federalism is a clear indication
that the present status quo is not something entertained by either
side.

It appears at present that one of the main motivations on the
Turkish side is a desire for normal economic development and
eventual economic enhancement comparable to that enjoyed by
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Greek Cypriots. As long as the present economic limbo in which
they find themselves continues, their efforts toward some sem-
blance of economic viability and progress will be substantially
frustrated. But, in their view, any move toward a federal structure
must satisfy a number of prerequisites: it must provide sufficient
safeguards toward their security and long-term interests as well
as constitutional rights. Given the pervasive sentiment of mistrust
engendered by the turbulent history of the last thirty years, the
Turkish Cypriot community seems to feel that unless adequate
safeguards are provided, there is a real threat that the Greeks,
both from the island and from Greece, may work toward their
political and economic subordination. These safeguards take the
form of a substantial Turkish army presence until a transitional
government is well established; constitutional guarantors that
include Turkey; a strong Turkish Cypriot state with substantial
powers not superseded by the power of the federal government
(in this sense, the structure they have in mind, it can be argued,
is closer to a confederation rather than a federation) ; a relatively
weak central government and executive with effective veto provi-
sions, ensuring that the Greek Cypriot majority is denied the
authority to impose on them policies they may disapprove.
Another important consideration is their concern for the potential
adverse effects, both economic and political, that might arise if
unhindered or unconstrained freedom of movement, freedom of
settlement, and the right to property are allowed. This concern
arises from the fear that the more prosperous and enterprising
Greek Cypriot majority will discriminate against them. The decla-
ration of independence should be seen as part of their resolve to
achieve equality status and to become more successful in their
push for a confederation.

The Greeks approach the federal solution without much en-
thusiasm, but with the knowledge that under the present circum-
stances the best they can hope for is a federal state that safeguards
the independence of the island. They resent the fact that a
minority that does not represent more than 20 percent of the
island's population will be recognized as an equal partner in
government and will be given jurisdiction over a province that
occupies nearly 30 percent of the island.

I think that two of the major unresolved issues, that is, the
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withdrawal of Turkish troops and the outside guarantees, are
generated mainly by the sentiment of mistrust by both sides. A
question on the part of the Greek Cypriots regarding the true
intentions of Turkey prevents them from giving way. The Turkish
side can help to sweep away Greek doubts through some positive
gesture, e.g., the unconditional return of Famagusta to Greek
Cypriots or a substantial withdrawal of troops from the north. I
tend to think that the issue of the three freedoms is likely to prove
to be a more thorny problem to resolve.

Let us now concentrate more closely on the economic issues
arising from a federal structure. Since federalism is the only
alternative to the present status quo, we might as well consider
the major economic advantages arising from an agreement to the
problem.

1. By far the most important benefit is expected to arise from
a reduction in political uncertainty. This benefit may take
a number of forms: an increase in tourism, more foreign
investments and aid, a reduction in emigration, an increase
in Greek Cypriot repatriation, savings from the disband-
ment of the army, etc. Some of these benefits will not be
realized immediately after the establishment of the new
order. Time will be required for people to be convinced
that the new arrangements are working. It can even be
argued that the degree of uncertainty may be higher at the
beginning, due to a number of imponderables associated
with recent experiences regarding the relations of the two
communities and the concomitant degree of pessimism.
Serious disagreements and conflicts when the system is put
into operation might lead to a quick and substantial dissi-
pation of any benefits.

2. A concomitant gain will derive from lifting the economic
embargo on trade of any kind which, at the moment, ap-
plies to that part of the island occupied by Turkey. This
will help arrest the lack of adequate development in the
north during the last thirteen years. Turkish Cypriots will
benefit from this development, but gains will also accrue
to Greek Cypriots through the dissolution of borders and
resumption of free trade.
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3. If freedom of movement is allowed and if conditions
conducive to a high rate of labor mobility are generated,
there will be considerable benefits arising from a more
efficient allocation of labor through a free market mechan-
ism, assisted whenever necessary by state intervention.

4. The preceding point is related to another obvious benefit
arising from a more adequate use of existing physical re-
sources. The two most obvious areas where there is a con-
siderable margin for improvement in capacity utilization
and further investments are tourism and agriculture in the
north. It is especially in tourism, a lucrative sector of the
island's economy, that the greatest economic loss is incurred
under the present circumstances.

5. A less tangible benefit arising from the opening of the
borders is the substantial increase in the area amenable to
internal tourism, sightseeing, holiday centers, etc. The
north contains beautiful and ancient landscapes that can
again become great and growing tourist attractions both
for internal and external visitors. Some of the best seaside
resorts on the island have not been accessible to all Cypriots
for over twelve years.

6. An obvious and potentially substantial benefit of the open-
ing of the borders will arise from the gradual reduction
of costly duplication in production of goods and services
in the two regions, encouragement of specialization, and
economies of scale resulting from an increase in the size
of internal markets.

7. A one-off benefit will be the amount of compensation of-
fered to those people who lost property in the 1974 in-
vasion. It is assumed here that most resources directed
toward such compensation will be forthcoming from ex-
ternal sources.

8. Another benefit may result from the resumption of full
trade relations between the whole of Cyprus and Turkey,
a market of about fifty million people.

9. Part of Famagusta, one of the most thriving and rapidly
growing towns in the island's economy prior to 1974, is a
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dead city, with houses, hotels, and public buildings suffer-
ing physical deterioration at an unusual pace, due to com-
plete lack of maintenance and repair. A solution to the
problem will mean an end to this absurd situation and a
full exploitation of physical and man-made resources con-
tained in this area to the interest of all Cypriots. The
degree of capacity utilization of Farmagusta's important
harbor will increase substantially following an agreement.

One permanent cost arising from the structure of a federal
state is the extra expenditure required to maintain an extra layer
of government. In this, one must include the cost of running a
federal government based on the recognition of two or three
operative languages. But this is likely to be a small cost to pay
for all the benefits mentioned earlier. A much graver cost, though
difficult to estimate, is the potential damage or loss that might
arise from acrimonious political conflicts at the federal level of
government. These conflicts may take the form of substantial de-
lays in decisionmaking and in the implementation of policy
decisions that might be deemed necessary for particular economic
needs. Occasionally, for example, compromises dictated by poli-
tical expediency rather than economic rationality may lead to
some incoherence in economic policy that might entail non-negligi-
ble costs. A clear demarkation of powers is essential in minimizing
this type of cost.

So far, no effort has been made to examine how benefits and
costs will be shared by the two communities. It must be clear that
a settlement of the political problem is likely to benefit the
Turkish community more, the economy of which suffered sig-
nificantly after the invasion because of a number of reasons, in-
cluding the mismatch of human and physical capital, an ineffi-
cient public sector, the smallness of the economy, the settlement
of immigrants from mainland Turkey, the economic embargo,
etc. But in assessing the overall net benefit, one must go back
to the pre-1974 situation. The invasion has imposed a substantial
cost on the Greek community, for which full compensation is un-
likely to be provided. It must, therefore, be clear that any com-
pensation arrangements should take full account of the plight of
the refugees since 1974. It is likely that the Turks may push
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for the starting point in any backward look to be 1964 rather
than 1974.

One of the major issues that a federal government may be called
to tackle is the glaring disparity in economic wealth between the
two communities. The per capital income in the north is about a
third of that in the south. We are repeatedly reminded by Denk-
tash that the inability of the Turkish Cypriot community to
achieve a pace of economic development comparable to that
experienced by the Greek Cypriot community is, basically, the
result of the economic embargo. But one understands that this is
one of the few cards the Greeks have been using to make an
agreement more probable. Without it, the chances of a settlement
would have been more remote. But the economic embargo,
operating since 1974, is not the only factor blamed for the
stagnation of the Turkish Cypriot community. According to Rus-
tena Tatar, former minister of finance of the so-called Turkish
Federated State of Cyprus,

. . . the bicommunal character of the inhabitants of
Cyprus and the various adverse influences at play have
always worked against the Turkish Cypriot in the economic
field. Although Cyprus had in appearance one unitary
economy, in fact within it there was a "dual economy" in
the sense that an "invisible hand" ensured that the Turkish
Cypriots over time became the source of cheap unskilled
labor and a market for the Greek Cypriots. The discrimi-
nation was discreet but very effective and destructive of
the Turkish Cypriot's economic position.'

It is in the light of such views, whether correct or incorrect,
that one should try to understand the feelings of insecurity on
economic grounds. Tatar is driven to the conclusion that a solu-
tion to the problem ". . calls for arrangements, territorial and
constitutional, which will not only give the Turkish Cypriot com-
munity the requisite feeling of security of life and property, but
also create the necessary conditions for its economic advancement
as a separate entity. It is only thus that the viability and security
of the Turkish Cypriot Community can be guaranteed." This

2Rustem Tatar, Cyprus, Economic Aspect (Nicosia, Cyprus: 1977).



72	 JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

sentiment is time and again reiterated by Turkish leaders, who
stress that a political federation without a corresponding economic
arrangement would inevitably lead to the "economic domination
of the North by the South, thereby rupturing the political fabric
of the Federation.' Whether one agrees or not, the message is
loud and clear and is succinctly expressed by Tatar when he writes
that ". . . the continued survival of the Turkish Cypriot Commun-
ity's independence can only be secured through its economic in-
dependence" or when he restates the same view, using different
words, that "[m)ore openly stated, the Turkish Federated State
of Cyprus must have the right to regulate its economy and adjust
its economic relations with the Greek Cypriot South, with a view
to reaching in as short a time as possible the same per capita
income level." It seems that Turkish leaders have engendered in
the Turkish community a feeling of foreboding regarding any
solution that does not allow for the potential threat of the Greek
numerical preponderance in the population and Greek dominance
on economic grounds.

This is only part, and probably a small part, of the truth.
Another major reason for the economic predicament of the Turk-
ish community is the fact that the Turkish Cypriots who moved
to the north in 1974 were ill-equipped in terms of skills and the
appropriate know-how to exploit successfully the economic oppor-
tunities offered them by the geographic reality in the post-invasion
period. The majority of the uprooted Turkish Cypriots were
probably farmers who could not readjust to their new circum-
stances and, thus, found it difficult to undertake the tasks called
for by their new situation. This is not a problem that is going to
be resolved automatically with the establishment of a federal
state. It is, rather, something that will call for concerted action
both by the Turkish provincial state and the federal government.
The economic imbalance between the two regions will require
some type of regional policy to boost the economic growth of the
less prosperous part of the federation. A special federal council
or economic committee could be set up by the government to
identify areas for assistance, to establish their development poten-
tial, and to prepare a plan for appropriate action. It is extremely
likely that such action will require special grants, loans, and

3.Ibid., p. 4.
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labor subsidies from the federal government to the state in the
north, earmarked for particular purposes, including improvements
in the environmental infrastructure. The "Draft Framework
Agreement" of March 1986 provides for ". . . [al fund for
development of the Turkish Cypriot province or federated state
to be established with a view to achieving an economic equilibrium
between the two provinces or federated states. A fund will also
be established to facilitate the resettlement of the Greek Cypriot
displaced persons, and for the Turkish Cypriot displaced persons
. . . The Federal government shall contribute to these funds.
Foreign governments and international organizations shall be
invited to contribute to the funds." The federal government may
use the funds to subsidize particular project proposals from the
private sector.

One important implication of a regional policy will be some
redistribution of wealth from the more affluent Greek community
to the less prosperous northern province. The lower tax base
associated with the northern economy will imply that the tax
collected per head would be less than that in the south, but
public expenditure per head probably would not be allowed to
suffer. The expansion of the welfare state, observed in many
countries and reflected in the increasing relative weight of public
transfers in government budgets, will mean, in the light of the
inequality in the standard of living of the two Cypriot regions, a
negative Turkish contribution to common national purposes. That
is to say, the north will be expected to receive net financial assist-
ance from the rest of the country. One would like to assume that
the net beneficiaries would appreciate this, and that Greek
Cypriots will not resent this burden to such an extent as to intro-
duce a spirit of further contention and divisiveness. As mentioned
earlier, the two major sectors in the north, where capacity utiliza-
tion of existing resources is very low, are agriculture and tourism.
In 1985, for example, the total number of tourists who visited the
north was about 115,000, of which about 8 percent were Turks
from Turkey. This compares poorly with the 800,000 or more
tourists who visited the south. Given that the territory seized by
the Turkish army contained 65 percent of tourist accommodations
on the island in 1974, and 87 percent of the hotel beds under
construction, the prospects for revitalizing this sector are ex-
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tremely good. An appropriate and speedy training scheme would
enable the supply-side to meet the expected influx of tourists,
following a solution to the political problem. Any unemployed or
underemployed people could, at least in principle, be absorbed
by a rapidly growing tourist sector. Depending on the size of the
employment multiplier associated with the provision of tourist
services, one could envision sectoral bottlenecks developing and
blocking further expansion.

The speed with which economic activity in the north is revital-
ized will depend on the degree of economic freedom allowed by
the constitution: free labor mobility, full-use and free transfer of
Greek Cypriot know-how, full exploitation and appropriate de-
ployment of proven Greek Cypriot entrepreneurship and experi-
ence, institutional and commercial cooperation between the indus-
try representatives in the two provinces, a common system of
monitoring the quality of tourist services, and, of course, a climate
of economic and political stability will be important contributory
factors toward a speedy and efficient development process. Al-
though the federal government may be unwilling to wait until
market forces correct the existing inequities, and may, indeed,
have grave doubts whether they ever would or could, care must
be taken that any government plans allow for joint ventures by
the private and the public sectors, for economic incentives, and
for full utilization of any comparative advantages, both in terms
of labor skills and physical resources. The efficiency and speed
with which the development process will be managed will depend
on the powers and resources at the disposal of the federal govern-
ment. A relatively weak form of federation may imply that the
state in the south might not be highly motivated to offer positive
assistance to the north. They will also have no strong incentives
to do so if they are not offered freedom of movement and the
right to trade, invest, work, and benefit in some way or another
from a growing economy in the north.

In neoclassical economics, particular emphasis is given to labor
mobility as a paragon of economic equalization. But, because of
short distances in Cyprus, this may not be of such an important
consideration. It can be envisaged that Turkish Cypriots may
work in the south while they continue to live in the north. And
Greek Cypriots might commute to work in the north without
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moving their residence near their work. Also, given the recent
experience and turbulent history of Cyprus, it is unlikely, at least
initially, that with the establishment of a federal state there will
be any organized migration between the two regions. Economic
necessity and increasing political trust may change all of this,
however. If the present pattern of economic development and dis-
parity in prosperity continues, one would expect, assuming that
it will be politically possible, some net out-migration in favor of
the south. This may be reversed if the process of economic de-
velopment in the north reaches a certain threshold and the labor
needs exceed the available labor force.

One would expect that urban centers where Greek and Turkish
Cypriots will live in close proximity to each other, for example,
Nicosia and Famagusta, will be places where economic and other
interaction will develop very quickly. Trading opportunities can
act as a catalyst for more communication at various levels, proba-
bly using English initially as a neutral language. Success in eco-
nomic cooperation, resulting in an enhanced standard of living
for the majority of the Cypriot population and especially for the
less prosperous Turkish community, may provide a strong and
mutual interest in the continuation of the independence of Cyprus.
It may even provide the necessary incentive for a closer formal-
ization of the unity of the state. On the other hand, continuous
friction and serious conflicts may gradually lead to an increasing
economic and political distance between the two provinces and
an eventual annexation of the north by Turkey and the south
by Greece.

It must be stressed that economic help to the less-developed
region should be of a pump-priming type, and not a charitable
dole. It must also be recognized that any regional policies should
not be expected to lead in an inevitable way to a full equalization
of per capita incomes. There is sufficient evidence that a series of
regional policies both in federated and unitary states have failed
to eliminate regional disparities in standards of living. In the UK,
for example, despite persistent employment policies, regional
differences have not changed substantially over time and are
probably as great as ever. In the light of substantial differences in
British regional unemployment rates in the last eight years—a
period of high unemployment—it has become fashionable to talk
about the British north-south divide. Different productivity levels,
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heterogeneous composition of labor resources, the prevalence or
not of entrepreneurial qualities, locational advantages, cultural
differences, different speeds of adjustment to changing economic
circumstances (including technical innovation), different degrees
of urban/rural formations, and economic specialization are some
of the factors that may explain the persistence in economic in-
equalities. Despite these qualifications, it seems to me that there
is a political imperative for any growing prosperity to be diffused.
The present disparities between the two regions are artificially
high, and it will be relatively easy, given a solution to the poli-
tical problem, to move toward a substantial reduction in the pre-
vailing economic gap. Economic expansion and diffusion, together
with interregional mobility and overlapping boundaries of eco-
nomic interest in the context of a cooperative federalist structure,
will help foster a federal sentiment by conveying rewards to both
constituents and by breeding a belief in all citizens that they are
economically better off within—rather than without—their union.
This may not be a sufficient condition, but, in the case of Cyprus,
it is a necessary one for a successful federation.

Assuming that (1) old national aspirations are a thing of the
past and are replaced by a mutual desire to develop a Cypriot
identity and (2) any organized discrimination and individual
prejudices between the two communities are also a thing of the
past and are actively and strongly discouraged, economic freedom
is more likely to lead to economic progress than the lack of it.
In the last thirteen years, Greek Cypriots have shown that they
have learned from past mistakes and may feel justified to expect
a positive response from the Turkish side.

I end by making my basic point in a crude but direct way: a
Turkish Cypriot community that is much better off economically
and has better economic prospects than mainland Turkey is more
likely to be a reliable ally of Greek Cypriots than a poor, back-
ward, and embittered minority. Given that a Cypriot federation
is not expected to be burdened with an army, it may be wise to
treat any financial help to the north as some type of defense
expenditure (or a kind of risk premium) and, thus, a prosperous
Turkish community as a staunch supporter of an independent
Cypriot state. Then the stakes for both communities may be suffi-
ciently great to prevent any breakaway from a federal system.



An Interview with Kostis Moskoff

JHD: By way of introduction, let's begin with your publishing
activity. Your first book was National and Social Conscience (in
1972), which was your doctoral dissertation; then came Thessa-
loniki in 1974, both reprinted several times . .

KM: In 1978 I also published Social Conscience in Thessa-
loniki's Poetry, an essay which has been renounced as being
dogmatic ...

JHD: By whom?
KM: By myself . . . it's terrible. It was written for Rizospastis,

and it is exactly what Maniotis or Kotzias would like to see in
Rizospastis, exactly in that style. It has some good ideas in it, but
there is the continuous presence of the "organ," meaning the
[Communist) Party as the organ of change with a capital "0,"
which echoes almost erotically—I am joking a bit here.

JHD: There is, after this, a rupture in your writing .. .
KM: Well, in 1979 I published the Introduction to the History

of the Working Class in Greece, which contains some sections of
the previous works and a third which was new work on the more
recent history of the working class. After this there appeared the
Essays (Dokimia), my turning toward thought beyond historiog-
raphy. Dokimia I was published in 1980 and the Dokimia II,
entitled Praxis and Silence: The Limits of Eros and the Limits of
History, in 1984; and the forthcoming Laikismos kai Protoporia
(Populism and the Vanguard) is a collection of poems . . . I have
just prepared a geography of Greece that is a form of inquiry
about the space of Greece and an examination of the relationship
of space and time in Greece, and which is very long, about 1,500
pages.

JHD: The last book sounds as if it refers to Ethniki kai
Koinoniki Sinidisi .

This interview was taken by Alexandros Kitroeff and Vasias
Tsokopoulos in September 1985, in Thessaloniki.
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KM: It refers to the first chapter of that book, entitled "The
Long Duration," which examines the structures of space; or,
rather, it hints at the structures of space, since it is a very short
chapter. It is a piece of genuine primary inspiration and of style.
I remember Haupt telling me that it was very good in the manner
of a Braudel essay. That was quite correct, of course.

JHD: It is interesting to see that you moved from Orthodoxy
in the Dokimia to geography, since both these subjects were im-
portant aspects of Ethniki kai Koinoniki Sinidisi. Is there a con-
tinuity?

KM: You said Orthodoxy. No, I would not agree with that.
I had no contact with Orthodoxy at that time, and my criticism
of it in my first book was classically Marxist, if not vulgar, which
is what most Marxists engage in.

JHD: In doing so, however, you were the first to identify the
popular characteristics of Orthodoxy.

KM: Well, I did, but this I would now call a first stage of
becoming aware of the question of ideology. Because I was work-
ing abroad and I was not able to consult archives in Greece, I
had to rely on the archives of the French Foreign Ministry and
the Second International's archives. Apart from these, I could not
consult primary material on economic history, for instance. There-
fore, I was forced frequently to begin upside down, starting from
the superstructure, and search for the base. So I had to start from
articulated ideology first, from reality as it existed, and proceed
from there.

: But wouldn't it be correct to say that Ethniki kai Koino-
niki Sinidisi contains all the ideas you developed later? You
broach the question of Orthodoxy historiographically there, before
approaching it in a much different way later. You place Greek
history in its geographical dimension, something which had not
yet been done as explicitly as you presented it, combining this
with the longue duree . Perhaps even more importantly, you make
the first systematic statement about the comprador nature of Greek
society and stress that the dominant factor in Greek history is the
society's dependency. You do accept this as being the axis of your
work, an axis which retains its validity?

KM: Yes, I do. You see, I began by examining the structural
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nature of this dependency, which is not merely a conjunctural
feature but a permanent one, beginning with the emergence of
imperialism, and a feature which affects all the levels of social
life—economics, politics, and ideology. I tried to understand
dependency as the dialectical relationship of the interior of the
society with external forces. This in fact exists from the beginning
of history. Thanks to a number of structural features in which
geography plays a large part, culture is articulated in the Greek
space as a form of exchange between the internal and the external,
an exchange not only of commodities but also one of ideas, feel-
ings. I would add, on the basis of my recently developed inter-
ests, an exchange of glances. . . . You can say that this erotic
element is fundamental to Greek culture, because this culture
has developed on the basis of exchange. And this element is also
present in the traditional superstructure, Orthodoxy. Orthodoxy
as the traditional ideology of this culture is predicated on Eros.
Let's not forget that the only definition of God in Orthodoxy is
that God is Eros, love. This feature of exchange or Eros is a
structural one and is found both in the superstructure and the
base. What I have called the unification of impersonal scattered
matter is expressed through a dialectical process in the yearning
and the needs of simple people. This might be true for all cul-
tures, but it seems to me that it is a vital feature of our culture,
given the nature of the traditional ideological superstructure,
Orthodoxy, which is characterized by its erotic, exchange ele-
ments. The patristic texts define God as love; therefore, God
as an ideology is considered all-embracing, catholic. It's not strange
that "katholou" in Greek can have two meanings, everything and
nothing. There is a dialectical relationship with God in Ortho-
doxy that can lead to its ideological message being reversed.

JHD: Could we for the moment judge Ethniki kai Koinoniki
Sinidisi in the terms it was written under? Do you see it as part
of a tradition of Marxist historiography begun in Greece by
Kordatos, and continued by Svoronos, who fused this tradition
with the so-called "new history" that began developing in post-
war France? If so, what was your attitude to these sources ?

KM: I must say that, having read Kordatos (like all progres-
sive Greeks during my student years), I began by pinpointing the
weaknesses of Kordatos's simplistic Marxism after having become
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acquainted with French historiography. My major observation on
Kordatos's work was that it lacked that fundamental Leninist
element of analyzing the particular characteristics of the concrete
situation of Greece. So I started out to create an anti-Kordatos, in
other words a Marxist, dialectic, in order to correct Kordatos, in
a way. This does not mean, of course, that I do not appreciate
the contribution of this writer who tackled the whole of Greek
history with no specialized scientific knowledge of historiography,
and who made an important contribution, especially in the presen-
tation of facts, despite his weaknesses. There is no doubt that he
was the one who set Marxist historiography in Greece on its
course. In any case, as I said, I began by trying to determine the
weaknesses in his work and to rectify them, especially in the area
of the particularities of Greece. By inquiring into these particulari-
ties I reached my conclusion that the most fundamental character-
istic of Greek history was the dependent nature of Greek society.
This dependency begins as a dialectical relationship of internal
space with its exterior and develops, finally, into a situation of
alienation at the point of the unification of the world market, the
emergence of imperialism. Elements of this alienation have existed
since the eleventh century in economic terms, as Helene Antonia-
dis-Bibikou has pointed out, through the privileges handed over
to Italian cities during the period of decline of the Byzantine
empire. Thus the early accumulation of capital, which occurred
in the late feudal period in the Greek lands, was not concentrated
in Greek hands but was absorbed by Genoa and Venice. To sum
up my relationship with Kordatos, I can only repeat that through
an attempt to compensate for his weaknesses I was guided by
the Leninist principle that there is a need to explore the peculiari-
ties of each concrete situation. In doing so I arrived at my major
conclusion, that Greek history has been articulated around
society's dependency on external factors, and that history moves
along the dialectical relationship of the internal and the external.

To move on to Svoronos, the second great historiographer in
this tradition: I was less attracted to his important work on
Thessaloniki because he limited himself to the economic level. I
was persuaded since then that social life is a dialectical relation-
ship among three levels—economics, politics, and ideology—and
that all three ought to be studied together. Economic history on
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its own results in a very one-dimensional product. In relationship
to Svoronos's important work on Thessaloniki's commerce, which
remains a pathfinding study for Greek historiography, I decided to
study the city's history more holistically, in a more Marxist way,
I'd say. Another reason for studying Thessaloniki was that I had
experienced the city; I can only work through having had an
experience of a subject. The fact that I could not return to the
city for a few years only increased my passion for it. So I at-
tempted a total history of the city during the late Ottoman period.

JHD: You introduced to Greek historiography a novel method-
ology by fusing Marxism with elements of the Annales school;
at the same time, you adopted a very distinct idiom.

KM: Well, as far as the former is concerned, all I can say is
that evolved by pursuing the Leninist principle of a "concrete
analysis for a concrete situation." As to the language I use, it
comes about through a refusal to obey the strictures of Aristotelian
language (the positive, the particular, etc.) and later positivist
logic of banishing one's sensations or, rather, the dichotomy be-
tween feeling and understanding. I remember that when I began
to write the first book I imitated sounds; first of all Braudel's
poetic style, which is fashionable in French scholarly writing but
quite unknown here. I imitated others as well, such as K. T.
Dimaras (who has written in a somewhat similar style), and
Yiorgos Savidis, particularly his journalistic writings in essay
form such as Pano Nera and Efimero Sperma. When I say I imi-
tated them I mean I considered them my teachers as stylists. I
went too far, perhaps, because some people have said that I
became too poetic. After that, I made my style more consciously
poetic, not in an attempt to acquire a style but through trying to
communicate my experiences directly, including debatable points
or double meanings—because that's how it might seem to me.
That is how I think reality is. It is never concrete; it is always
blurred, and it can lead to a number of situations. And this can
be reflected by the words one uses.

I express myself according to my experiences, a combination
of experiences and historical training which produces a language
containing meaning based on the historiographical analysis and
empirical data. The archives I used when I was working under
Georges Haupt were not only those in Paris and Amsterdam; I
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also made use of material in Skopia and Sofia. Upon the analysis
based on the empirical work, I bring my own subjective inter-
vention—and this process functions poetically. Well, I don't know
if it does, but it is supposed to. I would almost go so far as to say
that a sensitive historian has to be part poet. In fact, some poets
have said far more pertinent things about Greek history than many
historians. Look at Cavafy, for instance. Of course, if you read
both books we have been talking about in the French original
and in dissertation form, you will not find this type of writing.
My arrival in Greece and my experiences in this environment in-
fluenced the rewrite into Greek and into book form. My relation-
ship with reality changed. I had already fallen ill then. I had
gone through acute experiences since 1970, after falling ill, that
helped move me toward reality. I can't really explain this any
better. Through an everyday meeting with death, I was able to
determine the important things in life and perhaps the important
things in my scholarly work. I think that my use of language has
been influenced by my illness, from 1970 onwards, in the direction
of seeking out the essentials .. .

JHD: In doing so, you seem to be standing outside the two
main historiographical camps, one of which is engaged in con-
tinuing the tradition of Kordatos and Svoronos, and the other in
investigating quite different problems, such as the functioning of
society, its mechanisms, its balances, and so on. 'While you were
reared in the former tradition, you seem to have broken away
from its norms. You put forward a synthetic interpretation of
Greek society we have talked about, which is novel and, even
more importantly, is not based on decades of research, mono-
graphs, analyses, etc., but is, essentially, up in the air since it has
not been presaged by any other work. Instead of the conventional
approach, you have used a non-positivist approach by utilizing,
as well as sensitivities, a broader vision and a suggestive specula-
tion in deciphering and interpreting the facts. If you are right and
not wrong in doing so, you are ahead of your time—in any case,
your originality leads to considerable difficulties in the compre-
hension of your writings.

KM: First of all, I must say that easy generalizations are com-
mon sins in Greek historiography. I am reminded of something
that Apostolos Vacalopoulos, that academic but good and amiable
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to the point of being tame historian, has said about the traditional
historians. He has criticized the ease with which they generalize
and draw conclusions through unsubstantiated analyses. That, of
course, is a very Greek phenomenon in other spheres of life as
well, which can lead to negative results. I am thinking of this
ease of "finding things out" and generalizing. Through the intens-
ity of our collective life and our inherent training in some direc-
tions, a Greek has the ability to discover things, but because there
is an absence of method or knowledge of how to analyze, he or
she is led to generalizations that are off the mark and to conclu-
sions that are wrong. Now, if we assume that I am not guilty of
this and that my work is generally in the right direction, there are
still dangers with its dissemination. Some people may wish to
imitate me without having the necessary grounding and, thus,
arrive at the wrong conclusions. While I would not favor this, I
must insist on the need not to set apart sensations from knowledge.
And herein lies the difficulty in understanding my language. The
reader is unaccustomed to knowledge being combined with sensa-
tions.

JHD: It is this difficulty, presumably, which isolates you not
only from the ethnocentric school, but also from the traditional
Marxist school of historiography.

KM: My work is indeed ambiguously received—in some places
it is welcomed enthusiastically and in others dismissed angrily.
The latter applies to both sides you identified earlier. The Marxist
or, rather, the Marxian side adopts an essentially positivistic
approach. It knows Marx without knowing Lenin or Hegel—it
ignores that important saying by Marx that to understand him
one has to have read Hegel, which was repeated later by Lenin .. .

Some authors do not refer to my work simply because they
have not bothered to read my books. They dismiss them a priori.
This is the case with some young historians, but it is more
common among the older generation. Oddly enough, one person
who relied greatly on my work before discovering my political
affiliation was Tassos Vournas. Dimitris Hadjis, who published
a small bulletin in Budapest, presented my first book in 1972
with a paean a bit like what Stamatiou wrote in NEA recently.
But on the whole, the old guard . . . many of them don't read
anything produced by younger people, have you noticed? They
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think that intellectual production has been finalized with their
own work. . . An important side to how my work is received
is that, notwithstanding my style of writing, I am identified
politically with an idea which is called dogmatic and is dogmatic
in many ways. Within this area I am original, not in content, but
in form. The license I have under these circumstances to cross
the line is due not to the scholarly nature of my work, but to the
general appreciation it receives, often by non-Marxists. But
it is mainly due to a public following I have in Thessaloniki for
historical reasons. I have a certain popular appeal as the child
who betrayed his class, When I joined the movement, my family
was one of the most important and well-known in Thessaloniki.
This has all meant a sort of special treatment others would not
have enjoyed, I am sure.

JHD: This seems a good point to ask you about your political
affiliation. Many people must have wondered why you did not
side with the Communist Party of the Interior, given its popularity
with intellectuals.

KM: Yes, in fact, many Interior people suggested to me that
my natural habitat was with them. But if you look at my work
beyond my person, you can understand this. The main opposition
between the Interior and the Communist party is the Interior's
non-identification of the main opposition within Greek society,
that of dependency. I think that apart from the superficial side,
the substance of the split in 1968 was caused by the movement's
eventual recognition of the nature of this opposition, which means,
of course, that one cannot make a long-term alliance with the
ruling class because of its comprador nature. The Interior followed
another analysis, and we saw what happened with EADE, etc.
One cannot engage in a pre-junta type of alliance—any alliance
must be limited and clearly delineated. The ruling class, and not
only this class, is structurally linked to imperialism. And imperial-
ism penetrates the whole of society and the movement itself, so a
continuous struggle against imperialism is necessary.

On the strength of my own analysis of Greek society, I could
not side with the Interior. Of course, the views of many party
cadres on the situation in the Soviet Union, not the present one,
but that existing in the immediate postwar period, the time when
their attitudes were formed, certainly leads to weaknesses in how
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the movement behaves. These weaknesses include an underestima-
tion of the importance of ideology, imagination, daring—in spite
of what Lenin says at the end of What Is to Be Done? What is
missing from our movement is imagination. It's what has been
called dogmatism and monolithism, which does exist and which
causes weaknesses and difficulties—especially to people like myself.

In spite of all this, the party is the only solution for the
progressive movement in Greece today. The Interior does not
offer any credible solution, despite its visions of freedom and
democracy, because its attitude is articulated on its ignorance of
the main opposition in present-day Greece. The split in 1968
increased the movement's weaknesses, especially in the field of
ideology, with most intellectuals siding with the Interior. Espe-
cially at first things were very difficult for the intellectuals who
remained in the party, but things are steadily improving.

JHD: And what about the struggle against imperialism?
KM: I think there is a growing mass consciousness within

the movement, but outside of it as well, around the issue of the
country's dependency. Large sections of the petty bourgeoisie,
which have been subservient to bourgeois ideology to a great
extent, have differentiated their position. It was this trend which
led to the creation of PASOK and its growth. In PASOK's early
years there was an acceptance, at least on the theoretical level, of
dependency as the main opposition in Greek society. However, this
mass anti-imperialist consciousness remained—importantly, this
was the first time it had spread to such an extent. During the
wartime occupation there was opposition to the fascist face of
imperialism. . . . But under the present conjuncture there is a
petty bourgeois hegemony in politics, which is, perhaps, a neces-
sary stage. The party needs time to catch up after the problems of
the split and so on. It is, however, true that the present conjunc-
ture reveals its weaknesses in terms of intellectual work and its
inability to intervene effectively on the level of ideology.

JHD: As a result of these weaknesses you have pointed out,
and as a result of setbacks in the anti-imperialist movement, we
have a revival of what has so badly been described as the "Amer-
ican way of life," individualism and so on, which is opposed by
trends such as a "return to the roots," rekindling old traditions
and a variety of metaphysical responses to imperialism. At this
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time you have chosen to make a new intellectual intervention that
sets you apart from the political anti-imperialism movement and
the traditionalist movement. You have sought to explore Ortho-
doxy, identifying it as the traditionalist ideology of Greece, while
at the same time talking about the vanguard role of the working
class, striking out against populism, etc. Not only are you balanc-
ing on a tightrope between these two sides, but you are also
being attacked by both of them, either as a populist who wants to
return to the roots or as a usurper who is tailoring tradition in
the interests of Marxism.

KM: I have insisted in my writings on the dialectical relation-
ship of the past with the present, and I have criticized populism—
which is the insistence on traditional forms with no dialectical
link with the present—repeatedly. I think that the move toward
studying tradition in Greece must function as a Greek application
of that famous Marxist dictum about Hegel. Marx wrote that
Hegel said everything; he provided a synopsis of world thought,
but he expressed this idealistically. What we have to do is not
simply stand Hegel on his head, but since his thought contains
a synopsis of world thought, we have to invert everything ma-
terialistically. This is what I am trying to do with tradition-dis-
course (paradomenos logos), which by its nature says everything;
it is the sum total of the 2,000-year history of our people ex-
pressed through a discourse. We have to examine how this dis-
course has been expressed, to investigate its roots, its sources in
history, the birth of this discourse in history, and move on to a
dialectical, materialistic criticism. I think, therefore, that my stance
is manifestly a Marxist one, and my critics display their ignorance
of Marxism. These critics are a broad range. A large number of
them are in the so-called non-enrolled left and are typified by
their one-dimensional reading of Marxism and their ignorance
of Greek reality through the transplantation of Western European
models. There is also a large number of party intellectuals who
suffer from an ideological ineptitude. . . . They are from a genera-
tion that is without Eros, without the necessary experiences to
understand things. For the older generation this is understandable
due to the difficulties of their history, but for the younger genera-
tion it is a misfortune.

JHD: You have been criticized for idealizing Greek traditional
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ideology. Especially when you compare this to Western, positivistic
ideology, you seem unwilling to criticize Eastern traditions .. .

KM: There might be some truth to these criticisms. In some
of my analyses I might have slipped into a metaphysical criticism
of the West, but I do not think that this characterizes the sum
total of my work. There are some students of Western and East-
ern discourse who insist that there is an unbridgeable gap between
the two. And they find this gap expressed in the articulated dis-
course of both sides. It is the differences between Catholicism,
Protestantism, and Orthodoxy. Of course, many of us are ignorant
of what Catholicism is, what Protestantism is, and what Ortho-
doxy is. But if anyone studies these, he or she will realize that the
differences are, indeed, great. For instance, the objective in Ortho-
doxy is the deification of man, while in the West the kingdom
comes with the end. I think it was Pascal who said that the
crucifixion has happened; it cannot be erased because it is an
historical event. But the Orthodox, on the other hand, believes
that it can be erased. Important Orthodox thinkers such as Maxi-
mos Omologitis, Nikolaos Kavasilas, Grigorios Palamas later,
and the Russians even later on—Berdyaev, Ossowski, Evdokimov
—have written that man can complete himself, he can become
total man, as Marx has written, by overcoming the alienation in
society and in nature by becoming an erotic being in relation to
the other. By constructing one's being according to God—God in
Orthodoxy means love—one can achieve liberation through love.
Man is the dialectic of man, the dialectic of silence and praxis,
of the crucifixion and the resurrection. The important distinction
in Eastern Orthodoxy is that man can achieve liberation in life,
and not after death as in the Western doctrines. Man experiences
life dialectically in Eastern dogma, as a catharsis and a tragedy,
as a crucifixion and a resurrection, as a success and a failure. But
this possibility of man becoming liberated in Orthodoxy is a
metaphysical, alienated plane. If, however, participation in the
church—the body of Christ—is indeed a process toward liberation,
even if this is articulated in a conservative way (since it does not
address the main issue of society's division into classes), I think
we can determine a common ground between Orthodoxy and
revolutionary thought. I am not talking here of merely tactical
alliances, but even of a full identification; not with Christianity,
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which is a system, a religion, and is the opiate of the people, as
Marx said, but with Orthodoxy—which is not a system, but an
attitude toward life.

JHD: Even if it is not the opiate of the people, Orthodoxy
is not progressive .. .

KM: I do not mean the Orthodoxy of the reactionary church,
the Sunday schools, etc. That is an alienated form of Orthodoxy,
it has been alienated by our society's dependency, it is a Protestant
or a Catholic Orthodoxy. I think that there exist small pockets of
resistance to this in the people, where Orthodoxy is not a system
but an attitude toward life. I'm thinking of a Raskolnikov type of
person, ever restless, ever searching, always hungry and thirsty.
Somebody who does not remain on the level of small-scale love
. . . but experiences Eros as a relationship of the person with the
whole.

JHD: Are you the Weber of Orthodoxy?
KM: No. I do not see Orthodoxy as a discourse of the present.

It is the discourse of the past. Following a discussion between
Lenin and Lunacharsky, which has not been published in Greek,
Berdyaev asks for the modernization of the Apocalypse—not John
the Baptist's, but the Apocalypse in general. He asks for the word
of God to be expressed through the present-day needs of humanity.
I also think that the truths expressed in a different set of symbols
can be expressed differently today, through dialectical materialism,
in fact. Gramsci poses the question as to who are the greater
saints, the Christian martyrs who went to the lions joyously, or
the communists who go toward the execution squad while not
believing in life after death. . . . This offering of the self for the
common good is a par excellence feature in the life of commu-
nists. This is shown not only by isolated, individual examples,
but is manifested in a mass way. Whole peoples, among them
our own, have sacrificed themselves fighting at the Themopylae
of their history for a vision.

JHD: Are you, perhaps, a Cavafian historian ?
KM: No, I wouldn't say that. I'll repeat that knowledge

cannot be divorced from sensations. The poetic invocation of real-
ity is not less valid than the scientific one. We cannot banish
poetry from our lives. We cannot banish the reality of poetry.
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But I think that the poetic relationship to reality should be proc-
essed through intellect. Following Lenin, who calls for the search
for those thin threads that will transform this imagination into
reality, so that reality itself is transformed, I would ask that we
reach through poetry . . . our intellectual understanding of reality.
A dialectical relationship between intellect and sensations.



Apotropaic and Other Magic
Devices in Greek Wedding Rituals

by GEORGE PILITSIS

While the belief in the evil eye may not be universal,' ethno-
graphic studies and cultural surveys have shown that it is wide-
spread in all of the Near East, in South Asia, North Africa,
throughout northern Europe, and in the Mediterranean. The stud-
ies also suggest that the belief is based on the idea that an
individual, male or female, can intentionally or by accident harm
another individual by merely looking at or complimenting that
person or his property. Ideas about what kind of people have the
power to cast the evil eye, and who can be affected by it, are as
diverse as the cultures in which the belief is found.'

Interpretations regarding the function of the evil eye vary
according to the researcher's training and point of view. How-
ever, most of them agree that the psychological dynamics, the
emotional force behind the belief, often points to the same source,

I-In his cross-cultural survey, for instance, John M. Roberts (in C. Maloney,
ed., 229) found that of the 186 cultures in his world sample, only 36 percent
possessed a belief in the evil eye. According to his data and other surveys (e.g.,
Seligmann), the belief appears to be absent in aboriginal Australia and Oceania.
In some parts of Southeast Asia, North and South America, and in sub-Sahara
Africa, the belief exists, but probably only as a weak and poorly conceptualized
idea. As for Latin America, researchers suggest that the belief was brought to
Mesoamerica by the Spanish and Portuguese. See Sigfried Seligmann and Sheila
Cosminaky, "The Evil Eye in a Quiche Community," in C. Maloney, ed., 163-174.
For a detailed treatment of the evil eye belief in different parts of the world, see
also Alan Dundes, ed., The Evil Eye: A Folklore Casebook, and Edward S. Gifford,
The Evil Eye: Studies in the Folklore of Vision (New York: Macmillan, 1958).

2In different parts of the world, the power ascribed to the evil eye emanates
from different sources. For instance, in some parts of the Mediterranean and the
Near East, the source may be the mouth or the eye of the individual that casts it;
the power may also be an avenging spirit or deity, a malevolent force (such as a
plague) that destroys people and their property, livestock, and agriculture. Else-
where, it may be thought of as the embodiment of evil, often the devil, or even
be associated with people of specific ethnic or religious backgrounds, with
strangers, or with one's own kin, neighbors, or even animals. See Maloney, VI-X.
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the same emotion: the fear of being envied. This emotion appears
to be a common factor in almost all those societies that possess
the belief in the evil eye (Roberts, 261). Furthermore, gossip
and magic have often been associated with the evil eye, and have
been dealt with as manifestations of envy . 3

In Greece, the belief in the evil eye appears to be fairly con-
sistent and uniform and is often associated with envy, gossip,
and magic.4 While anyone, young or old, male or female, ugly
or beautiful, may invite or provoke envy and thus become a victim
of the evil eye, gossip, and aggressive magic, it is usually the
fortunate, the prosperous, and those in a period of transition in
life that run the greatest risk of falling prey to its effects. These
include young children; mothers at the time of childbirth and until
their purification, forty days after the birth; and young people
during the time of courtship and, especially, at the time of their
wedding. According to popular belief, the physical harm caused
by the evil eye and aggressive magic can range from illness to
death. A person afflicted with it may experience symptoms ranging
from severe headaches, loss of appetite, vomiting, fever, and
sleepiness, to irritation or depression. Moreover, misfortunes in
one's life, such as loss of wealth or employment, destruction
of property, or wrecked marriage, are often attributed to the

8In his discussion of the function of the evil eye belief complex in the Middle
East, B. Spooner (Maloney, ed., 79) states: "The concept of the evil eye appears
to be an institutionalized psychological idiom for the personalization, or simply
the personification of misfortune, in particular insofar as misfortune, or fear of it,
may relate to the fear of outsiders and their envy." George Foster and Eric R. Wolf
also deal with the evil eye, gossip and magic as manifestations of envy. In their
view, however, institutionalized envy functions not as a means to explain or
rationalize all types of sickness, misfortunes, or loss of possessions such as animals
and crops, as Spooner and others have suggested, but rather as a means of social
control, minimizing deviant behavior. G. Foster, "Peasant Society and the Image
of Limited Good," American Anthropologist 67 (1965), 293-315; Eric R. Wolf,
"Types of Latin American Peasantry: A Preliminary Discussion," American
Anthropologist 57 (1955), 452-71; see also, Paul R. Turner, "Witchcraft as
Negative Charisma," Ethnology 9 (1970), 366-72. For various other interpretations
regarding the function of aggressive magic and the evil eye, see C. Maloney.

4For accounts of the evil eye in modern Greece, see Regina Dionisopoulos-Mass;
J. K. Gubbins, "Some Observations on the Evil Eye in Modern Greece," Folklore
57 (1946) 195-197; Robert A. Georges, "Matiasma: Living Folk Belief," Midwest
Folklore 12 (1962) 69-74; Margaret M. Hardie, "The Evil Eye in Some Villages
of the Upper Haliakmon Valley in West Macedonia," in Alan Dundes, ed., 107-
123; see also, John C. Lawson, Modern Greek Folklore and Ancient Greek Religion
(Cambridge University Press, 1910); G. F. Abbott; Richard Blum and Eva Blum,
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malevolent power of the evil eye and magic.
Marriage is a time when tension and anxiety run high. This

is a period in the life cycle which presents the greatest danger
and thus is a time when the individual feels exposed to great
risks emanating from the world of magic and the supernatural.
In his discussion of the effects of the evil eye, Schoeck said: "All
objects and action surrounding marriage and birth invite the
evil eye: the marriage bed, wedding gifts, and the consummation
of marriage." 5 It has long been recognized that to feel exposed
to risk is to feel vulnerable. Therefore, vulnerability can be viewed
as one of the key concepts which is associated with magic and the
evil eye belief complex. In light of this, we may suggest that the
ultimate goal of various rites and rituals observed at the time of
marriage is not only to effect a smooth passage for the individuals,
easing their transition from one stage to another, as Arnold van
Gennep6 has shown, but also to protect them against possible
attacks of aggressive magic. Furthermore, the rites may also be
viewed as ways of minimizing the effects of envy manifested in
the evil eye, which may consciously or unconsciously be cast upon
the bride or groom.

I will limit this article to discussing the apotropaic function of
a number of customs and rites observed in various parts of Greece
before and during the wedding ceremony. I will also deal with
prophylactic spells and other methods used to defend the couple
against the harmful effects of magic, the evil eye, and gossip.
The examples chosen come from the wealth of material contained
in ethnographic studies and collections of Greek folklore, as well
as from personal observations and inquiries. The customs that
will be discussed here are, I think, fairly representative, and many
of them are preserved in various ways in villages and towns
throughout Greece. But, of course, this is only a small sample
of the rich variety of prophylactic rites that accompany Greek
weddings.

Marriage is a joyful celebration of life. A newly engaged
couple or newlyweds are required and often advised to be espe-
cially careful and guarded against envious barren women, child-

5Helmut Schoek, "The Evil Eye: Forms and Dynamics of Universal Supersti-
tion," in Alan Dundes, ed., 196.

°Arnold Van Gennep, The Rites of Passage (London, 1960).
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less widows, jealous suitors and disappointed lovers, or mothers
of unmarried daughters and sons. Any of these people are regarded
as potential enemies because they could, from envy, spread
malicious rumors about the reputation of the couple with the
intention of breaking their engagement or ruining their marriage.
The more aggressive ones could cast the evil eye or resort to
magic and seriously harm the couple.

While morals and customs change to fit contemporary atti-
tudes and values, in rural areas of Greece, where people continue
to observe traditional lifestyles, a number of marriages are still
arranged, usually through the negotiations of a proxenitis or
proxenitra (marriage intermediary) . This person may be a friend,
a relative, or a professional matchmaker, generally a woman.
According to several reports, the reputation of the prospective
couple and their families in the community contributes greatly to
the success of the arrangement. In a village or small town, where
one's actions are easily observed by neighbors and where privacy
is virtually unknown, that reputation could easily be ruined
through the malevolent force of gossip.

Everyone in the village is aware of the power of koutsobolio
(gossip) and its effects on people. Those who participate in it
with the intent of using it maliciously are often referred to as
glossophagoi, gossipmongers, who devour with their tongues.

They . . . are feared for their aggressive and malicious
natures and abilities. These are people who can cause
great harm by employing their powers directly. They speak,
thus causing envy and jealousy to arise. They are people
who slander others, starting stories about one's reputation
and actions with the intention of doing harm.'

Moreover, aggressive gossipers are often believed to use magic
with their threats, and, since they speak with the intent to do
harm, one must always be on guard and do everything possible
to protect him/herself from them. In their discussion of the func-
tion of gossip in Greek village society, Richard Blum and Eva
Blum state:

Dionisopoulos-Mass in Clarence Maloney, ed., 53.
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The less ritualized and more socially dynamic use of words
in village gossip is considered to be a source of danger,
not just to reputation and social position, but to health
itself. In talking to the villagers, one gains the impression
that gossip may be conceived as acting directly. The words
themselves do harm independently of the destructive social
effects they may have and independently of the motives of
malice, envy and anger which gossip reflects in the speaker;
motives which might well be expressed in conduct damag-
ing to the victim of these feelings. In this sense, gossip
may be viewed by the observer as a triple threat: the words
harm magically by themselves, they also do damage insofar .

as they are believed to produce social damage, and, finally,
the motives reflected in gossip may also move the gossip-
ing person to do sorcery or to engage in other destructive
acts.'

At times of marriage, one way for individuals to protect
themselves against any potential harm malicious gossip may cause
is to conduct the marriage negotiations in absolute secrecy. The
parents of the young man and the girl, as well as the matchmaker,
therefore take precautions not to reveal or discuss the matter
with outsiders until it becomes official. Their fear stems from
the possibility that malicious gossip may arouse jealousy in people
who, from envy, may attempt to prevent the arrangement from
being fulfilled. This can be done either by casting spells or the
evil eye, or by employing various methods of aggressive magic
on the young couple with the intention of making them lose
interest in each other. One such method, revealed to me by a
woman from Serres now living in the United States, involves the
use of oil from the oilwick candles that burn on graves. The oil
is mixed with the blood of a menstruating woman. If the target
were a young man, the aggressor would sprinkle some of this
mixture on the unsuspecting man or on the door of the girl's house.
The effects are believed to be irreversible. From various inquiries,
this appears to be a well-known magic recipe for scorned lovers
in many parts of Greece. In view of this, one can easily appreciate

8For various examples regarding the effects of gossip and its association with
magic, see especially 15, 168-70.
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the fear and concerns of the parents in keeping the matter of
wedding negotiations secret.

The time during which the negotiations are conducted is also
critical. A skillful and experienced matchmaker, if she acts as a
matrimonial agent for the young man, would carry the marriage
proposal to the girl's parents at night. This lessens the chance
of being seen by curious neighbors, who, suspecting the purpose
of her visit, might begin to gossip and, from envy or spite, spread
untruthful stories about the girl with the malicious intention of
foiling the match. During the negotiations, apotropaic spells and
rituals may also be used to further defend the matchmaking and
those directly involved. In her discussion of the betrothal arrange-
ments in the island of Imbros, for instance, Bakaemi (507) states
that, during the informal negotiations, the matchmaker would
propose on behalf of the young man and his family and then,
addressing herself to the girl's mother, she adds the customary
phrase, "vali skoupa kai farash proxenia na mi halash," that is,
"bring out the broom and the dustpan so that the matchmaking
would not break." While the expression is not to be taken
literally, it may be regarded as a magic spell in the sense that the
broom and the dustpan, two common household items, are invested
with symbolic magic qualities. Acting on the principle of homeo-
pathic magic, they would sweep away malicious gossip and its
evil intentions on the matchmaking.

Eager to succeed in arranging a suitable match, the match-
maker would praise the couple, often extolling his or her quali-
ties, attributes, and virtues, as well as their wealth and health. By
doing so, however, she unintentionally exposes them to the dan-
gers of envy and the evil eye, To counteract any potential harm
that her excessive praise might bring and to ward off the dreaded
evil, the matchmaker often interjects various spells which are
usually accompanied by ritual acts. For instance, she would make
the sign of the cross and recite, "may the evil eye not fall on
him [or her)." Here the sign of the cross makes a direct appeal
to religion for protection. By acknowledging a higher power as
a protector, the danger of fascination, or matiasma, is averted.

aFor the dangers of praise and its association with the evil eye belief in
different parts of the world, see Eugene S. McCartney, "Praise and Dispraise in
Folklore," in Alan Dundes, ed., 9-38.
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At other times, she would toss pinches of salt into the fire and
say: "May the evil eye and jealousy burst as this salt bursts," or
she would make a symbolic gesture of casting her words of praise
from her mouth into the fire in the hope that the flames would
consume her words and thus eliminate any potential danger they
might pose to the individual praised.

When the preliminary negotiations are completed, and some
agreement with regard to the terms, nature, and amount of the
girl's dowry is reached by both parties, the preparations for the
formal engagement (arravonas) get under way. Taking the neces-
sary precautions not to be seen by anybody in the streets, the
groom, his parents, a few of his very close relatives, and the
marriage negotiator arrive at the girl's house late one evening.
A Saturday or Sunday night is preferred, while Monday and
Tuesday evenings are avoided at all cost (they are regarded as
the most unpropitious days to conduct the ceremony, for fear that
the couple will divorce and remarry a second or even a third
time—defterosi or tritosi). Evidently, the names deftera (second)
for Monday and triti (third) for Tuesday gave rise to this belief.

The engagement usually consists of two stages: the signing
of the dowry agreement (proikosimfono)," and the exchange of
the rings (veres). In the first part, the men go over the dowry one
last time, and if everything is according to their agreement, the
bride's father signs the proikosimf ono in the presence of three
witnesses. Elsewhere in Greece, this may be done on the next
day in the local municipal building and before a public officer,
who also acts as a notary. The second part of the ceremony focuses
on the ritual exchange of the rings. The details may vary from
region to region and according to local and family traditions.
For instance, in his report on the wedding customs in the district
of Grevena, Karapatakis (26) states that, until recently, it was
customary for mothers of prospective spouses to prepare the

101n contrast to her trousseau, the bride's dowry usually consists of real estate,
such as arable land, vineyards, olive orchards, commercial lots, and a house or
apartment, as well as animals and cash. For a more detailed discussion on the
institution of the dowry, its function and symbolism in the life of women in Greek
rural society, as well as the changes in recent years, see Juliet du Boulay, "The
Meaning of Dowry: Changing Values in Rural Greece," Journal of Modern Greek
Studies 1 (May 1983) 243-270; cf. Ernestine Friedle, Vasilika: A Village in
Modern Greece (New York, 1962), and -Dowry and Inheritance in Modern
Greece," Transactions of the New York Academy of Sciences, 22:49-54.
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rings for their children. They bound gold rings with a piece of
red silk thread around a small bunch of dry basil with roots. The
silk thread and the roots, symbolizing strength and stability, were
supposed to extend their qualities to marriage. They tied cotton
and red-dyed wool to the dried basil. At the appropriate time,
the mothers place the rings on a table next to a cross or on an
icon taken down from the family shrine (iconostasi).

It is interesting to note that this custom bears a striking
similarity to rituals of supplication and appeasement observed in
preChristian Greece. In antiquity, branches taken from an olive
tree and draped with some wool were presented to a divinity or
to a person of high authority and power, in exchange for the
suppliant's safety and protection. It is likely that the modern
Greek custom observed at Grevena on the engagement night func-
tions on the same principle. Acting as suppliants for their chil-
dren, the mothers place the union, symbolized by the rings, under
the direct protection and safety of the church and religion repre-
sented by the cross and the icon. The twigs of basil used in the
ritual may also be regarded as a means to further the protection.
In Greek tradition, basil is often associated with rituals of puri-
fication and protection observed at home and by the church. For
instance, in a effort to keep evil spirits away, the priest uses
branches of dry or fresh basil to sprinkle holy water on people
and their homes, as well as on livestock and crops in the fields."
Similarly, home recipes for protection against the evil eye and
magic often call for the use of basil leaves. Interestingly enough,
in several wedding songs from various parts of Greece the bride
and groom often referred to as sweet basil, as in the following
songs from Thassos, quoted by Abbott (175) and from Serres.

1. The bridegroom is basil and our bride is cinnamon
The bridegroom is basil and our bride sweet marjoram . • .

2. Bridegroom take care of our bride, our sweet basil
Her fragrance is known to the East and West .. .

11The qualities with which the plant is invested may be due to its association
with the Holy Cross. It is alleged that, in search for the cross on which Christ
died in Golgotha, the Emperor Constantine and his mother Helena came upon a
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Later that evening the fathers of the prospective couple would
exchange the rings by placing them in each other's hand three
times. After the exchange, the groom's father would place the
ring on the finger of the bride's left hand, while the bride's
father would place the ring on the finger of the groom's left
hand. The ritual would conclude with the couple kissing every-
one's hand, while they, in their turn, would present the couple
with various gifts.

The engagement ceremony thus completed marks the begin-
ning of an open relationship between the two individuals, while
making the agreement between the two families official. On the
days that follow, friends and relatives visit the girl at her home
to congratulate and praise her good fortune in finding a husband.
Aware of the danger such praises may conceal, however, the indi-
vidual is required to take certain precautions. For instance, on
the island of Lesbos, the mother of the girl sweeps the floor or
throws ashes or salt outside the main entrance after the well-
wishers leave the house (Zourou, 111). The symbolism behind
such a ritual act is that the potentially harmful praises would be
swept away from the house and, by extension, from the daughter,
or that they would melt like the salt or scatter in the wind like
ashes. Here, too, the ritual is apparently based on the principle
of homeopathic magic.

Generally, weddings require careful planning, and in Greece,
depending on the region, the preparations may last for an- entire
week. On each day special activities are held and various customs
are observed, often with the direct participation of relatives,
friends, and neighbors. While many of these activities are filled
with joy and playfulness appropriate for the occasion, there are
others that reflect tension and anxiety, especially on the part of
the bride and her mother. Such feelings often stem from fear
and a real concern over the possibility that such a happy occasion
might provoke envy and feelings of jealousy in less fortunate
people. Therefore, a number of rites may be interpreted as
prophylactic measures against the effects of the evil eye, binding
spells, and other forms of aggressive magic.

mount on which a basil plant grew. Overwhelmed by its sweet fragrance and
believing it to be a god-sent sign, the Empress ordered the excavation of the site.
The cross found buried there she declared to be the "true cross" of Christ.
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In some villages and small towns it is still customary a few
days before the wedding for the bride, with the help of her
mother and other female relatives and friends, to display her
proika,'2 or trousseau, at her house. The time and manner vary
from region to region, and the amount of her proika also varies,
depending on her social and economic status. It usually consists
of a mattress for the bridal bed, and items such as linens, blankets,
embroidered tablecloths, couch covers, and rugs. Previously, all
of these items were handmade by the bride and her mother and
were accumulated over the years, though, given the economic
growth and mobility in Greece in recent years, most of these
items are now bought from stores. Other articles include personal
clothing, such as lingerie, dresses, overcoats, and shoes, as well
as household items and kitchen utensils. Everything is arranged
in a conpicuous place inside the house so that the number of
articles and their value can easily be seen and appreciated. Such a
conscious exhibition of the prosperity and labor, however, could
provoke the envy of neighbors who come to inspect and admire
the dowry.

Since the evil eye is believed to indiscriminately attack people
as well as their property, an anxious bride or her mother often
resorts to various prophylactic measures. Some of these include
the use of amulets and charms. Traditionally, blue charms are
believed to be the most effective against evil eye attacks. Thus,
in the rooms where the bride's trousseau is displayed, blue beads,
strung with silver or golden threads, and blue ribbons are often
seen hanging conspicuously from the walls or furniture. Other
objects may include small icons or wooden crosses; their direct
association with religion reinforces their efficacy as apotropaic
amulets.

It is believed that, as a symbol of marriage and conjugal union,
the wedding mattress often becomes an object of envy and arouses
feelings of jealousy in those who come to admire the dowry.
Protective measures, therefore, are taken before the mattress is
displayed. For instance, in the village of Arahova, near Delphi,
and on the island of Lefkas in the Ionian Sea, the bride's mother
or a very close relative puts bay or myrtle leaves, dried nuts and
raisins, rice, salt, a silver coin or a small ring-shaped bread inside

121n Greek, the term proika applies to both the dowry and the trousseau.



Apotropaic Devices in Greek Wedding Rituals 101

the mattress before she sews the mattress with pieces of blue and
red thread. In another room of the house, female relatives and
close friends make various noises by banging on bronze utensils
while singing various prenuptial songs. The noise is supposed to
keep the evil spirits away or to divert their attention from the
ritual. After the mattress has been pinned, the women choose a
male child, preferably a relative of the bride and one whose
parents are both alive, and instruct him to sit or roll on the mat-
tress "for good luck," so that "the first child born to the bride
would be male." Evidently, this type of homeopathic magic is
common at weddings throughout Greece."

The prophylactic amulets sewn into the mattress also function
as fertility-promoting charms. They are supposed to protect the
bride and groom on their wedding night and to ensure a success-
ful consummation of their marriage. Elsewhere in Greece, addi-
tional measures to protect the dowry from the evil eye and
aggressive magic are taken at the bride's home. Informants from
the villages of Nigrita, Neo Souli, Porroya, and Lebadea in
central Macedonia have reported that before and after the display
or apolma tis proikas, the dowry linens are kept in chests or trunks
with various blue charms. Candle stubs from the Easter services
and christoloulouda (flowers from the replica of the tomb of
Christ used in Good Friday services) are also placed in the
trunks by some families. On some Aegean islands, blue charms
hang from the looms on which dowry articles are woven. They are
designed "to protect both the goods and the weaver from the evil
eye" (Dionisopoulos-Mass, 57).

Prophylactic measures against possible attacks from the evil
eye were also taken to protect the animals, usually horses and
donkeys, that carried the dowry to the groom's house. Blue beads
and other types of amulets, such as sea shells, woolen tassels, and
bear or badger hair, were hung from their bridles. On the island
of Lefkas, the men who guided the animals were also protected
by amulets. These were ring-shaped breads, kouloures, which they
hung from their belts. In more recent times, however, automobiles
have become more accessible even in small villages. The animals

13For the presence of a male child in various stages of the wedding, see K.
Karapatakis, 99, 114, 121, 129; A. S. Bakaemi, 522; N. T. Hyphantes, 176 n. 8;
G. F. Abbott, 165; Pant. Kontomihis, "0 Lel kaditikos Gams," Epetiris Eterias
Lefkaditikon MeletOn 1 (1971-1972), 115-152.
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that carried the dowry have now been replaced by small pickup
trucks. On the day the dowry is transported, the mother of the
bride may provide the driver with various charms which he
hangs from the rearview mirror of his truck or places on the
dashboard. In addition to the traditional blue beads, the charms
may also include wool or silk tassels or a small icon of a saint.
The protective and apotropaic qualities of these charms are further
reinforced by various prophylactic rituals. In the village of
Nigrita, before the dowry left the house, it was customary for
the bride's mother to sprinkle the heads of the animals with
water and flour, and the goods with rice and kouf eta (sugarcoated
nuts, which she had mixed on a plate. Then she made the sign
of the cross and broke the plate, while the rest of her relatives
sang wedding songs appropriate to the occasion. In some village
communities in western Macedonia, in Crete and Epiros, men with
guns used to escort the bride's dowry to the groom's house. The
guns are fired at intervals as the procession moves along the
streets of the village. Acting on the principle of sympathetic magic,
the gunshots are supposed to destroy any evil eye that glanced
at the dowry. Moreover, they are intended to ward off malevolent
spirits which are believed to be envious of human happiness and
thus notoriously active at weddings.

A set of preliminary rituals observed before the wedding
ceremony also includes the initiation rite of bathing the bride
and groom, which is performed on the night before or early in the
morning of the wedding day. While the ritual once required the
bathing of the entire body, in more recent times it has been modi-
fied to washing the hair only. The ritual is intended not only to
prepare the young couple for the new life they are about to enter
as a husband and wife, but also to neutralize the various dangers
associated with sexual contact and the evil influences emanating
from the world of the supernatural and magic. The water for
the bath must be fresh and pure. Before indoor plumbing was
introduced, a common spring or fountain served as the main sup-
plier of water for all the people in a neighborhood or village. To
avoid meeting any potential enemies of the couple, the water
was fetched at midnight or very early in the morning, preferably
before dawn, lessening possibility of contact with people. Accord-
ing to Karapatakis (84-85), in the district of Grevena the water
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for the groom's bath was fetched from the village spring a little
after midnight, while the festivities continued at his house. The
groom-to-be, with a few of his very close friends, bratimoi, 14

went to the spring. One bratimos, whose both parents were alive,
fetched the water while the rest of the group sang traditional
water-bearing songs. The water was carried back home in a pitcher,
in which a twig of sweet basil and the groom's wedding band
had been placed. In other villages, following local traditions, a
female relative, a boy, or the groom himself fetched the water.
The following songs from the Grevena region, cited by Kara-
patakis, express the mood of the activity. The first song was sung
on the way to the fountain; the second one belongs to the moment
the young man fetched the water.

a. I want to climb a mountain
to chisel away the marble
to make a spring, a cold water spring
so that our young man may bathe

tor)
so that the best man would fetch the water
to bathe the bridegroom to be.

b. Down at the laurel river
where many laurel trees
and red rose bushes grow
There in the laurel-fragrant water
the bridegroom to be will take his bath.

In a similar manner, the bridesmaids, known as paranymphes,
brought the water for the bride's bath.

In Greek folk tradition, springs and wells are often associated
with malevolent and mischievious spirits, stichia, which are sup-
posed to reside there and are believed to be more active at night.
To avoid provoking their evil powers and from fear of being
struck dumb by them, the bridesmaid and the bratimos had to
draw the water in absolute silence. For this reason, the water was
referred to as "silent water," amilito nero. Another precautionary

14The word bratimot or bratmos, used in Western Macedonia, is a Hellenized
form of the Slavic "brat moi" or "my brother." His function at weddings is that
of a "man of honor" or best man.
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measure called for the bratimos to shoot his gun three times into
the spring or well before he fetched the water. This was supposed
to frighten the spirits away and to keep them from polluting the
water.

At home, the water was placed in the fireplace or on the stove
in a cauldron in which various herbs, salt, and pieces of silver
or gold coins had been thrown. Fire, salt, silver, and gold are
common items employed as protective or curative devices against
magic and the evil eye. Afterwards, the bride and groom are
dressed in their finest clothes, while the bridesmaids and the
groom's best friends sing various nuptial songs praising the
couple's beauty and good fortune. In some villages in Thrace
(Psaltes, 524), during the ritual dressing of the bride and groom,
the couple is required to wear a piece of underwear inside-out.
This is supposed to provide them with extra protection against
the evils of fascination, as well as to ensure success in consum-
mating their marriage on their wedding night.

When the bride's hair is combed and her fingernails are
trimmed, the hair left on the comb and the nail pairings are
burned for fear that they might fall into enemy hands. For the
same reason, the bars of soap and the razor used for the bathing
and shaving of the groom are wrapped in the towel and carefully
hidden away in a locked chest where other personal items were
kept. Human substances and personal articles are tokens often
employed for harmful magic. In their reference to the use of
such articles, Richard Blum and Eva Blum (130) state: "If
taken from a person they may be treated as though they were
that person, the person himself suffering whatever consequences
must ensue, dependent upon what is done to the materials that
once were his." Bars of soap, fingernail clippings, and hair are
favorite tokens employed by sorcerers to gain and maintain power
over people. It is for fear of magic, and to protect the bride and
groom from it, that these substances are burned or disposed of.
The fear and concern over this matter is expressed clearly in
wedding songs such as the following ones from Grevena (Kara-
patakis, 84-86, 101). The first two were sung at the bathing and
dressing of the bride, while the third one was sung during the
shaving and dressing of the groom.
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a. The waters flow, the springs flow, too,
the nobility runs to behold the bride,
bride the beautiful, bride the freshly-bathed.
The neighbors come to praise her,
the noble ladies come to envy her . . .

b. Mother bring me the oil
the oil of the bitter olives
to apply on my hair
You, who are my people
my very own kinsmen
come to me
take my hair
lest strangers get hold of it
and work magic on me
and on my hair

c. My silver comb,
{or]

my precious silver razor
pull slowly and with care
careful not to break a piece of my hair
and strangers get hold of it
and work magic on me

The use of the bath water as a protective agent is also apparent
in a custom observed in the village of Ventzia near Grevena.
When the bathing and shaving were completed, the godfather
required the groom to take three sips from the bath water. How-
ever unsanitary this may seem, the custom was designed to protect
the groom from magic and to defend him from the evil eye, "yia
na min toun pian' to mayia" (Karapatakis, 87) .

Other protective devices against magic and the evil eye include
the use of phylacteries or charms which the bride and groom
carry on their person on their wedding day. Some of these charms
are associated with religious magic, while others derive their
efficacy from the natural world. Many of the religious phylacteries
are made and sold in monasteries and include such items as small
crosses made of wood cut from an olive tree, miniature replicas
of the Gospel, and icons of saints and prayers against vaskania,
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or the evil eye, written on a tiny piece of paper which is either
folded many times or rolled up. If acquired at a monastery or
church festival, these are regarded as good and effective amulets.
Homemade phylacta, however, are more common. Some of these
include flowers from the Good Friday service. The flowers are
burned, and the ashes, mixed with flour, salt, or gunpowder, are
sewn into a small cloth pocket. Often a blue bead with an eye
painted on it is attached onto the pocket. Phylecta of this sort
are often worn by people, especially by the young and vulnerable.
At weddings they are pinned to the bride's undergarment or
carried by the groom in his pocket, around his neck, or under his
shirt. It is considered dangerous to wear them openly, for a person
with the evil eye or malicious intentions is made especially ag-
gressive if he should see protective signs of this nature.

The use of certain flowers and wild plants at weddings is also
considered efficacious. In his discussion of the wedding customs
in Epiros, Hyphantes reports that, during the dressing ceremony,
the godmother inconspicuously placed in the bride's sash a sprig
of a trailing wild plant. From the double roots of this plant two
branches, one thicker than the other, grow about one meter long.
(This plant appears in May and dies late in the summer.) Every
year, mothers of unmarried children would search the woods
for this rare and short-lived plant. The lucky ones who found it,
preserved it with great care, as it was to be used only at their
daughters' and sons' weddings. According to the report, the name
of the plant had been forgotten. It was known only as "the
magic plant" for its power to defend brides and grooms against
the evil eye, binding spells, and aggressive magic, "yia na mi
pianoun to mayia tous gambrous kai tis nyfades" (Hyphantes,
150-51). Charms such as a four-leaf clover, or a tiny bone from
a bat or a dog, were also carried by the bride and groom on their
person on their wedding day.

Sharp and pointed objects such as needles, scissors, and knives
were also employed as prophylactic amulets at weddings. For
instance, in Macedonia, Epiros, and Thrace, among other places
in Greece, one protective formula called for the groom to carry
a black-handled knife in his pocket. The bride had a long sewing
needle pinned to her dress, or a pair of tiny scissors placed in
her sash or in her shoe during the ceremony. One explanation
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offered by a sixty-year-old woman from Serres was that the scissors
and the knife would cut off the evil tongues of the enemy, while
the needle would sew together the lips of gossipers and thus
prevent them from speaking evil or casting spells on the bride
and groom. For similar reasons, in Epiros, the groom's godmother
would conceal in his clothes an old lock whose key she kept dur-
ing the ceremony." Apparently, the homeopathic function of these
objects derived from their association with locking, cutting, and
sewing. In the Grevena region, before entering the church, the
groom pulled his knife out of its scabbard. With his right hand
he would move the knife from right to left, thus forming an
imaginary circle around himself. The magic power with which
such circles are often invested in rituals was supposed to protect
the groom from aggressive magic and especially from the dread-
ful binding spell, apodema (Karapatakis, 122).

In various parts of Greece it is considered unlucky, as well
as dangerous, for the bride and groom to have any knots on their
person. Knots and the ritual act of tying knots are almost always
associated with aggressive magic and binding spells. During the
wedding ceremony, as many reports indicate, there is a great
fear and concern among the relatives for the bride and groom.
Wedding guests are watched closely, lest one should whisper
spells and maliciously tie knots on a string or in a handkerchief,
thereby acquiring power over the couple. At some weddings, as
a precaution, only a few of the very close relatives were allowed
to be present at the ceremony. The rest of the guests remained
outside in the churchyard until the ceremony was over. A binding
spell usually includes the names of the bride and groom and the
invocation of a demonic force. Thus, a common binding spell
would be, "I tie you the name of the bride) and you [the name
of the groom) and the devil in the middle." In their discussion
of the effects of such a spell, Richard Blum and Eva Blum (252)
state:

The implication is that a demonstration will produce
parallel effects, as long as the two are linked in the mind
of the doer by his intent. This well known feature of
sympathetic magic rests upon a cognitive process that .. .

15See Hyphantes, 152; Karapatakis, 123; Richard Blum and Eva Blum, 18.
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denies the importance of boundaries reported exteroceptors.
It assumes that the identity of two "separate" objects may
be established within the mind of the one who does the
magic and that the identity so established, one confirmed
by intent signified by words and demonstrated in an action,
will conveniently serve to bring about results desired for
guiding action.

The maleficent power of the knots is usually manifested in the
dreadful infliction of impotence on the bridegroom. Often the
mere suggestion that a spell had been worked could cause im-
potence through emotional tension. Therefore, a person knowl-
edgable in the art of corrective magic was always on hand on
the wedding night to "untie" any impeding knot. The following
accounts, reported by various people from the Doxario region in
central Greece and quoted by Richard Blum and Eva Blum
(18-19), are illustrative of the fear and effects of binding spells
at weddings:

One thing I know about is the binding curse at wed-
dings. Some people do it for fun, others because they
dislike or envy the girl or the boy. Sometimes some other
woman, one who wanted the boy for herself and didn't
get him, will curse the couple. The way they do it is to
tie knots, or to make a lock, or pretend to; then, when the
thing is done, the groom can't go near the girl. He'll be
impotent. Then the couple has to find someone who knows
how to dissolve the curse and to unbind them. This curse
is very bad because the people suffer so.

Another woman reports:

The enemies of either the bride or the groom might
do magic, you know, bewitch and tie them. . . . My friend
admitted that she was having a terrible problem because
her husband could not go near her. All this time, each
time he wanted to have intercourse he could have an
erection, but when he got on top of her all his power left
him. They both suffered a lot from this, especially the man.
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Nothing could help, so finally they went to a magician
who told them that the girl was tied. Someone, who had
wanted to harm her, had locked a door and said some
magic words during the ceremony. To break the spell
the magician had to say some magic words too; then they
had to cross water ... Afterwards, the magician found
the magia, and gave them to the couple. They've locked
the magia in a trunk: and now nobody can harm them
anymore. The husband is cured.

Studies also show, however, that there are certain knots to
which a positive power of healing and protection is ascribed.
These are often used to counteract binding spells and evil magic.
Thus a knotted cord, which the bride tied around her waist, or a
piece of fishing net she wore in her sash or inside her lingerie
during the wedding ceremony, were regarded as protective devices
against binding spells. In Epiros and on the islands of Lesbos
and Imbros, the newlyweds were often advised to carry on their
person or to put under their pillow or mattress, among other
charms, pieces of fishing net when they went to bed at night, as
the following narrative from central Greece (Blum and Blum,
19) illustrates:

At weddings when they do the binding curse the bride
must be very careful. She should have some charm on her;
it's some polluted thing, or some key, or a net with forty
knots in it. To have the polluted thing she should wear
under her clothes a string or a net that her parents wore
when they had intercourse.

These were supposed to ward off the danger of evil binding.
While it is possible that the fishing net drew its magical virtue
from its association with water and salt, themselves healing and
protective agents, it is also possible that its efficacy against binding
spells derived from its knots." The efficacy of the knots as protec-
tive agents, like the eye painted on stones and beads, is based

16For the use of salt and knotted objects as curative and apotropaic devices in
rituals associated with the ill effects of the evil eye in Europe, South Asia, and
other parts of the world, see Clarence Maloney, ed., 110-112; J. G. Frazer, The
Golden Bough (London: Macmillan, 1951), vol. 1, 394 ff.
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presumably on the principle of homeopathic magic, in which the
form of a potentially dangerous object is itself used as a pro-
phylactic counteragent. Furthermore, apart from its function as
a defensive amulet, the fishing net, along with the other protective
devices such as knives and scissors, also instilled confidence in
the newlyweds. More importantly, perhaps, they curtailed any
psychological fears of inadequacy the bridegroom might experi-
ence on his wedding night.

A similar power to bind and protect spiritual as well as bodily
activities is often ascribed to rings and ring-shaped objects.
Studies show that the use of them in binding as well as healing
rituals is almost universal. 17 Rings worn on fingers, toes, or arms
are supposed to protect the wearer from witchcraft and disease.
Therefore, the rings newlyweds exchange, and the crowns or
wreaths (stefana) that they wear on their heads during the cere-
mony, function not only as symbols of union, unending love, and
commitment, but also function as prophylactic devices. It is said
in the district of Serres and other parts of Macedonia that a bride
should never take off her wedding ring or she will run the risk
of being attacked by the evil eye, witchcraft, or evil spirits. The
protective efficacy of the wedding band is also suggested by the
belief that whichever of the couple drops the ring during the
ceremony or loses it afterward will be the first to die. After the
ceremony, the wreaths are kept with icons of saints in the family
shrine (iconostasi), and they continue to exercise their apotropaic
and protective power over the couple and their household. Else-
where in Greece, according to various accounts, they are kept in
a locked chest along with other phylacteries or charms "to lock
all evil spirits away from the newlyweds."

Hoping for protection, success, and fertility for themselves,
the bride and groom are often invested with the power to bestow
these qualities on others. Consequently, everything associated with
the wedding becomes a medium through which such a power is
channelled. The following examples, I believe, are illustrative of
this process. At the church, as part of the wedding ritual, the
newlyweds are required to drink three sips from a common cup.

17See E. A. Wallis Budge, Amulets and Superstitions (London: 1930);
Campbell Bonner, Studies in Magical Amulets Chiefly Graeco-Egyptian (Ann
Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 1950); Clarence Maloney, ed.
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Usually the sponsor, the koumbaros or koumbara, drinks the
remaining wine. However, on the island of Imbros and elsewhere
in Greece, unmarried girls often vie for a sip from that wine
in the belief that one of them will be the next to marry within
the year. Moreover, after the bride and groom drink the wine,
the priest offers them a spoonful of honey mixed with pieces of
walnut, symbolizing fertility and procreation. The couple eats
the honey; the walnuts, however, are saved for the brides-
maid and the best man, who inconspicuously remove them
from the newlyweds' mouths with a handkerchief as they wipe
away any traces of wine. For three nights they keep the nuts
under their pillows. It is believed that the person they see in their
dreams will be the one they will marry. For the same reason,
unmarried girls save the kouf eta and rice thrown at the couple
after the ceremony and keep them under their pillows for three
nights. The wedding bread that the bride distributes at the church
or at her new home is also believed to possess the same prophetic
qualities. In various villages in Imbros, Thrace, and Halkidiki in
Macedonia, unmarried girls often write their names on the sole
or inside the bride's shoe or on the hem of her wedding dress.
After the ceremony they check to see whose name has been
erased in the belief that she will be the next to marry."

The newlyweds are also invested with power to stimulate
fertility in crops and animals. Until recently, in some farming
communities in Macedonia and Thrace, a visit to the fields and
stables by the bride or the groom was regarded as auspicious. To
ensure that the household would never lack milk, the bride was
often obliged to milk a cow, or to bless a pregnant animal so
that it would have an easy and successful delivery. The groom
often carried a sample of every kind of grain from the fields in
his pocket at the wedding ceremony. To stimulate fertility on
the farm and to ensure bountiful crops, the seeds were later
thrown into the furrows at planting time."

18See A. S. Bakaemi, 521; E. A. Psaltes, 524. It is interesting to note that the
custom of throwing and catching the bridal bouquet and the brides garter observed
at many weddings in the United States and other parts of the Western world is
based on the same principle. Greeks living in the United States have also adopted
the ritual and incorporated it into their wedding customs.

19The customs may also be viewed as rites of hope and supplication; their
effect may be based on the principle that like produces like, in other words, their
magic is of the homeopathic or imitative sort.
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In the village of Nigrita in Macedonia, it was customary for
the bride to carry kouloures or wreath-shaped loaves of bread
around her arms on her way to the groom's house. Halfway
there, she would break one of the loaves, and another at the
entrance to the home. The pieces were distributed among the
spectators who had gathered to view the procession and admire
the new bride. The pieces of bread were preserved carefully, for
they were supposed to possess special qualities for women who
had difficulty in conceiving. They were also believed to assist
unmarried girls in arranging successful marriages. Here the
symbolic function of the kouloures as a therapeutic and magic
device for the recipients is obvious; however, the kouloures were
also believed to protect the bride from the evil eye, envy, and
glossophageia (devouring with the tongue). In her explanation
of the function of the kouloures, a woman from Nigrita said: "It
is an old tradition handed down to us by our mothers. The
kouloures are good for the bride and her new home; there are
so many eyes looking at her, who knows what they may be saying
or thinking, Weddings and brides," she concluded, "always arouse
envy in people."

It is interesting to note that round objects with a hole in the
middle are often used as apotropaic and phophylactic devices in
many parts of the world. In England, stones with a hole in them
were believed to ward off the evil eye and witchcraft. They were
hung in the room where a mother and her newborn slept, behind
the door or on the cradle. Moreover, water that has been poured
over such stones was supposed to cure people or animals affected
by the evil eye." Until recently, a similar belief existed in some
Balkan countries. According to Geza Roheim (219), in Rumania
pieces of wood with knotholes in them were invested with pro-
tective and prophylactic qualities. They were kept as charms in
stables to protect the livestock against the evil eye and witch-
craft. Sometimes, however, when such preventive measures proved
to be in vain, the wood with the knothole was used as a curative
charm. Blood in the cow's milk or urine was usually regarded as
a sign that witchcraft or the evil eye had befallen the animal. To
cure his cow and break the evil spell, the farmer made the animal

20see S. Seligmann, vol. 2, 27; R. C. Maclagan, Evil Eye in the Western High-
lands (London, 1902), 169, 170.
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urinate through "the witch's vagina," as the wood with the knot-
hole was called. That, it was believed, also deprived the witch
of her powers.

The Rumanian example makes it clear, I think, that ring-
shaped objects may also be symbolic of the female organ, which,
like its male counterpart, the phallus, functions as an apotropaic
device against aggressive magic and the evil eye. It is very likely,
therefore, that on an unconscious level, the kouloures in the Greek
example operate on the same principle.

The few examples presented in this study illustrate only a
small portion of the variety of apotropaic rituals and amulets
employed at weddings in Greece. At times of marriage, when
jealousy and envy are most likely to be rampant, charms are often
used as a means of defending the bride and groom against the
harmful effects of the evil eye, gossip, binding spells, and other
forms of aggressive magic, all possible manifestations of envy.
While there is no scientific proof that charms and spells have
any effect on the individual, it is by their suggestion of help and
protection that these prophylactic and defensive devices work,
exercised as they are, on people susceptible to the power of sug-
gestion.
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Book Reviews

The Uneasy Partnership on Cyprus, 1919-1939: The Political and
Diplomatic Interaction Between Great Britain, Turkey and the
Turkish Cypriot Community by JAMES A. MCHENRY. New York
and London: Garland Publishing Inc., 1987, XIV and 320 pp., $50.00.

There is a dearth of information on the political history of the
Turkish community in Cyprus in general and particularly in the English
language. Therefore, the work under review must be welcomed since it
concentrates on the Turkish Cypriots and on their political interaction
with Great Britain and Turkey during a twenty-year period, 1919
to 1939.

After completing the book, however, I was disappointed. Not be-
cause the author did not provide us with useful material and information.
He has done that. My disappointment stemmed from the fact that the
author, who speaks Turkish and has spent many years in Turkey (more
on that later), has been unable to utilize official Turkish archival
source material and documents which could have added to his argumenta-
tion and made his work authoritative. In fact, in writing about the
interaction between Turkish Cypriots and Turkey, he is almost entirely
dependent on selectively declassified British documents and communica-
tions. Throughout the work, only one official Turkish document is
cited. And this is a classified report of the Turkish foreign ministry
written in 1931, not about the Turkish Cypriots, but about the Greek
Cypriot uprising against the British that year. This document, entitled
"The Cyprus Uprising Problem And Greece," somehow found its way
into the library of the Turkish Historical Society in Ankara and the
author was thus able to utilize it. The only other official Turkish
source cited in the work about the period under examination are the
reminiscences of Kemal Oram, chief secretary of the Turkish consulate
in Nicosia between 1925-1935.

Thus there is an imbalance in the book, since the interaction between
the Turkish Cypriots and Great Britain is gleamed through official
British sources, whereas that of the Turkish Cypriots and Turkey must
rely on mostly secondary sources. This is not entirely the author's fault.
Official Turkey is notorious for not allowing access to its archives
except on a selective basis—and then guarantees must exist in advance
that the "scholarly" outcome will be in conformity with official Turkish
views. This is especially true in McHenry's case since the period being
investigated, 1919-1939, happens partially to overlap with an event that
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official Turkey pretends never happened: the extermination of Armenians
at the hands of the Ottoman and Young Turks.

Still, one would have expected McHenry to have been allowed some
selective access to official Turkish documents. He is sympathetically
disposed toward the Turkish Cypriots, and his research in Turkey and
the Turkish-occupied areas of Cyprus (which was undertaken in 1975,
one year after the 1974 Turkish invasion) was officially sponsored
and funded by the Turkish foreign ministry (page VII of the preface).

I have mentioned that there is a dearth of material in English on
the Turkish Cypriots. It is therefore unfortunate that the author does
not seem to have been aware of the series, Text and Studies of the
History of Cyprus published in English by the Cyprus Research Center.
Volumes VI and XIII of the series, authored by Dr. G. S. Georgallides,
are particularly relevant in the context of McHenry's study. The first,
entitled A Political and Administrative History of Cyprus 1918-1926
(1979) utilizes British declassified documents extensively; these are the
same documents found in McHenry's book. The second volume is en-
titled Cyprus and the Governorship of Sir Roland Storrs: The Causes
of the 1931 Crisis (1985). In •both these volumes, there is extensive
coverage of the relations between Turkish Cypriots, Turkey, and the
United Kingdom, as well as material on the internal politics of the
Turkish Cypriots. Another volume in the series, Theodore Papadopoulos's
seminal work, Social and Historical Data on Population (1590-1881),
published in 1965 and based extensively on Ottoman archives, could
have enriched McHenry's introduction, especially on the historical origins
and ethnoreligious composition of the original settlers from Asia Minor
from whom today's Turkish Cypriot community has evolved. Before
proceeding any further, however, some comments are in order about
the author and at least some of the sources he has relied upon.

The Author

James A. McHenry Jr. is currently commissioner of alcohol and
drug abuse services for the state of Kansas. The book under review
is actually his doctoral dissertation, which he wrote at the University of
Kansas. How can a man who wrote a doctoral thesis on Cyprus end up
as the commissioner of alcohol and drug abuse services in Kansas, you
ask? I am afraid I cannot be of any help to the reader.

According to the flyer announcing the book, Dr. McHenry was also
a Fulbright scholar at the University of Ankara, where he was made a
member of the University's Institute of International Relations. He also
served as a consultant for the United States State Department on Turkish
foreign and domestic affairs and lectured on Turkey and Cyprus at the
US Army Command and Staff College at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas.

From the book's preface, we are also partially informed as to how
Mr. McHenry became interested in Turkey and Cyprus. It all began
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while he was an American Field Service exchange student in Turkey
and later a Peace Corps volunteer in the country. Subsequently, George
S. Harris suggested Cyprus to him as an area of research. Harris is
identified as a professor at the Johns Hopkins University School of
Advanced International Studies (SAIS). Harris, author of a number of
studies on Turkey and the Turkish communists, has been an adjunct
professor at SAIS. His regular job, however, has been director of the
Bureau of Intelligence and Research at the US State Department.

Mr. McHenry was also a participant at the 1973 Rome seminar on
Cyprus, which brought together a number of prominent politicians and
Cyprus scholars. The proceedings of the Rome seminar have for some
odd reason remained confidential to this day. As already mentioned,
Mr. McHenry did his research under a grant from the Turkish foreign
ministry within a year of the Turkish invasion. He worked under the
guidance of Professor Fahir Armaoglu. He also thanks Dr. Vamik
Volkan and Turkish Cypriot leader Rauf Denktash for their generous
help and contribution.

Turkish Cypriot Distortions

I mention these names for specific reasons. Fahir Armaoglu wrote
a book on Cyprus entitled Kibris Meselesi 1954 -1959 (The Cyprus
Problem, Ankara, Sevinc Mathaasi, 1963), which the author cites. The
Armaoglu/Denktash thesis was that Greek and Turkish Cypriots could
not coexist peacefully and that, in the early Sixties, the majority Greek
Cypriots were out to commit no less than genocide against the minority
Turkish Cypriots. The historical record prior to the Fifties argues
strongly against this thesis.

It was not until 1958, three years after Greek Cypriots commenced
their guerrilla war against the British, that widespread intercommunal
fighting broke out between Greek and Turkish Cypriots and the dynamics
of partition were set in motion. On the night of June 7, 1958, a bomb
exploded at the Information Bureau of the Turkish consulate in the
Turkish quarter of Nicosia. Turkish Cypriots, egged on by Rauf Denktash,
accused Greek Cypriots of planting the bomb and soon the Greek
quarter of Nicosia was in flames. Many Greek Cypriots died. Soon,
they counterattacked. Many Turkish Cypriots died as well. When the
fighting ended three months later, more than one hundred people had
been killed. The British colonialists set up barricades and barbed wire
in the main towns. In Nicosia, the Green Line was drawn, partition
was in the air, and the Turkish thesis of communal incompatibility
proven correct in practice.

The June 1958 communal fighting figures prominently in Armaoglu's
book, thus buttressing his thesis. But it was all a lie. In 1984, Rauf
Denktash was to admit, during a British television program called
Cyprus: Britain's Grim Legacy, that the bomb thrower was a close
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friend of his, a Turk, and that the whole incident was manufactured
and the blame placed on others—the Greek Cypriots. The incident,
according to Denktash, was designed to draw world attention to
Turkish claims and to the fact that Turkish Cypriots were a factor not
to be ignored.

Following the British television program, Kultu Adali wrote "The
Bomb Incident" in the Turkish Cypriot paper Ortam on July 14, 1984,
providing further details of this shameful incident, as well as the
motivations behind the actions of Turkish chauvinists then and now.
Adali wrote that following the bombing, "for the first time the
separation of Greek and Turkish Cypriots by barbed wire was secured
and the non-solution extending to our days was created." Adali reserves
special scorn for Professor Fahir Armaoglu, whom he accused of
using "his pen in support of reactionary forces." To my knowledge,
Professor Fahir Armaoglu has yet to make amends for having hood-
winked history and I doubt whether during his many conversations
with Mr. McHenry, he ever revealed how his book twisted the history
of Cyprus and for what purpose.

Parenthetically, I should add that in terms of motivations and polit-
ical objectives, the 1958 bombing was no different from the 1955
bombing of the house in Thessaloniki containing the Turkish con-
sulate, which was also the site where Turkey's most venerated leader-
Ataturk—was born. At that time, Greeks were accused of being
the perpetrators, and Turkish crowds in Turkey ran amok, virtually
destroying the Greek community there. A few years later it was proved,
in Turkish courts, that the perpetrator was a Turk, a member of
Turkish intelligence, and that the objective was the same: to show
the world that Cyprus was important to Turkey.

A few things need to be said about another of McHenry's sources,
Vakim Volkan, a Turkish Cypriot living in the US and a psychiatrist
by profession. Back in 1979, Volkan wrote Cyprus: War And Adaption,
a book that purported to examine the Cyprus crisis from the meta-
physical point of view. Volkan's book was hailed by his fellow
psychiatrists as contributing new and novel insights into human behavior
and Volkan soon became another "expert" on Cyprus. I would not
have even bothered with Volkan except that his thesis about Cyprus
seems to have developed while visiting the country in the early Sixties
and observing Turkish Cypriots caring for and raising parakeets which
they kept in cages. Volkan likened the lot of the Turkish Cypriots to
that of caged parakeets, and went on to make his novel contributions
to political behavior which his fellow psychiatrists hailed as pioneering.

I do not want to belittle here the persecution mentality existing
among many Turkish Cypriots who were, after all, a minority in a
predominantly Greek Cypriot society. But is so happens that while
Dr. Volkan was observing Turkish Cypriots raising parakeets and draw-
ing metaphysical conclusions, he failed to notice that the whole
of Cyprus, and not just the Turkish Cypriots, was doing the same.
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I was a teenager growing up during that time and we kept parakeets,
lots of them, in our house. So did all our neighbors. Some enterprising
Cypriot imported the birds from the tropics and soon the whole of
Cyprus went parakeet-crazy, while the Cypriot importer laughed all
the way to the bank.

Another scholar cited by McHenry, especially in the introductory
chapters, but whose work has been proved to be unreliable is Stanford
Shaw. He authored History of the Ottoman Empire and Modern Turkey
(two volumes, Cambridge University Press, 1976). In addition to the
numerous egregious errors found in these volumes, Shaw has actually
plagiarized classic Ottoman and Turkish works. This has been noted
and documented by serious scholars in Turkey and the U.S. The most
notable analysis, done with excruciating detail, is that of Professor
Speros Vryonis. It was published by the Institute for Balkan Studies in
1983. Turkish scholars, who have known all along that Shaw's work
has had the blessings and support of the Turkish government, have
tried to convince the Turkish foreign ministry to stop promoting him
and his work, but they have failed. Shaw remains one of the few,
perhaps only, foreigner who is allowed unlimited access to Ottoman
archives. He has recently received officially sponsored grants to write
books on Greek-Turkish relations.

Turkish Cypriots and the British

On the historical side, McHenry highlights an important aspect of
the dynamic that brought so many conquerors to Cyprus, especially
the last two, the Ottomans and the British. He does a very good job
in bringing together and utilizing British documents on the strategic
value of Cyprus for the powers who wanted to dominate the region
or for newcomers who might have wanted to challenge the existing
status quo. Naturally, these arguments apply equally well to Turkey,
and those who wish to dismiss altogether the strategic importance of
Cyprus to Asia Minor can learn a thing or two by reading the relevant
chapter in McHenry's book. Documents cited, such as the "Joint Note
by the Naval and General Staffs on the Strategic Value of Cyprus"
drawn up in 1917, are invaluable to those who want to study Cyprus
from the military perspective.

A general word of caution, however, concerning Cyprus's strategic
position: give any general a piece of real estate and he'll tell you
that without possessing it forever, his country or empire will go under.
In England's past and Turkey's present militarist arguments con-
cerning Cyprus, the above attitude should be factored in. We are also
approaching the end of the twentieth century. Western Europe is be-
coming one political unit and Turkey wants to join this European
unit. There should be alternative ways of ensuring security in our age
than through brute force.
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In the case of England, which dominated the Mediterranean and
the Middle East before the Second World War, the strategic importance
of Cyprus was always seen from a negative angle, i.e., deny it to the
enemy and your interests are secured. This negative value of Cyprus
to the dominant power, which McHenry emphasizes as others did before
him, is applicable to this very day and can help explain the current
attitude and policies pursued by Ankara vis-a-vis Cyprus. Turkey's
adamant opposition to the proposed demilitarization of Cyprus, as a
way of ensuring the withdrawal of the Turkish occupation troops and
protecting the security interests of all Cypriots, is a good example.

In the early Seventies, prior to the Turkish invasion, a Turkish of-
ficial, A. Suat Bilge, who has helped formulate Turkey's policies on
Cyprus for more than a quarter of a century, wrote the following:

The strategic position of Cyprus in the defense of Turkey ex-
dudes also the possibility of a settlement through a complete
demilitarization of the island. Demilitarization in time of peace
is not a permanent guarantee that the island will not be used
eventually by a hostile power against Turkey. Demilitarization
actually enhances the possibility of Cyprus being taken over and
used against Turkey.... The geopolitical situation of Turkey
and the outlook of the countries encircling her . . . are such as
to force Turkey to keep secure her southern defenses. Consequently
Cyprus maintains its vital importance.

("The Cyprus Conflict and Turkey" in Turkey's Foreign Policy
in Transition 1950 -1974 edited by Kemal H. Karpat, 1975,
pp. 183-184.)

The reference here is not merely to the old policy of enosis, i.e.,
the takeover of Cyprus by Greece and the partial encirclement of
Turkey by Greece, but also to the Soviet Union, i.e., the "danger"
of Cyprus going communist and thus contributing to a partial com-
munist encirclement of Turkey. Whereas Turkey believes it can deal
with a Greek military threat, it cannot entertain any such illusions when
it comes to the Soviet Union. Hence the "communist" threat will always
be present (communism is for ever, after all); hence, Cyprus should
be permanently dominated by Turkey lest it go "bad."

The fallacy in this Turkish argument is its absolutist approach and
the fact that it is being made at the turn of the twenty-first century.
Ankara wants an absolute guarantee that Cyprus will never be used as
a springboard to attack its soft underbelly. But there is no such thing
as absolute security for any one party. The moment one country pur-
sues such a policy, insecurity will become the norm among its neighbors.
Security, in other words, is a two-way street. In the case of Cyprus,
however, Turkey is actually pursuing a zero-sum game. And because
Cyprus happens to be a weak state, Turkey, with the tolerance of
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the Western alliance, believes that it can get away with it all—hence
the current deadlock.

One significant contribution of McHenry's work is the tracing of
the politicization of the Turkish Cypriots. He correctly points out that
this was a reaction to various British administrative measures, especially
in the area of education and religion, as well as to the already thriving
Greek Cypriot enosis movement.

Great Britain and the Colonial Office did not look favorably upon
the spreading of Kemalist reformist ideas and nationalism to Cyprus.
The British prefered to rule the Turkish Cypriot community through
conservative and anti-Kemalist appointees. The religious institution of
Evkafics proved a suitable means through which to do so. As a result,
a conflict arose between the Cypriot Kemalists and the traditional
Evkafics, with the British authorities siding with the latter and bolster-
ing it financially as a bulwark against Kemalism. This conflict extended
into Turkish education, where the British attempted to exert greater
control by insisting, for example, on appointing British as opposed to
Turkish principals, controlling the subjects taught, and refering to
the schools as "Islam Lycees" and the Turkish Cypriots as "Muslims,"
much to the irritation of Cypriot Kemalists.

During this period, the emergence of Turkish Cypriot nationalism
was also manifested with the founding of newspapers and political
organizations and through political meetings that were the percuror of
organized political activity. It should be noted, however, that whereas
Turkish Cypriots were unhappy and organized politically against British
measures, they were not opposed—as Greek Cypriots were, for example—
to British rule on Cyprus. Fearing the enosis movement, Turkish
Cypriots were not willing to see the British displaced from Cyprus,
and although they cooperated with Greek Cypriots on numerous issues
that pitted both communities against the British, they strenously opposed
the enosis movement.

The most interesting and historically revealing area covered by the
book is actually not the interaction of the Turkish Cypriots with others
but the interaction between Great Britain and Republican Turkey, not
over Cyprus per se but over whether Turkish Cypriots should or should
not remain on Cyprus. During this unique episode in modern Cypriot
history, which lasted from 1926 to 1938, a diplomatic conflict existed
between England and Turkey with the latter trying to induce the
emigration of Turkish Cypriots to Turkey and England opposing it!
G. S. Georgallides also covers this episode extensively in his 1979 book,
and the interested reader should consult both works because they
complement each another.

The issue of the emigration of Turkish Cypriots to Turkey arose in
the aftermath of the 1923 Lausanne Treaty, when Turkish Cypriots
were given an explicit choice between remaining in Cyprus as loyal
British subjects or emigrating to the newly founded Kemalist republic
in Turkey (Article 21). The Angora government of the day encouraged
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Turkish emigration from former Ottoman territories in line with
Mustafa Kemal's dedared National Pact (January 1920), through
which he gave up Turkey's claims over former Ottoman territories in-
habited by non-Turkish majorities. (In the case of Cyprus, of course,
any Turkish claims were also renounced legally under Article 20 of the
Treaty of Lausanne.) Aside from abandoning Pan-Turanist ambitions,
there was a very practical aspect to the Kemalist emigration policy: the
Greek and Armenian minorities uprooted from Asia Minor during this
period had left behind prosperous lands and emigrants were urgently
needed to cultivate the abandoned properties.

In the case of Cyprus, the majority of Turkish Cypriots opted to
remain in Cyprus. But a substantial number, up to 10,000 out of a
total of 62,000, chose to emigrate. And in order to facilitate their de-
parture, Turkey opened a Turkish consulate in Nicosia in 1925. Britain
was extremely unhappy with the whole affair, particularly since a sub-
stantial number of the emigrants came from the police ranks. As
Georgallides points out, during 1925-26 and for the first time under
British rule, the Cyprus police had a Christian as opposed to a
Muslim majority.

Both McHenry and Georgallides chronicle the diplomatic "war"
between England and Turkey, with the latter protesting the various
obstacles, especially financial ones, which Britain created in order to
discourage Turkish Cypriot emigration from the island. Aside from
the various financial and bureaucratic obstacles, Britain even covered
the repatriation expenses of some Turkish Cypriots from Turkey to
Cyprus so that they could be used as examples of the bad fortune be-
falling those who left Cyprus for the promised mainland Turkish paradise.

The declared British policy of discouraging Turkish Cypriot emigra-
tion from Cyprus was concern for the welfare of Turkish Cypriots.
But the real motive, documented by official communications, was
apprehension that without the Turkish Cypriots, Britain could not
justify holding Cyprus indefinitely in light of the persistent Greek
Cypriot political agitation for self-rule and self-determination. In fact,
it is hardly known that the British, in order to counter any Greek
Cypriot threats to their rule, had made plans to import Catholics from
Malta and settle them on Cyprus ! (Philip Magnus Kitchener, Portrait
of an Imperialist London, 1958) Imagination, it seems, was a necessary
tool of imperialism.

In chronicling and analyzing this Anglo-Turkish conflict, McHenry
highlights the extreme care that Turkey took to make its case for
emigration without offending England because it placed a higher
premium on British-Turkish relations than on any issue concerning
Cyprus. Turkey was also secure in the knowledge that Cyprus in British
hands posed no security threats to its southern resupply system.

According to McHenry, Turkey's Cyprus policy vis-a-vis Britain
operated on two levels, both the result of a sophisticated and subtle
approach under Ataturk. This may very well have been the case. But



Book Reviews	 123

we only know of this Turkish approach as deduced from declassified
British documents. Official Turkish documents are unavailable.

There is also a paradox in this Turkish approach which McHenry
does not solve. He suggests that others have "assumed incorrectly that
Turkey was diplomatically dormant regarding Cyprus during the inter-
war years." Turkey, of course, was not dormant, even though its
diplomacy was not activist either. But the one area where Turkey was
most active, and found itself at loggerheads with Great Britain, was
on the issue of the optants, i.e., those Turkish Cypriots who chose to
emigrate to Turkey with Britain, which Britain opposed.

I also do not think that McHenry provides us, as he claims he does,
with "new perspectives on the growing hostility between the Greek
and Turkish Cypriots." The evidence he presents on this issue is scant
and has already been available in a number of other books, for example,
that of G. P. Hill, which he cites. At any rate, it is not the kind of
evidence on which one can build a case for intercommunal hostility.
Political opposition and disagreements have certainly existed between
Greek and Turkish Cypriots. But not communal hostility. The poisoning
of relations between Greek and Turkish Cypriots occurred in the late
Fifties when too many actors, outside forces, and imperial interests be-
gan having a disproportionate amount of disruptive influence in the
internal affairs of Cyprus.

McHenry does make a significant contribution in focusing on
the Turkish Cypriots as subjects, and discussing and analyzing their
interaction with the colonial power and, to a lesser extent, with Turkey.
This is a good beginning. Unfortunately, however, as a general rule,
Cyprus and the Cypriots, Greek and Turkish primarily (but also
Maronite and Armenian), seldom, if ever, are treated as subjects. They
are always objects to be kicked around, to be patronized, and to be
told what to do and how to behave—always for no one else's good but
their own!

Yet if one were to consider that during the last thirty years Cyprus
has gone through a bitter guerrilla war, a civil war, and an actual
conventional war—victimized by no less than a NATO country—this
small island of just over half a million souls has shown a remarkable
tenacity for survival. Through this tenacity Cyprus has proved that it
is no one's satrapy and that it is high time scholars and decisionmakers
in various organizations and countries stop treating it as one.

— Marios L. Evriviades

* * *
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Im Kreuzschatten der Miichte. Griechenland 1941-1944, 2 vols. by
HAGEN FLEISCHER. (Studien zur Geschichte Siklosteuropas 2.)
Frankfurt/Bern/New York: Peter Lang, 1986.

This is a superb work. It has been known for several years that
Hagen Fleischer was preparing this book, and the various articles and
papers he has been publishing all along have only whetted our appetite.
I do not think anyone will be disappointed, though the author himself
may feel that some of his major discoveries and new interpretations
have already been known to the scholarly world through his minor studies.

The two volumes now before us represent a thorough revision of
Fleischer's 1978 Berlin dissertation which was used by Matthias Esche
in his work on the history of the KKE (see JHD, VoI. XI, No. 1 [1984j:
pp. 60ff) but has not otherwise influenced recent scholarship. It is
to be hoped that the planned Greek translation of the present book
will help to make the results of Fleischer's in-depth research known to
a wider audience in Greece and elsewhere.

It is a difficult book to review. To do it properly, you would have
to cover the extraordinarily wide ground that Fleischer has been through.
He has not left many stones unturned, and one gets the impression
that he has looked for pertinent information in the most unbelievable
quarters. It goes without saying that the major archives have been in-
vestigated and a lot of new material from German, American, and
British collections has been sifted through and put to good use. Fleischer's
command of the published literature is astonishing, but one is really
taken aback by discovering how effectively and patiently he has hunted
down persons connected with his story. German soldiers, Greek politicians,
and British officers have been approached and asked for any informa-
tion they might have been able to give. Of particular interest is the
fact that Fleischer was lucky enough to establish a close friendship with
the late Andreas Tzimas, who is one of the major sources here, and
Tzimas's evidence can be seen from many notes to put dubious and
debated points straight. In fact, Fleischer's book in some ways can be
regarded as a fitting memorial to Tzimas, whose part in the drama
probably will never come out better than in Fleischer's sympathetic
narrative.

The ample documentation in the second volume's 150 pages of
closely printed notes makes it easy for the reader to check Fleischer's
use of his sources. Where the present reviewer felt more at home, the
references have been controlled and found to be painstakingly correct.
What is missing seems, for all intents and purposes, to be material
published after 1980, though I have not been able to find any terminus
post. In the notes there are references to some of the author's own
publications from as late as 1986 (p. # 731), and interviews were in-
corporated as late as 1982-83. This is perhaps inevitable.

In spite of the enormous learning, the book is comparatively easy to
read, and, what is more, it is fascinating though it covers familiar
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ground. It has been constructed in a very ingenious way: the scene
changes often, and the narrative has been peppered with the author's
often very incisive and shrewd comments. At times it is even funny,
though one would hardly expect it. Fleischer writes, if I may say so,
in a very personal style, and he must have spent a lot of time polishing
his account. His use of language will exasperate some, and delight others.

I think this account of the occupation of Greece must be the most
balanced to appear yet—and in view of the enormous work behind
it, it will be so for a considerable time. From each page of the book,
the effort to be as balanced and objective as possible is evident, and
even so the problems are still problems. Fleischer does not shirk the
difficulties, but it is obvious that his views and conclusions are the
result of weighing all the evidence. Since I happen to agree with most
of his major findings, I may be prejudiced, though I have difficulty
in seeing how even a scholar of a radically opposed disposition can
find fault with the presentation. Not that Fleischer hides his preferences.
His sympathies are very much in evidence, but they do not lead him
astray—except in insignificant details.

After a very full introduction, we are led through the different
stages and scenes of the period Perhaps the reader interested in every-
day life will find too little. Fleischer's account is very much political
history, though there are some good chapters dealing with economic
developments. Of particular value I find the chapter on the hunger
catastrophe of 1941 -42, where Fleischer manages to put some ques-
tionable misinterpretations and propaganda issues straight. Of the tradi-
tional problems in political history, I am particularly impressed by his
dealings with resistance Joint General HQ, where his account disposes
of some fashionable myths, and there is a good analysis of the process
leading to the National Bands Agreement. Also, the Lebanon crisis in
the KKE is set out very convincingly, and it is to be hoped that we
shall no more hear of the orders from Stalin brought by Popov to the
Greek communists. I am also glad to see Fleischer emphasize the fact
that the Lebanon Agreement was welcomed by large segments of the
rank-and-file, and the fine analysis he gives in this chapter of Siantos
versus Ioannidis finds me in agreement. It was only to be expected
that the Don Stott affair would be laid to rest as the "individuell motivi-
erte Eskapade" it most certainly was—as far as we can see today.

I welcome particularly the refreshingly sober attitude toward EAM
and the KKE. Fleischer is perhaps the first authoritative scholar to give
a really balanced appraisal of the forces on the Greek political scene,
and as far as I can judge, his analysis of the attitudes of the Great
Powers is also free from the all-too-usual ideological blind spots and
preconceived notions. If one may discern marked dislike, it is on the
subject of the collaborators, the security batallions, and the puppet
governments. But even the intense feelings generated by the revolting
and inhumane excesses of the Nazis do not lead Fleischer into over-
simplification.
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On the other hand, it is obvious that Fleischer is attracted by some
of the participants in the tragedy. I have already mentioned Tzimas, an
important figure in this book, who rightly deserves the appraisal given
here. Another personality painted strongly in Fleischer's narrative in
Panayotis Kanellopoulos. Though I for my own part have less enthusiasm
for him, I find Fleischer's analysis convincing, probably because the
problems with Kanellopoulos are of a later date. The important point,
however, is that the author's marked predeliction for some of the
protagonists—which cannot but be shared by the reader to some extent—
does not influence his final judgments. I think he has managed to
steer a good balance between the cold and dinical analysis and his
obvious humane interest in the behavior of the actors in the drama.

It is surely ironic that the best and most authoritative account so far
of a fateful period in modern Greek history has been written by a
German scholar—albeit with Greek citizenship. But, when you think of
it, it is very natural: Fleischer has combined German scholarship of
the good old vintage with a kind of Greek passion for politics and
human beings. I guess this is one of the reasons why the reader feels
not only rewarded after having read this book, but also enlightened and
anxious to learn more about this fascinating period.

The good bibliography at the end of the volume (together with
Fleischer's earlier listings) will help the reader who wants to go on
exploring the field. Finally, for the specialist, I would mention the
notes, which often contain mines of information, and also some very
interesting remarks on previous work in the field. The connoisseur of
scholarly polemics will find some highly enjoyable bits here.

The three prefaces by Panayotis Kanellopoulos, Gunther Altenburg,
and Tasos Lefterias (Vangelis Papadakis) are not only interesting in
themselves, but also an eloquent tribute to Fleischer's scholarship.

— Ole L. Smith
Copenhagen

* * *
Odysseus Polytropos. Intertextual Readings in the "Odyssey" and the

"Iliad" by PIETRO PUCCI. Ithaca: Cornell University Press, 1987.
262 pp.

In his new book, professor in classics at Cornell University Pietro
Pucci writes about the many-sided and resourceful Odysseus and follows
him in his adventures in both the Odyssey and the Iliad.

With this book we have the first post-structuralist analysis of those
two epic works, and it is heartily welcome. Pietro Pucci is a pioneer
in this area, and, thanks to his rich erudition and experience, we can
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read Homer in a new and very generous way. This time we are not
going to seek a metaphysical fulfillment in the homecoming of the
noble hero in the face of Odysseus. Neither are we going to read about
any didactic allegories and symbolic messages hidden in the epic texts.
Nor are we going to read a text that follows Odysseus's experiences
for the sake of inexhaustible pleasure. Such a reading would also be
metaphysical, since it presupposes a utopian notion of a definitively
identifiable experience.

Instead, Pietro Pucci shows us how the text, the poet, the heroes,
and the reader are involved in a wonderful journey which consists of
digressions and drifting, analogous episodes. Those episodes repeat them-
selves in such a way that, instead of creating a certain meaning, they
open a sea of expressions and emotions that dissolve and undermine
our attempts to extract a meaningful and moral learning. However,
the wonderful does not become bizarre. The text always keeps its
dignity. It becomes polytropic, polymorphic. The reader becomes, in
the end, like the hero, multifariously experienced.

Pietro Pucci makes use of Laurence Sterne's style in Tristram
Shandy. (In this masterpiece from the middle of the eighteenth century,
the reader loses himself with pleasure in a series of entertainingly
deviating episodes describing The Life and Opinions of Tristram
Shandy, Gentleman.) Pucci's book also consists of short chapters or
episodes which are both independent and integrated, creating a whole
with each other, like the different stations in a long journey that has
no beginning or end.

Pucci's book seduces us with another very important strategical
game, which also takes the shape of a journey, namely, the relation
between the Iliad and the Odyssey. Pucci shows how the one epic work
"reads," imitates, parodies the other and follows its tracks in order to
come to another place. The relationship between those two great works
is polemic, controversial. They depend on each other while, at the
same time, they try to conceal this dependence.

Pietro Pucci employs the subtle methods of philosophy and the lin-
guistic reserves that one finds in the epic tradition. One of those methods
is, for instance, to follow the Odyssey's and the Iliad's successive
repetitions of meanings which allude to or remake each other. Through
fine changes in every repeating we are offered a new perspective in the
always unchanging epic tradition. All the language of Homer is allusive,
writes Pietro Pucci. Odysseus is, according to him, the first Socratic
man, a man who plays with truth and falsehood for the sake of wisdom.

The journey goes on, the play with language and life goes on, and
wisdom increases. The text is manifold, polytropic, the tragic turns into
comic and vice versa. That which sustains all is the inexhaustible power
of Pucci's, and consequently Homer's, text, a power to surprise us, to
make us richer in knowledge, and to grant us an ever-growing pleasure
in reading. A word that is often repeated in Pietro Pucci's book is the
word "pleasure." And this pleasure, which Pucci himself tries to trace
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and disclose in Homer's text, is in his own book about the polytropic
Odysseus. The love I have for such books is like the love one has for
the best painters, the best philosophers, the best rock musicians. It is a
great pleasure to read Pietro Pucci's book and to listen again with him
to the Homeric singer who, with the same words, sings a new song.

— Vasilis Papageorgiata



Letters to the Editors

To the editors:
With great interest I read Ole Smith's article on "The Problems

of the Second Plenum of the Central Committee of the KKE, 1946."
The topic is, indeed, most fascinating and controversial. Due to an
almost •total lack of discussion partners for such a theme in my
country, I of course appreciate every piece of constructive criticism of
my work which can only help me to a better understanding of the
problems under discussion. And it is in this sense that I appreciate
Ole Smith's article. However, it contains several statements which I
would like to comment upon.

The center of the dispute appears to be the following: first, a
different evaluation and acceptance of communist sources by Ole Smith
and by me, and, second, his somewhat imprecise use of the terms
"primary" and "secondary" sources, as well as secondary literature. I do
not want to go into the details of the classification of sources—Droysen,
Bernheim, and many others have done this in a much more competent
way. Nevertheless, it may be useful to remember some •basic principles.

Files (Akten) and documents (Urkunden) of various administrative
authorities form the main bulk of primary sources. The first permit
the reconstruction of processes leading to a decision, whereas the latter
reflect the result of such a process. Other published materials such as
newspapers, journals, pamphlets, leaflets, posters, etc., may be con-
sidered as primary sources, too, provided, of course, they belong to
the same time as the event under analysis.

Letters, diaries, memoirs, recollections, and other personal notes
are considered secondary sources. Their quality as sources varies greatly,
of course, according to the degree of their authors' political, ideological,
and historical reflection. Scholarly works, finally, belong to the category
of secondary literature (Sekundiirliteratur).

If we apply these criteria to the historical material originating from
communist parties, we encounter an almost total lack of the equivalent
to files (Akten). The bulk of the existing sources, e.g., the resolutions
of the politbureau, •the central committee, and the party congresses,
reflect only the results of decisionmaking processes. Only by compar-
ing changed positions toward certain problems is it possible to recon-
struct—to a very limited degree—developments, and these are mainly
confined to ideology or ideologically refracted accounts of events.
Thus, the value of such sources is very limited. The historian wishing
to reconstruct certain developments is therefore obliged to turn to
the problematic secondary sources.

129
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These may be roughly divided into two groups, according to their
origin: communist and noncommunist or, better, renegade. It is obvious
that the problems mentioned above in connection with these sources are
even bigger in this case. Neither from renegades nor from communists
loyal to their party can objectivity be expected.

In the case of the Greek Communist Party, these problems are
aggravated. There are secondary sources written by members of the
orthodox KKE and members of the Eurocommunist KKE Esoterikou,
by former party members who are still apologists of Zachariadis, by
former communists who moved away from both parties and followed
an independent course, and, finally, by Zachariadis himself Each of
these presents a different picture from a different ideological angle.
As the accounts differ greatly and often contradict each other, they
offer the historian the unique chance to reconstruct the developments
fairly well and to approach historical truth to a great degree.

It is, however, at this point that the second major problem of
historiography, the problem of objectivity, comes into the game. Un-
like science, history is interpretative; objective history is only con-
ceivable in the form of listing dates, facts, and statistics, but even
their selection is influenced by the selecting historian's subjectivity. It
is obvious that real historiography is even more subject to the his-
torian's personal views and political and social convictions. It is for
this reason that Marxists attribute historiography to the so-called
superstructure. If this premise is accepted, the historian should, first—
despite any predilection for a certain ideological direction—try to present
the controversial facts as completely as possible (aadiatar et altera pars)
so that the reader can draw his own conclusions and is not obliged
to accept the historian's views as the only viable ones; and, secondly,
the historian should state clearly his own ideological position.

For historians writing from a fixed ideological position—often a
party's—even an approach to objectivity is especially difficult since they
want and are obliged, to a certain degree, to stick to the party's line;
otherwise, they run the risk of being reprimanded for deviationism.
Thus the orthodox communist historian will not only write history in
accordance with his personal convictions, but he will also orient his
writings toward the prevalent line. Tolerance toward other interpreta-
tions is thusly excluded, since they are contrary to the only correct
interpretation, that of the party. Communist internationalism even asks
for solidarity with the lines of other parties.

In the case under discussion here, we therefore encounter the
strange phenomenon that a Danish communist (and the Danish Com-
munist Party belongs to the orthodox kind) fights with all means to
defend the official interpretation of the Greek Communist Party
(KKE). And the official interpretation of the Greek Communist Party
is that they did not stumble into the Civil War, but made a decision
for it during the second plenum in February 1946. Moreover, since
in recent years there has been a tendency in the Soviet Communist
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Party to cautiously rehabilitate Stalin, he steers a similar course in
connection with Zachariadis.

No wonder that Ole Smith is extremely critical of all voices stemming
from other ideological quarters, such as the Greek Communists of the
Interior (KKE Esoterikou), or of witnesses who moved away from
both parties. Central figures such as Markos Vafeiadis are looked upon
as liars, whereas former protagonists such as Bartziotas, who are still
close to KKE or are again members of it, are treated uncritically.

No wonder that he attacks any other left position with zeal. His
attack assumes such proportions that one is reminded of earlier, all too
well known anathemas against deviationists. In his zeal, however, to
justify KKE's version of the past, he did not confine himself to a
critical look at my interpretation, but, unfortunately, chose to attack
me personally in order to denounce my thesis. Though some of his
methodological criticism is justified by certain admittedly highhanded
methodological slips in the chapter under discussion, he himself, in his
zeal to justify the official version of the beginning of the Greek Civil
War, commits a major mistake which lessens the value of his argument.

His main witness against me is Bartziotas, whose account (a sec-
ondary source) of the Civil War was released by the official KKE
publisher, Synchroni Epochi, in 1981. At that time, I had finished the
German manuscript of my account of the origins of the Greek Civil War
and the English version was in the process of being translated. After
a certain time lag, due to geographical distance from Greece, I came
across Bartziotas's book. After a first glance at Bartziotas's story of
the second plenum, I saw that he offered only the already well-known,
official version (as is evident by the fact that it was published by
Synchroni Epochi) that during the second plenum the decision for Civil
War was taken, and therefore I decided not to take up this argument
as well and repeat myself by also refuting the arguments of Bartziotas,
since they are almost identical with the official version and do not
offer anything new. Discussion of all possible versions can be the task
of a study of critical evaluation of sources, but not of a monograph
dealing with a period; here completeness would simply overload
the narrative.

At the first glance, Bartziotas's story offers new evidence based on
notes he allegedly took during the second plenum. On page 27
he states:

During recent years among many other things it was said that
the armed struggle of the Democratic Army began without the
existence of a written resolution of the Central Committee of
KKE. As a member of the leadership of KKE of that period, I
stress catagorically [sic) that there exists a Resolution of the
Second Plenum which was voted for unanimously. 1

1Vasilis Bartziotas, 0 agonas tog Dimokratikon Stratog Elladas (Athens:
Synchroni Epochi, 1981), p. 27.
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A few lines later, he quotes the alleged final words of Zachariadis's
introductory referent from his "notes":

Our Party from the 7th Congress on warned the people that if
our adversaries continue the one-sided civil war, we will answer
with the same means: the arms. Now has come the time to take
the historical decision for the armed struggle . . . I will not con-
sider the details ton) how we will begin the armed struggle
because I will wait and listen, I myself and the politbureau,
to the opinions of all members of the Central Committee, and
then after the final speech and the resolution which we will
take, a military conference will follow where the military
plans for the armed struggle will be prepared.

Bartziotas continues describing how the Central Committee allegedly
discussed the question of the start of the Civil War. He creates the
impression that the topic of how to start the Civil War was the only
one under discussion. He does not even mention once that the main
topic was the participation or non-participation in the elections. In
order to make his "notes" appear more plausible, Bartziotas winds up
the paragraph with a statement of Zachariadis's quoted from his "notes."

This quote, however, again offers nothing new. It is simply a
slightly worked-over version of a pamphlet by Zachariadis that allegedly
circulated clandestinely among his supporters in 1962 after his ex-
pulsion from the party in 1961. This account was reprinted by the
Greek Maoists in 1976 in their journal, Kokkino Asteri, and again
later as an independent pamphlet. As this "document" plays a key
role in Ole Smith's argument against me, I will quote Zachariadis's
version literally. At the same time, I will mark those passages, which
Bartziotas left out or added, by different print and round brackets.

(I defteri olomeleia me vasi syngkekrimena stoicheia diapistose
oti) i pleiopsifia tou laou: ergatia, ergazomeni agrotia, ftocho-
logia stis poleis, epangelmatoviotechnes (,) akolouthoun ti grammi
tote KKE (kai) ( ,) to (us) synedrio (u), tou. Pano sti sosti afti
apofasi (pou tha ginei apofasi) sti via n'apantisoume me via,
pernontas (prepei na perasoume) proodeftika kai opou (topika)
orimazoan of synthikes apo ti laiki aftoamyna stis enoples an-
dartomades kai etsi stin enopli antiparathesi stin (me tin) antidra-
si, me prochoritiko perasma stin kata topons kai panelladika
synenosi ton omadon afton apo eniaia kathodigisi, efoson sto
metaxy i antidrasi thakane (tha'kane) olo kai pio adynati tin omali
dimokratiki exelixi, pou gi'aftin oute (mia) stigmi den epapse
na palevei to komma ki'oloi (kai) osoi synergazontai maxi ton.
Protarchika to xediploma tis enoplis antistasis stin enopli tro-
mokratia tis antidrasis kathoristike (apotelei) (san ena) prostheto
dynamiko mesa piesis stun antipalo gia tin eiriniki, omali exelixi
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kai monacha stin poreia tis palls, efoson i exelixi afti tha ginotane
oloklirotika dyskoli kai adynati, o enoplos agonas tha pernouse
(perasei) apo tin amyna stin epithesi. 2

Anyone with common sense looking at this "document" will see at
once that Bartziotas simply took Zachariadis's version and worked it
over stylistically so that it fitted into his context. There is no need
for any deeper, scholarly textual criticism as to who copied from whom.
This being so, it is the more astonishing that Ole Smith who, too, knows
both texts, can come to the following conclusion:

Bartziotas does not say that this was the decision of the second
plenum or that this is the text of the mysterious (paragraph 4).
But according to usual KKE practice, there would not have been
a great difference between these closing remarks and the final
decision. However, there is further evidence that suggests that the
text quoted by Bartziotas from his notes taken at the meeting
(if we can believe him) in fact is the missing (paragraph) 4.
The evidence comes from Zachariadis's pamphlet Problems of
the Crisis in the KKE ... Here Zachariadis refers to what was
decided by the second plenum with precisely the same words as
does Bartziotas; there are only a few linguistic differences of
no practical importance—except that they show that Bartziotas prob-
ably did not quote from Zachariadis's pamphlet. 3

If there has ever been a case of crystal-clear plagiarism, it is here;
Bartziotas simply copied Zachariadis's account because it fits into the
official picture. Whoever believes that Bartziotas's version was not
copied and is the missing text of paragraph 4 will believe anything.
Ideological zeal does not free a scholar from a critical mind.

Ole Smith held against me that I use secondary sources uncritically,
but if it suits his thesis he does not hesitate to use even a most dubious
story published in a piece of secondary literature by Tasos Vournas,
an author dose to KKE Esoterikou, though it is obvious that Vournas is
reporting on hearsay, as he is much too young to have participated in
the events under discussion. In contrast to this, the authors of my
secondary sources at least have the advantage that they were adults
who took an active part in those events. Ole Smith's article contains
many other examples of ideological bias, but to discuss and refute them
all would require an article of its own.

But I may be allowed a final remark. On page 60, footnote 64, he
refers to my bibliography' and calls it problematic. I do not see what

2Quoted after Nikos Zachariadis, Provlimata tis krisis tou KKE (Athens:
Ekdotiko Laikis Exousias, n.d.), p. 32f, and from Bartziotas, op. cit., p. 28f.

3My italics.
4Heinz Richter, Greece and Cyprus since 1920. Bibliography of Contemporary

History (Heidelberg: Wissenschaftlicher Verlag Nea Hellas, 1984).



134	 JOURNAL OF THE HELLENIC DIASPORA

can be problematic in a bibliography, except that among the 11,500
titles which are included, some may contain a few errors. Or does Ole
Smith come to this judgment because I divided the chapters on KKE
after the split of 1968 into two: a chapter on KKE Esoterikou (interior)
and one on KKE Exoterikou (exterior) ? I admit that I made a mistake
here. The correct title of the latter party is, of course, KKE. But in order
not to confuse the computer with the pre-split KKE, I had to find a suit-
able epithet—and in my opinion, the epithet "exterior" was not too wrong.

Yours truly,

April 6, 1987	 HEINZ RICHTER

* *
To the editors:

I will try to answer Heinz Richter's letter without repeating myself
too often, so, as far as the real substance is concerned, I can do no
more than ask the patient reader to go back to my article in Vol. XII,
No. 2, and see for himself. Richter has not even tried to refute a single
point in my all too long catalog of sources overlooked, not discussed,
or, perhaps worst of all, misunderstood. Unfortunately, Richter's chapter
on the second plenum is not just a case of "highhanded methodological
slips": there is a clearly marked tendency to make the evidence suit his
purpose. This is what I objected to, especially since Richter claimed to
make full use of all available sources and criticized me for not doing
so (p. 478).

Therefore, the center of the dispute between us is certainly not "a
different evaluation and acceptance of communist sources," nor the use
of the terms "primary and secondary sources" (I have not found these
terms in my article, but I have criticized Richter's unqualified use of
secondhand evidence. And I think that I have warned the reader where
I myself mention such evidence, in the case of Vournas). But, as I said,
the reader can see for himself what is the real point.

There are, however, some remarks in Richter's reply that I should
not let pass without comment. I did use strong words in my article—
perhaps considerably stronger than is usual in scholarly discourse, so I,
for one, ought not to complain about the choice of terms in Richter's
letter. But I felt that I did argue my case and did justify my harsh
criticism, whereas I look in vain for Richter's arguments.

In fact, what Richter tries to do is to deny my carefully documented
analysis any scholarly value because I am said by him to be an orthodox
communist writing in accordance with the official line. Thus, he can
avoid refuting my points against his interpretation. And, further, he says
I am attacking him in order to show my solidarity with the KKE. On
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top of all this, I am said to rehabilitate Zachariadis because the CPSU
is now revising its view on Stalin.

I may be old-fashioned, but I have always believed that what counted
were not your ideological position (which may or may not be read out
of what you say), but your scholarly arguments. I might, of course, have
stated to which party I belong (if I did consider that important for my
argument), but I cannot see why Richter finds it relevant to tell the
readers that I am a member of the ("orthodox") Danish Communist
Party. How does he know, by the way? Or does he have such little con-
fidence in the readers' intellectual powers that he has to use these Cold
War tactics? And, by the way, I suppose that he is fully aware of the
fact that if you are a member of a communist party, you will have dif-
ficulty when traveling to the United States. (U S immigration author-
ities, please take note.)

To the substance now: I do not know what the official line today
is as regards the second plenum. I said so in my article, and I should
be glad to find a reference to KKE documents on this problem. If I
have defended the official position, it was without knowing what
to defend.

On Bartziotas's testimony: Richter says that Bartziotas offered
nothing new, and therefore he did not treat his evidence (although he
purports to deal with all the evidence). Having read my article where
I drew attention to Bartziotas's new evidence and pointed out the
parallel with Zachariadis's pamphlet, Richter changes his mind and
claims that Bartziotas copied from Zachariadis. No argument is offered
for implying that Bartziotas is lying outright (obviously with the tacit
approval from the party publishers). Richter may be right—but we must
ask for more proof than "allegedly" inserted inverted commas and the
irrelevant information about the publisher. If Richter really believes
that everything that comes out from Synchroni Epochi has the imprimatur
of the central committee, I am afraid he is living in another world.

About Vournas, I have already put the matter straight.
I find Richter's counterattack too cheaply executed. I would be de-

lighted to be corrected on just one of the points raised in my article:
about Blanas's testimony, about Markos, about Zachariadis at the seventh
plenum, about Siantos knowing about military preparations, etc., etc.
And I would like to see an explanation about the absence of Esche's
important book, about the Iliou articles. Just a single fact misunderstood
by me.

Finally: I am sorry that the problems in Richter's bibliography
are of a much more serious nature than his misrepresentation of the
title of the KKE. Since I will deal with this in a paper (at press at
the time of writing) on Greek bibliographies, I say no more here.

Sincerely,

OLE L SMITH
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