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There are today in Athens about twenty journals with relatively fre. No. 7, 1950
quent publication and literature as their main focus. The principally
literary journals, which publish original and translated literary works,
essays, Ieviews, and related commentaries, are the following, in,
alphabetical order (in Greek): Aiolika Grammald, Anakyklese, Gram-
mata kai Technes, To Dentro, To Doma, Hekevolos, Euthyne,
Kainourgia Epoche, He Lexe, Nea Estia, Nees Tomes, Hodos Panos,
Ombrella, Periodiko, Planodion, Poliorkia, Semeioseis, Speira, and
Hartis. Thereis a separate category consisting of Vivliophilia, Diavazo,-
Thneutes, and To T etarto with an emphasis on informational aspects,
There are also 2 few political reviews, like Anti, Scholiastes, and .
especially Politis, which often devote their pages t0 literary and related
subjects.

Outside Athens, the largest number of literary journals is published
in the following cities, in descending order: Thessaloniki, Joannina, (En-
dohora), Zakynthos (Periplous), Kerkyra (Porphyras), and Patra
(Hydria). Outside Greece, there wasa large number of journals in earlier
decades, especially in.Alexandria, as there are today in Cyprus ang
clsewhere. There are several English-language journals which deal with
Greek literature. Well-known among them in the United States are The
Charioteer, The Journal of the Hellenic Diaspora, The Coffeehouss
and the Aegean Review.

The total number of periodicals of all types in Greece today exceeds
seven hundred. Among popular magazines those considered to hawg
a large circulation average weekly sales of about 30,000 issues in the
Greater Attiki area, which has a total population of nearly four million
people.

Therefore, in comparative terms, the circulation of literary jour
nals is not out of proportion. The conditions of cultural interventio

through a literary journal have, however, been degraded, following i There are basically two maj
adoption of the tabloid format by most newspapers and the appearaim ajor approaches to looking at the natur
e

of migrant and i
ethnic gro A
of pages with «cyltural news’” in newspapers and in popular magazin psychological DerSDCCtivegwh];flf‘stThe first is the so called cultural and
el esses social, psychologi
’ glcal, a.lld Cl]ltura_l

even when they only involve the publication of relevant press releastit PaTaCtelistjcs such as perception ;
There is no way literary journals can compete in terms of commeitions. The second is the ““social St’ attitudes, values, conflicts, and moti
taries on current issues. They can only publish creative works amfiugrant groups are examined fiomcmral” approach in which ethnic a;aci
m a wider vanta .
ge point, stressin
? g the

broader overviews of issues of interest. _Ogo'historica], socio-economic, and politi
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FOR THE LAST FEW YEARS A NUMBER

and other sc it OF CONFEREN

i prot;':;?igfl ;CHertles and publications have beeﬁEuSr,lc?:rrTP —r
the “Greek American Exzzlzisezgg ,C’)ligﬁnjzalt)i()m on the general tla:gs:e ?11

: ; . ave been

Z“h‘::tzlrleg%“é} ifkisgct)fllsj Michopoulos, the Delpl{aiikgfe:;g );Iglg%d frien.d
ot this confer ess at the Hellenic College, and, of cou iy
B of the Greek iez,nto .present to you ““The State, of th L;Se.’ thf
It is an honor that I tak crlca[l.COmmunjty_ This is not ane oy
you. Let me hasten toz;dvery seriously, and I hope not to d‘:a o ta{fk‘
most part is still in the m E‘lat the Greek American Experienc Sar? e
a teacher, scholar, and act.a ing. I have been part of this ex ee_ b
I do not profess to even k_['ive patiisipanyior e tn ity yea?s nf{nce i
B > know thac;w ?1]1 the questions that confront us ;':15 E}t still
:llja community in this prOOE;; S‘; :gnfilc? or fail to do as individual?it

e future of the Greek American com;f:;:;]i:ﬂlgaz"f an impact on

st century.

From its incepti
ception as :
“nation of nati a new nation stat 7
nations.”’ : ¢, the United
ns.”” Ethnic and cultural div ssify g iﬁi‘ies has been
ays existed.

at is new now i
is the re-di ;i
8ince the Civil Ri scovery of this diversi o
| Rights Movement in the 1960s afllglg‘/'(l;g 0:}61 e gl

2 , there has been

45



46 Journal of Modern Hellenism: No. 7, 1990
a revitalization and renewed interest in ethnic diversity of Americay
society. No longer can we speak of one ethnic or racial stock in the
United States. In a way we are all ethnics and members of SOCial;
religious, racial, and cultural groups. We can identify four broad ethnje
or racial groups which will emerge as the predominant groups in th
next century. The Euro-Americans, the Afro-Americans, the Latin
Americans or Hispanics, and the Asian-Americans.
The Greek American Experience must be understood within thel
_historical and economic context of European immigratio,
The Greek pioneer immigrants along with other Southern, Eastern, ang.
Central Europeans represent the “‘new’’ immigrants vis-a-vis the “‘old"
immigrants from Northwestern Europe who preceded them, the British,
Irish, Germans, Scandinavians, etc. Those who came prior to the 188'
were primarily Protestant and have become known by the acronym-
WASP. Those who came at the turn of the century, the late immigrants
were predominantly Catholic, Jewish, Eastern Orthodox. They wer
Poles, Italians, Greeks, Slavs, etc. Some Asian groups began im:
migrating as well.
" Every new generation of immigrants experienced social ang
economic hardships, and discrimination at the hands of the groups th
preceded it. Thus the Greeks and other Southern and Eastern Euro.
pean immigrants faced discrimination from earlier generations of Euro
pean immigrants. Likewise the post WWII and most recent immigral
have been the targets of discrimination similar to that endured by thos
who came before them. While most Euro-Americans within two or thrg
genarations achieved mobility and demanded equality and respect, thos
of African, Latin American, and Native Indian backgrounds are st
feeling the scourge of “‘discrimination”’ and ‘‘exclusion’ from the
economic, political, and social resources of American society. Despi
a number of incidents of racial bigotry and hatred, which have take
place in the last few years across the United States, one can argue the
the overall nature of intergroup relations has improved in the la
quarter of the century. Needless to say the resurgence of ethnicity al
civil rights movements contributed to ethnic empowerment and benel
ted most ethnic and racial groups including the Greek Americans. I
nomination of Michael Dukakis, a second generation Greek Americd
as the Presidential candidate of the Democratic Party, would have b

unthinkable a generation or so ago.

larger socio
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i fl-lattlotn ess;::te:‘tw; broad perspectives have guided those policies
The first stresses “‘or er’” and ‘‘consensus’’ alo imi :

! ' ng the assimilati s
the sef:ond views mtergroup relations along a “power-conﬂic;[tl’o’nnllj:;hi
e wh‘ICh ‘vanous ethnic and racial groups find themselves in perpetu:l
conflict in an effort to a maintain their ethnic identity and i
T, y ethnic

Ord_el‘ Or CONnsensus 'theories stress the systemic integrative functions
eh ?talllmcbgrozlps. Ethnic groups in this instance are conceptualized as
soC} su ;}lrs ems perff)rmmg many complementary functions for the
entire SOC1 s.,ystem. Itis a functionalist view according to which ethni
grOIlP_S arehwewed a_s social subsystems. Through the process of clasC
moblllt_y these ethnic groups lose their distinct ethnic identities a ;
?-mrge lllltf.) the more universalistic American culture by adoptin lld
mternahz;ng the values and norms of the dominant core cullf S Th
core dominant cu]_ture is the so called Anglo-Saxon or WASPucr ei e

The key element in this perspective is ‘‘order” or commonly ‘silhta;1 re(i

vah‘j:ls ordconsensu§. The consensus advocates argue that becauser:)f

s0Cl gn cclaconomlc mo_bihty,'the majority of European,immigrant
sur.reg i‘reh; most of ti.lelr ethnic subcultures and ethnic identities i "

%9 g three genlelratlons and adopted the Anglo-Saxonic core cultun y
hile European ethnic groups maintai ir i i

ties and identities, particulagy thoseigftii?i?; tc:)f; helrl 7. religio e

the “‘Dionysian’’ aspects of thei i Sy

eir ethnic subculture (th ini
ose pert

tﬁ ef;()(;g;’ga:lce, and other ‘externrfll,material aspects of their sugculil;l::;l)g

iz of: ;n:;lst of. their ethnic traditions, language, literature anci

i gbilit e third and subsequent generations in exchang,e for

e y and f?ccommodations in the larger dominant culture
er-conflict perspective i i .
embattled position, fighti I; s survi e
e g,r g nIlg lcl)r its survival and ethnic identity as a
oup. In this struggle, an ethni i
o ' : 1 ethnic group is j
perpetual conflict between its own ethnic survivaig andpits :E:;:;t

tion in i

grbupsf(;rihsago}rlegant culture‘.‘ Greek Americans, like other ethnic

e Americai o, e(tiween the “‘conflict and consensus’’ perspectives

e in themselv‘es between the Scylla and Charybdi ,
0 be part of the dominant culture and the political eco);oms;

ofthe U.S., but at th i
e’ € same tim : i .
B selizious identity. e they would like to maintain their ethnic

The majori immi
jority of European immigrants and their progenies strove

for equality wi i

Their expgi:;:zg ::li; dommant‘ ;groyp§ by conforming to their values

o known as assimilation” outcomes along a con:

e e structural, attitudinal, and behavioral dimen-
imilation.' The assimilationist or “‘straight line”’ moillél

Conceptual Frameworks ,
Before we discuss the Greek American experience, W€ must '_'

at the conceptual frameworks which guide the policies of the Uni
States in its ethnic and racial intergroup relations. Since its incepsy
Milton Gord RTTI
rdon. Assimilation in American Life: The Role of Race, Religion and
2] n an
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posits a decline in ethnic diversity for successive generations as a detey.
minant of identity, behavior, and group life. The assimilationist mogdgl
is a fusionist or «*MacDonalization” model which works against the
maintenance of distinct ethnic identities. In many ways the structuge
of American society does not favor ethnic diversity beyond the secg d
or third generations. Ethnic identity or ethnic identification is an aspeg
of group identification, the linking of oneself to an in-group Or et i
subculture through religious, national, cultural, racial or other
characteristics. From the beginning the immigrant and ethnic group
identity was not considered to be of high social status in the over-l
systems of American social stratification. 1t was for this reason thy
the immigrant and his children sacrificed their ethnic identity in a queg
for “respectability,” or economic and social mobility. The assimila
tionist perspective and its varians, <t Americanization,”’ “Angy
conformity,”” and the “melting pot’’ perspective, were, and to som
extent still are, the explicit and implicit policies of the United Stateg
social intitutions. The «assimilationist’” model has elicited considera
criticism in recent years. Some of these criticisms include the fo
ing: a) it is a one way street; b) it has a built bias in favor of the Anglg
Saxonic dominant culture; ¢) it applies mostly to European immigrant
d)itisa conservative perspective; €) it does not allow for diversityai
change; f) it does not explain the persistence of ethnicity.
In response to assimilationist model, alternative approaches hag

development. It posits an adaptation :
R e ke o
Greek {\mencans, like other Euro-Americans, sh st experience.
culturlal traits and experiences (the English langauge’ u;,i]{e American
American holidays, etc.), just as their forebearers d;(f wh ic education,
tothe U.S.A. At the same time, Greek Americans share a f)n e
of Qreek ‘cultural ethnic identity. Concepts like ethnic id fOf_slc!er view
ethnic !1er1‘tage., and ethnic culture are part of ethno l ?mlﬁcatlor-l’
iden?:flcatlon is meant that one identifies oneself a-sg S
etl.u.nc group. By ethnic heritage is meant that one aakmember of an
plicitly and consciously a recollection of one’s past h(': nowledges ex-
count.ry or in the U.S. By ethnic culture is meant m;ito.r;rl in the old
fnate{lf‘ﬂ llfestyles, behaviors, and attitudes which corr len ?nd non-
identification. The ethno-genesis perspective is mostl fia? ek
tionality’” and ‘‘religion.”” Greek Americans perccivey th::nllzz‘ljv]g as“a-
an

ethnic group but at the same time fi
eel v :
a.dual hyphenated identity. éFY much American. They have

The Nature of Greek American Experience

So far I have tried to lay out a general

:,;(::gffan;f:wo:ﬂt{o anl::malysis of the GreekfI\anT:r\;(:ll;i(:)fpir?e)rrllgeepa:ll?l
. Sa;;;z) ;Es; to _Gree}(s of the diaspora, especially those. wh:
been suggested by a number of social scientists, including advocaiéh deed by the 21st Cemurycc::lmtrles s S LAVl T
of cultural pluralism, in which ethnic groups maintain ethilfin Anglo-Saxonic COuntri’eS (‘J;;_Gfeeks = bt
characteristics. For example, in their book Beyond the Melting Pilf tyand experience, we must : 1 11(16 b a‘fe‘.talking e et
Nathan Glazer and Daniel P. Moynihan? argued that European ifif experience is in itself diversea\;?h‘ SR el At
migrant groups remained culturally distinct in terms of name, valutlf experiences as members 01: Eth:llg I:l?isgt'ereek e e e

- 10Us communities, we cannot

of ethnicity. Ethnicity becomes transformed to something ¢

o ..‘ ' ha"e accu ““ i i y , ’ '

assimilation. For example immigrants and their progenies absorb a g among Italian Ameri

: 5 ‘- meric : .
many cultural traits from the ‘‘host culture,” and in return the “D8In this part of the anaai;:ssi’sJelms-il1 Aancglms, Serbian Americans, etc
culture”” adopts a few traits from the immigrant culture, especially thoir » I will try to give some glimpse of varioué
dionysian aspects of the ethnic culture. An extension of the accultu

1

unique i
tion without assimilation is what sociologist Father Greeley* calls ‘Iln OI'Eetrth(:’geil’(itﬁirf?iﬂcan eral theme
““ethno-genesis”’ model. Ethnicity in this sense follows a natust ;ee}lz American eXperiencei%Villlleir??;etf?;[ﬁ)e Ef tthlli oot el
e . A oK att
A noiI:;:;;cta}lz c:(;rrtulrjmmty a.nd then I will talk :b?)ruetsiﬁz r;?x?:ll;z Of

N e ;:u : ) 1elcau{:e if we want to read the history of Greeics
k. s umber of \‘vorks including those by Saloutos

» Canoutas, Xenides, Burgess, Dendias, Fairchild:

alafouris i
» Rozakos, Ziogas, Zotos, and other general works

National Origin (New York, 1964), p. 71.
2 Ccambridge, 1963.
3 Ibid.

4 Andrew Greeley, Ethnicity in the United States (New York, 1974), pp. 308-09°
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Thousands of newcomers became grillmen, cooks, waiters, restauray Raseas 33
proprietors, tailor shop owners, taxi cab drivers, vendors, and so 0
especially in large cities like New York, Chicago, Detroit, and other
cities with large Greek American populations. ‘
Institutional/ organizational. My working hypothesis is that as we moyg
from first generation to second, third, and subsequent generations,
institutional/organizational dimension of ethnicity is changing. For the

rge extent the second generation ‘‘nationalj

first generation andto a la
ty”” and sreligion’’ were the most important dimensions of Gt

ethnicity. Both Greek school and Greek church were the most impor.
tant ethnic institutions. However, as we move away from these
generations, Greek customs, Greek traditions, Greek endogamous
riages, and Greek benevolent societies organized by village or regi
decline or change, the Greek language gives way to English, and
tionality to religious affiliation. The Greek school is far less prefer
in the subsequent generations. The church as an institution is also ch
ing; from an immigrant church it is becoming more and more §
homegrown Greek American or mixed church. '
Leadership in these ethnic organizations is also changing. As

old generation of priests is dying out, and few Greek priests are con
ing to the U.S., the majority of our parish priests are American bor
second and some third generations. Our bishops are still first gener
tion, but they are aging eventually will be replaced by American b
clerics. We find similar changes in the leadership of secular andlé
organizations affiliated with the church such as AHEPA, the Helleal
American Congress, the Laity Congress, the Orthodox Forum, @
other secular and supportive Greek Orthodox organizations. The ethn
press, at one time a most robust ethnic institution and predomjna)i

Greek language press, gradually has adopted English for its Gret
jcan, the Hellel

American newspapers such as The Greek America }
Chronicle etc. There is some effort to counter this trend by publishi

some newspapers in Greek, most notably, The National Herald, 1

studies, the Greek language, Gr . .
B stressed. In sensge thiseﬁtﬁﬁlteeﬂz:gl :clzlitr)éardshlp and the like
general tenor of a hedonistic and pleasure oriented 1; oot amors
The notion of mst.ant gratification, of the here a:fd n merican society.
future goals and 1d‘eals., is an American and indeedol:_l}"f'lthout some
We cannot maintain our ethnic identity and eth iversal trend. -
peyond the second generation on the culinary and Di nic .subculture
of Greeﬁ cul_ture only. The “gyros,” like other ethm}:l}yszzn aspects
?‘ventua’t’ y will be Americanized. To build our ethnic i ORs before,
gyros’’ syndrome or other culinar i e dentiby on. the
"l foundation which, it seem); ilnd DloquIan aspects is indeed
i enty—first PR | ————). ;errg,:e‘:ﬁlm;fﬂy us into .the
gur lihlllﬁfen ar.ld gra‘ndchildn.:n must be exposed to t?lrcla Cngmumty'
: r;s: culture, including our rich Greek Orthodox traditio ¢ I;le_Ss qf
?eac?l?ggwafg S:l:r ic_)undatlon of Euro-American Western cil\liilvivzz:fih N
B engthens glg Eore about our Greek Orthodox heritage :r?ci
. ur Greek and American identities. One reinf
orces
Stratificational and mobility profile. W
- : ek . We talked briefl
" gtggsih; ;?:ngzgirllllzatﬁongl components of our ethnig e?i];)(e);tertl}é:
- Stratification;‘a,] other m.i;.)ortant dimension is what is known
B A uber fand ploblhty aspects of Greek American ex
o SO]ido m?él(licl:hes have documented the arrival of Greel;
B iced, there s enoue:g le]u:;ln ;ﬁ{i):il gl‘ficclldle class in the American
Americans have reached a middle class sta:?ce, to suggest that Greek
. S 3 .
E%‘:'}‘::rer:é}:li gfﬁﬁee class status is not unique to élie?l:ng;;?i;?: t:::li[ ;
B Jowicn Arr}rf:rrils such. as Italian Americans, Germaz
e her ot cans, Irish Americans, Japanese Ameri
i nic groups have reached simi : A
higher status.’ ed similar, and in some instances,
It must be
o Americasrtlrf;s;:l e(;Lihalt the very affluence and social mobility of
and, therefore, bespeakssz 3;323360 th 1-(lgr::nijOArnfaCtors of assimilation
€ erican ethnic identity.

Proini.
hanges are taking place but this doest
Ethnicity i ifi
y1s sacrificed at the altar of economic success. Greek Ameri
. erican

We all know that these ¢

mean the end of Greek American ethnicity. Although the G
language is an important component of our Greek national identl
its loss does not automatically lead to the loss of Greek Amei
ethnicity. OQur children and grandchildren speak English yet they®
still internalize the broader dimensions of Greek American ethnic$
cultural forms and values. The problem here is that our emphas!
too much of the Dionysian and culinary aspects of our Greek Amert
culture and not enough on the Apollonian or more esoteric dimenst

of Greek culture. Things such as Greek literature, Greek AmerE

9
George Kourvetaris, Fi
is, First ;
DI67-87; Kourvetaris, st and Second Generation Greeks in Chicago (Athens 1971)

18/2(1977), 28 ek Ameican Profossionale:
, 285-323; ¢ 2 sionals: 1820s- o i
gleHeI!enic Diasposg; Ng'sreik 4’\(‘?;;;)0)% Professionals and Elftrleizgieuga{’fajn Stud;es,
antilies in Ameri B 105-28; *“The Greek : s~ doumab of
merica, by Charles H. Mindel and Robertl;‘;\fe I-?al;::r?si:ﬁll?;mlb; ‘ 11? ¢
‘ ew York, 1988);

drew Greele ici
R 5 y, Ethnicity in th :
osen, “Race, E thnicity and e United States (New York, 1974), pp. 308-09; Bernard

24(1959) 4760 the Achievement Syndrom
. 3 ome.” 7 ) :
p. 26. ; Saloutos, The Greeks in the United Srat;. S‘i)meg;an %czo!oirca! Review,
urby, The Greek Americans,
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ethnicity becomes symbolic rather than genuine and substantive. Gree}
Americans are no different than all those nouveau rich, the neoploutoj
Ith is spent in endeavors of conspicuous cop.

whose newly acquired wea
sumption on Mercedes, minks, mansions, and elaborate weddings ang

social gatherings. Meanwhile, Greek Americans spend peanuts on thingg
intellectual and cultural, or what I call Apollonian. The latter woulg
not only enhance our status but strengthen our cultural and intellec'
tual presence and power in America. We desperately need more em
phasis on Greek American studies, Greek American foundations, Greek
American cultural centers (like the Maliotis Cultural Center), Gree‘
American scholarships, and Greek American exchange programs wi ,
Greece and other Greek communities of the diaspora. We have buif
beautiful and expensive Greek churches but we need more librarie :I‘
more academic chairs, including Orthodox theology taught in America .;1
institutions. Our children and grandchildren have a limited picture of
our ethnoreligious identity. We must concentrate on the substantive

not the external, superficial, or the ritual.

Greek American Attitudinal and Survey Studies

Another way to look at the nature of the Greek American communi:
ty is to examine a sample of attitudinal and survey studies by Greel
American and American scholars concerning the Greek American gk

perience. Since the 1960s and 1970s there has been a growing inten

in ethnic studies including Greek American studies. There is a growin

number of Greek American scholars who, as Charlie Moskos says, hai
¢toiled in the vineyards of Greek American scholarship.”’ Due to tif
constraints and for parsimonious reasons only a few such studies
be summarized here, especially those which have a bearing on the is
of Greek ethnicity, assimilation, mobility, and Greek Orthodox ide

tity which we are concerned with here.
Greek American ethnicity and assimilation. Vla

of the assimilation of 125 m

Americans at Anderson, Indiana in 1968, found that l g
and internal conflict within the Greek American community leads!
rapid assimilation; 2) high structural assimilation of all three g¢
tions of Greeks occurs in the institutional area of economy;
3) the first generation was Se€n as adapting to I
and trying to perpetuate the Greek way of life, while the second geré
tion was found to be the most confused, alienated, and marginal,
ing to bridge the internal (Greek ethnic subculture) and the exie ‘
(American) pressures and demands placed upon them. The third gentt
tion, while found to be more secure psychologically in its identiﬁ

tion with American culture, tried to find certain elements of §

chos, in his stul

A Study of Greek Ameri

Int
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identification and social location withi i i i
American et'hnic identity of the thirc;hglznte};:lt‘it}:lnilsc :e;:::'g- — C'}r%k
Greel‘( American culture which encompasses certrain traditio?:;ﬂmpoSlte o
idealized Gr?ek cultural patterns. Vlachos found no third . Of'ten
Greek Americans who spoke Greek, which is an indicatio; %ene{at{on
tion and the dec}me of Greek national identity. In additioon affimla-
found Fhree bE!S.lC types of Greek American family struct , aCfllOS
generation famﬂlf_:s were basically patriarchal. Second were | s F'lm
chal and shqwed increased mobility and weakened solidarit ess‘flf;trxar-
Greek Amenc.a_n community and less religiosity. By the thirdy cnorat o
althqﬂgh families f:ontinued to identify with the Greek Am ey
munity, only certain ethnic aspects of the Greek culture were afidafed,

Another study of Greek and voting by Humphre m?imtmn?%
fou.nd that the Greeks had not reached full assimilatiog 'anA LofllS
society evern by the third generation. Despite the fact th tu; he third
generation the Greek American identity decreases onea Ao
and large that.Greek Americans voted for both A’ arid Dk b'y
et gnew and Dukakis

In another study on Greek American ethnicity, o indivi
gf Gr?;akl ldcscent in the New York metropolitan a:e’a st;:i\?gylellldim;jg e

;;-,ur' v fc;]und that both American born and foreign bornnG 6712
3 etn(')lctaﬁles ;u(;?:rd a str.ong atta.u:.hmept to their ethnic identity. Accroiil-

B e Gk Amciosn ottt Somemhas ones
: rican ¢ munity. Somewhat simi ind-

i;lgl; v;r;l;el Te&zr{t)?lciitzyo’tl‘"gtelchls in his study of the Greek Amefil;arf ff;ﬁ

the relations with the ﬁrstsggﬁslitgiirrller?tlon djd e

pect, Scourby found that the fi era ?ddltlon, e

) oL e ¢ first generation was strongly identified

tion respondents ipﬁss;lnﬁl;;;nioriﬁﬁmpl% ey i

B : ous identity as compared with

B o aietrtllzrra;l:l?édand 4_2% of the third generation.

B e questions that measured the la

! ension of Greek ethnicity she f 5T
of the first, 42% of the second ik ou‘nd e e
tified with the broader aspe:(l:t; ?fldeflf: ; oitthe 1thlrd goneration iden-
e de ocultural values.
- (;L};et study'* a Greek American community in Akron, Ohi
, authors fQund a two-dimensional structure unde’rlyirllz

10,
Craig R, Hu
mphrey and Helen Brock Louis, *‘Assimilation and Voting Behavio
T

: cans,”’ International Mi, 7 i
| O e Greer oo icn i Migration Review 7/1 (1973) 34-35.
Stavros Con on E. I

1

Stﬂ.ﬂﬁﬂou and Milton E. Halvey, Basw Dimensional StIUCtuIe and
Cigel!eratlona Differences 1 eek Amer 1can ]llllCly S{?Cf()l() and Socia
l n Gr Et » gy

ial

Research, 69/2 (1985) 234-54.
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Greek American ethnicity. One they called externalities (that which pullg
the Greek Americans toward their place of origin), and the other they
termed internalities (that which binds Greek Americans together asa
community). While the authors found a variation across generations,
knowledge of the Greek language always decreased. More specifically,
the authors found the first generation to be the most cohesive in itg
ethnic identity in preserving the Greek language. The second genera-
tion was found to be the least cohesive of the three due to its transi.
tional nature. The third generation was found to be less cohesive than
the first but showed signs of ethnic revival. The authors concluded no
single factor was adequate to define ethnic identity. They examined a
number of ethnically related factors, including Greek language, Greek
cooking, church membership, family, Greek press, and endogamy, and |
they found all of these taken together to be the most important dimen
sions of Greek ethnic identity, ;
Greek American ethnicity and Greek identity. In a study of Greek
ethnicity of two Orthodox parishes, one in Baltimore, Maryland and
the other in Minneapolis, Minnesota, on the basis of an analysis of 553
returned questionnaires in the Spring of 1989, Demos'’ found that all
of the respondents thought of themselves as Geek ethnics. She also
reported that most members of the two churches expressed a positive
attitude towards both the Greek language and the Greek church. She

also concluded that Greek ethnicity in both its religious and national
dimensions gradually became attenuated as one moves from the first
to the second, and third generations. !
More recently, in a somewhat similar study of Greek American
ethnicity and Greek American Orthodox identity, I surveyed a recent=
ly formed Chicago based Orthodox singles group of 248 members.”
Approximately 90 questionnaires were returned. The majority or 55%
perceived themselves as Orthodox or Orthodox ethnic Americans, whilg‘
44% perceived themselves as American. When asked what was mo‘s’é{
important about their Orthodox identity, the majority ranked highest
the more internal aspects of Orthodoxy such as theological or doctrinal
beliefs, Orthodox faith, and spirituality, with less emphasis on the mo
external manifestations of the Greek Orthodox faith such as iconss
Byzantine music, and Byzantine architecture. When asked how impor
tant the Orthodox faith was, 95, replied important and very impor
tant. In response to a question asking them to choose between Orthodol
or Greek ethnic identity, 33% preferred Orthodox, 22 Greek ethnicitl

3y/asilikie Demos, ‘‘Maintenance and Loss of Traditional Gender: Boundaries in i
Greek Orthodox Communities,”’ Journal of the Hellenic Diaspora, 16/1-4 (1989) 7794
YGeorge Kourvetaris, ‘‘Orthodox Ethnic Identity and the Greek American E
perience,”’ paper under consideration, pp. 1-12. 1
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and 4_73% both. In choosing a marriage partner ‘‘Orthodox faith”’
more important than “Greek ethnicity,”” for 33% over 44"71 bivy
tively, but the majority, or 40.7% would prefer both anzl r;gp’,’ec-
neither. In quest}ons concerning Greek ethnicity, the resp’ondent o
sidered the most important dimensions to be Gree,k family (44 % E}COH'
culture (2.8%), Greek history (22%), and Greek traditions (1(11‘)67 f‘f{?k
my question whether or not they favored panorthodox unit D
jority responded in the affirmative. IR

Greel‘_: language, Greek subculture and Greek ethnicity. In her stud
of “ethnic langauge and subcultural continuity,”’ Costan.takd 1 qucs.
tioneq 211 Qreek Americans and found that ’Greek lan e was a
significant dimension of subcultural continuity. The Grefllcl?ge age
she found, holds. symbolic meaning in ethnic i(:lentifica.tia;1 e
represents the desire for maintenance and continuity Paradon', ?{ld

she concluded that ethnic language maintenance is.a 0o mpeas e
weakened process of subcultural continuity. Pregrelvey

Greek Amfsrican professionalism and mobility. My own stud
?gr;gk]g %rr:ﬁencz:in hprofessionals which covere.d the pesr)iﬁdy g£

-1970,' and then 1970-1989'" atte i

business mob.ility of Greek Americans, S;:ngi;ll;; i}z;?(ffsisrion\?\;“?}]d
Hm.vever, while Greek Americans have entered the professigo al g
business w?rld ‘by the thousands, one finds few highly disti ovi iﬂd

;ea[:’r:sentatwgs in different professional and business occupa?ilogrllls] ) \:/g

many doctors but few outstandi i ienti ;

:icizia;iemic profeslii?nals, but few outstandlilrllg sréllfc‘):llfrz:lirfi)e; gﬁiz’uﬁjgy

s or research foundations, many small business ent ¢

few top executives or presidents of major co s, Tapaliie e

have half a dozen or so Congressmen and on? ;)er;ltlons- s

i ' : ator, but no cabine

m:nmfgze?: aﬁrfﬁlg ar::lilia;zr(i):cupyn;g tc.)p positions in the governE

o o a:,ll pro ‘essmnals are also conce':ntrated

we find fewer in the arts, mass ,meil(ilzlz‘:de?llll:?é;ﬁ:;d pusiness =

TheI Future of the Greek American Community

e élr;illc: E;slte r;)&rt of my presel}taj[ion, an effort was made to place

B e 1clz(mIexpe_r1ence w1th.m a historical, conceptual, and em-

e o ork. In this }ast. sectiqn, I will try to address myself to

Lo - sues _whlch I believe might contribute to the growth and
ion, and indeed the continuity, of Greek American ethnicity
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Chryssie M. Cost
T b . antakos, ‘‘Ethnic L : .
uity,” in 7 ek c Language as a Variable ;
Alice Scou?}:f Greek American Community in Transition, ed Hlalllr Su}) Fp. S
i y (New York, 1982), pp. 137-70. ol Blawey T Enouisdon and

Ourvetaris, ““Greek : .
17 ! ek American Profe. »
Ibid. pp. 105-28. ssionals,” pp. 285-323.
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in the 21st century. This is what I call the futuristics of Greek Ameri
ethnicity. On the basis of certain factors and my overall analysis, [ w
then try to suggest a number of possible scenarios of an emerging Gr,
American identity in the next century. Needless to say, without gp
assessment of our past and present, we cannot make valid predictiogg
of our future course as a viable Greek American community. In View
of our previous analyses we can pose the following questions: What
are some positive and negative consequences of Greek-American coﬂ'ﬁ
munity conflicts? Finally, what is the emerging model or models of the
Greek American community in the future? '

Elements of Continuity and Discontinuity 1
Factors of continuity. 1 believe we need a new crusade of Gregf
American renewal and revitalization that goes beyond the Dionesiaiﬁ',
and culinary aspects of Greek American culture. In practical terms thlsz:
means that we need a deeper understanding of our ethnic heritage thqtg
goes beyond the “‘gyros’” and ‘‘opa” syndrome of Greek Americag
ethnicity. We spend millions of dollars on colorful parades and othep
external elements of our Greek American culture, but we are short op
the more esoteric and substantive elements of our Greek Americ
cultural heritage. We build beautiful edifices but our young people haye
a shallow understanding of the spiritual, theological, and philosophicai}'
aspects of our Orthodox tradition. We have few libraries and cu]turgi.
centers. We have practically no Greek American studies centers al
universities, or courses that teach to younger generations the Gree‘]'i1
American experience. It is only in the last ten years or so that an effort
to correct this has begun. There are about thirty or so universities thal
offer Greek studies (but most of these deal with Greece and give little
time to Greek American studies). In addition, there are few chairs of
modern Greek culture in American institutions of higher learning,
Our Greek American identity must be measured in terms of the et
tent to which we are willing to spend time, money, and energy to leamn
and internalize the values, traditions, and ideas of our Greek American
heritage and culture, and the extent to which we live by them. Most
Americans, and indeed Greek Americans, have very little awareness
and knowledge of Greek American artists, scientists, academicians
other professional Greek Americans and Orthodox theologians. Wher
I and other Greek American professors ask the question in our introdus
tory courses in sociology, what comes to your mind when you hear tht
word ““Greeks,”’ the majority respond ‘‘gyros’’ and “‘restaurants:”
There is, of course, a truth to the stereotype that most Greek Americall
of first generation own restaurants. !
The Greeks of 1821 survived the long and repressive Turkish rult
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thrOugh the mobilization of all the intellectual, business, spiritual, and
military forces both inside and outside Greece. We need, perhaps, more
than ever before, philhellenes for our survival the same way the Greek
nation needed them during its revolutionary period of nation building
and national identity. Our forefathers managed to survive because they
had a deep understanding and belief in their just cause, their historical
Jegacy, their religious faith, and their national identity as a distinct
cultural and ethnoreligious group. Today we are conversely being
assimilated and swallowed up by the banners of the Anglo-Saxon domi-
nant culture. In the name of ‘“‘economic success” Greek Americans give
up easily their ethnic identity and subculture. Once we lose it, it is dif-
ficult to regain it. How do we maintain our ethnic identity? It seems
to me that we must mobilize all our economic, spiritual, and intellec-
tual forces and talents in our Greek American communities. We need
poth the ‘‘cultural conservatives’’ and the more ‘‘liberal elements’’ in
our Greek American communities. We need to forge what Dan
Georgakas has called an alliance between the two.'® Dan Georgakas
makes a number of useful suggestionss: Greek American studies, Greek
language dailies, support for the feminist movement within the Greek
church. We must use the broader framework of Greek culture and
Hellenism and develop not only the Dionysian but the Apollonian
aspects or a balance of the two. We must make available the contribu-
tions of modern Greece and Greek Americans to our succeeding Greek
American generations and to the larger American culture and society.

Factors of discontinuity. What are some factors which are inimical
to the growth and maintenance of Greek American ethnicity? There
are many such factors which I cannot detail here, but I would like to
mention a few major ones which, in my judgment, operate as
assimilative agents and contribute to the decline of Greek American
ethnicity. These are mixed marriages, social mobility and affluence,
the decline of the Greek language, factionalism, and ethnic conflict
among Greek American communities. Intermarriage or mixed marriage
has been called “‘the final test of assimilation’’'® and the attenuation
of ethnic identity. It has been documented that the fusion of ethnic
subcultures and ethnic identities into an Anglo-Saxon dominant
monoculture is in large part accomplished through the process or pro-
cesses of assimilation. With a few exceptions there is a dearth of Greek

18
Dan Georgakas, “‘Greek America in the Nineties,”” in the Greek American, Dec.
23-30, 1989, pp. 15-16.

9. . : 4
i Ruby K,ennedy,l “‘Single or Triple Melting Pot: Intermarriage Trends in New Haven,
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American studies on the frequency of generational mixed marriages, i
In general, the picture as it emerges throughout the Greek Americay
communities is one of rampant frequency of mixed marriages. If wa
look at the 1990 Handbook of the Greek Orthodox Archdiocese, for -
example, that keeps vital statistics of Greek Orthodox and mixed mar.
riages, in the last 17 years, we find mixed marriages run almost 50-50
up to 1980, and later they run 2 to 1 and higher over Greek-to-Greek
marriages.

GREEK AMERICAN WEDDINGS {
1972-1988
TYPE OF WEDDINGS

GREEK

YEAR ORTHODOX MIXED TOTAL .
1972 3252 2,401 3;653
1973 2,633 2,476 5,109
1974 2,638 2,451 5,089
1975 2,910 2,568 5,478
1976 2,337 2,201 4,738
1977 2,521 2,438 4,459
1978 2,295 2,445 4,740
1979 2,512 2,412 4,924
1980 2,009 2,660 4,669
1981 1,781 3,104 4,885
1982 1,936 3,175 8,111
1983 1,960 3,287 5,247
1984 1,821 3,322 5,143
1985 2,200 3,387 54581
1986 1,900 3,253 5,133
1987 1,850 3,673 5,523
1988 2,001 3,710 5,711

Source: 1990 Archdiocese Handbook of North and South Americap:
92,

These statistics, of course, show only those who marry within the Greek
Orthodox Church and do not tell us anything about those Greek
Americans who marry outside the Greek Orthodox Church or simplf
marry by civil ceremonies only. In fact, in a study I did a few yeats
ago 1 found the rate of intermarriages in small towns (as measurf:,_fﬁ__li
through three Midwestern Greek American communities to be clos

1
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t0 80-90% 2 There is, however, some evidence to suggest that in these
intermarriages the non-Greek spouse is brought to the Greek American
community especially if the non-Greek spouse is male.

It is ironic that social mobility and affluence is operating as a depres-
sant of Greek American ethnicity. Greek Americans have embraced the
protestant ethic and the capitalist ideology. In the past, to move up
on the social economic ladder in America you had to give up your ethnic
roots and become Americanized, or you suffered social discrimination
and exclusion from the economic, political, and educational resources
of American society. Greeks, along with other ethnic groups who im-
migrated around the turn of the century, experienced intense discrimina-
tion and they had to conceal their identity. Saloutos argued for a period
of respectability for Greek Americans in the 1940s, and Moskos 20 years
later titled his book Struggle and Success.?* The ideas of respect,
status, success have a socioeconomic ring to them, and indicate the
struggle for Greek Americans to make it economically in the U.S. and
be accepted as equal American citizens with other old (WASP) type
Americans. In the 1990s, Greek Americans, like other hyphenated
Americans do not, and I insist, do not have to give up their ethnic iden-
tity to be successful. It is a fallacy to assume that by imitating WASPs,
Greek Americans will be embraced and accepted by other Americans.
Greek Americans need no charity or handouts. We can be Greek and
proud of it and at the same time successful Americans or Greek
Americans. We don’t have to conceal our identity. Our Greekness is
an asset to our over-all Greek American experience. Our Greekness
strengthens and indeed re-enforces our American identity. We no longer
live in the 1920s and 1930s of the KKK and ethnic bigotry. We do not
know and appreciate what we have until we lose it. The resurgence of
ethnic identity and the civil rights movement of the 1960s gave a new
respect for ethnicity. Americans began to rediscover their ethnic roots
and everybody wanted to be an ethnic. However, the 1980’s with the
onset of ‘‘Reaganism’’ and ‘‘Bushism,’” ethnicity has suffered. There
has been a “‘reactionism’’ and ““nativism’” against ethnicity. American
nationalism and racism have been on the rise, and fed by neo-
conservatism. As Greek Americans we are caught between our ethnici-
ty and our American core values of affluence, cultural conservatism,
and the business ethic. Dukakis was the personification of a split per-
sonality. On one hand, he tried to be proud of his Greek American
ethnicity to appeal to his ethnic constituencies (all the hyphenated ethnic

20, F
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Americans), but at the same time, he wanted to be seen as an American,
Bush and the WASP establishment succeeded in portraying him a5
neither. In fact, many Southern Americans thought of him as an up.
patriotic American or foreigner. Dukakis was branded a liberal/radical
by the other side. The fact that he was a successful Greek American
who embodied the American dream and spoke for the less fortunate
Americans did not matter. Neither his “ Americanism’’ nor his ‘‘ethnigj.
ty’’ helped him to win the White House.

The teaching of the Greek language has a cultural symbolic mean-
ing for Greek American ethnicity. In the U.S. we have about 18 or so
Greek parochial schools serving roughly 5,000 Greek American
students, and about 400 Greek afternoon language schools serving about
29,000 students.22 Over all there are about 550 churches, 1000 priests,
and 1000 school teachers, and about thirty programs of Greek studies
at various American Universities. Despite all this panoply of Greek
Americans one can argue that the Greek language is declining in the
U.S. Bardis,? for example, lists twenty main causes for such a decline,
He includes such obstacles as: the limited education of Greek im-
migrants; the American Depression of the 1930s; Immigration laws of
1921, 1924; the limited impact of Greek schools; the decline of nationali-
ty; political factions; organizations such as AHEPA; American policy
of Americanization classes; American public schools; social mobility;
mixed marriages; the complexity of Greek language; and the Helleniza-
tion of English (boss-boshis, banker-bangathoros, basement-beshimo).
The Greek language has been recognized as the single most important
factor of ethnic identity — yet as one moves from the first generation
to the second, third, and subsequent generations, there is a consistent
decline in each generation’s command of Greek. For example, when
registration of Greek classes begin in early September at the afternoon
Greek schools, parents who register their children are by and large first
generation Greek immigrants. Sunday School registration of children
is by far larger and almost universal and includes children of first, se-
cond, and third generations.

Convergence vs. Divergence |
In the first two generations, Greekness and orthodoxy converge buf

by the third generation a differentiation and divergence emerges.
““Greekness’’ (nationality) gives way to “ Americanness’’ and ‘‘religiosi |

¥ opan, Greek Education in the U. 8.

Bpanos Bardis, “The Future of the Hellenic Language in the U S A: Causes and Sol
tions,”” Paper presented at the International Seminar, Athens, Greece, July 28, 1977'f
Also see his book on the future of The Greek Language in the United States, San Fran:
cisco: R and E Research Associates.
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ty’’ as aspects of Greek ethnic identity. As one moves from the first
genera.tion to the second, to the third, and subsequent generations there
is also a gradual shift of our ethnic identity and realignment. We move
from an inner-directed ethnic Greek identity, most strongly represented
by the immigrant’s first generation, to an other-directed one followed
by second, third, and subsequent generations of Greeks in the diaspora.
Concomitant to this transformation are the correlates of Greek ethnic
identity, a decline of Greek traditions, Greek nationality, family/kin-
ship relations, shift in loyalties, and decline of the Greek language. This
is not unique to the Greeks. This pattern also characterizes other ethnic
groups. When nationality declines as an index of ethnic identity, religion
takes its place. In turn when religion declines, race takes its place, and
if race declines, then social class becomes the major differentiating fac-
tor in American society.

Intra-Ethnic Greek American Community Conflicts

What are some of the sources of intra-ethnic Greek American con-
flict and identity crisis? Some of them are: (1) a power struggle bet-
ween clergy and laymen for the administration of the Greek-American
community: (2) conflicts between the new and the old immigrants, or
generational conflict between first, second, third, and fourth genera-
tions; (3) conflicts and struggles between the old and new wealth among
the Greeks, especially if acceptance or recognition is denied in the larger
American society; (4) secular vs. religious identity conflicts; (5) politics
of home country vs. politics of adopted country which may raise ques-
tions of loyalty or conflicts of dual identity; (6) and conflicts between
nationality vs. religiosity (Greekness vs. Americanness). What are the
positive and negative consequences of intra-Greek American conflicts?
We can identify both positive and negative consequences without fur-
ther elaboration.

Positive: (1) Greater democratization and liberalization of the
community.

(2) Bringing the issues in the open facilitates more changes within
the church structure and ethnic communities in general.

(3) More tolerance of other ethnic groups and minorities.

(4) Improvement in intra-ethnic and inter-ethnic communication.

(5) Development of a more critical political posture.

(6) Recognizing differences and working out a ‘‘modus operandi’’
among various groups and social classes within the Greek-American
community.

Negative: (1) Decrease in ethnic identification of subsequent
generations.

(2) Ethnic identity crisis.
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(3) A shift in loyalty

(4) Decline of the Greek language and replacement of Greek by
English in all major Greek ethnic institutions — AHEPA, church, pro-
fessional organizations, etc.

(5) Political crises and an assymmetry in Greek-American relations
_ lack of interest in Greek political issues by the second and subse-
quent generations of Greeks (i.e. Cyprus and the Aegean questions,
for example).

(6) Alienation of Greek-Americans from the Greek-American com-
munity, especially the more progressive elements.

(7) Stagnation of Greek-American communities and conservatism,

(8) Assimilation through intermarriage.*

What are the future prospects of the Greek American community
into the 21st century? Itis a mixed bag. The pessimists are apocalyptic
and define their gloomy predictions in terms of an assimilationist model.
The optimists and ethnic pluralists, on the other hand, acknowledge
the forces of assimilation, but they argue that we can do more to unrest
the erosion of our ethnic identity. We must struggle not as individuals
but as community and as an ethnic group to maintain our dual or
hyphenated identity, one Greek and one American, or Greek American.
This Greek American identity is going to be a metamorphised or
transformed identity of an American vintage. We cannot maintain our
ethnic identity by relying only on Dionysian aspects of our Greek
American subculture. We must strive for a Dionysian-Apollonian Greek
American identity. We must nourish and develop a Greek American
identity and subculture which links the past with the present, creating
bridges of our Greek cultural roots. The Greeks as inheritors of such
a magnificent culture only give lip service to that culture. The vehicles

or institutions of Greek American ethnicity must be broadened and
reach out beyond the Greek American ethnic community, which is
basically a religious community. We must have our proportionate voice,
or affirmative action so to speak, in American society. We must try

to penetrate the power structure of the U. S. without losing our ethnic

identity.
What is the future like? I believe that, more and more, Greek ethnici-

ty will be defined as a homegrown phenomenon, or as sociologists term

it, ““ethnogenesis.” Those who understand and know the dynamics of
this process or ethnogenesis must assist in shaping that type of Greek
American who is proud of his Greek heritage, and knows enough t0

%George Kourvetaris, ““Will the Greek American Community Survive into the 21st
Century?”’ KRIKOS: An American Quarterly, 1/1 (1989) 26-28; idem, ““Conflict and
Ethnic Identity Crisis Among the Greeks in the Diaspora with Emphasis in the United
States,” Journal of Contemporary Sociology 27/3-4 (1990) 137-53.
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transmit to the next generation, and the next to the next, and so forth
We rr‘lusis guard against self-depreciation of our Greekne’ss. Our ethnic;
idgnt_lty is more and more a process rather than a product beyond the
immigrant first generation. Immigration from Greece of late has more
or less. st.opped. For the first time in many decades more Greeks are
repatriating than leaving Greece. Since the 1920s Hellenism has been
shrinkit}g. By the end of this century we will speak of Americans
Australians, and Canadians of Greek extraction in Anglo-Saxon coun:
Kieslonsly. Moile and more the hyphenated-Greek identity will be an
nglo-Saxon phenomenon (with i i

L —— (with some exceptions, of course, in Europe

Our ethm"c identity in the Anglo-Saxon world will survive if Greeks
hav.e sometmng unique to offer beyond the souvlaki, gyros, and syr-
taki dance in these societies. We have to internalize’ the A’pollonise(m
aspects of Greek Paedeia even in translations — i.e. Greek literature
Greek myths, Greek holidays, Greek family traditions, Greek music,
e.tc. We mlllst not take our Greekness for granted. We m;Jst spend more;
time in trying to learn for ourselves the essentials of our Greek identit

We must ask this critical question. Do we really care to mainta}l;
our Greek identity within a pluralistic society or do we want to be ab-
sor'bed totally by the dominant Anglo-American culture? If we are
serious ab_out our ethnic identity, then we have to invest more time and
resources in learning more about our Greek heritage. First we must start
w1th.0urselves and then show to others how proud we are of our il-
lust.rlous past. But to be proud of something is not enough. We must
avoid the disease of ancestoritis. We must be educated in Heilenic mat-
ters. We must take a conscious effort to share Hellenism with others
\_Ve, the Greeks, have to do the Hellenizing! In this respect, I woulci
like to sugg%t a Hellenistic model for the modern Greek diasi)ora not
so very different from what Alexander the Great and his heirs es ,ous—
ed as they set out to Hellenize Asia and parts of Africa. th not
broaden our Greek American polis to encompass the greater American
:or:{mum'gy? We must allow our Greek American Hellenistic culture
b0 thellemze, s0 to speak, the non-Greeks, and not be Americanized
osf? th:nl\ll onl?;: It must be mutual. _After all Greek culture is the language
Lo azvzla es:tatlnent — t.he Kozm:’ — which is the basis of Christiani-
tic;n o ssxc;la Greece is the basis of Euro-American secular civiliza-
% G'r A ai\;()_r sP of Shelley, we are al.l C_‘rreeks, our culture has its roots
e Oprr elle:.A aral.1e1 to the ‘I—Ifellergstlc model, I believe the emerging
. o e'e merican ethnicity will be understood more and more
- gious dimension o_f Greek American or Eastern Orthodoxy

W'lll be elaborated on in perhaps another lecture.
I believe that without the Greek cultural component in our ethnic
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identity we will not survive in the Anglo American world as a dynamic
and vibrant community in the twenty-first century and beyond. GFeek
culture and civilization are the basis of our Western and American
culture. By being Western and American we are also Greek. We must
strive to maintain our Greek heritage and culture as much as we can,
In order to accomplish that we must develop bridges between Greece
and the Greek communities in the diaspora, between the azftochones
and heterohthones. We must develop within our Gree:k A:men.can com-
munities (and outside) cultural and educational institutions including
institutes of modern Greek studies at American umver51t1e§. We must
go beyond the Greek school, the annual festivals (panygyria), and Fhe
colorful parades. We must look at the substar}ce aI}d the Apollonian
aspects of our heritage more than the . l?lonysum and exten?al
materialistic aspects of Greek American ethnicity . . . or, at least, main-
tain a balance of the two. We must stress modern Greece and modern
Greek culture and avoid a sterile total subservience t.o the glory that
was Greece. Americans know more about the classical part of our
history than the Byzantine and modern components of our Gl:eek
civilization. Very few Americans know the struggles and trll?ulatlons
of Greece as a new emerging nation in the middle qf the nineteenth
century. If we do what we must do as Greek.Amencans, t-hen_I am
optimistic for the future of our Greek American community in the
twenty-first century.

Blackened Clay Pot
by Yannis Ritsos

GEORGE PILITSIS

LIKE MANY OF RITSOS’ NARRATIVE COMPOSITIONS OF THE
early period (1930-1951), the Blackened Clay Pot is a long poem of
some three hundred lines written in free verse and narrated in the first
person singular. The poem, as the date of the composition at the end
of the poem indicates, was written in February 1949 in the Kontopouli
prison camp on the island of Lemnos where Ritsos had been in-
carcerated along with other political prisoners. The reason for this as
well as other subsequent incarcerations in various concentration camps,
was the poet’s affiliation with the resistance forces of the EAM/ELAS
who fought against the Germans in World War II and later in the Greek
Civil War.

Like the Epitafios (1946) and Romiosini (1945-1947), the Blackened
Clay Pot is one of Ritsos’ better known and well loved poems, especially
after some of the verses were set to music. The popularity the poem
enjoyed in Greece after its publication is also due to the poet’s ability
to articulate with great compassion not only the hardship and suffer-
ing he and his fellow prisoners experienced within the prison walls, but
also their heroic endurance and determination to survive the harsh con-
ditions of the time and place. In spite of those conditions, however,
the poet never allows bitterness or resignation to cloud his verses.

Although political in its dramatic context and approach, the poem
should not be viewed as raw political propaganda for communism, as
it has been suggested. Rather, in its quiet assertiveness, the poem is
an expression of hope and belief in the indomitable nature of the human
spirit, and in the human spirit’s ability to endure without surrendering
to adverse and oppressive forces. Thus, the Blackened Clay Pot is not
a poem of theory but a work of experience; one that not only documents
conditions of a certain historical period in Greece, but one which also
dO_cuments the physical abuse and mental anguish in the life of political
prisoners.

There is another aspect to the poem, however, that requires a brief
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