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Upcoming Events

Adamantios Korais and Thomas Jefferson: The
Authors of Two Revolutions

The above lecture of Sunday, April 3, 2022, was postponed
by the lecturer because of urgent medical reasons.

Greece, Turkey and the Great Powers. National
and International Aspirations, 1918-1922

On Sunday, May 15, 2022, at 2:00 pm US Central Time
(10:00 pm Athens time), Hellenic Link—Midwest presents
Dr. Nikos Nikoloudis, in an online lecture titled: “Greece,
Turkey and the Great Powers. National and International
Aspirations, 1918-1922” The Zoom link for this webinar is
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/84552420867 and the webinar ID
is 845 5242 0867 This lecture is supported by the Hellenic
Foundation, Chicago.

The end of WWI presented the Entente with a complex
situation vis-a-vis the Ottoman Empire. According to article
12 of President Woodrow Wilson’s 14 Points, “The Turkish
portion of the present Ottoman Empire should be assured a
secure sovereignty, but the other nationalities which are now
under Ottoman rule should be assured an undoubted security
of life and an absolutely unmolested opportunity of
autonomous development”. This statement was prompted
largely by the commotion caused during the war by the
Armenian genocide, but its phraseology allowed every
Power with an interest in the Ottoman Empire to expect
something different out of it. Thus, soon the Allies faced a
variety of problems: conflicting economic interests in the
area of the Empire; a diminishing American interest in
promoting Armenian self-determination; serious difficulties
in drawing borders between regions inhabited by ethnically
mixed populations, etc. In this context of these compilations,
the treaty with the Ottomans (Treaty of Sevres) took longer
than any other one related to the defeated Central Powers,
and was only signed in August 1920, nearly two years after
the end of the War. Moreover, the Treaty instead of opting
for self-determination of non-Turkish minorities (as in the
case of Austria Hungary), it resulted in a partition of the
Empire among the Allies, involving the Dardanelles,
Western and southern Asia Minor, as well as mandates over
Syria, Palestine and Mesopotamia.

Greece appeared as one of the treaty’s main beneficiaries.
However, its policies were restricted by the constantly
shifting priorities of Great Britain, France and Italy in
Anatolia. Moreover, the Greek mandate over the sanjak
(district) of Smyrna prompted a renewed nationalistic
Turkish response, focused around Mustafa Kemal, a hero of
WWI. Kemal’s regime managed to defeat its internal

opponents, come to terms with France and Italy, and continue
with the genocide of Greeks and Armenians in the Pontus
and Western Anatolia, while at the same time successive
governments in Greece proved unable to both defeat the
Turks on the battlefield and reach an understanding with the
Great Powers about the future of the Greek presence in Asia
Minor.

Doctor Nicholas Nikoloudis received his Doctoral degree at
the Department (currently Center) of Byzantine and Modern
Greek Studies, at King’s College, London. Subsequently
taught history courses at the CYA (College Year in Athens),
the Athens School for Tourist Guides and the YWCA, as well
at postgraduate seminars at ATINER (Athens Institute for
Education and Research). His areas of research interest
include, geographically, Greece (medieval and modern),
Southeastern Europe, the Middle East and the
Mediterranean, and thematically, military and sociopolitical
history. He has served as Editor-in-Chief of Historica
Themata (Historical Themes), has co-authored two
textbooks for the Hellenic Open University, and has
published thirteen books and many articles.

In Brief

On the unwavering British plans to partition
Cyprus

Sir Crispin Tickell, one of the principal architects of the
unwavering British plans to partition Cyprus by any means,
including the tragic Turkish invasion and occupation of
Northern Cyprus, passed away on January 25, 2022.

Translation into English by Fanoula Argyrou of her original
article “Arneffimwoe o Sir Crispin Tickell, ex twv npwtepyotdv
¢ ootounons”, published in Greek in the Cypriot
newspaper Simerini on Sunday, February 13, 2022.

Sir Crispin Tickell, one of the pioneers of the partition of
Cyprus, has passed away.

Sir Crispin Tickell, the second in line British “executor” of
the Republic of Cyprus, died of pneumonia on January 25,
2022, at the age of 91. In Cyprus, Greece and the Greek
diaspora, very few if any know about this top British Foreign
Office high ranking official. He proved himself a "worthy"
follower of the statement made by the British Colonial
Secretary (Lennox-Boyd) on December 19, 1956, promising
to the Turks and Turkish Cypriots that partition and separate
self-determination for the 18% minority in Cyprus would not
be excluded in a final solution of the Cyprus problem, as well
as of the 1956/1957 partitionist plans of Sir Ivone
Kirkipatrick (Permanent Under-Secretary of State for
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Foreign Affairs, British Foreign Office) and those of the
Turkish politician Dr. Nihat Erim reported in 1956 (Plan
delivered to Turkish Prime Minister Menderes in November
1956 on “How to recapture Cyprus”).

Sir Crispin Tickell completed the "work™ of his predecessors
in 1964. With his plan he paved out the work that had to be
done in advance for Turkey to invade Cyprus unhindered by
cutting the ties between Greece and Cyprus, and by using the
American 6th Fleet and the British Royal Navy to stop any
Greek help to Cyprus. His last act (regarding Cyprus) took
place in 1990.

Let's look first at what the British press wrote about him.

In their obituaries, the British newspapers wrote about the
career diplomat that he was—an advisor to four British prime
ministers who “had a tremendous intellect and showed
perfect timing when he intervened in politics.

Tickell was born in London, the son of writer and historian
Jerrard Tickell and his wife, Renée (née Haynes), also a
writer. Their son was described early in his career as one of
the smartest of his generation, attending Westminster school
and graduating from Christ Church in Oxford in 1952 and
serving in the Coldstream Guards before starting in the
Foreign Office in 1954. His first job at the Foreign Office
was in charge of the British Antarctic Territory ... Transfers
to various British embassies followed ... His impressive
understanding of detail was crucial in the UK's accession
negotiations with the European Economic Community ... His
last posting abroad was as Permanent Representative to the
Security Council from 1987-1990 ... But he did not retire at
all after leaving there ..." (The Guardian, 25.1.2022, Sir
Crispin Tickell obituary)

Now back to the Cyprus issue.

| dare say that thanks to my research in the British National
Archives in London, we now know that in 1964 behind the
Foreign Office closed doors, Sir Crispin Tickell was the man
who paved the way for the Turkish invasion of Cyprus in
1974. He was one of the promoters and designers of the "two
constituent states” plan promoted by the British and the
Turks - a bi-communal, bi-zonal federation in Cyprus and not
only. He was also the man who foresaw exactly what had to
be done ten years ahead. And he confessed that himself.

Apocalyptic - "'shaping the world ten years ahead"

In an interview with Churchill College, Cambridge, on
January 28, 1999, Sir Crispin Tickell revealed much about
his role and service in British politics and diplomacy. He
spoke about the plans they made in the Foreign Office
Planning Department and said, among other things: "We
were writing long-term policy papers. E.g., we wrote about
our future relations with the Soviet Union... with Cuba... 1
was the secretary of the working group for the Ministry for
shaping the world 10 years ahead..."

1964 - ""The Future of Cyprus' - 10 years ahead!

Sir Crispin was the head of the planning team at the Planning
Department between 1961-1964. The other two were Sir
Michael Palliser and Sir Robert Wade-Gery—both with
involvement in the Cyprus issue. Although in his interview
with Churchill College he did not mention their plans in
relation to Cyprus, nevertheless the rich British National
Archives did not hide their plans. His three-page document,
with his planning entitled "The Future of Cyprus", Looking
10 Years Ahead, bears his signature dated February 14,
1964. The plan referred to three possible solutions with
territorial separation. Dividing Cyprus through a double
union (between Greece and Turkey), dividing through a
federation-confederation, perhaps, with special relations
with Greece and Turkey respectively, or a federation
dividing the island into cantons, of which one or two to be
Turkish.

In his long-term strategic plan Sir Crispin envisaged that they
had to cut the umbilical cord with Greece (relations between
Greece and Cyprus) and that they would need the use of the
6th American Fleet and the British Royal Navy, to prevent
Greek ships from crossing the Aegean in aid of Cyprus,
coordinated effort with the allies (and pro-British elements
in Greece) to minimize relations between the Greek
government and Greek Cypriots and "attacks against the
Greek press and radio™ etc. The last paragraph of Sir Crispin
Tickell’s document concluded: “The various courses of
action suggested above would take some time to produce
results. In one respect at least time is on our side in the
island. Whatever happens it sees certain that the present
redeployment of population will continue and the Turks will
gather in the northern part of the island. The more complete
this is, the more obvious and acceptable a solution of the kind
described in paragraph 1 above”.

From Our History

Excerpts from the monumental work of the
Byzantine historian, Speros Vryonis:

“The Decline of Medieval Hellenism in Asia
Minor and the Process of Islamization from
the Eleventh through the Fifteenth Century”

(Continuation from the previous Newsletter issue)

The Euchitai (Messalians), so-called because of the
preponderant emphasis that they placed upon prayer at the
expense of certain sacraments, apparently originated in the
Mesopotamian region of Osrhoene, and by the second half of
the fourth century entered Anatolia. During the course of the
fourth and fifth centuries, the heresy appeared in Lycaonia,
Pamphylia, Lycia, Cappadocia, and Pontus.

The great heresy of Mani also made its appearance in fourth-
century Cappadocia, Paphlagonia, and Lydia. Later
Anastasius | and Justinian I took severe measures against the
heresy, and by the eighth century the term is used to describe



other similar dualistic movements, in particular that of the
Paulicians.

Thus, Byzantine Anatolia had, by the time of the losses to the
Arabs of Syria, Egypt, and North Africa, enjoyed a
respectable history of heresy. One is struck by the number of
sects and also by the continuity of heresy in certain parts of
Anatolia, but opinion has varied as to the degree the
Anatolian population was heretical or orthodox. It is a
question that cannot be answered definitively. Certainly, in
the third, fourth, and fifth centuries heresies were numerous
and common throughout many of the lands where
Christianity was establishing itself, including Syria, Egypt,
and Asia Minor, but also North Africa, Italy, and other parts
of the Western world as well. One must view the presence of
heresies in Asia Minor at this time partially against this
background. On the other hand, some of these heresies
(Montanism, Novatianism, and Messalianism) seem to have
persevered longer and to have left a more marked coloring
on subsequent Anatolian heresies.

To what degree the presence of heresy can be related to the
survival of non-Greek languages is yet one more of those
"difficult" problems. The principle had been enunciated by
Holl that the heresies in Anatolia were toughest to eradicate
in those areas where the Anatolian languages survived
longest. He stated, the heretical sects found support in the
local languages. This is so general a statement that it glosses
over many important points. First, all surviving tombstones
of Anatolian heretics are in the Greek language. And yet,
earlier pagan tombstones have survived which have been
inscribed in Phrygian. Why then, have none of the early
heretical Christian inscriptions, including those of the
Montanists, been inscribed in one of the indigenous
Anatolian tongues ? If, in fact, Holl's dictum were strictly
valid one would have expected to find epigraphical
testimonial to this conjectured relation between the survival
of heresy and that of indigenous languages. Obviously many
of the pagan Anatolians were Greek-speaking (prior to their
conversions to Christianity), and so were great numbers of
Christian heretics. The process of Hellenization had been
operative for a long time previous to the birth of the Christian
religion. It is virtually impossible to substantiate Holl's thesis
that the heretical and linguistic lines in central and western
Asia Minor coincided to any significant extent. It is quite
possible or even probable, however, that an indigenous sect
such as the Montanists, and nonindigenous sects such as the
Manichaeans and Messalians, had a marked effect on the
subsequent religious development in Anatolia and that they
left a rich legacy which was partially incorporated by later
sectaries.

Heresy in Asia Minor during the middle Byzantine period is
closely linked first with the Paulicians (and to a lesser extent
with the Athinganoi and Iconoclasts) and then in the eleventh
century above all with the Monophysites. The Paulician
heresy, having entered Anatolia from Armenia, would seem
to fit much more closely the patten that Holl suggested in

the relationship of national language and heresy, though even
here it would be wrong to describe it as a "national™ heresy,
for the Armenian church fought this sect with as much
energy and violence as did the Byzantine church. Further,
once the heresy entered Byzantine territory it also attracted
segments of the Greek population. By the mid-ninth century
the sect was strongly established as a border principality in
the regions of Melitene, Tephrice, Pontic Phanaroia, and
Coloneia. After the destruction of their state by Basil I, the
Paulicians abandoned many of these regions and sought
refuge farther to the east. It was not until the reign of John
Tzimisces that the Byzantine eastward drive incorporated
sufficient numbers of them to cause further concern. At this
later date many of them were transplanted to Thrace.

The Paulician heresy had also appeared in parts of Anatolia
farther to the west. The Paulicians of western Anatolia
survived as a sect for a considerable period, and they appear
in the hagiographical literature of the tenth and eleventh
centuries. St. Paul the Younger (d. 955) removed the most
important and dangerous of these "Manichaeans” from the
districts of the Cibyrrheote theme and Miletus. A century
later St. Lazarus of Galesium converted a village of heretics
in the bishopric of Philetis (under Myra), and though the
heretics are not mentioned by name, their geographical
location (identical with that of the Manichaeans of St. Paul
the Younger) and the fact that St. Lazarus converted a
Paulician in his own monastery would seem to indicate that
these heretics were also Paulicians. As late as the tenth
century the Paulicians were numerous in the regions of
Euchaita where they seem to have caused the metropolitan
considerable difficulty.

The history of the Paulicians of Byzantine Anatolia becomes
complicated and obscure in the eleventh and twelfth
centuries with the appearance of the term "Bogomil™ in the
lexicography of the Greek theologians and historians.
Euthymius, a monk from a Constantinopolitan monastery,
records that he had been present at a trial of certain heretics
in Acmonia of Phrygia sometime between 976 and 1025. He
relates that these sectaries were known by two names: in the
theme of the Opsicion they were called Phundagiagitai, but
in the Cibyrrheote they went by the name of Bogomils. It is
possible that these Phundagiagitai and Bogomils of western
Anatolia were either the older Paulicians under a new name,
or else they represent a mutation resulting from the grafting
of Balkan Bogomilism onto the Paulician sect in a manner
paralleling the relation of Paulicianism and Bogomilism in
the Balkans. In 1143 the Constantinopolitan synod
condemned Clement of Sasima, Leontius of Balbissa, and the
monk Niphon for spreading Bogomil practices in
Cappadocia. The terms Bogomil and Messalian, however,
had come to be used as exact and interchangeable equivalents
in the twelfth century so that the question is once more
obscured. In any case it is probable that the Paulician
tradition in Asian Minor played some role in the movements
variously referred to as Messalian and Bogomil at this later
date.
(70 be continued)



From the Riches of Our Cultural Heritage

Poetry by Dionysios Solomos

EXEAIAEZMA B’ (amd 10 EAevOspor Ilolioprnuévor)

Evd axovetatl o poyeutikd Tpayoddt tng avoiéng, omod KivouvedeL va EUVAGEL €1 TOVE TOMOPKNILEVOLS TNV OYAmn TNG
{ong 1060V, MOTE VO OAYOOTEWYEL 1] avTpeio Tovg, Evog Tov EAARveov molepdpyov caArtilel kpalovtag Toug GALOVGS E1C
cuppoviio, kot 1 ofnopévn KAayyn, onov Pyaivel péc' amd to advvaticpévo otfog tov, POdvovtags €16 T0 £xOpLKo
OTPOTOTEDO TAPUKIVEL EVOV ApAmn va. KApEL O,TL TEPTYPAPOLY 01 oTiyo1 4-12.

«ZdAmyya, KOY' TOL Tpayoudov o puaylo pe Pia, Ko pe yopodpevn mvon to otifog to yoptdro,
Tovaukde, yépovtog, Tadiod, pun kdyouvv Ty avepeion. T' apdBopo, To duvatd, Kt OA0 Yuy£g YlopdTo,
Xopévn, aiipovov! Kt okvi T clATLyyo ypiKaet: Bapdvtag yopov oddyvpa, oAdyvpa Kot TEPQL,
AM\G TG eBdverl oTov exBpo Kot kAO' nyd Eumvaet; Tov 6popPo TpKdUIcE Kot EACTEPOV aEPQ
I'é\o oto oKopmIo GTpdtevilo opPodPoO YeVVoPoléTal, Téhog pokpid o€pvel Aodid, Gov 10 mEGOvUEY' AoTPO,
Kin mepumaiytpo cdAnryyo pecovpavic metiéton: Tpovn Ao, Tpopov Aald, pnT Katd 10 KAGTPO.

4

MoAig émovoe 10 GAATIopa 0 Apamng, pio poptogmvn Bor akoveTa £1g T0 £XOp1kd 6TPaTOTEDO, KOt 1) BiyAo TOL KAGTPOL,
avi oo To A4po, Aéel Tov EAMvev: «Mmaivet o gxBpucodg otorogy. To mukvo ddcog éuetve akivnto €1G To vepd, OToL 1)
e mtioa andvteye va el ta eilkd kapdfro. Tote o gxfpog eSavavémae TNV Kpavyr|, Kot €1 otV avtiBoncay ot
veopbuotol pués' amd ta kapdPio. Metd TanTa pio aKoTATanTn BPovTh £KavE ToV 0Epa. Vo TPEUEL TOAA PO, KOl €1 GVTNH
NV TPV,

H padpn yn oxiptd og xoyrAd peg oto vepd mov Ppalet.
-'Ewg ekeivn ™ otiyun ot moAlopknuévol Eiyov VIOUEIVEL TOAAOVG AYMDVES LLE KOTTOWY EATTION Vo POAGEL 0 PUMKOG GTOAOG
Kol VoL cLVTPiYEL iomg ToV G10gPEVIO KOKAO 000 Toug TepIldVEL: TP 0TTOV Exacav Kabe eAmtida, kot 0 £x8pog Tovg Talel
va Tovg yapicet ™ L1 ov aAALAEOTIGTIIGOVV, 1] DVOTEPIV] TOVG OVTIGTACT TOLG amodeiyvel Maptupec.

5
............ 2NV TEGUOUEVT] oYM Dofodvtar yupov Ta VNoLd, TUPOKAAOVV Kol KAAIVE,
2pOopa oKIPTOOV HaKPLd TOAD Ta TEAAYa KL o1 Bpdyot, Kt ot Eévor varkAnpot pokpid mikpaivovtol Kot AEVe:
Kot to yYAvkoyopauota, Kot peg 6T LECT|UEPL, «Apamiig att, ['dAiov voug, omadi Tovpkidg poAvpt,
Kt 6tav Bohdoovv ta vepd, ki étav efyodv T actépro. [Té ayo péya Ppdl, o exBpdg Tpog To PTWYO KAAVLPL).
6

"Evag morépapyog Eapvov amopakpaiveTal amd Tov KOKA0, 6oV gival cuvayéVol 1¢ GLUPOVALO Y10, TO YIOVPOVGL, YTl
TOV EMAAKWOGCE 1 EVOOUNOT|, TPOUEPN €15 EKEIV] TNV DPA TNG AKPOG dSVGTLYING, OTL €1¢ EKEIVO TO 1010 PEPOG, E1C TEG AOUTPES
NUEPES T™NC VIKNG, ElYE TEGEL KOMIAGUEVOG OO TOV TOAEULKOV QlydVA, KOl AVTOD ETPOTAKOVGE, Amd Ta YEIAN TNG
AYOmNUEVIC TOV, TOV aVTIAGAO TG 00&0C TOL, 1) 0ol MG TOTE Ele UEIVEL AyV®GTN €I1C TNV OTAT KOl TATELVT] YOYN TOV.

Moxkpid an’ 67’ 70, aVTIoTPOPOS Kt aKivNnTog €5TNON- X' gxBpovg ToAAOVG, TOAA' GELOVG, TOAAG
Move 6podpd Ppovtokomovy T' apuaTopévae oThon: PAPLOKOUEVOLS
«Exket 'pOe 1o ypvodtepo amod to oveipaTd pov: Na petvelg, yduo, moTpiko, yio poentd moddpt:
Me t' Gppat' 6ha Bpovinca TVEAGS TOV KOOV YALOV. H pavpn métpa cov gpuom kat to EgPO YopTapL).
Ddovn 'te: - O dpdog 6oV YAVKOG Kot LOGYOBOAMGUEVOG: «O¥peg avoi&T' oAOYPLGES Y10 TNV YAVKLAY EATLOOY.
2NV KEPUAN GOV KPEUETOL O NALOG LOYEUEVOG: 7
TToAkapd Kot popeovié, yelo cov, Kalé, yapd cov! Kpvon yopd 'otpaye 6' €6€- kATl KAAO "YEL O VOLUG GOV*
Axov! vnoid, oteplE TG YNG, ELabay T Gvoud cov. — Ileg, va 1o Egpvotnpevteic Oeg T adeAPOTOLTON GOV;
Tovtog, ay! mov 'v' 0 do&uotdc Kt 1) BeiKid Bwpid tov; Yoyn peydin kot yAvkid, Hetd yopag 6' 1o AEw:
H ayxdin p' étpep’ avorytn kotd ta yovatd tov. BOavpdlm teg yuvaikeg Hog Kol 6T OVOUA TOUG UVED.
"Epi&e yapov to xoptid pe 1g £idnoeg Tov KOGUO Epopnbnka kdmote pun deAdG0o0V Kot TEG EXOPATHPTON
H xopoacd tpepdpevn......... adldKono,
Xapd ¢ €oPne ) ewvn mov 'V tdpa arooPnopévn: [Ma 1 dovoun dev eiv' 6' avtég iowa pe T dAla dmpa.
Aue, xpvo' 6vEPO, Kl GV UE TN CUBovmuévn. Amoye, evo glyav To Topdbupa ovolyTd yia, T dpocid,
Edm 'vou ypeia va xotefo, vo opiém To omadi pov, pio o' avTég, 1 vedTEPN, EMNYE VA, TAL KAEIGEL, GAAY pia
IIpwv 6Ao1 ydoovv ) o1, Kt gy’ OAN TNV TVOT| LOL* GAAN ¢ eime: «Oyt, modi pov- donoe va 'umel n
Ta Ay amopevépila g meivog kot 1¢ avepeiog, HOPp®OLE amd Ta poynTd- etvar ypeia va cuvndicovpie:
I'corot va To. "y® oTo TAEVPO KoL va T Byaim mépa MeydAo TPAUA 1 VTOUOVI! weveeveeereenieeeene,
Iov ' ékpa&av W' amavtoyn, iAo, adeApod, TaTéPa: Ay! pog v éngpye o Oedg- KAeL Oncavpoic ki eketv.
ApoOU' aoTpaPTd vo oyicw Toug 6' €Bpovg KaAd Epeic mpémet va éxovpe vmopovn, av Kot £pYovtay ot
Opeppévoug, HOPOIEG

A7 600, 61v' 1 Bdhacoa, o' 0’ 1) Y1), 0 AEPUCH.



