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Eiwcoymwyikd onpeiopo / Introduction

H EAAnvikn Estavdctoon touv 1821 cuvéPn Ge pia JTEPLOXN TTOV GUVTAQAGGOTOAV OITO TRV OVASVGN T®V
eIVIKOV KIvnudtowv tov 190V arwdva. Xtn yertovikn Italio, addd kol otn BouvAyapia, tn XepPia, tn
MoAdapia, Tn BAayia, Tn Boovia ko dAAes mteproxés tns Omuavikns Avtokpatopios tny meplodo auTtn
VITAPYE OVOTOQOYN TTOV GXETICETAL LE EYYEVR CNTAROATO TS OJWUAVIKAS S10{KNGNS, (LE TO GKLOTAULATO
TV eJVIKNS 0VTOSLATEGNS TV AQLWV TWV TTEPLOX OV OLVTWV, AAAG Kol Le TOV eviouaelacio Tov dnyutovpyet
n EAAnvikn Estavdctacn. Ilotes elval ol wpocdokies avtiv mov eeyelpovton; Iws mposiaupdvovtol
Ta TTOAVETVIKA GYESLO (ElTE WS OLOGTTOVELOKA 0PAUATO L AWUTOKPOTOPLKES 0pBO50Ees TPOoTAGELS); [Toto
elval n vewtepikn duvaulkn tov kdde €¢dvous-kpdtovs; T emgrticels elxe n EAAnvikn Egtavdctocn
otnv Odopavikn Avtokpatopio; Iola ntav n extidpacn TToU £l)xe GTOVS YeLTOVIKOUS AaoVUS; AuTd glvon
ULEPLKA 0ITd TOL EQWTAUOTO TTOV Yo GUINTAGEL TO GUVESOPLO KOl TAL OTTOLOL €XOVV OITOGYOANGEL UEXOL
onpepa tnv eAAnviki kot th Stedvi igtoploypa@io.

IMapdAAnAa, n Emavdotacn tov 1821 supoddtnoe éva poudAéo KUOUO VITOGTRPLENS VTTEQ TOV
ayovicopevov EAMvov atny Evpoatn kow tnv Apepikn. H cupstapdcetocn ek@EAGTNKE TTOIKIAOTOOTTOS (e
Tnv emicokepn otnv EAAASO, (e Tn GUUUETOYNA GTOV Ay®dval, Le TNV OLKOVOULKN eViGKLGoN, (Le TN GUYKRPOTNGN
PLAEAANVIKOV ETILTPOTTMOV, LE TRV ApTFpoypa@io GTOV TUTTO, Le TNV €KS0GN TTOMTIKWY Kol AOYOTEXVIK®OV
EVTUTTOV, TTOQAYOYA KOAAALTEXVIK®OV €0YWV €UTTVEVGUEVOV agtd To 1821 (EIKOGTIKES TEXVES, LOVGLKN,
OTepa). AVTés elval UePLKES ATt TIS EKQPAVGELS €VOS TTPOWTOYVOOEOV KIVALOTOS 6Tov 190 atwva. IToles
ATAV oL outies TTOV TVEOSHTNGAV QVTO TO £TePOYeVES kivnua; O PrdeAAnvicuos elvol To aTtelkaGua TS
emavavakaivyns tns apyxoias EAAASas; Elval n ék@pacn pias xpleTlovikKnS ndikns 1 n avddvon tns
EVPWITALKNS AAANAeYYUNS; E{vow n evepyogtoinen avpwItlGTIK®V A OV GTNV EVP®ITALKNA TTOALTIKA GKNVA;

Epwtipota 61Tms Ta ;To,poatdve oo telAoVV epedicorota Lias evpetas, Ue S1eTIGTRUOVIKO Y OLOOKTAOO,
cuvgntnons ya ta Edvikd Kwviapoto kot tov PrAeAAnvicud stov srietevovue 0Tl Witopel vo avasttuydel
GTO TAALGLO TOV avolkToV Siedvovs cuvedpiov Tov Ja Sie€aydel 6to Edvirkd Tdpuvua Epevvav yia
TIS EKONADGELS Lvnuns Ko TLUns tns ditakoctetnpidas tns Estavdctacns tov 1821. To cuvédplo etvan
aeleporévo atn pvaun tns Aovkias Apova (1931-2019), n omtoia pe To €pyo tns Jepedince Tn pelétn
TOU PLAEAANVIGRLOY.

The Greek Revolution of 1821 took place in aregion rattled by the emergence of nineteenth century nationalist
movements. In neighboring Italy, but in Bulgaria, Serbia, Moldova, Wallachia, Bosnia, and other parts of
the Ottoman Empire as well, this period is characterized by upheaval related to issues inherent to Ottoman
rule, the stirrings of national self-determination for the peoples of these regions, and by the enthusiasm
generated by the Greek Revolution. What were the expectations of those who revolted? How were plans
for multinational formations (both as visions of federalism and as schemes of Orthodox Christian imperial
states) received? How was the dynamics of modernity shaped for each nation-state? What consequences
did the Greek Revolution induce for the Ottoman Empire? What was its effect on neighboring peoples?
These are but a few of the questions to be addressed during the conference, questions that have, until this
day, been in the spotlight of Greek and international historiography.

In parallel, the Revolution of 1821 raised a significant wave of support in favor of the belligerent Greeks
in Europe and America. This support was demonstrated in various ways; by visiting Greece, participating
in the ongoing Struggle, providing funding, setting up philhellenic committees, writing articles in the Press,
publishing political and literary pamphlets, producing art works inspired by 1821 (visual arts, music,
opera). These are only some of the manifestations of a movement unprecedented in the nineteenth century.
What were the reasons that sparked the formation of this heterogeneous movement? Was philhellenism a
reflection of the rediscovery of ancient Greece? Was it an expression of Christian ethics, or the emergence
of a European solidarity? Was it the activation of humanitarian values on the European political stage?

Questions such as the aforementioned stimulate a broad, interdisciplinary discussion on nationalist
movements and philhellenism, which, in our view, could develop within the framework of an open
international conference to take place in the National Hellenic Research Foundation as part of the events
to commemorate and honor the bicentennial of the Revolution of 1821. The Conference will be dedicated to
the memory of Loukia Droulia (1931-2019), a pioneer in the research of the Philhellenism.



H EAAnvikn Etovdctoon pe eikovao kot guvoicinpa /

The Greek Revolution with image and emotion

Eikova €yraipn 1t éykvon; H cnuocio tns wpocwitoypaios Twv EAARVOV oyoViGTOV Lo TO EV0WITAIKO
Kkowvd / A faithful or a timely image ? The importance of the Greek heroes’” portraits for the European public
Evyevia Apoaxogtovlov/ Eugenia Drakopoulou

Tnv dvoign tov 1821 kukAo@opovv 6to Iapict elkdves EAMIVOV 0y®VIGT®OV, Ol OTTOLES GTN GUVEXELO
TTPOKROAOVV €KTTANEN Kol evdvpio GTa (GLol TO ELKOVICOUEVA TTPOGMITA YLOL TNV OLITOGTOGN TTOV TLS X WELTEL
aTtd Ty JgpaypatikdoTnto. Apydtepa, o I'rvaite da e€vuvicel Tn onpuoacio TNS TLGTAS AITOS0GNS TOV
EAAMVOV npdwv yia To £évo kowvd. H giyyxpovn pe ta yeyovoTa OITELKOVIGN, N TILGTR Nyl agtddoon
TOV TTPOGHTIWV, N ELKOVO YeVIKA aAAd Kl 0 xpdvos dnultovpylas tns, katéyel onpoaivovca J€cn otn
SLaLOP@®GON TNS EVPWITALKAS KOLVAS YVOUNS YLo TOV eAANVIKO Aywva tns Avefaptncias.

During the spring of 1821, images of the heroes of the Greek Revolution were published in Paris that
surprised and rather amused the individuals depicted therein, being far from realistic. Later, Goethe
praised the importance, for the foreign public, of the faithful rendition of the portraits of Greek heroes. The
simultaneity of the paintings and the historic events, the likeness or lack of in the rendition of the portraits,
imagery in general, as well as the timing of its creation, hold an outstanding role in the making of the
European public opinion regarding the Greek Struggle for Independence.

H rkivovuevn dupos Tov @IAEAARVIGUOV KOl Ol TTODTES AYYALKES TTOOGWITOYPAPLeS TOV BUpwva: Ao Tov
«€EWPEVIKO QilelevTeploud» aTn «Sikatoloyia» tns edevdeplas / The shifting sands of philhellenism
and the first English portraits of Byron: From "preposterous liberalism" to the "pretext" of freedom

Aopns Yapo@ioves/ Aris Sarafianos

O TP TES, EUPANUATIKES TTLOL TTPOCWITOYPAQieS ToOU AdpSov BUpwva - Ilpocwitoypapio evés evyevous
ue @opectd AABavov (1814) kot Ilpocwmoypapio evds evyevous (1814) kot Ta TTOAAGL TOUS avtiypapo
- elva epunvevTikd TTopapeAnuéves. ‘Exovv toypaplatel atd tov Loypdeo tns BaciAikns Akodnuios
Thomas Phillips, Tov 07t0{0V TO GTTOVIALO AAAE AOES  €PYO GTN POUOVTIKA TTPOG®OITOYPOPIOL ETTLGTNUOV®DV,
YLOTO®WV KOl KUPL®S SLAGNUL®Y GUYYPOPEMV KOl TTOLNTWV TNS ETTOYNAS, TTOLPOREVEL KAl AVUTO a.dleQeVVNTO.
Méaca oto apépfato avtd TtAaicro, n IIpocwIitoypapio pe @opestd AAPAVOV AVTILET®ITICETAL GUXVA ®S
€va, edVIKO GUUPOAO TNS aydITns Kol TS TOUTIGNS TV Evpwitainv @LAEAANV®OV (e TOV EAANVIKO ay®Va,
eV, yla tTh Bpetavia, avtovokA®dVTos To TTapddofo avtd @opTio Tov aItékTnce yio Tovs ‘EAAnves,
amotelel €vo eVAOYo gpyaleio TTOAMTIGTIKNS SiTtAwpotios otnv oikio Tov Bpetavoy Ttpécfn otnv
EALGSOL.

H optMia cToyxevetl vo BAAEL GE TTPOOTITIKNA TIS LETAYEVEGTEPES ALUTES EQPUNVEVTIKES TTOLPASOEHTNTES,
TOTIOVETWVTAS TOVUS TILVOKES TGW GTO GUYXPOVIKO TOovs TtePfAAAoV. Etoxevel vo avadeifel kol vo
EWITAOUTIGEL TO €TEPOKANTO €KEIVO TTAEYUO OVTITTOA®V KIVATO®V, TTPOGOOKLOV KOl TTPOKTIK®OV 0ITO
TO 0TJtolo GvtAnce o Evpwmaikds PideAAnvicuos kot €i8ikd n Bupwvikin mepimmtoon. Me avtn Tn
oTO)XEVON UEAETWOVTAL Ol GuVInkes TtapayyeAllodoacias, dnudcias €kdeons Kol KELTIKAS TTpdcAnyns
TWV TTPOCGOITOYPOPLOV OUTOV, Ol OTTTIKES TOVUS €TTLAOYES KAl N SLOPKNS avacnuaclodétncn tovs. Ou
TTOLPAKAT® e€lval LePIKES LOVOV aTtd TIS GNUOAVTIKES ekelves SUVAUELS TTOV SloXeETEVTNKOAV GTNV €AEN
yia tnv EAAGSO Kol 0ItOROAVTTTOVTOL UEGO OITTO T GUYKEKPLUEVO TTOPTEETO: EITLYELPNUATIKOTNTO,
Jéapa, katavdlmoon, aleONTNELOKA S1€yepPon KAl SLOGNUOTNTO GTNV TTOMTIGULKNA 0lyoPd TNS €ITOXNAS’
GKROVOAALGUOS, KAkOo@NUioL Kol ueTop@ieon GTn GUYKEOTNGN TV VE®V ITPOTUITOV  SUVOULKNAS
OLPGEVIKOTNTAS KOl KAAALTEXVIKNS TOVTOTNTAS" ECMTIKES POVTOUGLOGELS KAl 0QLEVTAMGTIKOL VBELSIGULOL.

Ye plo evtuxn GUUITTOON, JEKO YEOVIOL UETA TIS TTOPOITAV® KOAAMTEYXVIKES TTOPOGWOITOYQOAPIES,
eupavioTnke Uio. GUYKAOVIGTIKA KoL avafloTtointn uéypl GRUEPO AOYOTEXVIKN TTPOG®ITOYPAPLiO TOU



Bvpwva ypapuévn agtd Tov GnpovITiKOTEPO SOKILULOYPAQPO KOl KPELTIKO TOU JTPWTOV wlGov Ttov 190v
atova, tov William Hazlitt. Extés agtd cuvepydtns tov BUpwva, o ekmtpocmos avtds tov Cockney
School vrnpde kot €vas oItd TOUS TTPOTOVS KELTIKOVUS Twv TTopTeéTtwv Tov Phillips. H Sikn tovu
JTPOGMITOYPAPLOL «ATTO TO KATW» OvVOyvwEiZel e Tov 0€VTEPO dSUVATO TEOTTO TIS KOLVWOVIKES, TTOMTIKES
KOl 0lGINTIKES SUVAUELS TTOV KATOPLGAV TOV «EEWPPEVIKO PlAedevdepioud» Tov BUpwva. TeAkd to
dokturo Tov Hazlitt steprypdpetl 6Aes ekeives TiS avTip0ITES TAAAVTOGELS TOU Bupwviko) PrdeAAnvikov
LOVTEAOV — TAAAVTMOGELS AVALEGO GTNV OLPLGTORPOTIKA S1KELGN KAl TN AATKOTNTO, TO TOELKA TTOOVOULOL
KOl TNV KOLV®VIKA LGOTNTO, TNV EVYEVELO KOL TRV OYPLOTNTO, TNV VITEQOWPIO KOl TRV ALUTOTEQLPEOVNGN,
TENOS, TNV avia kKo Tnv eAevdepia — TTOV eITTEETTOVV TTLTEAOVS GTA TTOPTEETO TOV Phillips aAAd ko Tnv
1GTOPL0L TOV QLAEAANVIGULOV VO ATTOKTAGOVV €VOl VEO LGTOPLKO-KOLTIKO Q@WTIGUO.

Lord Byron's first emblematic portraits —Portrait of a Nobleman in the Dress of an Albanian (1814) and Portrait
of a Nobleman (1814) and their many copies — remain largely under-researched. These portraits have been
painted by the Royal Academy painter Thomas Phillips, whose important yet unusual work in the Romantic
portraiture of men of science, medical men and celebrity writers and poets is largely overlooked as well.

The talk aims to place Byron'’s portraits into their immediate historical context, highlighting and enriching
the disparate set of competing motives, expectations and practices that defined the history of European
philhellenism and, in particular, the Byronic case. In this spirit, this talk studies the specific conditions
of the portraits’ production, public exhibition and critical reception, their visual choices and perpetual
reinterpretation by engaged viewers. The following themes encapsulate some of the significant forces present
in these portraits that proved decisive for the spread of the attraction of Greece among the contemporary elite:
commercial advantages, consumption and the quest of celebrity status in the cultural market of the time-
sensationalism, disguise, notoriousness and the pursuit of perpetual sensory stimulation in the construction
of new models of dynamic virility and artistic identity- exotic fantasies and orientalist hybridizations.

In a happy coincidence, ten years after the appearance of Byron’s portraits, there also appeared an
extraordinary yet largely unknown literary portrait of the poet written by the most brilliant essayist and
critic of the first half of the nineteenth century, William Hazlitt. In addition to being Byron’s associate, this
well-known member of the Cockney School of literature had already been one of the first critics to review
Phillips’ portraits of Byron exhibited at the Royal Academy exhibition of 1814. Hazlitt’s bottom-up literary
portrait unpicks in a most biting way all the social, political and aesthetic forces that marked Byron’s
“preposterous liberalism” and related version of philhellenism. Ultimately, Hazlitt’'s essay spots all the
conflicting oscillations characteristic of Byron’s philhellenic model; passages across aristocratic forms of
distinction and the love of people, class privilege and social equality, politeness and wildness, haughtiness
and self-contempt, ennui and freedom that throw a new critical-historical light upon Phillips’s portraits and
the history of philhellenism, more broadly.

BAéuuata @leAAnvov koAl Texvov Stapscolapfnuévo acd tnv iébeoloyio kol tnv arcintikni/ Philhellenic
artists’ Images of Greece through the filter of ideology and aesthetics
Ag@poditn Kovpio./ Aphrodite Kouria

H eionnynon Siepevvd Tis ek@dvoels tTov PAEAANVIGULOU GTNV €VEMTOIKN TEYVN (COYQOPLKN Kol
KOOOKTIKA), LE TN GUVEPOUN TLEQINYNTIK®V KAl AOYOTEXVIK®V KeELLEVOV. To Tonpd evdia@épov Twv
Evpomaiov yia tn vedtepn EAAGSA, o Popavticpos kat to wapakAddt tov o Optevtaliouos, pe @ovto
TOV TEPINYNTIGUO, KOTMDS KAl N apyotoAaTolio StoatAékovTal e TTOIKIAOUS TPOTTOUS GTNn PLAEAANVIKNI
KOAALTEYVIKN TTAQAY®YN, OTTI®WS TTLGTOITOLEITAL ATTO TNV ELKOVOYPO@LiO Kol Tn Lop@oAoyia Tov €épynv. H
GUVEPYELO ELKOVAS KOl AGYOU GE TTOALA XOPOAKTIKA GUUPAAAEL GE ALUTN TN GUVINKN.

Ta diwoda Xpiatiavoi-MovcovAudvol, "‘EAAnves-Tovpkot, tolticpévol-Bappapot etvar mTtpdcpopa
Jéuata yro tny T€xvn Tov Popavtiopnov ov ayodtd Tis ovtidEécels Le Tny oITIKA SPAGTIKOTNTA TOUS, TO
GNULOGLOAOYIKS KOl EKPEAGTIKO @OPTIO TOVS. Ol AvoywYES GTNV EAANVIKA 0P ALOTNTO, TTOV VIOTVETOVV
oTolyela TNS TEXVOTPOTILKNS YAWGGAS TOU NEOKAWGIKIGULOV, TNS oUGINTIKNS 18e0A0YIOS TOV KOl TNS
EPNTOPLKNS TOV, GUXVA TTPOGSIB0VV GTLS TTOPAGTAGELS TteplexOueva neyalitepns eufélelas, TEpa aItd
TNV €ITLKALPOTNTO.



To grpdTLITOL KOl N SroelPleN TOVS elval Uiol TTAPARETPOS KOUPLKNS cnpacias stov dtepevvdTtol
uéaa aTa 6pta Tns elenyncns. Ot KAAALTEYVES AvTAOVV agtd €vav evpV, d1o(EOVIKO 0pIToVTa TTPOTVTTWV
KOl GnUelwv avo@opds, €LKAGTIKOV Kol Oyl wévo. OspaTikd Kol LoP@kA poTifa, kadiepnuévol
JonekeVTIKOL TUITOL, AAANYOPLKES LOP@ES Kol GUUPOALGULOL, YPNGELS TOV SLOKOGUNTIKOV GTOoLXElOV
EYYOAMOVTAL KOl OLVOGNULOGLOS0TOVVTOL LEGO GTO VEOL GUULEMEATOUEVO KOl GE €Va TIAEYULOL GXEGEWV GE
TTOOYUOTIKO-QEAALGTIKO KOl GUUPBOAKO eTtiTTedO.

AltepevvdTol akoOun (o Koiplo JTTUXN TNS PLAEAANVIKAS €lKOVOYPO@iaS pue TTopovGia e OA0 TO
@acuo Tov Jepdtov, SnAAdNn ol POPEGLES: Ol TOTILKES KOl N «EJYVIKA evOLUAGIO», N POVGTAVEA,
JTOAMAATTAG KoTOClwuévn Kol 18e0AOYIKA @opTicuévn. IStaitepa TEPOGEPOPO TTedlo YLOL ELKAGTIKA
afrortoincn, ol POPEGLES VITNPEEAV «EVAAMTES» KOl GE XELPLGULOVS LE GAPELS ETTLPPOES AITTO EVPWITATKA
aleInTikd pevuaTo, 0Itd TO YOUGTO TNS €TTOYXNS KOl TS EITLTOYES TNS OYOPAS. Y& OPQLGUEVES ATTO
OUTES TLS €LKOVES UWAAMGTO PBAETTOLUE TN «SLASPOUN» KOl «UETECEALEN» KATTOL®V JTpoRePAnpévov
TTEOGWOTTIMV TOV Ay®dva LEGA 6T @LAeAAnvikn etkovoypa@io. To évduua, plo kKuplopyn LoPEN OTTTIKAS
ETKOLVOVIOS, €PYOAELOTIOININKE TTOAAQTIAL GTO TTAAIGLO TOU DIAEAANVIGLOV, OVASELKVVUOVTOS TO
Jrolkida. @IATPO (TOVTOTIKA ¢nTnpato, ¢ntrpoto PVAov, e€wTIKN €TEPOTNTO, AQYALOAATOIO) LEGO
agtd T oTTolo TEPVOVGAV TO €VPEWITAUKA PAEUUATO GTIS evOLUAGIES TOU EAANVIKOU XOEOUV KOl
GUYVA GTOVS AVIP®ITOVS TTOV TIS POPOVGAV. As onuetwdel 6TL o1 evivUaGieS XENGLULOTTOLRINKAY ©S
éva Bacikd epyadelo Ge GUYXPOVES EQPUNVEVTIKES TTPOGEYYIGELS TOV @LAEAANVIKOUY AOYyoL, YOOITTOV
KOl €LKOVIGTIKOV, LEGO GTOV 31eVpUUEVO TTAEOV 0pLTOVTA UEAETNS TWV GYXEGewV TS AUGns pe tnv
Odwpavikn Avtokpatopia VITO TO PWS plas TTayrocutas Ietopias tns TExvns, 6TTOV ELTTAEROVTOL KO
JTOMTLIKES TTOPAUETOOL.

The paper explores the manifestations of philhellenism in European art (paintings and prints), with input
from travelogues and literary texts. The Europeans’ vivid interest in modern Greece, the Romantic movement,
and its branch Orientalism, against a backdrop of foreign travels, as well as antiquarianism, are diversely
interwoven within philhellenic artistic production, as is confirmed by the iconography and the formalism of
the works. The synergy of image and word in many prints contributes to this diversity.

The binary oppositions Christians-Muslims, Greeks-Turks, civilized-barbarian are ideal topics for the
art of Romanticism, which loves contrasts with their visual potency, their semantic and expressive charge.
Throwbacks to Hellenic antiquity, which adopt elements of the stylistic vocabulary of Neoclassicism, its
aesthetic ideology and its rhetoric, frequently impart contents of wider ambit to the depictions, beyond that
of current events. The models and their handling are a parameter of nodal importance, investigated in this
paper. The artists draw, among other, from a wide, timeless horizon of models and reference points in the
visual arts. Thematic and formal motifs, established religious types, allegorical figures and symbolisms, as
well as decorative elements, are inscribed and acquire new meanings in the new contexts and in a nexus of
relations at a pragmatic-realistic and symbolic level.

Also examined is a critical aspect of the philhellenic iconography present in the entire spectrum of
topics, ie. the costumes: the local costumes and the “national dress”, the foustanela, distinguished and
ideologically charged in multiple ways. As a particularly fertile field for visual utilization, the costumes
were susceptible also to treatments that were clearly influenced by European aesthetic currents, by the
taste of the times and the dictates of the market. Indeed, in some of these images we see the “career” and
the “evolution” of some high-profile personalities of the Struggle in philhellenic iconography. Dress, a
dominant form of visual communication, was used as a tool in many ways in the frame of philhellenism,
enhancing the diverse filters (identity issues, gender issues, exotic otherness, antiquarianism) through
which Europeans viewed the costumes of Greece and frequently also the people who wore them. It
should be noted that the costumes were used as a basic tool in contemporary interpretative approaches of
philhellenic discourse, textual and pictorial, within the new widened horizon of studying relations between
the West and the Ottoman Empire, in the light of a global Art History in which political parameters are
also implicated.



DideAddnvicuds katr «EAAnvikn Avafiocons: Apyxoitodatolo kol e9vikd 16eddn GTn uvnuelakn TEYvn Tov
Neokldaacikicuov / Philhellenism and the “Greek Revival’: Antiquarianism and national ideals in the
monumental art of Neoclassicism

Oodwpris Kovtoeoyidvvns / Thodoris Koutsogiannis

O O1AeAANVIGUOS, OTT®WS SLALOPPOVETAL KATA TOUS VEWTEPLKOUS XPOVOUS, 18IS OITd TOV TTPOYWOENUEVO
180 arwvo kot €€ns, Jo katooTel GNUAVTIKA TTOALTIGUIKN aTodepd yia th duTtikn Evpoitn kot tn
Boperta Apepikn, mov Befaims da kopvewdel pe to E€oTtacua Tns EAAnvikns Emtavdcetoons tov 1821.
OcpéAto Aldo yra tnv avdIttuen Tov ELAEAANVIKOU KIVALOTOS, KAJ®DS £ITIGNS KoL Yo TNV agtdéSocn Tov
OTLS ELKOGTIKES TEXVES KOl EVPVTEPO GTOV OTTTIKO ITOAMTIGUO, OITOTEAEGE N OPYOLOAATOIO, WE TOVS
apY0L08i@es TEPINYNTES KOL TNV AITTELKOVIGN TWV EAANVIKWV OLPYOLOTATWV TTOLKIAOTOOTI®WS. ATTOTOKO
s oapyorolatplas kar Tov PideAAnvicpol vITRPEE Kl N AVATTTLVEN TNS UVRUELOKNAS TEXVNS TNS
«EAMnvikns Avafinonss (Greek Revival), Tov apxlTekToViKOU SNnAOON GTUA JTOV €vTdS TOV €VPVTEPOV
NeorAUGIKIGULOU — TOGO RATA TNV TTOOLUN @AGN WVAITTTUENS TOV ToV 180 al®va, GO Kol KATA TV OPiun
TtEPL080 TNS e€ATTAWGNS TOV TTOWVEVPWITATKA AAAG Kol 6Ty Apepikn tov 190 atwva - viodétnce puduovs
KOL LOTIPOL TNS KAOGIKNS 0LPYALOEAANVIKAS OLOXLTEKTOVIKAS.

H Snudoio apyitekTovikn Tns «EAANVIKAS Avapiwons» avTiitpocmIteVel KATA TOV TTLO €VEELKTIKO,
UVNUELOKO Kol SNUOGLO TOOTTO TRV OLPY OLOAATOLKNA KOl GLAEAANVIKI GTAGN TOV Y 0O XV OTTOV AVOITTUYUNKE.
IMapdAAnAa, Ol XOEES AUTES €X0VV [810VS AGYOUS TTOU TTIAEYOVV T EAANVIKA TTPOTUTTO, KOJws JEAOVV
vo. guvdedovv e Tnv apyoaio eAAnvikn (adnvaikn) Snporpatio Kol vo SNAOGOUV, KOAALTEXVIKA, TNV
edvikn Tovs avtovopio. O GuvELAGUOS AVTOS PLAEAANVIKAS OLOYOMOAATOIOS AAAR KOL EVTOTILOV 0VIK®OV
18OV KAl ETMLOLOEEWY, GTOV OITONYO0 TOV NATTOAEOVTEL®V TTOAEU®V, LG VEL VIO TIS X WOES TTOV OKPLPOS
TTPWTOGTATNGOY GTNV aPXLTEKTOVIKN TUIToV Greek Revival, SnAadn ctn Meydin Bpetavia (AyyAMa kot
Ykwtia), otn 'eppavia 18iws otn Bavapio) kot otis (avatoAikeés) Hvouéves IToMteles Tns Auepikns.

H stapovoa avakoivoon agtockoTtel vo avadeifel kol epunvecel AUTAV TNV pvnueinon, LEGm Tns
onuoclas ko Leydins KALLAKOS ap(LTEKTOVIKNS, TnS vedTepns EAAGSas kat tns [TaAyyevecias tns Sio
TOV @IATPOV TnS ApxoaldTntas, 6e eUPANUATIKA KTAPLO TOU NEOKAAGIKIGLOV, GTLS JTPOOVAMEQIEIGES
xwoes. Emtions, vité avtod to sTpicua, Tns aAAnAévdetns stopeias PrAeAAnvicuov kol opyxatoAatpias, do
epunvevcel dV0 WVNEELOKA GUVOA, OLPYLTEKTOVIKA KOl ELKAGTIKA, JTOV GUVIGTOVV Kopu@ala delypato
aVTNS TNS SnEOGLAS TEXVNS, TTAPAYOYA AL OTEQPA TOV BavapikoV PidieAAnvicuov, ta (téTe) AvAakTopa
Tns Adnvas yia tov faciiid ‘Odwva (apyitéktov: Friedrich von Gartner, 1836) - ue tnv Zoypo@ikn ¢m@opo
ue orknvés tns Eavdctacns tov 1821, gxedracuévn amd tov Ludwing Michael von Schwanthaler (1836)
- kat to [pomvAona Tov Movdyov (apyitéktmv: Leo von Klenze, 1846) — ue tn yAUTTTIKA TOPOPO KOl
avaioyn gikovoypa@ia, oxedtacuévn (1848) ko T 0Itd TOV (510 KAAALTE(VN.

Philhellenism, as it evolved in modern times, particularly from the late 18th century on, was to become a
significant cultural constant in Western Europe and North America, and would of course culminate in the
outbreak of the Greek Revolution in 1821. The cornerstone of the philhellenic movement’s growth, as well
as its contribution to the visual arts and the visual culture more broadly, was antiquity-worship, with its
antiquarian explorers and the various depictions of Greek antiquities. Another product of antiquity worship
and philhellenism was the development of the monumental art of “Greek Revival” architecture, i.e. the style
that, in Neoclassicism more broadly - in both its early stage of development in the 18th century, as well as
during the late period of its dissemination across Europe, and also in America in the 19th century — adopted
architectural orders and motifs from ancient Greek classical architecture.

The public architecture of the “Greek Revival” represents, in the most characteristic, monumental and
public manner, the antiquity worship and philhellenic attitude of the countries in which it developed. At
the same time, these countries also had their own reasons for selecting Greek models, as they wanted
to be associated with the ancient Greek (Athenian) democracy, thus declaring artistically their national
autonomy. This combination of philhellenic antiquity-worship with local national ideals and ambitions,
in the aftermath of the Napoleonic wars, appears in precisely those countries that first adopted the Greek
Revival architectural style, ie. in the United Kingdom (England and Scotland), in Germany (particularly
Bavaria) and in the eastern United States.
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This paper aims to highlight and interpret this monumentalization, through the public and large-scale
architecture of modern Greece and its rebirth through the filter of antiquity on emblematic Neoclassical
buildings in the aforementioned countries; in this light, the interrelated course of philhellenism and
antiquarianism will also interpret two monumental complexes, architecturally and visually, that constitute
prime examples of this public art, both products of Bavarian philhellenism: the (then) Palace of Athens for
King Otto (architect: Friedrich von Gartner, 1836) — with its frieze, painted with scenes from the Revolution
of 1821, designed by Ludwig Michael von Schwanthaler (1836) - and the Propylaea of Munich (architect:
Leo von Klenze, 1846) — with a sculpted frieze and analogous iconography designed (1848) by the same
artist.

H povciki ékppacn evos dyvweToU «KQUITTO-PIAEAANVIGUOU»: EVo®ITaiKd 0TTeQATIKA £QY0 KOTA TNV
sepiodo tns EAAnviknis Emavdotacns (1821-1827) / The musical expression of an unknown “crypto-
philhellenism”: European operatic works during the period of the Greek Revolution (1821-1827)

Iwdvvns I euuévos /John Plemmenos

H mtapovca avakoivwon egtixetpel va @oTticel plo eAAYLGTA YVOGTR —AAAQ TTOA) GNUOVTIKNA- TTTUYN TNS
KOAMTEYVIKNAS dnulovpylas Twv evpoTtaloVv @IAEAAMV®OV: To LOUGIKA Spduata/pweAodpduato, Kuplns
Italdv kot TAAOV GuvdeT®dV, TTOV AVEPNKAV GE eVEWITATKA FEATEO KATA TN SLAEKELO TNS EAANVIKAS
emavdotacns, dni. asd tmv Astedlevdépmon tns Kodaudtas (23 Maptiov 1821) €ws kat tn Navuayio
Tov Noapapivov (20 Oktwfpiov 1827). O Adyos yio Tov ogtolov Ta €pya avTd dev £xouv UExPL GRUEQPO
uedetndel oto mAaicio touv PAeAAnvicuov elvar Tto OTL 8ev avogeépovtal evdémws Ge yeyovoTa Tns
EAAnvikns Emtavdctacns, aAld avtiovv tn depatoloyio tous eite agtd tnv apyaio eAAnvikin pvdoloyia
Kol 16Topla €lte agtd To Butdvtio ko Tis Etavpo@opies. Ta oTtepaTikd £0Y0 TTOV AVAPEQOVTOL GTNV
Egtavdetacn tov 21 apyitovv va eugavicovtar astd tn dekoetio tov 1830 ko @Tdvouv uéxptl Kol tn
deraetio Tov 1860, dtav oAokAnpwveTal n dnulovpyio Tov GUVOALOV GXESOV TWV EVPMTTAIKMOV eIVAOV-
KOOT®OV (0 OUIANTAS €xel NON dNUOGLEVGEL GYETIKA LEAETN VIO TOL GNUAVTIKOTEQO LOUGIKA £0Y0 OLUTAS
Tns katnyopias gtov GVAAOYIKS TOuo Pileddnvicuds. To evSiapépov yia tnv EAAdSa kot Tovs EAAnves
astd 1o 1821 ws criugpa 2015). EvtoUTols, plo ITPOGEKTIKOTEPN UEAETN TOV OTEPATIKOV £QY®V TNS
JTePLOS0v Tns Emavdctacns, astodeikviel OTL n €TTLAOYNR TS JeUATOAOYIOS TOUS yiveTal cuyvd ue Bdon
TNV avTLGTOLYl0L TOVUS pe To GUYXPOVA TOUS LGTOPLKA yeyovota. I'la stopddetypo, Svo wnves petd tnv
ékpnén tns Emavdctacns otn Megonvia, avefaiver otn NAgtoAn to povcikd dpdpa «H dvcla tov
Awgtotovs (Il sacrifizio d'Epito) tov 1taloV cuviétn Michele Carafa (30 Matov 1821), pe kevtpikd
XOPOKTREOA TOV MeGonvio npmo. APLGTOSNUO KoL TOUS AydVeES TOU gvovtiov Twv XiapTiatov. To 1827,
OTOV O TOVEKOWLYVTITIOKOS GTEATOS Tov Ipgpany AenAotel tnv IleAomdvvnco Ttplv katatpoTtwdel
oto Napoapivo, To TTL0 SNUOPIAES LOVGIKO SPAUN GTIS EVPWITAIKES GKNVES glval «O GTaVPOEHPOS GTNV
Aiyvmto» (Il Crociato in Egitto) tov cmovdaiov I'eppavoefpaiov cuvidétn Giacomo Meyerbeer, Ttov
dinyeital Tnv 16ToplA EVOS YPLGTIAVOY GTOVPOPHPOV TTOV TTPOGEAKVEL KAl TTPOGNAVTICEL TRV KOPN TOU
GOVATAVOL Tns AlyvUsttov otov XploTiavioud. H TakTikn avTth Tov dnpulovpyov ogeileTal KUPIims GTo
OTL, TOVAGYLGTOV €ws To 1825, atnv EvpdTtn KuplapyoVcoV GUVTNENTIKES KUBEPVAGELS, TTOV BpickovTay
VIT0 TOV €AeyYO TOL METePViy, evad Kal n Itadio teAoVce ev TTOALOIS VITOG ALVGTEPOOVYYPLKA KLELOLEXLOL.
AeSopuévou AoLTtov OTL Ol TTEPLGGOTEPOL GUVIETES KOl AMUTTPETIGTES QITALGYOAOVVTAV R TTPOGKAAOVVTOY
aItd TOTLKOUS NYelOVeS/AVTOKPATOPES, AELTOVPYOVGAV TTLO €VUKOAN ®S OLOVEL «KOUTTTO-PLAEAANVES>,
EKQPOATOVTAS LE TOV KEKAAVUUEVO AUTO TEOTIO TN GLUUTTATELO I GAANAEYYUN TOVUS GTOV EAANVIKO Oy®dVO
KOl «GUVOULADVTAS» LE TOVS «OeGNA®UEVOUS» PIAEAANVES ANOYOTEYVES TNS ETTOYNS, OTTWS 0 MITAVEOV Ko
0 OVYKR®.

This paper attempts to shed light on a little-known —but very important- aspect of the artistic creation of
European philhellenism: the musical dramas/melodramas, mainly by Italian and French composers, staged
on European theatres during the period of the Greek Revolution, i.e. from the Liberation of Kalamata (23
March 1821) to the Battle of Navarino (20 October 1827). The reason for which these works have not been
studied in the context of philhellenism is that they do not refer directly to the historical events of the Greek
Revolution, but draw their subject matter either from Greek mythology/history or from the Byzantine period
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and the Crusades. The operatic works referring to the revolution of 1821 would start to appear from the
1830s and would reach their climax in the 1860s, when the creation of almost all European nation-states
was completed (the speaker has already published a study on the musical works of the latter category, in
the collective volume, Philhellenism: The Interest in Greece and the Greeks from 1821 to the present day,
2015). However, a closer study of the operatic works of the revolutionary period proves that the choice of
their subject matter is often based on its correspondence with contemporary historical events. For example,
two months after the break-out of the revolution in Messenia, the musical drama, “The Sacrifice of Aepytus”
(Il sacrifizio d'Epito) by the Italian composer, Michele Carafa was staged in Naples (30 May 1821), having
as its main character the Messenian hero, Aristodemus and his struggles against the Spartans. In 1827,
when the strong Egyptian army led by Ibrahim Pasha plundered the Peloponnese before its final defeat in
Navarino, the most popular musical drama in European scenes was the work, “The Crusader in Egypt” (Il
Crociato in Egitto) by the German-Jewish composer, Giacomo Meyerbeer, narrating the story of a Christian
crusader who attracts and converts to Christianity the daughter of the Sultan of Egypt. This choice on
behalf of the composers was mainly due to the fact that, at least until 1825, Europe was dominated by
conservative governments, under the control of the strict Austrian chancellor, Metternich, while Italy was
largely under Austro-Hungarian rule. Since most composers and librettists were employed or invited by
local rulers/emperors, they functioned in a way as “crypto-Philhellenes”, expressing in this covert way their
solidarity with the Greek struggle, and “conversing” with the “declared” Philhellene writers of the time, such
as Byron and Hugo.
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H yeitov kot n pokpivin xwpo ths EAAGSas /

Greece’s neighbouring and distant country

Dideddnvicuds oty Tov PideAdnvicud. To dpauo tns p0pPens, Tns Toldelas Kol n wOLUaven tns 16éas
TOU £9voUs Uéca aro To Guyypauuata tTwv EAARVvoV goirtntdv 6to Ilavemctriuto tns Ilddofas (170s -
180s at.,) / Philhellenism before philhellenism. The vision of education and the maturity of the idea of the
nation through the writings works of Greek students at the University of Padua (17th - 18th century)
Francesco Scalora

Ytn pokpd meplodo mov swponyndnke tns EAAnvikns Ewavdctacns, to Iavesmiotnuto tns IIddoPoas
aIToTEAOVGE TO KATECOXAV AVOTEPO TTVELUATIKO {dpvpa yio Tn pép@won kKol tTnv stoudeio xAMASwv
EAMvov @ortntodv, GuuBAAAOVTAS 0VGLAGTIKA, LETALY AAA®MV, KOl GTN SLOULOQPMOGN TOV TTVEVULOTIKMOV
GUVINK®V ylo. TRy wpigaven Tns 18€as Tov eAAnvikoV €9vous.

To GUYYPAUULATO TV GOLTNTOV OVTOV, SNULOGLEVUEVA TTPOTIGTOS GTO TVIToypa@eia Tns IIAdopas kot
Tns Bevetias katd Tov 170 kot tov 180 atwva, Té€pa agtd tn guveldntoitoinen tns eAANVIKAS TOVTOTNTAS
TWV GUYYPOPEMV, OITOGELKVVOUV (idl SUVOULKA ETTLKOLV®OVIOL AVAULEGO GTNV €AANVIKA GUVIGTOGO KO
TNV TOTTKN Kowvwvio. H Stapkias emtoen avtn, Tov e€AAAOV KOTOYQAQPETAL -0V KOl UE SLOMPOPETIKO
TEOTO- Ge GYeBOV GAa TO KEVTPO TNS EAANVIKNAS SL0GTTOPAS TTOPOVTO GTny LTOALKN Xepcdvngo, da
ouupdlel GTadlakA GTN SLALOPE®ON KoL TNV AvIncn evos GUVALGUNLOTOS GUUITATELOS €K LEPOUS T®V
ItaA®dv Aoyiwv tns eztoxns yra tTnv vtd5o0vAn EAAASA, 0ITOTEA®VTAS €V WEPEL TNV TTVEVUATIKA BAon yia
ekelvo TO @ovOUeEVO TTOV GTLS 0PX €S Tov 190V atwva pe Tis Std@opes Tov Lop@Es Ja yivel yvoeTo s
«DPIAEAANVIGULOS».

In the long period prior to the Greek Revolution, the University of Padua was the highest intellectual
institution for the education and training of thousands of Greek students, significantly contributing, among
other, to the formation of the conditions that helped mature the idea of the Greek nation.

The written works of these students, published mainly in printing houses of Padua and Venice during
the 17th and 18th centuries, apart from creating awareness for Greek identity among the authors, highlight
a dynamic communication between Greeks and the local community. This constant contact, which was also
recorded - albeit differently — in almost all centers of the Greek diaspora of the Italian Peninsula, gradually
contributed to the formation and flourishing of a sense of sympathy on the part of the Italian scholars of the
time for enslaved Greece, partially providing the foundation for the phenomenon which, in the early 19th
century will become known as philhellenism.

H agtapxni Tov QIAEAARVIKOU KIVAUOTOS GTnV ITalla. ZnTipoto sTeploS0A0YNens, GTo)XoL Kol TTPOGEOKIES
/ The beginning of the philhellenic movement in Italy. Periodization, goals and expectations
Xprniotos Mtivtovdns / Christos Bintoudis

H stdovcra BipAtoypapio stov Sradétovue yOpw agtd 1o @LAeAAnvikd kivnpa ctnv Itodio cuyvd
TEPLOPIGTNKE GTNV OWVAPOPE KOl GTNV TTEPLYPOPNR TOV Jixws va eItiXelpncel wio GUGTNUATIKOTEQN
UeAETN TOV, TTPOKELUEVOU VO KOWJOPIGEL TO BAGLKA X OLOAKTNOLGTIKA TOV, TLS PITES KOl TIS EKPAVGELS TOU.
H povadikn steptodoldyncn gtov Srodétovue uéxpl onuepa petpd maéov 100 ypdévia twns (E. Persico,
Letteratura filellenica italiana. 1787-1870, 1920) kow ugtopet va dewpndel Cemepacugévn kvplws 16Tl
KOTA Tn S1dpketa Tov 200V ow®dva nEYav GTo P®S Ui GELPA AITTO VEQ VTOKOVUEVTO KOl WEAETES TTOV LAS
VITOXPEWMVOLV VO AAAAEOVULE OLCLKA TNV TTPOGEYYLGN LOS OITEVOVTL GTO LTOALKO QLAEAANVIKO Kivnpo Ko
TNV TTEOGANYN JTOV TO «EAANVIKG TRTnUo» Kal N Estavdctacn Tov 1821 yvidpieav atnv Itolio.

Ytnv avokoivoon da aeyond® (e T TTEMOTO PLAEAANVIKA VTOKOVUEVTA, TTOV ELPAVITOVTUL GTNV
ItaMla katd tn Seroetiotov 1770, kKot Yo eI ELPAG® VOL AVASELE® TNV LELOUTEQOTNTO, TAL Y ALEOKTNOLGTIKA
TOVS KOl TNV KAWJOPLGTIKA €TTLPPON TTOV OWTA AGKNGOY GTO EVPUTEPO EVPWITALKO PLAEAANVIKO Kivnua.
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ITio cuykekppéva, da e€etactovv ta Voti dei greci allEuropa cristiana [1771], Componimenti poetici di
varj autori in lode di Caterina 11 [1771], Componimenti poetici di varj autori in lode di Sua Eccellenza il
signor conte Alessio Orlow [1772] ce GuvAapTnon Ue T LGTOPLKA YeyovoTa ekeivns Tns jtepltdédov, Kadwns
KOl (L€ TOVS GTOXOVS TTOV Ol GLUYYPAQELS TOUS emedimrav pe Tn dSnurovpyio tovs. TéAos, da tpotadel uio
vEa TTEPLOSOAOYNGN TOV LTAALKOU QLAEAANVIKOU KIVARLOTOS JTOV UETATETEL TIS QLPYES TOV GTN deraeTio
Tov 1770, 6e avtideon pe To LeEYOAITEQPO LEPOS TNS KPLTIKAS TTOV UEXOL GRLEPO GTNEICeTAL GTNn J€on Tns
Elena Persico, cOp@ova pe tnv omoio To TpdTo Selypa @rAeAAnvikoU kelwévou atny Italia SnpocieveTol
T0 1787 kol TTPOKVITTEL WS ATTOTEAEGUA TNS (YOAMKNAS KUPI®S) TAlLSLWTIKNS AoyoTeXVias Tns dekaeTios
Tov 1780 Ko TOV KIVARATOS TOU NEOKAWGIKIGLOV TNS ETTOXNS.

The rich literature on the philhellenic movement produced in Italy has often been limited to making
references and descriptions without attempting a more systematic study of the phenomenon in order to
determine its basic characteristics, roots and manifestations. The only available periodization so far is of
one-hundred-year-old E. Persico, Letteratura filellenica italiana.1787-1870, 1920, which can be considered
largely outdated mostly because during the 20th century a series of new documents and studies have come
to light, forcing us to radically change our approach to the Italian philhellenic movement and the way that
the "Greek Question" and the 1821 Revolution was perceived in Italy.

In this paper I deal with the first philhellenic documents, appearing in Italy in the 1770s, and attempt
to highlight their particularity, their characteristics and their decisive influence on the rest of the European
philhellenic movement. More specifically, I examine texts such as Voti dei greci all’ Europa cristiana [1771],
Componimenti poetici di varj autori in lode di Caterina Il [1771], Componimenti poetici di varj autori in
lode di Sua Eccellenza il signor conte Alessio Orlow [1772] in relation to the historical events of that period,
as well as the specific goals of their authors. Finally, I propose a new periodization of the Italian philhellenic
movement that dates its beginning to the 1770s, in contrast to previous approaches that are based on Elena
Persico’s position according to which the first sample of philhellenic text in Italy was published in 1787 as
the result of (mainly French) travel literature of the 1780s and the Neoclassical movement of the time.

The Italian national discourse and the Greek Revolution. Politics, literature, art (1821-1847) / O 1taAlk0s
e0vikOs A0yos kat n EAAnvikn Estavdctocn. Ilolitiki, Aoyoteyvio, téxvn (1821-1847)
Antonio D' Alessandri

The paper aims to investigate the relations between the Italian national discourse and the Greek Revolution
from its outbreak to the eve of the European revolutions of 1848. Along this period, Greece managed to
achieve the formation of an early national State while Italy was still divided into multiple local entities. As
the recent historiography on Italian Risorgimento has demonstrated, during those years a specific public
discourse about Italian national identity was developed in order to create a community of individuals.
Within this debate, it is possible to find many references to the Greek experience: from the enthusiasm of
the Twenties to the more thoughtful meditations during the two following decades. Political thinkers, writers
and artists were deeply impressed by the Greek events, thus using them to find suggestions, examples and
possibly models to shape Italian national identity and to prepare the future national revolution.

XToy0s Tns avakoivocons eivol n diepedivnon Twv G(EGeMV UETOULD TOV LTAALKOV €9VIKOU AGYOU KOl TNS
EAAnvikns Egtavdactaons aatd to €€GTTacud TnS UEXEL TIS TTAUQOUOVES TOV EVPWITAIKWV ETTOAVUGTAGEWV
Tov 1848. Katd tnv mepiodo ekeivn, n EAAASA katopdwce va oxnuaticel £vo Tpdino e8vikd KEATOS,
evd n Itadio ATav akopo dtarpepévn ge TTOAAES TOTILKES ovtdHTnTeS. 'OTtws €xel katadellel n TpdGEATn
BipAtoypapio Tov tTtaAkoV Risorgimento, avosttUxdnke €vas GUYKEKPLUEVOS OnudGlos Adyos Tepl tns
LTAALKNAS EYVIKNS TOUVTOTNTAS e GTOYO TN SNULOVEYIO ULOS KOLVOTNTAS ATOU®V. £TO TTAALGLO TS eV AdYw
cuintnons, eivol mdavin n evpeon TTOALWY AVAQOPWY GTNV EAANVIKA eugtelpio, otd Tov evdouGlocuod
Tns dekoetios Tov 1920 oTis euPprdéctepes oréWels KATA TN SLAPKELDL TOV ETOUEVOV SVO SEKAETIOV.
[HoATikO{ GTOYXOGTES, GUYYPAPELS KO KAAMTEYVES EVTUTTWGLAGTNKAY TTOAV ATTd To EAANVIKA TEKTALVOUEVAL.
Qs ek TOUTOV TO afloTToincGav yio vo Bpouv JTpoTtdcels, mapadelypoto kol Tdavov LovtEéAn, wGTe Vo
SLOLOPP®GOUVV TNV LTOAMKNA eOVIKNA TOVTOHTNTO KOL VO TTPOETOLULAGOUV TNV LEALOVTIKA EDVIKN €TTAVAGTAGN.
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Gender and war. Literary outlooks on women implicated in the Greek Revolution / VAo kol JTOlelos:
Aoyoteyvikés Jedoels yovailkdv swov gvestddkncoy atny EAAnviki Etavdotocn
Ewa Janion

The paper offers a gender perspective on philhellenic and Greek literature regarding the Greek Revolution
against the Ottoman Empire. It focuses on selected examples of female characters diversely involved in these
armed conflicts: legendary women warriors, war victims, and other characters whose existence was marked
by the war experience. Posing questions regarding representations of women’s agency on the one hand and
their victimization on the other, the paper approaches the political meanings of these female portraits in
liberal and conservative national discourses. Although nationalisms usually tend to reinforce normative
gender, the paper focuses on literary works that may question, challenge or transgress the existing models.

H owiMo avasmticcer Tnv omTIKN TOV @UAOUL UEGO ATTO Tn QLAEAANVIKA Kol eAANVIKA AoyoTeyvia
Jo0v avagépetal atnv EAAnvikn Emavdctacn evdvtia otnv Odwpovikn Avtokpatopio. Ectidlel e
ETIAEYULEVO TTAPASELYULATO YUVOLKEL®V X OLOAKTAO®V TTOV EVETTAAKNGAY GE QUTES TLS EVOTTAES GUYKPOVGELS
ue Sitd@opovs TPATTOUS: FPUVAMKES yuvaikes TodeuicToles, JVUOTO TTOAELOV KOl AAAOL XOLOOKTAPES
JTOV N COWN TOUS GNUASeVTNKE 0ITd TNV eUITTELPIOL TOV TTOAEULOV. OLTOVTOS EQWTAUATA GE GYECN UE TIS
OVOITTOLOAGTAGELS TNS ALUTEVEQYELOS TOV YUVALK®OV OLPEVOS KoL TN JVUOATOTTOINGA TOUS ALQPETEQPOV, N OULALOL
Aoppdver vITOYN TO TTOMTIKE VORUOTO QUTOV TOV YUVOLKEI®V OITTELKOVIGEDV GTOVS @lAeAeVdepovs
KOl GuVTNENTIKOVUS edvikoUs Adyous. ITapddo stov or edvikiGpuol Guvndws Telvouv vol evigyVOUV TO
KOVOVIGTIKO (PUAO, N ELGNYNGN €GTLALEL GE AOYOTEYXVIKA QYO TTOV EVEEXOUEV®S AUPLGRNTOVV, TTPOKAAOVV
N VITEPPAIVOUV TA VITAEYOVTO TTEOTUITAL.

What independence for Greece? Abbé de Pradt’s point of view / Ilota avefaptncia yia tnv EAAdSo; H
dgtown tov affd de Pradt
Denys Barau

During almost the whole length of the war, between January 1822 and January 1828, Abbé de Pradt published
seven works devoted partly or exclusively to the Greek question. As a result of this series of publications,
he appeared rather as an expert, having a special place among the many French writers who voiced their
opinion on the matter. However, he sparks our interest particularly because of his positions, which seem
characteristic of the ambiguities of philhellenic discourse, particularly on what the independence of Greece
should have been. He maintained strongly, on the one hand, that it ought to be conquered by the Greeks
themselves, without the intervention of any foreign power, and that, for this reason, it was up to them alone
to choose the form of their institutions. On the other hand, he also strongly emphasized the advantages
Europe could gain from this independence, with the new State notably being a mound against the expansion
of Russian power. Not only should its territory and population be formed according to this strategic purpose,
but its political regime as well. In the paper we try to show how de Pradt linked these two apparently
conflicting prospects, and how their system evolved from one book to the other according to how events
unfolded.

Yxedov kad OAn tn Sidpkela Tov JTOAEROL, aatd Tov Iavouvdplo tov 1822 €ws tov lavoudpio Tov
1828, o ABPas de Pradt Snpocievce e@Td £0ya AQLEQ®UEVO, LEQIKOS N OLITOKAELGTIKA, GTO EAANVIKO
ttnpo. Kotdéirv avutis tns celpds dnpoclecemv, avadeiydnke ws kditolov eidovs eidnyova Kol
katelye e€€xovoa Yéon avdueco gtny TAnddpa F'dAOV Guyypa@EmV TToV e€€PEATAV TNV AITTOYN TOVS
yia to dépa avutd. EvtouTols, To evita@épov pas eyelpetal kKupiws e€antios Tov 9€Gemv TTOV GTNELLE,
oL oJroles pas @aivovial apKeTA XOLEPAKTNELGTIKES ®S TTEOS TNV ap@loniio Tov eAeAAnvikov Adyov,
18{ws ws ITPOS TOV kPPN GKOTTO TTOV Ja ETTpeTTE VO elyxe n eAAnvikn aveaptncio. Apevis toyvploTnke
cdevapd 6Tl n avefaptnoio Twv EAAvev €rtpette va kataktndel aatd Tous (Stovs Tovs ‘EAAnves, xwplis
kapio Topéufacn agtd koaptlo €évn dvvaun, Kot OTL, yio Tov AOY0o avTd, n Lopen Tov JeGuav jTtou do
eTENEYAV OLPOPOVGE LOVO TOV (8L0VS. QG6TOGO, aTtd Tnv AAAn TTAevEd, vItocgTnELlle e€iGov Gdevapd
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TOL TTAEOVEKTALOTO TTOV Yo agtokToVce n Evpwitn amtd avtin tnv avefoptnoio, kodws To véo KPATOS
Jo asotelovoe kVplws euTtddio yia tny e€datlmwon tns Pwacias. Emmpdcieta, avtin tn 6TpATRYIKA
Aertovpyia dev Ja EmpeTte va €el WOVO To €5a.pOs ko 0 TAnNGuGuos tns EAAASAS, AAAG KoL TO TTOMTIKS
kadeoTws TTOV Yo €TTpeTE VA viodeToVGe. Oa eTtiyelpncovue vo deifovue TS 0 de Pradt cuvédece
QUTES TIS V0 PALVOUEVIKA OVTIKQOUVOUEVES TTPOOTTTIKES KOl TTOS TO GUGTNUE TOUS TPOITOTTOLOVVTOY
a1tod PipAio e BipAlo avdaroya pe Tnv e€EMEN TwV YeyovOTOV.

National and universal significance of the Greek uprising 1821 - from the perspective of Polish romantic
philhellenes/ H e9vikni kai n 0O1KOVUEVIKI Gnuacio Tov eAAnvikov fecnkwuov tov 1821 agrd tny oTrTiki
TV IIoAwVAV 0OUOVTIKOV QIAEAARVOV

Maria Kalinowska

From the perspective of Polish Romantic poets, the 1821 Greek uprising was not merely a war for Greek
freedom, but also had a more universal significance for other nations across Europe. In Polish poetic
philhellenism the Greek Uprising was seen as a great transnational war of common European values, a battle
both for the freedom of individual nations, as well for respect for every human being and the continuity of
European culture.

AT tTnv omTikA TV IToAwvadv popavtik®v jtointov, n EAAnvikn Egtavdctacn tov 1821 Sev ntav
ATTADS €vas TTOAEROS yLoL TRV eAANVIKA astedevdépmon. Elxe eions gio 110 OIKOVUEVIKI GNUAGIOL Yol
aAla €9vn avd tny Evp®Tn. O @uAeAAnvIGLos Tns TToOA®VIKNAS Jtoinons €ide tnv EAAnvikn Etavdctacn
S €vav 6Itovdalo Stedvikd TTOAELO YLOL TIS KOLVES EVPWITAIKES afles, puio wdyn T0Go yio tnv edevdepio
TV edvav pepovouévo 660 Kol ylo Tov cefacud atévavtl e kdde AvipmTto Kol Tn GUVEXLGN TNS
EVPWITALKNS KOVATOVPOS.
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D1Aelevdepol KOl SLITAOUATES GTOV O.YD VO TRS EAANVIKAS aveLopTncios /

Liberals and diplomats in the struggle for Greek independence

Etaipiouds kot piledevdepicuos tnv Emoxn tov Emtavactdcewv / Contested liberalisms and voluntary
associations in the Age of Revolutions
T'idvvo Téovpuovd/ Yanna Tzourmana

‘Otav o Xéuryaoug Eypage aTov Mitdvpov yia €va ueyddo dnuocto detmtvo [Great Public Dinner] stpos
TNV Tov EAAMMVoV kol Tov [6TTavoy eTTovocToT®V TTPOGEPEPE LOQTUEIO YLoL Th dNUOGLOTNTO KOl
TNV 16XV TToV, TEALKA, TTPOGAAUBAVAY Ol AeLTOVEYIES TOV £TALPLGULOV KOl TOV TTOAKTIKOV eJeEAOVTIKNS
GUGGOUATOONS, AAAQ Kol ylo. TV (Slo Tn GUGTAGN TOV SNUOGLOV XMEOV GTOoV 0Ttoio Ja gTeyacTtel 0O
PUAEAANVIGUOS. XTIS dnUOGLES TEAETOVPYLKES AlyOPEVGELS, TIS JTPOTTOGELS KOl TO Se(ITVA, O ETOLPLGUOS
katéAnye vo kadictatal JeGuikOS QopEas, av Ol LGOTLLOS, TOVALYLGTOV AVTAY®WVIGTIKOS WS TTPOS TOVS
ETIGNUOVS «PUGIKOVS» X®EOVS Tns e€ovcios. H pop@ooinon Towv KOW®OVIKOV SUVARLE®V GE TETOLES
EVAOGELS ETTETPETIE, TAVTOYEOVA, TNV ALoTToiNCGN EVPVTATOV SIKTVMV ETTLYELPNUATIKOV, dLOLVONTIKOV-
PLAOGO@PLK®V KOl TTOATIK®OV-LEE0AOYVIKOV SEGULWOV.

H tpotewvéuevn avakoivwon 9o GTpo@el GTO PALVOULEVO TOV ETOLPLGULOV KOl GTLS GUVOPTAGELS TOU LE TOV
PUAEAANVIGULS TTPOKELUEVOU VO SLAKOIVEL OPOVS EKPEOGNS KO TTOMTIKNAS £ITIKOLVOVIAS TV @LAeAeVdepmV
10eVv, OALG KOl TOV UETAUOQPOGEMV GTLS 0TTOIES AUTES Ol 18€eS VITOKELVTAV GTOUS «(PUGLKOUS» KOl
GLUPOMKOVS YDPOVS TV eTarlpeldv. [I€pav Tns €kpnéns Tov SnNUOGLOV TTOALTIKOU Kol SLovonTikoU
GTOYAGUOV GTN UAXN T®V €VTUTT®V, N KOVATOVPO TOV £TALPELOV Yo eCeTAGTEl WS TO TTAEOV SUVAULKS
ETLKOLVOVLOKO TTPOLOV TNS ETTOYXNS. TNV TTUKVI GUVSLAAAGYA KOL GUVAVOGTOOQN ETALPLGTOV TTOV LeTELX OV
Ge ONUOGLES EVWOGELS (ETILTPOTIES, ETALPELES, KAOWLIT KOl KOULTATO) EVSOKLLOVGE ULoL SLOWVONTIKNA KOl TTOALTIKNA
TTOPAY®YN JTOV OEV KATEANYE KAT OVAYKNY GE LWOVTEAQ 18EATOV TTOMTIKOV GUGTRUATOV, AAAL KUPIWS G
évav SLevpuprévo 81AAoYOo TTOV TTPOGEPEPE TTOLKIAES TTOALTIKES SLoyvwGeLs Kol €va Stedvikd Ae€iddyio. Ot
eTonpeles avTtés Aertovpyovsav Gtn dnudclo Geaipa ws KAnNPodoTnuévn TTOMTIKN GTEATNYIKA N 0Jtoia,
QVTAOVTAS 0IT0 TPEX0VGES PNELKENEVIES AVAAVGELS KO FEWPNTIKES TTOWTOITOPLES YLOL TV OWAULO QPRGN TNS
TLOOYUOTLKOTNTAS, OVTOVOKAOVGOV UETATOTIIGELS KATEGTNUEV®OV GUGKETIGUWY dVVOUNS KoL TTOOGEPEPOLV
uro, FEAUATIKA TTOLKIAMO KOUTIKAS €vavTl TNS VELGTAREVNS £€oVGias Kol TS PUIULGUEVNS KOLVOVIKNS
tepapyias. H EAAnvikn Estavactocn kol, evpUTEQQ, Ol ETTAVAGTAGELS TTOV die€dyovtav oe £va ueydAo To
YE@YPAQLKO avdrttuyna - agt’ tny EAAGSa péxpt tn voTio Augplkin - §ev GUVIGTOUGAV LOVOV TTOMTIKES
VITOVEGELS AUEGWS VTTAYOUEVES GTLS Jledvels Gx€aels Ulas LeEYAANS TTOALTIKAS OLITOLKLOKPOITIKAS SUvOUNS,
6Ttws ntav n Bpetavia tns etoxns. Ate€dyovtov 6Tov Snudclo AGyo Kol TIS KOT €£oxNV evepyO@LAES Kol
KLVNTOTIOLNTIKES TTOALTIKES TLOOAKTLKES TOV £TALPLGRoV. Ot Aettovpyies Tov etoupiopuov da mpocdiopicouv
TN VOGN KAl TOUS TPOTTOUS VITOGTRELENS 6Ty EAAnvikn Emavdctocn kot da wopof0vouv TS TTOMTIKES
OVTLITOLPATEGELS TNS ETTOYNS, SOKIWALOVTAS ATTELANTIKA TRV AVTOXN TOV TTOMTIKOV GUGTAUOTOS.

When in 1823 John Cam Hobhouse wrote to Lord Byron about “a Great Public Dinner” to be held in
honor of the Greek and the Spanish revolutionaries, he was bearing witness to a basic fabric of London
social and political life; the thriving public campaigns of voluntary associations. The paper places the Greek
Committee — conventionally seen as the offspring of philhellenism - within the larger associational setting
of the early nineteenth century London. Although other associations flourished in the US and in cities
throughout Europe, London was the major scene where this profusion acquired a complex relationship with
oppositional politics and a crucial role in re-ordering arrangements in the international competition.

The paper conveys a set of reflections over some related propositions. First, it treats context as material
space locating the Greek Committee in its birthplace, “The Crown and Anchor Tavern” and in its time,
the Age of Revolutions. Within the practice of associational sociability played out at the Tavern, British
philhellenism and reformism come close together. Reformers, independent MPs, and prominent Dissenters of
the Greek Committee created a novel cleavage in British politics with major implications around the world.
From this point on, secondly, it focuses on connections and affiliations that went far beyond the Greek
Revolution and defined, arguably, reform aspirations stretching from Greece and the Iberian Peninsula to
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both Americas and the Arabic-speaking Mediterranean. Viewing, thirdly, the Greek Committee as the perfect
media product, the paper suggests a retake on philhellenism. In a period when commercial humanism and
imperial reformism became Britain’ state mythos, voluntary associations made society “talk” intensively
about everything: The revolutionary South, political corruption, commercial and financial foreign policies,
liberty and utility, constitution and the state. The Greek cause was exposed in the market of communication
of these informal groups. Associations on the other hand equipped its members with great political and
cultural potency both in their activities and identities. Voluntary associations in the Age of Revolutions
talked themselves up not only with criticism but with alternative international visions as well.

11010 ATV TO «ETTAVACTOTIKOTEQO » ETTITEVYUO TNS EAAnvikiis Estavdcetacns; EQUNVEVTIKES TTOOGEYYIGELS
Tns eAddnvikns Simlwpatios / What was so Revolutionary about the Greek Revolution ? Re-interpreting
Greek Diplomacy

EAgtiba BoyAn/ Elpida Vogli

H gvoetacn tov eAAnvikov e8vikoU KPATOUS ATOV AITOTEAEGULO TOU LOVASIKOU ETTLTUYNUEVOV KIVALOTOS
TOV TTPWTOV «KUKAOU» T®WV EVPMTTOIKOV £TAVAGTAGE®V TOL 190V atwva, To oTolo eykovioce Tn
S8itdAvon tns Odwuavikns Avtokpatopias. IToles nTav oL GTPATNYIKES LedodeVGELS LEGW TWV OTTOLWV
ol "EAAnves KaTA@ePAV VO €TTIKPATAGOVV aITEVAVTL 6TOUS Odwpavovs; Me dAdo Adyia 6e T St€pepe n
EAAnvikn Etavdctacn agtd ekelves Tns LTOALKNAS N TNS 1NELKAS XEPGOVAGOUL TToV elyov eartdcel Alyo
vwpitepa, aAAG KaTeEGTAANGAY LeTd agtd tnv duecn diedvin stapéufocn; Me stolovs TpdITOUVS SNAONI
ol 19vvovtes Twv EAMAvov €rtelcav Tis Meyddes AvvdAuels Tns eoyns vo atodexdouv Tis SIKES TOUS
ETTAVOGTOTIKES LOEES;

XTnv avokoivwon avutn Siepeuvavtol ol Stadlkacies LEGH TV OTTOl®V eIteTeVYIN N VOUlLLoITOiNGn
TOV €AMNVIKOV eTavacTaTicuoV. E€etdcovtar o pdéAos twv EAANVOV Jtov Ttpogpyxovtav aItd Tous
KUKAOVUS TNS 810.6TT0A4S kKo elxov eTtiyvoon Tns avaykalotntas 51edvovs vItoGTnElEns Tov KIVARLOTOS,
EVM TTAPAAANAC NTAV G YEGN VO KATAVOOUV KOl VO AITTOKMSLKOTTOLOVV TN GNUAGIOL TOV YEMTTOALTIKWV
KOl OLKOVOULK®OV OVTOY®OVIGUL®OV TV MeydAwv Avvdpemv. ‘'OTTms astoSelkVUETAL, Ol £ITOLVOGTOTIKES
JTPOKNPVEELS aTTEVIVVOVTOV TTEPLGGOTEPO GTOVS DIAEAANVES AVOYVOGTES TOVS, TTALPA GTOVS 'EAANnves yio
xaon Twv ormoinv vitotTideton 6Tl ekdidovtav. Me Tnv {5lo AOYIKN N ELEAGN GTO LGTOPLKA SIKOALOULOTO TWV
EAAMvV@oV 6L pévov e@odioge To ETAVAGTATIKA LAVIQEGTA LE TTOAVTLULO ETTLYELPNUATO, AAAQ EYKALVIOLE
uro Tpoiun dtadikacio GuYKEOTNGNS TTOMTIKOV £€9VOUs.

Xe avTd To TAALGLO TTEPITTOV JE€KO Unves Uetd astd Tnv €vapin Tov eAANVIKOU KIVALOTOS, TO VIO
GUGTOGN KPATOS (Y€ OAITOKTAGEL TO JTTPOTO TTPOGWOELVO TOV TTOALTEVUA, TNV €JVIKN TOV KLBEPVNGN KA,
TO GTTOVIUATEPO, €VOV KOLVO 0PLGUO TNS TTOAMTIKAS TOVTOTNTAS TV LEADV TOV. ZUVTOUO Ol NYETES TOV
da e€€ppacav Tnv stpoduuio ToOUS va ITPOGKAAEGOVV akdOun kol Evpwitaio wovdpyn, edv ue avtév Ttov
TPOITO VITRPYE TTLHOVOTNTO VO e€AGPAAIGOVV TNV TTOALTIKN aveEopTnGlo TOUS. Q6TOGO, N AVOYyVHELeN
atd Tn Sredvin KovOTNTA TNS EAANVIKAS EITTLKPATELOS KOL TV GUVOP®V TNS AAAd Kol Tns avelapTncios
TOV KPATOUS emitevydnke pia dekoetio TTepizmov apydtepo. H avakolivoon avti eGTLALETAL GTLS
GTOOTNYLIKES OITTOTELPES UETAUOPP®ONS ULOS TOTTIIKNS N KOL JTEQLPEPELARNS €E€yepons TNS VOTLAS
BoAkavikns ce Siedvés ToALTIKG TATNUOL.

The establishment of the Greek nation-state in the early 19th century which inaugurated the collapse of the
Ottoman Empire, was the product of the only successive independence movement among the “first wave”
European risings. How did the Greek insurgents manage to prevail over the much more powerful Ottoman
army? Was the Greek Revolution different from the revolts in Italy and the Iberian Peninsula which broke
out a few months earlier but were quickly put down? In other words, how did the Greek leaders reconcile the
Great Powers of the time to their revolutionary ideas?

This paper explores the processes through which the legitimation’ of the Greek revolutionary demands
was achieved. It examines the role of the Greek leaders who, coming from the Greek diaspora, were conscious
both of the Great Powers’ geopolitical and economic rivalries and of the need to obtain international support.
As a consequence, many of the revolutionary proclamations they issued, were drafted more with an eye
to the Philhellene readers rather than to the Greeks to whom they were supposedly addressed. Within this
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context, the emphasis on Greek historical national rights not only provided the revolutionary manifesto with
influential political arguments, but also resulted in the inauguration of an early nation-building process.

Almost ten months after the outbreak of the Revolution, the insurgent Greek state had its first provisional
constitution, its government, and first and foremost a definition of its citizenry. By that time, the Greek
leaders were eager to invite even a European monarch to their homeland, if he was likely to guarantee its
national independence. However, both internationally defined territory and international recognition of its
independent status were achieved almost a decade later. Thus, this paper examines the transition from a
local upheaval in the southern Balkans to an international political issue.

To 5T0.00V KOl TO TTAPEATOV péca oo Ta udtio Tov Anton Prokesch (von Osten).’Evoas oloUaTIKOS TOU
vauTikoU ata xpovia tns Estavdcetacns/ Present and past through the eyes of Anton Prokesch (von Osten).
An Austrian naval officer during the years of the Greek Revolution

‘Ikopos Movtovfoldos/ Ikaros Mantouvalos

A6 oAV vwpls, n EAAnvikn Emtavdctocn tov 1821 amotédece €va yeyovos e evpmTTolkA dideTacn,
JTOV KLVNTOIToINGE, LeTalV AAA®V, Ta TALoV @lAedevdepa atoryeia tns Evpains kat 6yt wévov.To évtovo
@UAEAANVIKO pevua TToV ekdnAmdnke ue tnv €kpnén tns Ejtavdctoons, ek@EAGINKE TTOLKIAOTOOTIWS
TOGO GTO €VPWITAUKA TTEQLBAALOVTO AGO KOl GTIS EAANVIKES EGTIES TNS €ITAVOGTOTIKAS TTEALNS. XTOV
avtiTtodo Tns TOAAATIANS VITOGTRELENS TOV Aydva, ol eTtionues kKvfepvncels tns I'npairds Hitelpov,
VIO TOV OPO UNTIWS N eAAnvikn e€€yepon AELTOVPYAGEL WS €VOUGUO YO TRV €KOAAWGN AVAAOYWV
OVOTEETTTIKOV (EVIKOV /KO KOWVOVIK®V) KIVAGE®V ¢tnv Evp®dTn tns IlaAvépdwons, apyikd tnv
OVTILETOITLGAV eXTPLKA, TAUTICOVTAS TNV UE TO GUVOUOTIKA KOLV®VIKOITTOAMTIKA KIVALOTO TNS EITOXNS
KOl OUL@LGPNTAOVTOS TN VOULLOTNTA TNS.

[HapdAAnAia, To evdia@épov tTwv MeydAwv Avvapenv yio TOV evpUTEQO YXWEO TNS AVOTOALKNS
Mecoyetov, TT0V TNV TTEPLOS0 €KEIVN, TTEPA ATTO VEATPO TTOAEUOV, GUVIGTA KO €vol TTEGLO0 OLKOVOULKOV
OVTOY®VIGILOV, GUVIEETAL LE TOL ELTTOPLKA KOl YEMTTOALTIKA TOUS GUULPEPOVTOL, TIS TTOALTIKES TOUS PAEWELS
KOLL TOL GYEGLA TOVS Lol 1€V UVGN TNS OLKOVOWULKNS TOUS £TLPEONS 6To Levante. Méga e Guvinkes €vtovns
KLVNTIKOTNTAS KOl SUITAOUATIKOV EVEQYELMV AITTO TTAEVPAS EKITPOCOITOV KOl AITEGTAAUEVOV 1GXVOWV
EVPWITOIKWV KPATAOV, 0 Prokesch, o petégterta von Osten (1830) kol TTo®dTOS AVGTOELOKOS TTEEGPNS GTNV
Abnva (1834-1849), vitnpetwvrtas agtd To 1824 6Tis vauTIKES povades tTns AvcTtprakns Movapyios stov
KLVOUVTOV GTO Alyalo ylo TNV KATAITOAEUNGN TS Jrerpateias, Taitdevel aTnv AVOTOAN ®S TTOAEULKOS
avtoatokpltns (Kriegsberichterstatter). Mécga agtd TiS ekRUEGELS KOL TLS OLVOLPOPES TOV TTPOS TIS AVGTOLOKES
aPXES AAAG KoL TO LOLWTIKA TOV yodupata, SnAadn uéco agd to pdatio evés Evpwmalov pe KAAGLKNA
Jroudelo AAAAQ KoL TTIGTN GTLS APYES TOV OITOAVTAPYLIGUOV, WITOPEL KAVELS VoL OvIXVEVGEL EKPAVGELS TNS
groTikns Sraxeipions tns Estavdctocns, ITpOoGANPELS TOV LGTOPLKOV TTapeATOVTOS (TnS apxaldTntas),
TTTUYES TNS ROAWINUEPIVAS TONS KOl TTOAVTIAEVOES eUTtelplies OGmV Plwoov TNV €TTOVAGTOTIKA TTEPL00.
Me Alyo Adylo va avaGUGTRGEL €vav KOGUO LOEMV, AVTIALPEMV KOl KAONMUEQLVOV EVTUITOGEDV, OTTOS
aVTOS avadveTol LéGa agtd TOV ETLGTOMKO AOYO €vOS AVGTELOKOU AITTEGTAALEVOD TOV OTTOLOV N GTAGN
QITEVOVTL GTO EAANVIKSO TATNUO VITAYOPEVINKE OITTO TTOALTIKO VITOAOYLGUO KOl XOLOOKTNEIGTNKE, S €TTL
To TAeiGTOV, OTTd acTAdeLaL.

From its outset, the Greek Revolution of 1821 was an event with a European dimension which, among other
things, mobilized the most liberal elements in Europe and elsewhere. The strong philhellenic movement
that developed upon the outbreak of the Revolution was expressed in various ways both in European
environments and in the main Greek focal points of revolutionary activity. On the opposite side of the
prolific support for the Struggle, the governments of Europe, fearing that the Greek uprising might spark
similar conspiratorial social and political movements in the Europe of the Restoration, initially treated it
with hostility, identifying it with the conspiratorial sociopolitical movements of the period and disputing its
legality.

At the same time, the Great Powers were interested in the broader region of the Eastern Mediterranean
which, apart from being a theater of war at that time, was also a field of economic competition associated
with their commercial and geopolitical interests, political ambitions and plans to extend their economic
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influence in the Levant. Under conditions of intense mobility and diplomatic actions by the representatives
and emissaries of powerful European states, Anton Prokesch, later von Osten (1830), the first Austrian
ambassador to Athens (1834-1849) who, after 1824, had served in the naval units of the Austrian
Monarchy that were active in the Aegean Sea to combat piracy, traveled to the East as a war correspondent
(Kriegsberichterstatter). Through his writings and reports to the Austrian authorities, but also in his private
correspondence - ie. through the eyes of a European with a classical education as well as faith in the
principles of absolutism - one can detect aspects of the political management of the Revolution, concepts
of Greece’s historical (ancient) past, and aspects of the daily life and multiple experiences of those who had
lived through the revolutionary period. In short, he was able to re-establish a world of ideas, viewpoints, daily
experiences and impressions, as it emerged through the epistolary words of an Austrian emissary whose
attitude to the Greek issue was dictated by political calculation and characterized mainly by instability by
instability.

Ot uetacynuaticuol Tov EILeAeVFepov @LAleAAnvicuov atnv EALASo Twv uécwv tov 19o0v arwva: Evas
Sumlwudtns solpvel 9éon / Transformations of liberal philhellenism in mid-nineteenth century Greece: A
diplomat takes a stance

I'iwpyos T¢edogrovlos/ Yorgos Tzedopoulos

O SLITAOUATNS KOl €PAGLTEXVNS CwyPA@os Benjamin Mary ntov o ITpdTos eTITETOAULEVOS TOV Bedylov
otnv Adnva (1839-1844). O Stoplouds Tov VITOYPAUULLE TIS OUOLOTNTES AVAUEGO GTO GV0 VEQ KPATN
JToVv 13pVINKAV ®S aroTéAecuo PLAeAeVdepwV ViK@YV Kivnudtov. 'ETel Tposdiopitel éva kpioiuo
onpelo TNS EVPWITALKNAS 1GTOPLAS: TN GUVEEGN AWVAREGO GTNV ETTAVAGTOGCN, TNV KPOTIKN GUYKPOTNGN KOl
TNV eJVIKN JTOMTIKNA. XTLS SITTAWUATIKES TOV AVOPOPES, OTTMS KOl GTO G510 TTOV TOYPAPLGE KOTA TNV
JTO. POV Tov 6TV EAAAS, 0 Mary Stepedvnce avtn tn givdeon LEGm evos @lieAAnvikov Ae€iloyiov
JTTOAMLTIKOU @lAelevdepiopot Kol edvoypo@ikoV popavticuov. To eviuTtwclakd GTov @LAeAAnvicud
ToV Mary, ®GTtdG0, elvanr 0Tl dev euTteptelye kapulo avo@opd GTnV eAANVIKA 0LOYOLOTNTO TO YEYOVOS
TTOV GUYKPOTOVGE TOUS ‘'EAAnves ws €9vos kol voulpotolovce tnv idpuon evos avedptntov eAAnVikoy
kpdtovs ntov n EAAnvikn Eswavdctacn. O Mary €i8e tnv Egtavdcetacn ol pévo s TOV €QUNVEVTIKO
@OKO TNS JTTOMTIKNAS SpacTtnptéoTntas 6Tny EAAGSO, KUPIKS TOU GUVTAYULATIKOU KIVALATOS Tov 1843,
QAL eTTioNS WS (L0l ATTOPOGLGTIKA GTIYUN TOV EVPMTTAKOV PLAeAevdepLloUuo.

O Mary 6tddnke KPLTIKA QITEVAVTL GTO KAJEGTHS TNS TTPOGTAGLAS TTOV KaDOp1e Tn J€on tns EAAASas
®S aveldEPTNTOV KOATOUS Kol 181a{TEPO GTLS AVTLEAGELS TNS BOETOVIKNAS TTOALTIKNAS, TIS 0ITO{ES EVTOTILGE
OITo TN ULOL GTNV VITOGTRPLEN TOV GUVTOYULOTIKOU KIVARLOTOS KoL aItd TNV AAAN GTIS alldacels Kuplapyios
€VOVTL TOU VEOU KPATOUS GTN AOYLKA TOVU LUITEQLAAMGULOV KOl TNS aItolkiokpatias. Exnpeacuévos
{iows kaw agtd pa e€eMeoéuevn vevpoloyikn stadncn, o Mary eykatédelype To BeAyikO SITTAOUATIKO
allwua Tns ovdeTePdHTNTAS KOl LETAKIVATNKE ATt TN J€on Tov SiTA®UATN Ge ekelvn ToV aKTIPLGTN. O
PLAEAANVIGULOS TOV, LOLl Le TN SEGUEVGN TOV GTOV PLAEAEVTEPIGUO, L OTTOLOL KLVNTOITOLAONKE €ITLITAEOV
aIté Tov pOAO TV Bpetavav atny spocrtddeta tns Avatpias va katocteldel To 1TAMKO edvikd kivnua,
ToV wince va kotoyyeider Tn BpeTavikn ToAltikn otnv EAAGSa kot tnvy Evpdan otn Sidpketa yios
guvavtnons pe tov Bpetavo mpesfevtn atnv Adnva. O Mary yvwGToItoinge to €meLGO510 GE €VPVTEPO
KOLVO. AUTA n 1A ppNnEn T®V KOVOVEOV TNS VYPNANS TTOMTIKNAS TOV LETETPEWPE GE OITOGTATN KO TOV KOGTLGE
Tn 9€6N TOV KOl TO KOWV®VIKO TOU KUPOS.

Ytnv avakoivoon ovaAvwm tnv eAAnvikn epselpio tov Mary pe otéxo Tn Slepedvnon TV
UETAGYNUATIGLOV TOU QLAEAANVIGLOV GTNn @lAededepn oréPn kol Spdon Twv LEGwv Tov 190V arwdva.
H avakoivoon otnpiteton kKuplms GTIS avékdoTes ava@opes touv Mary amd to Pelyikd vitovpyelo
E€wtepikwv oTis BpugéAdes kaw atnv adAnloypa@ia tns fpetavikns stpecfeias otnv Adnva, ALl Ko
6Ta 6kitea Tov Mary agtd Tnv EAAAS, 6IToV aTtelKOVIGE YWOGTOUS KOl AYVOGTOUS AVTOES KOl YUVAIKES,
LeTafV TV 0TTolwV KOl APKETOVS OYywVIGTES Tns Etavdcetacns.

The diplomat and amateur painter Benjamin Mary was the first Belgian chargé d’ affaires at Athens

(1839-1844). His appointment emphasized the similarities between the two newly established states
that were the outcome of liberal national movements. It points thus to a critical moment of European
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history: the conjunction between revolution, state formation, and national politics. Mary explored this
conjunction in both his diplomatic reports and his sketches, using a philhellenic vocabulary of political
liberalism and ethnographic romanticism. What is particularly striking in Mary’s philhellenism, though,
is that it was void of any reference to Greek Antiquity; for Mary, the event that had constituted the Greeks
as a nation and legitimized the formation of an independent state was the Greek Revolution. He not only
interpreted Greek political action, especially the constitutional movement of 1843, through the lens of
the Revolution, but he also considered the latter as a decisive moment in the unfolding of European
liberalism.

Mary was critical of the status of protection that defined Greece’s position as an independent state, and
particularly of the contradictions of British policy, which he identified in the support of the constitutional
movement, on the one hand, and, on the other, in the claims of dominance over Greece in accordance with
British imperialism and colonialism. Influenced perhaps as well by an ongoing neurotic ailment, Mary
abandoned the Belgian diplomatic axiom of neutrality and shifted from the position of a diplomat to that of
an activist. His philhellenism, coupled with his liberal engagement, triggered further by the role of the British
in Austria’s effort to suppress the Italian national movement, culminated in his violent denouncement
of British policies in Greece and Europe during a meeting with the British ambassador at Athens. Mary
made known the episode to a wider public, thus breaking the rules of high politics and turning him into an
“apostate” that cost him his position and social status.

In this paper I analyze Mary’s Greek experience with the aim to explore the transformations of
philhellenism in the liberal thought and action of the mid-19th century. The paper is primarily based on
Mary’s unpublished reports from the archive of the Belgian Ministry of Foreign Affairs in Brussels and on
the correspondence of the British Embassy at Athens, additionally also on Mary’s sketches, in which he
depicted known and unknown men and women, among them several fighters of the Revolution.

O Midos Ougtpévofits kar n EAAnviki Emtavdetocn: Mio avawpnldenon/ Milos Obrenovié and the Greek
Revolution revisited
Avopéos Avurrepdros/ Andreas Lyberatos

H otdon tov BoAkAviKOV A0®V, NYEGLOV KAl £IVIKOV KIVAUAT®OV GTIS KOPUEOLES GTIYULES TNS
€OVOTTOINTIKAS SlEPYOGIAS TOV YELTOVOV TOVS, OTt®wS elvanl yia Tous 'EAAnves n Emavdctocn tov
1821, Ttuyydvouv 18LaiTepns LGTOPLOYPOQPLKNAS TTOAYULATEVGNS Kol dtaxelplons, n ool JTOAY GUYVA
Jraicel onpovtikd POAO0 GTNV GUYKEPOTNGN KOl OVAITAQOAY®OYR 18e®V yia Tnv edvikn 1 PaAkaviki
@UGLOYVOUIOL TOV ULETO-0V®UAVIKOV KOLV®OVIOV GTOV BOAAKAVIKO XDEO0, KOAJ®S KAl yLo TIS LeTAEV
TOVS GYEGELS. TNV TTOLp0VGO avakoivoon da emtiyeltpncovpe vo avadeifovpe AMyo yvoGTés poptupies
Yyl TNV GYEGN KOl TN GTAGN TOU NyETn Ttns nut-ovtovouns Xepflas Milos OutpévofLts Kol Tov
JrepLBAAAOVTOS Tov €vavtl Tns EAAnvikins Egtavdctacns, vo evtorticovue kKol vo e€eTAGOVUE TO
EQUNVEVTIKA SIARUUOTO JTOV OVOSELKVVOUV Ol LOLA{TEQPES LGTOPIKES GUVINKES KOl TO VITALOYOVTO
LGTOPLKA TEKUAPLOL KOl VO, S1EQEVVNGOVUE KPLTIKA TNV Stayeipion Tov TNTARLATOS oItd TNV GePPIKN
KOl EMANVIKA 1GTOpLOYpO@ioL.

The relation and attitudes of the Balkan peoples, their leaders and their national movements towards
their Balkan neighbors in outstanding moments of the latter’s nation-building processes, such as the
1821 Revolution for the Greeks, has been granted particular attention and study, which very often plays
an important role in the construction of ideas about the national or Balkan character of post-Ottoman
states and societies, as well as for their relations vis-a-vis one another. In the present paper we highlight
little known testimonies about the attitudes of the semi-autonomous Serbian Prince Milos Obrenovié
and his environment towards the Greek Revolution of 1821. Furthermore, we examine the interpretative
dilemmas posed by the particular circumstances and the existing testimonies, and we critically dwell on the
historiographic treatment of the question in Serbian and Greek historiography.
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O atelnis QiledAnvicuos kot n avolokArpwtn Etavdctacn / Imperfect philhellenism and the incomplete
Revolution
Aiva Aovfn/ Lina Louvi

H aAloyn tov pdéAov Towv evpoItalkdv Avvauemy oItd VITOGTNELKTOV TOV Ay®dVo KOl EYYUNTHOV TNS
Avelaptnoios, Ge avVGTNEO ETLTNENTA TNS AAVTO®TIKAS TTOALTIKAS TOU VEOGUGTATOU €AANVIKOU
KEATOVS, agtoyontevce Tovs ‘EAAnves. H memoidnon oti, petd tn vovpoyio tov Napapivovu, ekelves
avélafav «evduvess artévavtt 6tous 'EAAnves cupfddice we tny avtiinyn 6Tt d@elAav vo guvexicouv
vo. GTREITOVV TNV JTOAMTIKA TOV €AANVIKOU KEPATOVS, €€0LQYVOMOVOVTAS TNV JIVEVUATIKA OQELAN TOUS
atnv apyato EAAGSa. Ot "EAAnves dewpovcov Tt n e€APTNGN TOVS AITO TLS «EVEPYETLOES» Avvdels,
GTLS oTroles avayvoplgov Tl d@elAov Thv UTTOPEN TOUS, GAUOLVE KOl VITOGTAELEN GTn UETETELTA
Jtopeia Tovs TPOos tnv edvikn olokAnpwon. I'ia Ty Evpdmn, agtd tnv AAAn, n eAAnvikn edvikn tdéo
elye et va €xel To {810 TTepLexduevo o elye katd tn Sidprela Tns Ejtavdctoons: dev eTpOKELTO
TAE0V Yo €va edvikoaTteAevdepmTIKG Kivnpa TTov evémvee TOUS @LAeAeVdepovs Aaovs, AALL YL Tnv
JLOALTIKN €VOS KPATOUS N 0Ttolor AVTERALVE GTO 0VIKA GUUEEPOVTA TV «ITPOGTATOV» TOV. XTOYO0S TNS
avakoivoons gival pe Baon tov TUITo TS ETOYNS VO VLY VEVGEL TIS LETAITTWGELS, TS AU@LIVUIES KAl TLS
OVTLPAGELS TNS «KOLVAS YVOUNS» ATTEVAVTL GTNV TTOALTIKN TV EYYUNTELOV AVVALE®V, TTOV EQUNVEVOTAV
WS «PUAEAANVIKA» N «OVIEAANVIKN»® Vo avadelfel tn xpnon Tov @LAEAANVIGLOU GTO ITAAIGLO TwV
OAVTPOTIKWV KIVAULAT®V LETA TN GUYKPOTNGN TOV EAANVIKOV KOATOUS.

The change in the role of the European Powers from supporters of the Struggle and guarantors of Independence
into that of strict supervisors of the irredentist policy of the newly founded Greek state disappointed the
Greeks. The belief that after the battle of Navarino they took on “responsibilities” towards the Greeks went
hand in hand with the perception that they had to continue to support Greek state policy, thereby redeeming
their intellectual debt to ancient Greece. The Greeks considered that their dependence on the “benefactor”
Powers, while recognizing that they owed their existence to them, also meant support in their subsequent
course towards national integration. For Europe, on the other hand, the Greek national idea

had ceased to have the same substance as it had during the Revolution; it was no longer about a national
liberation movement that inspired the liberal peoples, but about the policy of a state that opposed the national
interests of its “protectors”;. The aim of this paper is to trace, based on the Press of the time, the transitions,
ambiguities and contradictions of the “public opinion” towards the politics of the Guaranteeing Powers,
which was interpreted as either “philhellenic” or “anti-Hellenic”, and to highlight the use of philhellenism in
the framework of the irredentist movements after the formation of the Greek state.
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O mtupetos tns EAAnvikns Estovdctoons 6e €vo KOGHO GeE kivnon /

The Greek Revolution fever in a world in motion

O1 EtTtaviiGLol avdueco G TTOALES KOl VEES AUVTOKQATOOIES GTLS AITTOLOXES TOU «OLDOVA TV ETTAVAGTAGEWV »
/ The Ionians islanders between old and new empires at the dawn of the "century of revolutions”
I'spdowos Ioykpdtns/ Gerassimos Pagratis

H Emtdvncos IToAltteio vItnpe n Iwp@Tn KOOATIKA LOPEN TTOV AELTOVPYNGE GTOV XWEO OTTOV EITPOKELTO
va 18pudel To eAAnvikd KpATOS. XAdpn Ge SLdpopes cuykvpies kol L8lwS GTNV TEOGKALEN GLUULOY IO
Pocwv kot OBopovodv, 6Tto TTAAIGLO TOV B’ AVTL-VOITOAEOVTELOV GUVAGTILGULOV, G6To lovio JTéAayos
GUYKPOTAUNKE €voL KOATOS ALUTOVOWRO, OAAA LE TTEPLOPLGULEVN AVEEOLPTNGLO GTNY EGOTEPLKN KOl E€WTEPLKN
TToMTIKN. ‘'OTtws €xel ToviaTel, To KPATOS aVTO VTNELe wia wpoyevon eAAnvikns avefaptnclas, £vo
JrelPOUO GTO TTAOLGLO TOV 0TTOLOV SOKIUAGTNKAY OAQ TO OLVOYKALOL YLoL £€VOL GVYYPO0VO KPATOS GUGTATIKA
oTolxeia (GUVTOYUO, KOATIKN YADGGO, OLKOVOULKA TTOAMTIKNA, KEATIKA avayvoplcuévn dponokeia K.ATT.).
H eiworiynon autn emikevtoOVeTOL GTLS TTPOGANYELS TS (§puons kal AetTovpylos avTtoV Tov KEaTLdiov
aITO TRV EAANVIKA KOL TRV EVP®MITOIKNA KOLVA YVAOUN, ATTO TOUS KUKAOUS SnA. eKelvOUS OTTOV Ta yevviOTOV
apyoTepa 0 @LAEAANVIGUOS. TO ep@TNUO OLVTO EVTAGGETOL GE (Lol EVPVTEPN GUEATNGN YLoL TIS PAGELS TOV
EVPWITALKOV ELAEAANVIGLOU Kou L3{mMS yLoL TN GUUUETOXN TV (SlwVv Twv EAAMVeV atn Stapdp@wcn tov.

The Septinsular Republic was the first state to operate in the area where the Greek state was to be founded.
Thanks to various circumstances, and especially to the temporary alliance between the Russians and the
Ottomans, in the context of the Second Anti-Napoleonic Coalition, an autonomous state was established
in the Ionian Sea, but with limited independence in domestic and foreign policy. As has been pointed out,
this state has been a foretaste of Greek independence, an experiment in which all the components necessary
for a modern state (constitution, state language, economic policy, state-recognized religion, etc.) have been
tested. This paper focuses on the perceptions of the establishment and operation of this state by the Greek
and European public opinion. This question is part of a broader discussion of the foundations of European
philhellenism and in particular of the participation of the Greeks themselves in its formation.

H EAAnvikn Emtavdotacn kat 0 Augpikovikos PileAddnvicuos: H vitodecn Tov 00@avav eEAANVOITO VAWV
/ The Greek War of Independence and the American philhellenism: The Case of the Greek orphans
IdrkwPos Miyondions/ Iakovos Michailidis

H avoaroivoon ecTtidicel otnv TepimTtoon Twv eEAANVOTTOVA®Y, TA TTEPLGGOTEQN NTAV 0P@AVA, T oTtola
uetapépdnkav otis HITA katd tn Sidpkeia tns EAAnvikns Esoavdctoacns. ITpdéketton, e ueydlo
Baduo, yro o adiepevvntn TTUYXNA TNS EAANVIKNS ETTavAGTOGNS KoL TOV KIVARLOTOS TOU AUEQLKAVIKOU
DideAAnvicpov. Ta toudid petapépinkav ctis HITA kot viodetidnkov aitd 0pLGUEVES OULEPLKOAVIKES
owkoyéveles. H tAetoyngia tous grrovdace 6e peplkd aatd ta kopu@aia savertietipta tTwv HITA, é1tms
T0 Yale kot to Ilavemictnuio tTov XdpPapvt kadwns kot to KoAéyto Amherst. Metd tTnv oAokAnpwcn
TWV GITOVI®V TOVS, LePIKA aItd Ta TTodLd TTopepetvoy povipa otis HITA, eved Ao eTtéGToEWAV GTNY
aveCdptntn EAAASA. H avakolvoon otnpiletol Ge Yo EKTETAUEVI APYELOKN €PEVVO GTA APXELOL TV
HIIA, e181kd ce ekelva Tov mTaveTtieTnUlokOV 18pvudtov. Ilpocmadel va avadeifel Tous Adyous TT0oU
odnyncav otn petakivion tov oldiov otis HITA, yoptoypa@el TOUS TOTTOUS KOATAYOYNS TOUS KOl
AVOAVEL TIS GUVETTIELES TOGO YL TNV EAANVIKA OGO KOl VIO TNV OLUEPLKOVIKI KOLV®OVIQL.

The paper focuses on the case of the Greek children, most of them orphans, that were transferred to the United

States of America during the Greek War of Independence. This remains a little-known aspect of American
philhellenism. The children were relocated to the US and were adopted by American families. The majority
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studied at some of the leading US Universities such as Yale and Harvard University, and Amherst College.
A number of them remained in the US throughout their entire life, while others returned to independent
Greece. The paper is based on an extensive archival research in the US archives, particularly of eminent US
universities. It engages in an effort to highlight the reasons that led to their relocation to the US, it maps the
places of their origin, and analyses the consequences both for the Greek and the American society.

“Greek fever”. The Greek Revolution and the making of American philhellenism / «<EAAnvikos Ivpetds». H
EAAnwvikn Estavdetocn Kol n dnulovpyio Tov Aueotkavikov PiledAnvicuov
Sakis Gekas

Therole of American Philhellenes of diverse backgrounds is well-known but little-explored with few exceptions
(Earle 1927; Kaplan 1993; Repousis 1999; Hatzidimitriou 2002; Javavone 2017). The civilizational
orientalist discourse in favor of independence drew on the tradition of the American Revolution and created
a legacy that resonates to the present; beyond the public celebration of the role of Howe and other Americans
in 2019, United States involvement in the Greek Revolution needs to be explored through a story of individual
aspirations, commercial interests, foreign policy ambitions and Christian humanitarianism. This paper takes
stock of findings and the writings of Americans who traveled, lived in Greece and wrote about the revolution,
but will not focus on individual motives; the paper instead explores the rise of philhellenism and presents
an overview of newspapers (through the previously untapped database of US newspapers “Chronicling
America”), Senate and Congress discussions, to address the following questions: How did the dissemination
of news about the revolutionary war form a public opinion that was supportive of Greek independence in
the United States? How did newspapers report key moments and events in Greece? Americans who went to
Greece wrote first-hand accounts that were then published and re-produced throughout the United States
Press, overwhelmingly in favor of the Greek cause and often against a more timid official US policy. In the
1820s the ‘Greek fever’ was punctuated by the sailing of the “American Squadron” in the Mediterranean
amidst concerns about piracy and was blemished by the scandal known as “Frigate Affair” in 1826-27; both
events were followed by an intensifying campaign to raise funds for a successful conclusion to the war. The
role of individuals (Everett, Howe, Jarvis, Miller and others) is crucial, and the paper pays equal attention
to how the news from the war front were reproduced in the United States, how they were embellished and
to what extent this news formed a humanitarian discourse, a legacy for many other ‘missions’ in the history
of the United States ever since. The paper looks at the activism of certain agents who served in the military
and were active in fundraising as public opinion-makers and amateur historians, to develop a more nuanced
understanding and provide new approaches and interpretations to philhellenism in the United States as a
transnational movement.

O pb6AoS TV AUEQIKOVOV QLAEAAMAV®OV TTPOEPOUEVOV ATt SLoPOoPeTIKO LITOPadpo elval gvpEéws
YVOGTOS aAAG €xel Siepevvndel eAdyrota ue Alyes e€atpéaels (Earle 1927, Kaplan 1993, Repousis 1999,
Hatzidimitriouw 2002, Javavone 2017). O 7ToMTIGUIKOS 0QLEVTOMGTIKOS AOY0S VITEP TnS avelopTncios
avtAnce atd Tnv mapddocn tns Apepikavikns Ejavactoons kol Snultovpynce pio KAnPovould Jtov
astnyel péypl onpepa” TEPA AITO TOV SNUOGLO EYR®ULOGULO TOV POA0VL Tov Howe kol AAA®V ALeQLKAVOV
10 2019, n eumiokn Tov Hvouévov IoMteidv gtnv EAAnvikn Emavdcetacn ypeldceton vo gpevvniel
UEGOL OTTO ULOL OLPNYNGN OTOULKOV ETTLOLOEEMV, EUTTOPIKOV GUUEPEPOVTOV, QLAOSOLLOV eEMTEQLIKNS
JTOALTIKAS KO XOLGTLOVIKOU avdpwIticuov. H avakoivwon afltoloyel Ta evpnuoto Kol To YOOUITTE TwVv
Apepikavov tou talidewav, €ncov atny EAAGSA kot éypapav yia tnv Emtavdcetacn addd Sev ecTidcel
GTO OTOULKA KIVRTEO: avTIIET®S, N AvaKOIvOGNn €peVVA TNV AVoS0 TOV ELAEAANVIGRLOV KOL TTOLPOVGLAEL
Qo ETLGKROTINGN €PNUEPISwV (AVTADVTOS aItd TNV £ws TOEO avadloTtointn Bdon dedopévav epnuepidmv
«Chronicling America»), GUCNTAGELS GTO KOYKPEGO KOl GTN YEQOUGLO, VL0l VO OITOVTRGEL GTO okOAoVTA
epotnuata: [os n diacITopd TOV €ONGEMV YlOL TOV €ITOVOGTATIKO TTOAEUO OSLAUOPP®OGE UL0L KOLVI
YVOUN VITOGTNELKTIKNA JTp0S Tnv eAAnvikn avefaptncio otis Hvouéves IoAteies; I[1ds tapovciogov ot
e@nUePLSES TIS LEYAAES GTIYUES KAl TaL LeydAa yeyovota otnv EAAGSa; Apepikavol, ol ogtoiol petéfneov
otnv EAAGSQ, KATEYpOWAV Ta yeEYovdTa oL {8101, TO 0TToio KATATTLY SNUOGLEVTNKAV KOl AvaTtopdydnkov
Ge OA0 Tov TUTT0 Twv Hvouéveov IToMteldv, talpvovtas d€on GUVTOLITTIKA VITEQ TOV EAANVIKOUY GKOTTOU
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KOl GUYVA EVAVTLOL GTNV IJTLO0 ATOAUN eTT{GNUN JTOMTIKA TNS YW Eas Tovs. Tn Sekaetio Tov 1820 0 «eEAANVIKOS
TVPEETOS» TrAPeUPANINKE ATTd TNV TALVGN OUEQIKOVIKNAS poipas Gtn Mecdyelo €v UEGH AVNGUYLOV
AOyw TTELpOTEIOS KOl OLOVOOUNKE UE TO GRAVIAAO TV @peyaT®V Tov 1826-27. Aupdtepa Ta yeyovoTo
aKOAOVINGE Ula EVTELVOUEVN EKGTOEATEIOL GUYKEVTPWGNS TTOPWV YLOL ULoL ETTLTUYN €kPacn Tov TToAEpov. O
p6Mos kdTolwv atouwv (Everett, Howe, Jarvis, Miller kat dAAoL) elvon KPIGLULOS KOl N AVOLKOTV@WGN GTREPEL
TNV ITPOGOYN TNS E€{GOV GTO TEATTO TTOV TAL VEQ ALTTO TO LETWITO TOV TTOAEULOV avaItapdyovtav aTis Hvouéves
IToArteies, Ttws Stavditovtav kot 6e 010 Padd avTd Ta vEQ SLaLdPe®Gav Evav avdpwItieTike AGYOo, TTOV
QITOTEAEGE KANPOVOULA Y10 TTOAAES AALES «OTTOGTOAES» GTnv 16Topia Twv HITA éxktote. H avakoivoon
€PEVVA TOV OKTIPLGUS 0PLGUEVOV TTAPAYOVT®V, TTOV VITNPETOVGAV GTOV GTEATO, §0AGTNELOITOLOVVTOV
GTN GUYKEVTPWGN X ONUAT®OV ®S SLOLULOQQ®MTES KOLVAS YVOUNS KAl EQOGLTEYVES LGTOPLKOL, Y10 VOL TTPOGQEPEL
BadvUtepn KaTAVONGN TOV SLOPOPOTTOLNGEMV KOL VO TTOLPEXEL VEES TTPOGEYYIGELS KOl epunveies yla Tov
piAeAnvicud otis Hvouéves IoMteles ws Siedvikd kivnua.

Agtonyor tov Aydva ctnv Aucpikii. H Estavdetacn tov 1821 i ornviis / Echoes of the Greek War of
Independence in America. The Revolution of 1821 on Stage
Mopio I'swpyosrtovlov / Maria Georgopoulou

H astnynon tns EAAnvikns Emtavdctacns otnv Apepikn eival €va dépa mtov akopa dev €xel ueletndel
Ste€odikd. H gtapovciocn pov ermikevipovetal e dVo Jeatpikd €pyo yooupévo otd Auepikovovs
GUYYPOUPELS Ta oTtola TTalyTNKAV 6TV Augpikn kat 6to Aovdivo to 1822, IIpwTaymVviGTAs Kol Tov dV0o
€oywv etvar o AAn ITacds (1740-24 Iavovapiov 1822), o otolos GUVERALE ATTOPAGLGTIKA, OV KoL AJeAA
TOV, GTOV ayova Twv EAANVoV yio tny aveaptncio Tous apylkd Ady® Tns e3ttppons mov ixe 6to Adpdo
Bupowva. Ta 0o ayyMkd pedodpdpata eivon: H EAAnvisa aryudlotn (The Grecian Captive) n H sttdon
wns Adnivas (The Fall of Athens) tov Mopvtekdl Noa (1785-1851) ko to AAn ITacds 1 To AayTtuldidt
(Signet Ring) tov John Howard Payne (1791-1852), stov étnce yra 7toAAG (pdvio 6To Aovdivo.

Ta 800 €pya yOA@TNKOV KOl TTA(TNKAY AULEGMS UETA To ddvato Tov AAM I[Tacd 6o n EAAnvikn
Egtavdactaon ntov oxkéun 6to apytko tns atddio. O kakos AAA [Tacds kot n 6popen EAAnviSa atyudAmntn
Jrov mpocTadel vo aTto@UyeL TNV 0PYN KOl TLS JTALPEVOXANGELS TOV ylo. va. Guiel pe Tov ayastnpévo
TNS, TTPOGPEPOVV TA aTtopolTnTo GTolXelo AyPLHTNTAS, ALGUNGLAGULOV, EEMTIGLOV KAl §pdons yio €vo
emmiTuxnuévo peAddpapo. Ko ta 500 €pya petalldcoouvv tnv tetopio Tov AAn Ilacd yia vo tovicouv
Yépoto 7oV TLGTEVOLVV OTL Ja £(0VV peyalitepn amtnyncn 6Tto Jeatpd@iio kowvd. O Noa petogépel Tn
dpdacon tov AM ITocd amtd ta I'dvveva ctnv Adnva eved 6To @vdle Tns TTOPAGTAGNS dnultovpyel yio
POVTOGTIKN AAANYOPLKA GKNVA JPLARPBOV GTTOV EVOVOUV TIS QOVES TOVS @nUIGUEVOL apxaiol "EAAnves
KoL GUYYOOVOL €TTAVAGTATES GuuTtepLAaufavouévov kot Apepikavadv. H katdAngn tov €pyov tov Payne
JéNer tov AM ITacd va avtoTtupitodeital 6To @EoVELo TV loavviveov yia vo unv stécet o (810S Kol To
JTAOUTN TOV GTA X€PLO TOV LOVATAVOU.

H avdAvon tov xopakTRpoV, TV OVOULAT®OV JTOV TTOLQATTEULITOVV 6e Npwes Tns EAAnvikns Emtovdctacns
Kol KAkOUS Odwpovovs, KaddS Kol TOV YEOYOOMLKOV KOl LGTOPLKOV OVOEOP®V GTo V0 £pyd
JTLPOGPEPOVV EVOLALPEPOVTO GTOLXELO YLOL TNV ATTAYNGN TOV YEYOVOT®Y TOV ‘21 GTnv pokplvia Apepikn,
ylo. TNV JTeOGAnNYN eEWTIKOV GTEPEOTVTT®V KOl YO TOV AVTIKTUITIO TOV ay®va Tns avefaptncios GTo
OUEPLKAVIKO KOl OYYAMKO KOLVO.

The impact of the Greek War of Independence in America has not yet been fully studied. My presentation
focuses on two theatrical plays written by American playwrights that were performed in America and
London in 1822. The protagonist of both plays is Ali Pasha (1740 - 24 January 1822), who contributed
decisively, if unwittingly, to the struggle of the Greeks for their independence primarily because of the effect
he had on Lord Byron. The two melodramas are: The Grecian Captive or The Fall of Athens by Mordecai
Noah (1785-1851), and Ali Pasha or Signet Ring by John Howard Payne (1791-1852), who lived for many
years in London.

The two works were written and performed immediately after Ali Pasha's demise while the Greek
Revolution was still in its early stages. The villain Ali Pasha and the beautiful Greek prisoner who tries to
avoid his wrath and harassment in order to be reunited with her beloved, offer the necessary elements of
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savagery, sensuality, exoticism and action for a successful melodrama. Both works transform Ali Pasha's
story to highlight themes that would presumably resonate with the intended audiences. Noah transposes Ali
Pasha's action from the city of Ioannina to Athens while the finale of the show is a fantastic allegorical scene
of triumph where famous ancient Greeks and modern revolutionaries, including several from the Americas,
join the chorus. In the end of Payne's play, Ali Pasha sets himself on fire in the citadel of Ioannina so that
he and his riches do not fall into the hands of the Sultan.

The analysis of the characters and of the names referring to heroes of the Greek Revolution and
the wicked Ottomans, as well as of the geographical and historical references in the two works, offers
interesting information on the resonance of the events of 1821 in distant America, on the perception of
exotic stereotypes, and on the impact of the struggle for independence on American and English audiences.
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Avtokpatopies e kpion kot n EAAnvikn Estavdctocn /

Empires in crisis and the Greek Revolution

Pwcikol DPideddnvicuol: Amd to0 XvvéSpro tns Biévvns ctnv EAAnviki Egavdcetacn / Russian
philhellenism(s): From the Congress of Vienna to the Greek Revolution
Avta AtdAdo / Ada Dialla

To 9épo tov Pwcikoy Pideddinvicuov dev €xel pwedetndel €TOPKOS GTNV AANVIKNA LGTOPLOYPAPIOL,
evey kol n diedvns BipAmoypapio €xel  «TTapaPAEPEL» TO '0WGIKO cTodud' cto Evpwitaikd Tolidt
TOV ELAEAANVIK®OV 18e®V, av Guykplvel kavels, ydplv Tapadelypatos, pe tn Bpoetavikn i tn yoAALkR
Jreptlmttwon. H avakoivoon pov da €xel s 6Tdy0 va e€eTAGEL TOL TTOALATIAL KVt Yo TV €K@EOcn TOU
PUAEAANVIKOV OLGUNUATOS KO T®WV JTEOKTIKWV, OTTWS EKQEEALOVTOL GE dLAPOOO GTOWIOTO TNS PWGLIKAS
kowwvias. 'Evvoles 0mtws o @iledevdepiouds, o edvikiGuos, o AGyos tepl SIKalwUdT®V Tov avdp®Iov,
N OVTOTTIOL NTAV KEVTPLKES, OTTwS €EAAAOV KOl OL OVTIANPELS TtePl TNS KOLWVAS JPNGKELAS, TV KOLVHOV
LGTOPLK®OV 3eGUMOV KAl TEAOS Ol TTOALTIKES agtévavtt Odwpovikin Avtokpatoplial.

The question of Russian philhellenism has not been adequately studied in Greek historiography, and until
recently international bibliography had neglected the “Russian station” in the European voyage of the
philhellenic ideas by comparison to British and French philhellenism. My presentation aims to examine
a variety of motivations for the expression of philhellenic sentiments and practices in different strata of
Russian society, such as liberalism, nationalism, human rights discourse, utopia, religion, historical ties,
and finally, the rivalry with the Ottoman Empire.

Moavon Emoavdotacn-Aevkn Xrlofid: Aiti, emavactatnuévor ‘EAAnves kol n JocAnyn TOU
Dideddnvicuov / Black Revolution-White Slavery: Haiti, Greek Revolutionaries and the reception of
philhellenism

Aptddévn Movto@idov/ Ariadni Moutafidou

TovIavovdpio tov 1822, n ATtn vITRELE TO TTPWTO eEAeVVEPO KPATOS S1EVVAS TTOV ALVAYVDOLGE ETTIGNULOL
Ttnv EAAnvikn Estavdctacn, stolv astd tnvy M. Bpetavia, aAld kot Tis HITA. H emionun emmicTtoAn
TOU ULyd TPoedpov Tns Anpokpatias tns Altns, Zav-IIiep MItovaylé, Tpos ToUS ETOVAGTATIUEVOUS
"EAAnves elval To povo BERoo kot eationio £yypa@o Jtov Stadétel n €pevva, Kol agtotedel Tn fdon
Tns Siepevnons Tns €vvolas ToU ELAEAANVIGULOU GTN GUYKEKPLUEVN TTePiTtTOoNn. AUEGws LeTA TNV
ékpnén tns I'oAMkns Emovdctacns, n Altn vitnpe 1o mpwto €9vos mov astaitnce, Siekdiknce
€VOTTAOL KOl €TTETLYE TNV TTEAYULATOON TV apxdv tns adlkns Emavdctacns kot tTns Ataknpuins
TOV AKALOULATOV TOV AvIpwnitov kol tov IToAltn. H emmavdcTtocn ¢tnv yoAAlkn ogtoikio Tov Ay.
Aouivikov atis AuTtikés Ivdies, 6e VN TnS TEPLPEPELAS TOV TTOYKOGULOV GUGTAULATOS, LWETETPEWPE
TNV JIL0 E€TTKEPON ATTOLKIOL GRAGPB®V GTO TTEOTO aveEAETNTO KEATOS Jtov dnyulovpyndnke VGTEQO
aTtd €voTtAo aywva, oItd 6kAGLBOoVS TTov €ylvav eTtavactdtes, Thy Alth. H Evpomn wov e€dyetl Tn
SLTTN eTTOVAGTOGN KO KUPLAPYEL GE OAOKANPO TOV TOTE YWWGTO KOGULO, elval oUTh TToV £Ttions eCdyet
KOl TNV 16Y0 TNS 18€0A0YylAS TNS, TLS TTOMTIKES, JTOALTIGTIKES KO TTOALTIGULKES TS ap)Es. [Tpdrertar
yio ovTtd To. uéca, to 8o ta 0TA Ths Evpdns, stov ot Aool stayrkocuins do xenGliuoItotnGouv
YLOL VO OLTTOTLVAEOVV TOV €VPMITAIKSO TUYO GTOV EEMEVPWITALKO XWPO, N TOV AITol0 TUYO N TVEAVVIO
JTOYKOGUIMS, GE KATE AKEN TNS YNS LEGA O.TTO EVOTTAO Ay®dVA Le eFVIKES KAl PLAEAEVTEPES BLEKDIKNGELS,
ylo va agtokTncovuv tnv eAevdepia tovs. H Mavpn Altiovih ETtovAdctocn, n tpdTn Lopn emTovaicTocn
Taykocuims stov odnyel otn dnutovpyla evds véou €9vous, evds véou avegdptntov, elevdepov
KOATOVS, VITAPEE TAVTOXPOVA EKElVN, TTOV GUUPHOVO UE TIS VEOTEPES EPEVVES, GTOIXEL®VE TNV AEVKN
T'oaAAkn ETtavdctocn.
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ITov éykertat, Aotmtov, n TpdcAnyn Tov GrAleAnvicpov ctnv sepisttoon tns Altns; Ilpdkertar yio
€kppacon edvoarelevdep®TIKOV N PLAeAeVIepV TAGE®V, Yloo eTTISOOGN TOV POUOVTIGULOV KOl TNS
JTOYKOGULOS €UPEAELAS TOU OPYALOEAANVIKOY TTOALTIGULOV, VLo QOLVOUEVO O1ePVIKOU YOQAKTAOO, VLo
kaAATEXVIRO TTedi0; [TpdkelTon, Ge €va evpUTEPO TTAALIGLO, ylo Tn dUvaun tns aAAnAeyyons kol Tns
JTOLYKOGULOS €VOTTONTIKAS SUVAUNS TV apyx®v Tov Ala@wTticuov, tns I'aAdikns Emovdctocns, tns
Aroxnpuéns tov Atkowoudtov Tov Avdpwitov kol Tov IToAitn; [I€pa agtd tnv JTeploplouévn emionun
OPYELOKA TERUNEI®GN, N GUYKOELGN KAl Ol awvadoyies n dtapopoitoncetls petal ATTIvAas kol EAAnNVIKAS
EgqtavdoTtaons, pos ewitp€Itouy vo epUNVEVGOUULE KO VO KOTOVONGOVUE ETTLGTAUEVA OAAL KOl EVPVTEQO
TNV ITEOGANYN TOU QLAEAANVIGLOY GTNV GUYKEKPLUEVN TTEQITTTOGN TS ATTIVAS AnpokpaTtias, JtTov n
JTOLPOVGO LEAETN GTOYO €YEL VO EVTOTIIGEL, VO €€eTAGEL KAl VO AvVOAVGEL GE TTOAAATIAN, TTOAVSLAGTOTO
KOl SLOLP®TIGTIKA JTedia Siepevvnons.

In January 1822, Haiti was the first free nation to internationally and officially recognize the Greek
Revolution, even before Great Britain or the USA. The official letter of the President of the Republic of Haiti
Jean-Pierre Boyer, to the Greek revolutionaries is the only safe and sound, official document available,
forming the basis for exploring the concept of philhellenism in this specific case. Inmediately after the
outbreak of the French Revolution, Haiti was the first nation to claim and achieve the realization of the
principles of the French Revolution and the Declaration of the Rights of Human and Citizen. The revolution
in the French colony of St. Domingue in the West Indies, in a zone of the periphery of the world system,
transformed the most lucrative slave colony into the first independent state, created after an armed struggle
by slaves who became rebels, namely Haiti. While the Dual Revolution took the form of a European
expansion in and conquest of the rest of the world, at the same time, Europe also exported the power of
its ideology, European civilization at large. These were the means, the very weapons of Europe, which the
peoples of the world used to shake off European domination in the outer-European world, or any yoke or
tyranny worldwide, through armed struggle in order to urge national and liberal demands and gain their
freedom. The Black Haitian Revolution, the first black revolution worldwide leading to the creation of a new
nation, a new free and independent state, was at the same time, research argues, the one that haunted the
White French Revolution.

Consequently, how is philhellenism perceived in this very case of Haiti? Is it about an expression of
ethnic-liberal or liberal tendencies, an impact of romanticism and the global reach of Ancient Greek culture,
a phenomenon of transnational nature, an artistic field? Is this, in a broader sense, about the power of
solidarity and the global unifying power of the principles of the Enlightenment, the French Revolution, the
Declaration of the Rights of Man and Citizen? Apart from the limited, official archival documentation, the
comparison and the analogies or differentiations between the Haitian and the Greek Revolution, offer rich
insights into complex parameters of philhellenism and its interpretation and understanding in this very case
of the Haitian Republic, which this study aims to identify, examine and analyses in multiple, promising and
most enlightening fields of investigation.

Eévor edelovtés kat 1dayevels efeyepuévorl: H agroikiokni SLAGTAGN GTLS TTAVAGTAGELS TS IcTravios kai
wns EAAddas / Foreign volunteers and indigenous rebels: A colonial studies approach of the Spanish and
the Greek Revolutions

Avva Kopoxoteovln/ Anna Karakatsouli

O DP1deAAnvicouos agtotedel €va TTOAITTAEVPO S1edVIKO Kivnuo TNS VEMTEPIKOTNTAS TTOV GuUPadicel ue
Tnv avagrtuén tTs Snpécias ceaipas 6Tis SUTIKES kKotvwvies. Kivntoitoinge pe etttuyio tn SUTIKA KOWA
yvoun yio tov Ayovo twv EAAnveov kot tnv vtdédecn tns edevdeplas, emeldn evelprkwve TO KEVTOLKO
altnyo Tov Aowv 6Tis apxés Tov 190v atwva yia eAevdepia ad tnv astoAvtapyio, Tnv ovdarpecio tns
e€ovalas, ta Bdon Tns peovdapyias, Tov KaTavaykacsuo tTns EkkAncias. e avtd To JTALIGLO N edVvikn
avtodiddeon twv EAAMAVOV gpunveddnke astd TOUS GUYXEOVOUS TNS OKOUN KOl OS OVTLOITOLKIOKOS
ayovas kotd Touv Odwuavod ertikvpiopyxov Ge TTOPOAANALL LE TOV OLVTLOITOLKIOKG OydVO TOV A0®V TNS
AoaTivikns Apepikns katd tns untpdgtoins Iomavias. Me avtd To Evavcua, GTn TopoVGo avaKkoivmen
da efetdoovpe GLYKPLTIKA Ttnv EAAnvikn Egtavdctocn pe tnv aviictocn tewv Ietovov katd Tns
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NaagtoAedvtelas katoxns (1808-1814) xencGiluoTtoldvtos 6POUS TV ATTOIKIOK®OV XITOVS®OV yloL Vo
Siepevvincovue o ITTUYN TS d1edvous adAnAeyyuins GTov aywvo yia edvikn avtodiddecn mov Sev €xel
uedetndel apkeTd.

Koatd tn Sidpkela tov Ifnpikov IHoAéuov Bpédnkav avTtigéTItol To 6TeaTtevuoto Tov NasoAéovta
Jtov elgéfarav atnv IeTtavio to 1808 kat o1 IeTravol @iAeAevdepol TATELOTES TTOV AVTIGTAINKOY GTn
YOAALKI KOTOYXNA KO S1e€Nyov Evay TTOAUY P0VO ALGUUUETOO TTOAEUO LE TN GUVEQOUN BPETAVIKWOV EVIGXVGEWV.
Ot IoTtavol viodétnoav pedd8ovs avtapToTtdAepov (guerilla) eved ol BpeTavikes duvapels vt Tov Aovka
Tov Wellington moAepovcav Tnpovtas tnv kodiepwuévn mapdtaln wdxns Tov SUTIK®OV eyxelpldinv
JTOAELOV KOl TOUS TTALPAS0GLOKOUS KWOOIKES TIUNS Ue guvexn onpelo TEIPAS LETOED TV GUUUAY®OV TO
YEUOTO TAKTIKAS KO GTOOTNYIKNS. MEAETMOVTOS TLS OLVAPOPES KOl T aJtopvniovevuato Tov Bpetavov
ACLOUATIKOV StagtieTdvouue 6Tl TTPoGeyYitouv Tous Iomavovs pe 6povs 0TS «LJayeVELS», «BFAPPAPOL»,
«BQYPLOL», «VITOVAITTUKTOL», «OYEVEIS», KATT. TTOV TOUS JE€TOVV GAP®S €KTOS TNS GEPALPAS TOU GUTIKOV
JTOMTIGULOV KOl TOV «TTOALTIGULEVOU» KOGULOV. AvTiGTOol a, GTO Kelpevo Twv PLASAARV®OV JTTOU TTOAEUNGAV
otnv EAAGSa, ot "EAAnves eivor §0AL01, VITOKELTES, Sethol kal BApPapol Gpayels, TUEAOUEVOL ATTO TNV
amtAnctio. Mévipo onueio Stdctocns uetall Tov {Evmv edelAovTiv kKol Tov e€eyepuévov EAARvov eivon
emtions o TpOT0s S1e€oy®YNS TOV TTOAELOV KOl L PLCLKA OLITOKALGN TNS TOKTIKAS TTOV VIOVETOVV TOL ATOKTO
copoto Tov EAAvoV agtd Ta SuTikd mpdTtutta pdyns. H avakoivoon da e€etdcel ToOus 6povs Ue ToUS
0T7t0{0VS 01 §V0 o0Uddes GLUITOAEULGTOV, AAAOSATTOL KOl Layevels, EpxovTon Ge eTta@n ¢Tny loTavio ko
Tnv EAAGSa, TIS avTIARYELS TTOU SLETTOVV LUTAV TNV ETTOPN KOL TNV KOLVA OITOLKLOKQOTIKI OWVTLLETMITLGN
TV €EYEPUEVOV TOV EVPMOTIOIKOV NOTOL agtd Tis Meyddes Avvdpets.

Philhellenism originated in modern Western societies as a manifold transnational movement along with
the development of the public sphere. It mobilized public opinion in support of the Greek struggle for
independence and this solidarity rapidly gained a wide audience. The success of the philhellenic movement
can be explained by its alignment with the main popular demand in the aftermath of the Restoration, i.e.
freedom as a human right and the rejection of absolutism, feudal burdens and the coercion of the Church.
It manifested itself in public interventions via newspaper articles, books and pamphlets, fundraising galas
and auctions, and artistic creations of romantic inspiration. Among the abundant printed material put into
circulation in the 1820s about the war in Greece, we would like to pinpoint here the original approach of the
Greek issue as an anticolonial struggle. Set in parallel by its contemporaries with the anticolonial struggle
in Latin America against Spain, the Greek revolution is thus vindicated as the rightful revolt of a colonial
people against its despotic oppressor.

The solidarity with the Greeks also took the form of military aid including shipments of ammunition and
arrival of volunteers ready to fight by the side of the rebels. The close contact between two distinct groups
of fighters, Western officers and indigenous warlords, brought out the clear rift separating local conditions
and practices with Western tactics and mentalities. In this paper we propose to compare the reactions of the
foreign volunteers in the Peninsular War and of those in the Greek Revolution. Spanish liberals fighting an
asymmetric warfare against Napoleon’s army from 1808 till 1814 had the support of British regular forces
under the command of the Duke of Wellington and British volunteers. In the reports and the Memoirs of the
latter the Spaniards are invariably described as a barbaric and savage indigenous people, ignorant of the noble
virtues of Civilization and underdeveloped, laying clearly outside the modern world. Similar qualifications
apply also to the accounts of their experience in Greece by the Philhellenes: the Greeks are coward, barbaric,
rude, deserving only some kind of colonial administration like the Indian people under British rule.

This paper will probe the colonial aspects of the Greek War of Independence in its relationship with the
West and the subaltern status of the European South already recognizable in the early 19th century.

Avtokpatopikd kol edvikd cyédio amelevidépwans. To tapdderyuo tns Ielogovviicov / Imperial and
national liberation schemes. The case of the Peloponnese
Nikxos Potioros, Atovvons Tédrns/ Nikos Rotzokos, Dionisis Tzakis

H IIelomdvvncos katelye KeVTPkN J€on GTOUS OVTAYWVIGTIKOUS GXeSLOGULOVS T®V €VOMITAUTKOV
Suvdauewv otny avatoAlkin Mecdyeto Tov 180 kat Tov apxouevo 190 awmdva, yeyovos Tov euvooVce Tnv

29



KAAALEQYELOL TNS 18EAS TS aTtOGK LGNS aItd Ty Odwuavikin Avtokpatopio. XTnv avokoivoon e€etdcovTal
Ol GUVOUOTLKES KIVAGELS KO TO, GYESL0L alITtOGYLoNs TTov ekdniwdnkav otnv IledoTmtévvnco to 1770, to
1808-9 kot to 1821. Egtionuaivovtol ol opotdTnTeS Kol Ol SL0POPES TOUS KOl SLEPEVVOVTAL Ol GUVEYELES
KOl Ol AGVVEYELES GTOV TPOTTO Ue TOV 0Ttolo TTpoGAaufdvetarl n 18é€a tns asmelevdépmaons, dSnAadn Tns
araAlayns oo tnv odwuavikn kvplapyio. H avakoivoon §ev avIlLeToItITeL TIS GUVOULOTIKES KIVAGELS
KOl TOL GYEDLOL QUTA WS «PAGELS» N «ETTELGOSLO» ULAS eviaias KAl GUVeEXOUS Ttopelas TTpos Tnv edvikn
oAOKANPwGN, TTALP” OAO TTOU TO €9VIKO KIVRUO EYKOATTOVETOL KOl LETATTAATEL TA TTEOYEVEGTEQN GXEDLAL,
WGTE VO VTTNPETAGOUVV TO SIKSO TOV TTOAMTIKO TTOOYQOUULOL.

By virtue of occupying a central position amid the competing projects of European forces in the eastern
Mediterranean in the 18th and the upcoming 19th century, the Peloponnese was salutary to cultivating
the idea of secession from the Ottoman Empire. This prospective presentation examines the conspiratorial
movements and secessionist enterprises that unfolded in the Peloponnese in 1770, 1808-9, and 1821. It
stresses their similarities and dissimilarities, and investigates the continuities and discontinuities through
which the idea of liberation - that is, of liberation from Ottoman rule — was received. The presentation
does not treat these conspiratorial movements as “stages” or “episodes” of a unified and continuous course
toward national liberation, although the national movement espoused and remolded those earlier projects
so that they served its own political agenda.

Odwpavikés Gewpncels agrévavtt 6To EAeAAnviko kivnuo / Ottoman perceptions of philhellenism
Aewvidas Moipas/ Leonidas Moiras

Me tnv ékpnén tns EAAnvikns Estavdcetacns ot Odwpavol kaAoVvToy va 1oy etplteToOUV tiol «GUALOYLIKNA
QITOGTAGIO» TV VITNKO®V TOVS, Ol 0TTO{0l ETLOIMKAV TN PNEN (e TO 0VWUOVIKO TTOAMTIKG KOJEGTHOS
kot tn de facto avefaptntostoinen tovs. O GovATdvos, ol ypopelokpdTtes Tns [TVAns kow ov OYwuavol
S810vOOVIEVOL ALVACTATNGOV TOL ALTLOL TTOV OSNYNGOV GTNV «OVTAOGIO» » TOV VTTNKO®V TOUS Kol N 0J0ULOVIKN
Stoiknon, ekTéS AITO TNV AUEGN KIVATOTIOINGN TV GTOATIOTIK®VY TNS SUVAUE®WV, ETTLGTOATEVGE SLAPO P
UWEGOL YLOL VOL ETTAVALPEPEL GTN «VOULLOTNTA» TOVUS €TTOVAGTATRUEVOVUS "EAANVES.

Tavtdxpova n EAAnvikn Egavdotoon astotélece tov ueitova dlavAo, péco oItd Tov 0Ttolo
ol vewTePlkes 18€es tns L'oAMkns Egtavdctacons kot tov Evpwitaikol Alo@oTiGRoU OITEKTNGOV
KAJ0PLGTIKA Gnpacio 6Gov a@opd Tn Stopdp@E®on TS 0YWILOVIKAS TTOALTIKAS GREWPNS Kol 1deoloyias.
Méaoa agtd Ta kaTacyedevTa yypoma TV eTTAVAGTATOV, ol Odnpavol KARINKAV vo 80GOUV ATTOVTAGELS
GTLS VEES JTTPOKANGELS TTOV €UETE N «OITOGTAGIA TOV WAAETIOV TOV PoUldvs.

"Eva a3td ToL CNTAROLTOL TTOV aTTaG OAnGoY Tnv odwpavikn dtolknon Atav kot n astnynoen tns EAAnNVIKns
Egtavdctaons gtov evpwitaikd TUo kot ol peydies Stacgtdcels wov €Aafe o PideAAnvicpds. H didykwon
TOV PUAEAANVIKOD TNTAULOTOS KOl Ol GUXVES €TTEUPRAGELS TOV SUTIKOV KOATOV ylo Tn dlevdétnon Tou
NTAROTOS LE PO PUN VTP ®TTLGTIKOVS AOYOUS, TTpokdAAecav Tnv ayavdktncon tTov Odwuavaov, ol omtoiol
ATTEQOLITTOV KADE avAUelEn TOV TTPEGPREVTMOV GTIS EGOTEPLKES VITOVEGELS TNS AVTOKPATOPIAS KOl TOUS
KOAOVGOV VO GTALATAGOUV VO TPEPOVV PEVOOUGINGELS GXETIKA (LE TNV LKOWVOTIOINGN TV EAANVIK®OV
OLTNUAT®V.

H mopovca avakoivwon @ulodoel vo (apToypo@ncel TiS 0OJwUOVIKES AVTLOPAGELS QITEVOVTL GTO
kivnpo tTov PrAeAAnvicpov. Ztdxos eivon va e€eTacToUVv To STV TTANPoEHENGnSs Twv OJwpaveov ya
TOVS edelovTés DrAEAANnvVeS, ot avTiAnyets tns ITVAns yio tovs Evpwrtaiovs edelovtés tou GuvéSpauov
TNV eEAANVIKA VTTOVEGN KO N ALTLOAOYNGN ALUTAS TNS GLUUTTEPLPOPAS. TENosS, Ja e€eTOGTOVV 0L GUVETTELES
JTOV TTPOKAAEGE TO Kivnuo ToU PLAeAANVIGLOV GTNY 0OV®UAVIKA TTOALTIKA GKEWPT OLVOLPOPLKA (LE TN X PNON
TNS 1GTOPLOS KAl TOV TTOMTIGULOV GTn Stedvi SLITAOUATIKA ap€val.

The outburst of the Greek Revolution constituted a major challenge for the Ottomans, since they had
to suppress a “millet-wide sedition” of their subjects, who were claiming independence. The Sultan, the
central state elite, and the intelligentsia tried to identify the reasons that triggered the “insurrection” of their
subjects. The Ottoman administration responded to this challenge with the mobilization of its military power
alongside several attempts to reincorporate the subjects back to the imperial order.
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Atthe same time, the Greek Revolution became the main channel of transmission, through which the main
ideas of the French Revolution and the Enlightenment entered the Ottoman mind and shaped decisively the
imperial political thought and ideology. Through the intercepted documents of the Greek rebels, the Ottoman
authorities tried to find the responses to the new challenges.

One of the major concerns of the Ottoman state elite was the repercussions of the Greek Revolution on
the European Press and the expansion of the philhellenic movement. The enlargement of the philhellenic
movement and the humanitarian interventions of the Europeans Powers in favor of the Greeks caused the
disapproval of the Ottoman statemen, who demanded from the ambassadors to refrain from such initiations.

This paper is an attempt to investigate the Ottoman perceptions of the philhellenic movement. We will
examine the Ottoman networks of information about the European volunteers who contributed to the
Greek cause, the perceptions of the Porte about the motives of these persons and the consequences of the
philhellenic movement in the Ottoman political thought in regard to the role of history and civilization in
modern politics.
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H cvintnon yio tnv EAAnvikn Estavdctoon ¢tn dnpuocia cpaipao /

The discussion on the Greek Revolution in the public sphere

ATT6 T QIAEAARVIKIL GTEATEVGN GTNV «£€080 TTP0S TNV Avatoldr»: H GalvGlyuovikii OTTTIKH yLo Tnv
avayevvnuévn EAAdSo (1825-1835) / From philhellenic partisanship to the “Exit to the East’: The Saint-
Simonian view of renascent Greece (1825-1835)

I'idvvns Kovugtovplrs, EAévn @ovpvopdkn, Anuntons Povpovlas, Mvot®w Aduitpov / loannis
Koubourlis, Eleni Fournaraki, Dimitris Foufoulas, Myrto Lamprou

Ov 18ées tov Avpl Zauv-Xipndév (1760-1825) agtotédecav tn fdon yio va cGuykpotnidel €va agtd to
GNUOVTIKOTEQO PEVUOTO GREWYNS TNS vewTeplkOTNTAS. ATTO TO 18235, 01 GOUVGLUOVIGTES €dwoav TLS
O1KES TOVUS OITAVTINGELS GTLS TTPOKANGELS ULAS OAOKANENS E€ITOXNAS TTOV GEEAYIGTNKE QIO TO TEAOS
tns HaAwépdwons kat tnv élevon tns lovAavias Movopyios. H kaAAl€pyelo TOU €TTLGTNUOVIKOV
TTVEVUOTOS, N GUAAOYLKN 0pyAvmen Tns PLOUNYOVIKAS TTAQOAYOYNS Kal, TEAOS, n diddocn uias veo-
XOLGTLOVIKAS NIKAS ATAV Ol TPELS KUPLOL AEOVES TTAV® GTOUS 0TTOL0VS KIVAINKAV Ol GOLVGLULOVLGTES YLOU
Vol TTPOTEIVOUV AVGELS GTA KOWWOVIKA (AVOA@APNTIGUOS, PTOXELL, AVIGOTNTES TTOVTOS £(80VS) KAl GTO
JToALTIRA (0pYAvmaen kol Asttovpyio Tov €9vovus-kpdTovs) TTpofAnuoto Tnhs eIroxns tous. ‘Eva amod to
CNTALOTO TTOV TTPOGEAKVGAV TO £VTOVO £VLAPEPOV TOVUS NTAV KO N «EAANVIKNA VITOTEGN ».

‘Otav 0 Xouv-Zipuédv srédarve, o Kiovtayns stoAtopkovce 1o MecoAdyyl. H EAAnvikn Emavdctocn
Boiokotav Ge pia TOAD kploiun kopn. H yoAAlkn kowvia yvoun kivntogtotndnke dueco, ctnpicovtas
TOVS XPLGTLAVOUS aTtOyovous TV apyoainv EAAnvev. IIpdcpates oAl kol TTAAOLOTEQES LEAETES £XOVV
avadeiel pe emdprela To POA0 TV ['dAAwV @iAeAAnvov 1660 kaTd Tn didpkela tns Ejtavdctoons
0G0 KOl KOTA Tn GUGTOGN TOU €AANVIKOU KEATOUS. Xe O,TL a@Oopd GTn QLAEAANVIKA GTAGN T®V
GOLVGLULOVLGT®V, TTOALA £lval TO EQOTAROTO TTOV TTAPALEVOUV WGTOGO avartdvtnta. [Ipocradadvtas va
ouupdaiovpe GTNV KAALYN OLVTOV TOV KEVOD, EKKLVOUUE ATTO Uio BOGIKA SLoIT{GTOON: N GUUTTOPAGTACN
TV GOLVGLLOVIGT®V TTPOS TOUS ETTOVAGTATNUEVOVS 'EAANVES eR@EAGTNKE TIOLKIAOTPOTI®WS, UE TNV
emiorkePn LePk®V €€ AVTWV 6TV EAAASO KOl TN GUUUETOYN TOVS GTOV AYwWVal, UE TO KAAEGULATA TOUS
YO OLKOVOULKA €ViGK LGN, TNV 0LpFOOYOOPIO TOVUS GTA «ETTLGNUA OQYAVO» TOU KIVALATOS, TOV GXOAMAGULO
KOAAAMTEXVIKOV €0YOV eUTTVEVGUEVOV aTtd To 1821, Tnv emikolvovio Tovs pe ‘EAAnves Adytovs, akdun
KO TNV ELITAOKNA TOUS GTNV 0QYAV®GN TOV VEOGUGTATOU EAANVIKOU KPATOVS.

Kevtpikn virédecn pas eivol mtws 6TO GOUVGLULOVIKS evdla@épov yio Thvy EAAGSO avTavakAdvToOL
OPLGUEVES ATTO TIS CUUMGELS TTOV OSAYNGOV GTNV OITOKPUGTAAA®GN TNS 18E0AOYIKAS TOWUTOTNTOS TOU
eV AOYy® KLVAROTOS. Xe VTO TO TTAALGLO, N AvaKkoIvwGen pas do eGTIAGEL ALPYLKA TO eVOLALPEQOV TNS GTO
onpelo GUYKALGNS /KO ATTOKALGNS TOV GOLVGLILOVIGTOV ULE TOUS PLAEAEVTEPOVS KO TOVS GUVTNENTIKOVS
PUAEAANVES. XTOYO0S LOS €V TTPOKELUEV® elvar va avadelfovue Ta gTolxela TTOV GUVIETOVV TNV TAVTOHTNTO
TV NeoeAAvov GUULE®VO LE TNV AVTIANYN TOV GOLVGLLOVIGTOV. H elstlokn KAITTOL®V agtd avTtoUs
GTN GUYKPOTNGN TOV AANVIKOV KPATOUS LOS ETLTOETIEL VOL AWVIXVEVGOVUE, GE €va HeVTEPO €TTLTTEDO, TA
KIvnTEAd TOUS, TIS TTP0GdoKies TOUS kKAl TS evdeyoueves SrapeVcels Tovs. Egtions, eved astd tnv apyn tns
deroetios Tov 1830 ot e€eliels otn 'aAdio kKo GTOV eVPVTEPO X WEO TnS AvatoAns (Alyepia, Alyvrtto
kol OYouavikin AVTOKEPOATOPEI0) GUVERBAAQY OITOPAGLGTIKA (OGTE Ol 18EES TWV GOLVGLILOVIGTOV YLO. TNV
EALGSO va evTaydoUv opodd 6Tnv evpUTEPN TTPOPANUATIKA TOUS Yla TIS GX€Gels AVons- AvaToAns, €va
Tnua Tov dev €xel eTaPRS diepevvniel elval To akdAovdo: katd TtoGov ‘EAAnves Adylotl mov eiyxav
18€€S GUYYEVELS TTPOS TLS GOLVGLILOVIKES AGKNGAV TTLOPAGELS GTOUS I'AALOVUS GALVGLLOVIGTES TT0V npdav
otnv EAAGS, TTpos tny kateVduven evdeyxduevns avade®pnons Tns avtiAnyns Towv TeAeVTolwV yio ToOV
KOGUO TnS AvaTtoAns kol Tovs ‘EAAnves eldikotepa.

Henri Saint-Simon’s (1760-1825) ideas laid the foundations of one of the most significant currents of
modern social thinking. Since 1825, the Saint-Simonians provided their own responses to the challenges of
an entire era —an era sealed by the end of the Restoration and the rise of the July Monarchy. The cultivation
of the scientific spirit, the collective organization of industrial production and, last but not least, the
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dissemination of a system of neo-Christian ethics were the three main pillars on which the Saint-Simonians
proposed solutions to the social (illiteracy, poverty, inequality of any kind) and the political (organization
of the modern nation-state) problems of their time. One of the issues that attracted their strong interest was
the “Greek case”.

At the time Saint-Simon died, Missolonghi was surrounded by Mehmed Pasha’s (Kutahi) forces. The
Greek Revolution was at a critical point. French public opinion was already mobilized in support of the
Christian descendants of the ancient Greeks. Recent and earlier studies have adequately highlighted the role
of the French philhellenes during the Greek Revolution and the formation of the Greek state. Nevertheless,
many questions remain unanswered concerning the philhellenic stance of the Saint-Simonians. Our objective
is to try to fill this gap. The starting point of the paper lies on the observation that the Saint-Simonians
supported rebellious Greeks in various ways: Some of them visited Greece and participated in the Greek
War of Independence; many made appeals for financial support to the Greek cause or wrote articles in the
“official” Saint-Simonian newspapers and magazines and also commentaries on artworks inspired by 1821;
others contacted Greek scholars or even had a personal involvement in the organization of the new-born
Greek state.

Our central assumption is that Saint-Simonians’ interest in Greece reflects some of the fermentations that
led to the crystallization of the ideological identity of this movement of thought. To highlight the perception
of the Saint-Simonians regarding the formation of the identity of modern Greeks, the paper is initially
focused on the points of convergence/divergence between the Saint-Simonians and other philhellenes
either of a liberal or a conservative ideological origin. The analysis proceeds by examining the motives, the
expectations, and, perhaps, the denials of those Saint-Simonians that were involved in the organization of
the Greek State. Not surprisingly, socio-political developments that took place in France and the wider region
of the East (i.e. Algeria, Egypt, and the Ottoman Empire) during the early 1830s decisively contributed to
the smooth incorporation of the Greek issue into Saint-Simonians’ general perceptual context regarding the
East-West relations. Still, we need to understand whether French Saint-Simonians received some feedback
from their Greek colleagues. To put it differently, did French Saint-Simonians revise their views about
Greece, or more generally about the East-West relations, after they encountered Greek Scholars? Hopefully,
our paper sheds some light on this last issue.

H EAAnvikni Emtavdotocn 6tov PoeTaviko TUso: Eibnceoypapia, ileddnvicuds, stolitikni / The Greek
War of Independence in the British press: news reports, philhellenism, politics
EAévn Ayyedoudtn-Toovykopdkn/ Eleni Angelomatis-Tsougarakis

Ba egtiyerpndel va JTTOPOVGLAGTOVV OPLGUEVO X OPOKTNELGTIKA TOV BEETAVIKOV TUITOV TTOV GYETICOVTOL
ue Tov TpoTo ToLpovaciacns tns EAAnviknins Emavdctacns kot Tis Y€cels Tov Adupave oS TT0S LUTAV.

Oa efeToGTOVV LWOVO Ol TTAEOV OVTLITPOGWOITEVTIKES TTEPLITTMOGELS TNS GTAGNS TOU NUEPNGLOV KO
efSopadiaiov TOITOV, TEPLAAUPBAVOULEVOV KO KPOV LEPOUS TOV eTapylakoV. Emtions, do cuintndovv
GUYKEKQLUEVOL OVTLITPOGMITEVTIKA IJTEPLOSIKA KOl @UAAASLOL TToU acyoAndnkov pe tnv  EAAnvikn
Emavdctaon.

Ba avaE£pouv ol TNYES TTANPOEOPNGNS TOVU PEETAVIKOV TUTTOV, TTOV G€ KAITolo Badud kaddpiov
Tnv akpifeio kot Tov 181oiTePO X OPAKTAPO TOV EL8NGE®V TTOV dnpoctevovtav. O TUTos 6e ueydlo adud
AVOITOENY0YE SNELOGLEVGELS L AVAONUOGLEVGELS EPNUEPTIS WV AAA®V EVPMTTOIK®OV Y wE®V, Adppove OLws
JTANPOo@opies kol astd Tnyés evtos tns Odwpavikns Avtokpatopias, tns emavactatnuévns EAAGSAs,
Tov loviov Kpdtovus, Kodds kol agtd €TOVUUES, PEVIDOVUUES KOl AVOVUUES ETILGTOAES. AS onuetwdel
OTL ndeAnuévn n adéintn Jopartinpo@dépncn, ev NTav AyvwaoTtn. XTo JtepleXOUEVO TV el0NGemV Ja
yiver povo SelyLOTOANTTTIKA ava@opd, ue éu@ocn Kupiws e déuata JTouv TUoLvav TTLo S1e€OOIKNS
JTOLPOVGIOGNS ATTO TOV TVUITO KOl GTOL GTOLYeloL ekelval TTOV (OIS ETTLTPETTOVV VoL avTiAngdovue kKaAVTEQO
TOV TPOTTO KOl T LEGA Ue To oTrola e€aTtAwdnke o @iAeAAnvicuos otn Bpetavia.

H eidnceoypapio ko apdpoypapio cyeTticovtov AUeEGO e TO ELITOPIKA KOl TTOALTIKE GUULEEQOVTO
Tns Bpetavios kol Tnv TTOMTIKN T®V KUBEPVAGEDV TNS TTPOS TOUS EULITOAELOUS, AAAA G TIOLE ETTIONS KO
670 pOA0 Tns Pwaias gta yeyovota. Ta évtuita ato kelpevd Tovs GBS akoAoVIOVGAV TIS FEGELS TV
JTOMTIKWV TTOPATALEWY GTLS 0TTOLES TTPOGEKELVTO, N TIS 0TTOLES EKTTPOGMTTOVGAY, LOAOVOTL Ol TTOALTIKOL
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cguvndws dev ndelav va GuvdEovTtal pavepd Ue TS e@nuepides, GTIS 0ITTOlES TOTE KAVOVIKA OITAYOOEVOTOV
va dnpoaclevouv Tis guintncels 6to KowvofouvAto.

O toMTIkES avtidécels evtds tns Bpetavias 6€uvav kol TiS HeTOEV TV (Slwv TOV evTUTTOV
avTistapadécels oxeTikd pe tnv EAAnvikA Emoavdctacn oAAd Kol TNV €@OOULOTOUEVN TTOALTIKA
Tns ovdetepdtntas Twv Apuoctdv touv loviov Kpdtous. Ov avtidécels auTés ekdnAovovtov ue
aAAndoektoevoueves kATNyopies kol GYOALA. AVTA evtelvovtov 6GO €TEKTELVOTAV O PLAEAANVIGUOS
Ge evpUTePES ouddes TAnduceuov. To kivnpa Tov ELAEAANVIGULOV ekTTPOG®TIEITO GORAPA Ge Lepida Tov
TUTTOV, OULMS AVTLLETMTTLLE TTOUPAAANAQ KO ALOKETES £TTIKPIGELS. Ol PLAEAANVIKES DEGELS Ge peydalo Badud
JpofdAdlovTay aitd tnv kodnuepwvin epnuepida Morning Chronicle, tnv efdopadiaio The Examiner
KOl TOL KUKAO@OPOUVTA @UAAASLIO (pamphlets), aAld kol To TTARY0S Twv BLpAMwV TTOV ApopovGay TNV
EAAnvikn Emtavdctoon kot Tis BLBAOKELGIES TOVUS TTOU SNUOGLEVOVTAV GE EYKPLTA TTEPLOSLKA.

This paper attempts to introduce some of the characteristics of the manner in which the British Press
presented the Greek War of Independence, along with the positions it adopted regarding it.

Here only representative examples of the attitudes of the daily and weekly press, along with a small
portion of the local press, will be examined. Journals and pamphlets that dealt with the Greek War of
Independence will be discussed.

Reference is made to the sources of information of the British Press, which, to a certain degree, in
themselves determined the accuracy and the character of their news reports. The British newspapers often
reproduced reports from other European newspapers, but also received information from sources within the
Ottoman Empire, revolutionary Greece, and the Ionian State, as well as from various signed, pseudonymous,
or anonymous letters. It should be noted that occasional misinformation and disinformation were not
unknown. Reference is made only to representative samples of the news, with emphasis mainly on those
subjects which were presented in the Press in greater detail, and those elements that allow us to better
comprehend the way in which philhellenism spread in Britain.

News reporting and article-writing were directly related to British interests and the British governments’
policies in regard to the warring sides, and the role of Russia in their conflict. The publications usually
reflected the position of the political parties to which they each belonged, or which they represented, even
though politicians themselves did not usually wish to be seen openly associated with the newspapers, which
were at the time forbidden to publish parliamentary discussions.

Political conflicts within Britain served to inflame the debate between the newspapers themselves on the
subjects of the Greek War of Independence but also the policy of neutrality followed by the Commissioners
of the Ionian State. These debates usually took the form of the exchange of accusations and comments.
They became ever more intense, as the philhellenic movement spread through broader sections of society.
The philhellenic movement was represented seriously in the Press, but also faced criticism. Philhellenic
positions were promoted mainly by the daily newspaper "Morning Chronicle", the weekly "The Examiner",
and various pamphlets, but also a large number of books on the Greek Revolution and their respective
reviews published in respected journals.

O pdAos kat n enuacio Tov eileAddlnvikov Adyov ctov TUTTo Tns EAAnvikiis Estavdetacns/ The philhellenic
discourse in the press of the Greek Revolution: its political role and ideological importance
Bixv Kapo@ovlidov/ Vicky Karafoulidou

O1 LeAeTNTES TOV EVVIKIGTIKOU POLVOUEVOV €XOVV SLEPEVVNGEL GUGTNUATIKA TOV POAO TNS d1avOncns Kot
TOV TUTTOV TN Stddoon kol gTnv edpainon tns edvikns tdeoloyias. H AoytocUvn dpws st0U dradpapaticer
KAD0PLGTIKG POAO e TNV TTEVO TNS GTNV TTPOOY®YN T®WV VEMTEPIK®V JTTOMTIKOV OAVTIALPEwV Sev elval
QITOKAELGTIKA N EAMANVO@®VN AoylocUvn. £Tis epnuepides tns EAAnvikns Estavdctaons onpoaviikin déon
KOTEXOVV OLLOTTPOGEKTES TTAPEUPAGELS PIAEAANIV®OV GTOYAGTOV KOl 0LpFOOYOAP®V TTPOS VITOGTAELEN
TOV eAANVIKOV aTteAeVIEQOTIKOV EYXELPNUATOS. XVXVA TTEOKELTOL VIO GUVTOUO EVRUEQWTIKA JeATiol
N ULETAPEAGELS AITTOGTIOGUAT®V TNS TPEXOVGAS PLAEAANVIKNAS TTOPOYWYNS, OAAL KOl V0L ELWPUYOTIKES
ETTLGTOAES N EKTETAUEVES TTPOAYUATELES U GUUPOVAEVTIKS XOLPAKTAPO, TTOLKIAC SnAASN Kelpeva AALOTE
UWKOEOTEPOV Kol AAAOTE UeYOAVTEQOV Pey€dous, TTOV VTTOGTNEICOVV KOl VITNEETOVV €V TEAEL €vav
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uettovos onpocios GToYo: TnV e5palMGN TNS VEMTEPIKAS eJVIKAS LEEAS KOl TRV KATIGK UGN LIS GTASLOKA
AVOSVOUEVINS «ETVIKNS KOLVAS YVWOUNS», EVOS «EJVIKOV OVOYVOGTIKOU KOLVOU».

AT6 avtd To JTPloUO, N TTALPOVGA avoKkoivwon SOKIUAIEL Vo dlepeVVNGEL 0PLGUEVES KOIGLUES
JTTUYES AVTOV TOV OWVOLKTOU dltaddyov mov Sre€dyetar petaly EAAMAvev kol Evpwtoiov. Ilod elval
n emavoctatnuévn EAAASO Tov guidevovy agtd kolvoy 'EAAnves kou P1AéAAnves; ITotol wpovoulakol
18eoAoyikoi TOTTOL TN GUVIETOVV; [IMS GLUVEVALOVTOL Ol AVOLPOPES GTNV APXALOTNTA KL TN X OLGTLOVIKNA
donokeia, pe TTOLOUS OpOUS voulpoTtoleital To edvikd kivnpo twv EAANvVov; TIoio 1kOVOTTOINTIKA
GUVEKTIKN LGTOPLKN «£TVIKN» OLPyncn SoKILAgeL va GUVOEGEL TO TTAPeAMTOV TNS OV UOAVIKNAS KATAKTNGNS
we To aoTadEs ko apEfatlo emtovacsTaTiko TTOp6V; I1os afloTtoleital TOAMTIKA 0 @LAEAANVIKOS AOY0S 0Itd
TNV eyX0EL0 TTVEVUATIKN eMT Ttporeluévoy va emitevydel e guvinkes eumoleuns kpions n —-8t6Aov
QUTOVONTN- «€OVIKA EVOTNTO» KOl VO KOTOGTEL EQPLKTA N LETAPAGN ATTO TOUS TTOLPASOGLOAKOVS KMDOLKES
GKEWYNS GE (Lol GUYX POV TTOALTIKN Guveldnaon;

Mo tétora TTPOoGEyyon, Kivovuevn GTo gvpUTepo Tedlo Tns totoplos Twv 18ewv, emduuel va
GUUBAAEL GTNV TTEPALTEP® KOATAVONGN TOV €JVIKIGTIKOU QPOLVOUEVOV, OITTOTLLOVTAS TO 151K6 A0S TnS
EVPWITALKNAS OITTIKAS AITEVAVTL 6TV «EAAASA» KOl TOUS « EAANveES» evtos plas e€olpeTikd cUvdeTns
Sradikacios kKOJOMKOU TTOALTIKOV, TTOALTIGUIKOU KOl KOLV®VIKOU LETAGYNUOATIGILOV, TTOV TNV dekaeTio
Tov 1820 Bploketat ev wAnpet eCeAiel.

Recent bibliography on nationalism has underlined the crucial role the intellectuals and Press play in forming
national identity. This is certainly the case of the newspapers that come out during the years of the Greek
Revolution. In these papers, Greek speaking scholars undertake to write political articles and theoretical
treatises, but they are not the only ones. Philhellenes do so, as well. Smaller or bigger philhellenic texts are
translated and published in the Greek Press of the period, consulting the revolutionaries and proposing
various solutions on political, social and ethical matters that arise under war circumstances. At the same
time, this philhellenic literature offers its readers a much more important service: it forms, along with Greek
intelligentsia, the Greek national idea, it forges “national” unity and “national” public opinion, it defines the
“national” past and plans the “national” future to come.

In this historical context, the questions asked by the Europeans writers of the time, together with the
answers given, can be of great interest: Who are the “Greeks”, which is their “country”, who is their enemy,
what is their “history”, and what is their “mission” to be fulfilled? What are the ties connecting them with
Europe, and what is their relationship towards classical antiquity? And their Christian religion, how could
it be understood in relation to their nationalistic movement?

Raising such issues from the viewpoint of the history of ideas, the present paper wishes to contribute to
the further understanding of the nationalistic phenomenon: by investigating the philhellenic discourse, it
attempts to assess its crucial significance in the making of the Greek nation within an extremely complex
framework of political, cultural and social transformation, which seems to be in full swing during the
1820s.

H @ileddnvikri 1ctoploypa@io yia tnv EAAnwvikni Emavdctoon (1821-1830) / The Philhellenic
historiography of the Greek War of Independence (1821-1830)
Alde&dvopa Xpoivn/ Alexandra Sfoini

Ba e€eTtogPoVV o1 aTtéTTELPES TV PLAEAAN VWOV VoL GUYYpdouv Tnv 1eTopia tns EAAnvikiAs Estavdctoons
(kvplws tov Claude-Dénis Raffenel), aALd kol QAL LGTOPLKA KEILEVO YOOUUEVO GTO YOAAKA, OyyALKA
KoL yepuavikd artd PAgdinves koatd tn Stdpkela tov Ayova (E. Blaquiere, M. Raybaud, W. M. Leake,
E. Miinch, A. Carrel, W. de Liidemann, J. Curtius, J. Emerson, k.4.), n TustoAoyio kot ot tnyés tovs. ‘OAa
aVTA To Kelgeva evELOMPEPOVV YLl TN UOTIA TV EEVvav Ge gyéon ue Tnv eAAnvikn itetopio (apxoia,
Butavtivn kot vedtepn), Tnv EAAnvikn Emtavdctoon, atny omtoio KAITOL0L aItd 0LVTOVS GUUUETELY OV, KOl
TN GTAGN TOVUS ATTEVOVTL GE QUTN. ATTO TNV AAAN TTAEVEE AVOITANPWVOUV TO KEVO ULAS OAOKANQWUEVNS
KOl ETILGTNULOVIKOTEQNS LGTOPLOYpAplas Tns Emavdctacns uéxpt tTnv ep@dvicon tns tgtopias tov Thomas
Gordon (1832) kot Tov George Finlay (1861), ol otoles LETAPOEAGTNKAV KOl GTO EAANVIKA.
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Examined in this paper are the attempts by the Philhellenes to write the history of the Greek War of
Independence (mainly Claude-Dénis Raffenel), as well as other historical texts written in French, English
and German by Philhellenes during the Struggle (E. Blaquiere, M. Raybaud, W. M. Leake, E. Munch, A.
Carrel, W.de Ludemann, J. Curtius, J. Emerson, et al.), their typology and their sources. These texts offer a
depiction of the views of foreigners in relation to Greek history (ancient, byzantine and modern), the Greek
War of Independence, in which some of them participated, and their attitude towards it. On the other hand,
they fill the gap of a complete and more scientific historiography of the Greek War of Independence until the
appearance of the history of Thomas Gordon (1832) and George Finlay (1861), which were also translated
into Greek.
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