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MARIA EFTHYMIOU / ATHENS

Testing Human Feelings and Reactions
in a Conflict: The Case of the Greek Revolution
of 1821

During the first year of the Greek Revolution, the city of Patras in the Pelo-
ponnese, Southern Greece, was besieged by Greek forces. The bombardment
had transformed this important city of the Morea into a living hell, but the
battle also bore witness to a strange event: the leader of the Greek regiment,
Plapoutas, mounted and at risk to his own life, strove in vain to save the life
of one of the enemies besieged within a house on the verge of collapse. The
reason? Among those in danger was a certain Toufeximbasi, a Turk renowned
for his beauty. “It was here that Toufeximbasi was killed, the most beautiful,
| believe, of all the men nature has ever created... . If | knew how to paint,
I would very much like to have painted this Turk” says the Greek fighter
Fotakos, mourning him years later in his memoirs.t

Mourning for a fallen adversary was not so rare during this lengthy strug-
gle. When Kioutahi Pasha received news in 1826 of the death of Georgios
Karaiskakis, his brave and fierce adversary from Central Greece, he refused
to provide a gift to the messenger who had brought him “the good news,”
and he retired to pay his respects to one of the bravest men to have taken
part in the conflict.2 According to the Greek fighter Nikolaos Kassomoulis,
Kioutahis’s Albanian soldiers shared his sentiments, and on hearing the
news shouted to the Greeks: “Hey you men, Karaiskakis... is dead! You

1 “Exel gokotdfn o Tovgpelnumaong, o gupopeotepog GvOponog, motedm, op’ 6oovg
éxapev M eVoic... Tov Todpkov owtdv, tov omoiov av f&evpa {oypapikiv N0la Tov
Loypapnoet.”, Patioz XPYSANOONOYAOE 1| DQTAKOE, Awouvhuoveduota wepl e EAAnvi-
k¢ Emavootaoews [FoTios CHRYSANTHOPOULOS OF FoTakos, Memoirs concerning the
Greek Revolution], Athens 1899, vol. I, pp. 304, 305.

2 Nikoaaoxr Kasomovaus, EvOuuijuotoa otpaniotikd s Emavactdcems twv EAjvov
1821-1833 [NikoLaos Kassomoutis, War memoirs from the Greek Revolution], Athens
1939-1942, vol. I1, p. 512.
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should wear black, all of you, for you will never find another like him”.2
And it was with the same degree of respect that Ibrahim Pasha of Egypt
bade farewell in 1825 to the body of Papaflessas, his adversary who had
fallen at the battle of Maniaki, in the Peloponnese.*

For their part, when they came to write their memoirs, Greek fighters
were generous in paying their brave and decent adversaries the respect they
deserved. Fotakos, for example, with reference to Deli Ahmed, a senior
commander in the army of Ibrahim Pasha of Egypt, has no compunctions
about calmly and impartially listing his victories against the Greeks, adding
with admiration that Deli Ahmed was “a brave man, an excellent strategist,
born to win great victories”.® In a similar vein, Greek fighters very often
write with admiration and compassion of the exceptional martial or human
qualities their enemies displayed in the face of adversity. Describing Turkish
resistance in Messolonghi in 1825, Nikolaos Kassomoulis writes: “...1 can-
not fail to mention the bravery of the Turks ... they have suffered all these
difficulties with sang-froid and impressive tenacity...”®, while in his memoirs,
General loannis Makriyannis often refers to the bravery of the two adversaries
laconically and without discrimination: ... Turks and Greeks fought like the
lions...”, “...we were fighting like men and the Turks bravely...”.” And when,

w

Ibidem, p. 515: “Qpé, o Kapaiokdrng... anédave! OAot va Bdrete Té povpa, 10Tt GALov
(wcdv avtdv) dev kapvete!...”

Fotakos, op. cit., vol. Il, pp. 89, 90. For similar expressions of respect on the part of the
Turks for their Greek adversaries, see also N. KassomouLis, op. cit., vol. Il, pp. 223, 224;
Fotakos, op. cit., vol. Il, pp. 465-468, etc.

Fotakos, op. cit., vol. I, pp. 472, 473: “...0 Aeh} — Ayuét maGd... oavip YEVVOI0G, OTPO-
TNYNHOTIKOG Kot YEVVNUEVOG S8 Vo Kaun peyolo Toiepikd kotopOodpata...”. In many
other cases Fotakos refers with respect to the Turks; see, for example, vol. I, p. 183, 294,
385, vol. Il, pp. 459 etc.

N. KassomouLls, op. cit., vol. I, p. 116: “dev dOvapat vo amocltonion Kot TV avopeioy
TOUTOV TOV TOVPK®V... TAG KOKOTOOELOG... OAAG TAC VITOPEPVAV YMPIG OyoVAKTNGLY KoL
pe peydinv emyovny...”. Kassomoulis often speaks with respect and admiration for his
adversary; see for example, vol. Il, pp. 123, 124.

YTPATHTOY MAKPYTIANNH, Amopviuovetpota [GENERAL MAKRIYANNIS, Memoirs], Bayron
Publications, Athens, pp. 109, 149: “ Tovpkot kot EAAnvec moréuncav v Movtdpio...”,
“...xou emolepovoape Kt gueig avrpikelo kot ot Todpkot yevvaio...”. See also similar
expressions on pp. 158, 276, 287, 308 etc. of the same. The memoirs of General I.
Makriyannis have also been translated and published in English and in German; see
Makriyannis, The Memoirs of General Makriyannis. (edited and translated by H.A. Lid-
derdale), Oxford University Press, London 1966 and ,,Wir, nicht ich. Memoiren General
Jannis Makryjannis”(1797-1864)“ (translated by Lorenz Gyomorey), Papasissis — Ath-
ens 1987. The most recent book on Makriyannis, his ideology and activities, is by I'iopros
TaNNoyaonioyaos, dwafidloviac tov Makxpoyiavvy [Glorcos GlanNouLorouLos, Reading
Makriyannis], Polis Publications, Athens 2004.
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years after the event, Fotakos describes the Greeks’ great victory of 1822 over
the army of Dramali, Pasha of Larissa, he adds, humbly and thoughtfully with
similarly crushing defeats suffered by the Greeks in subsequent years in mind:
“We, too, had to suffer every misfortune they suffered, in order to stop writing
so frivolously and with such vapid arrogance, that only we, the Greeks, had
performed great feats and exploits in war...”s,

If affording respect to a fallen adversary can be explained with reference
to the standard military code of ethics, the efforts of Greeks and Turks alike
to save friends or acquaintances even in the midst of great danger must
surely be explainable in terms of their common past. Thus it was that An-
agnostis Anagnostopoulos, a notable from Achladokambos, a town in the
Peloponnese, saved the lives of two Turkish friends of his by hiding them
in his home throughout the long war®; Kanellos Deliyannis and Dimitrios
Papatsonis, Greek notables from the Peloponnese, tried during the siege and
capture of Tripolis by Greek forces in 1821 to help and save the families of
some of their eminent Turkish friends, who had in the past rescued members
of their own families in difficult situations'®; Andreas Londos, another em-
inent Greek notable from the Peloponnese, lost no time in establishing an
escape route for the Turkish inhabitants of his region at the beginning of the
Revolution!!; Andreas Miaoulis, the legendary Hydriot chief of the Greek
Fleet, rushed to Nafplion in the Peloponnese during the capture of the city
by Greek forces in 1822 to save the life of Mehmed of Sherif, an eminent
Turk who had helped many of Miaoulis’ compatriots in difficult circum-
stances in the past?; Theodore Kolokotronis, the most important of the

& Fotakos, op. cit., vol. I, p. 389: “Enpene va vropépmpey kot npeic olo té atvyfipoto
0G0 ovtol émabov, 314 vo UV YpaemUey e TOANY aKPLeioy Kol ayEp@yov GovIacioy,
ott pdvov nueic ot EAAnveg exapopev katopfdpoto Kot ovopoyobnpato £1g Tovg moAé-
povg...”.

Ibidem, p. 135.

[aNATIOTHE [TATIATEONHE, ATOUVHIOVEDUATO, 070 TV Xpovewy TS Tovprokpatioc uéypt e
Pooiigiac Tewpyiov A" [PANAGIOTIS PAPATSONIS, Memoirs from the years of Ottoman Rule
until the reign of George | ],. Athens 1960, p. 67. KANEAAOE AEAHTIANNHE, Amopviioves-
uoza [KANELLOS DELIYANNIS, Memoirs], in EMMANOYHA TTPQTOwAATHS (emi.), Amouviuo-
vebporzo aywvietdy tod "21 [EMmanoulL ProTopsALTIs (ED.), Memoirs of Fighters of 21,
vol. XVI, XVII, XVIII]. Vivliothiki Publications, Athens 1957, vol. I, pp. 274, 277, 278.
Fotakos in his work (op. cit., vol. I, p. 251) informs us that there were other Greeks, too,
who saved Turks they knew from before the war. So does Nikolaos Spiliadis in his Mem-
0irs [NikoaAox XnHAIAAHE, Amouviuoveduota |, Athens 1851, 1852, 1857, vol. I, p. 243.
1 Fotakos, op. cit., vol. I, p. 108.

2 ANTONIOE. MiAOYAHE, Xovorniki lotopia twv vrép e elevlspiog e avayevvnOsiong

EALédog yevouévawv vavuoyicrv [ANToNios MiaouLs, A brief history of the naval battles for

the liberation of Greece], in Emm. ProTopsALTIS (ED.), Op. Cit., vol.VIII, p. 146, fn. 16.
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Greek army commanders, displayed a constant and special concern for the
Muslim-Albanian inhabitants and warriors of the Lala area in the Pelopon-
nese, thanks to the many years of friendship between his kin and the Ali-
Farmaki family, notables from the Lala region, and to their pre-Revolution-
ary alliance.®®* And it was these long-standing friendships that prompted
many fleeing Turks to leave their most valuable movable possessions in the
houses of their Christian friends at the beginning of the Revolution.*

On the Turkish side, too, such humanitarian acts were not rare. In 1821,
after the quelling of the Greek uprising in the city of Naoussa in Greek
Macedonia, the father of the Greek fighter Kassomoulis was saved by an
old and eminent Turkish friend of his, who “...maintained the friendship ...
and took care of him as though he were his brother...”.’> In 1825, the
Sehnedjip family did the same for Michail Staikopoulos, thus repaying the
Staikopoulos family for what they had done for them during the capture of
Tripolis, the capital of the Peloponnese, by Greek forces in 1821.2% And in
Constantinople and other cities, where the large-scale massacre of Greeks
took place in 1821 when news broke of a Greek Revolution, Turks hid Greek
priests and friends of theirs in expectation of the violence abating.'’

For some, these bonds were to lead to them fighting for their ostensible
enemies: Moustafa, a close Turkish friend of Odysseas Androutsos, one of

¥ The sentiments shared by Kolokotronis and the Albanian Muslims from the Lala district

of the Peloponnese were well known and respected during the Revolution. Kolokotronis
himself often refers to the fact in his Memoirs, as does Fotakos, his co-fighter and sec-
retary, see ®roanpor KOAOKOTPONHE, Amouvnuovevuata [THEODOROS KOLOKOTRONIS,
Memoirs ], Drakopoulos Publications, Athens, pp. 58, 59, 60, and Fotakos, op. cit.,
vol. I, pp. 296, 297. The important Greek Deliyannis family had also been acquainted
with the Ali Farmakis family before the Revolution, (Kanellos Deliyannis, op. cit., vol.
I, pp. 52 - 55).
4 GeoreE FinLAY, History of the Greek Revolution and of the Reign of King Otto, Zeno
Publishers, London 1971, p. 150.
%5 N. KassomouLls, op. cit., vol. I, p. 265: “o matip pHov... todepdv avdpeing, epdvevoe 18
exOpovg kot EhaPev tpetg mAnydg. Emetta and piov towdny ndiny, yvopiodeic pe Ka-
nolov Meypétr Maénv AfoAny, mokodv @ikov tov, mapedddn g v tywiv tov. O
Mréng epvracev v @iMav... Kot Aafdv ovtdv 1oV enepurodn og adehpov...”
Fotakos, op. cit., vol. II, pp. 92, 93: “tov dg gipnuévov Mo Xtaikdémovdov giyov
ayporotiost ot Zeyvetlimaiot Tovpkot, ot omoiot eyvopilov avtdv molatdtepo amd v
Tpmoltodv, n de 0KOYEVELN TOV ZTATKOTOVA®V glye mepuombel TV oKoyEveLo TV
ZeyverQimoiov, aryyporlmticbeicav vd Tov Kolokotpmdvn Kotd v GAwoty TG TOAEWG.
"Eveka, Aoumdv, avtig TG EVEPYESILOG OTEPAGIGUV VO, TOV GOGOLV Kal, POV TOL 5OV
popépoato Tovpkikd kot evovOn Kot ev GAoyov Kodov, tov £dei&ov Tobev va eoyn...”
7 G. FinLAY, op. cit., p. 189.
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The Case of the Greek Revolution of 1821 199

the leaders of the Greek Revolution in Central Greece, stood by his friend
and fought at his side against his own people until the end.*®* Another Mus-
lim Albanian stayed to fight devotedly at the side of Plapoutas, a Greek war
leader in the Peloponnese.l® And at the battle of Komboti, Peloponnese, in
1821, contemporary Greek texts refer to eight Turks who fought on the
Greek side.°

Similarly, hundreds of Greeks continued to fight on the Turkish side for
a variety of reasons and motives.? Thus it was that Kostas Poulis, a Greek,
fought against his compatriots in Kalarrytes, Epirus, in 18212, and a number
of Greeks who had been hired by Ibrahim Pasha, fought on the opposing
side of their Greek relatives in 1825. Fotakos refers to these fighters as the
“Turko-mixed” (‘“tovpkavikator”)?,

This situation led to problems on the battlefield. Kanellos Deliyiannis, a
notable from Arcadia in the Central Peloponnese and one of the leaders of
the Revolution, writes in his memoirs: “At Peta the two armies were so
mixed that nobody knew who was on the Greek side and who was with the
Turks, because we were all dressed the same... ”.?* And Babis Anninos, the
Greek historian born three decades after the beginning of the War of Inde-
pendence, writes thus of the Turks who fought on the Greek side: *...Those
are the ones we know about, because there could possibly be more, due to
the degree to which Greeks and Ottomans were mixed at the time. Older
people insist that a very old and highly-decorated fighter who only died very
recently was actually a Turk, who had converted to Christianity after the
War... 7%

8 Mrnamnus ANNINOE, H aroloyio tov Odvacéws Avdpoitoov [Basis ANNINos, The apology
of Odysseas Androutsos ], Galaxias Publications, Athens 1969, pp. 52, 53.

9 19 Fotakos, op. cit., vol. I, p. 301.

2 GENERAL MAKRIYANNIS, op. Cit., p. 109: “Kou ekel, nv 66om exeivn v Bactodoe o I'dyoc,
0 Toktog... ko Nrav ko oyxtd Tovpkot pe tovg "EAnvec...”.

2 N. KassomouLis, op. cit., vol. 11, p. 252.

22 GENERAL MAKRIYANNIS, op. cit., pp. 110, 111: “Eig ta téAn tov Tovviov [1821]... moht-
opknoav tov Kooto ITovAn g to Movaotpt tov KoakappOtmv, omov fTav pe toug
Tobvpkove...”. In 1826, Tatsis Magginas, a Greek fighting on the side of the Turks, sur-
rendered to the Greeks, see ApTEmios Mixos, Amouvnpovedpora [ArRTEMIOS MiHos, Me-
moirs], in Emm. ProTopsALTIs (ed), op. cit., vol.V, p. 46 fn. o.

Fotakos, op. cit., vol. Il, pp. 49-51.

K. DELIYANNIS, op. cit., vol. II, p. 41: “...kou meplemAé&yOnuev ta dVo oTpoTELHATA £1G
Toovtov Pabudv, dote dev edtekpivero mhéov moiog Ntov ‘EAAnv kar molog Tovpkog,
Kka0oTL glyopev To avTA gvovpLaTAL...”

B. ANNINOS, op. cit., p. 53: “...kot Aéy® yvooroi, dtott dev givar anibavov va vapéav
kot GAlor toom Mo tote 1 petaé&d Obopavav ki EXinvov eryuéio. Méypis eoydrtav €n
VIEPYNPAG TIS OYOVIGTHG, PEPMV KoL TO HETAAAOV TOV OYMVOS, OGTIG, G JlETEIVOVTO

2

@
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200 Maria Efthymiou

These stories illustrate an important feature of this war: that it was not
fought between armies that were foreign and alien to one another, and that
personal feelings were involved. To some extent, the war was fought be-
tween common people who had lived an everyday life on the Greek penin-
sula for many years, and — as is normal in every society — who loved, hated,
detested or admired one another, different religious beliefs notwithstand-
ing.2® This was a prominent feature of even the most violent situations, and
led to a number of dramatic incidents and stories:

In 1825, during a lull in a battle in the Peloponnese, a Turk asked the
officer in charge of the Greek regiment, a former neighbour of his, to fire a
round from a rifle now in the Greeks’ possession; the weapon had once
belonged to a relative dear to him, whose memory the sound would rekindle.
“Kiss it for me” he added, before returning to the fight.#

nmolhol ek TV TpecPutépmv, Nto Tovpkog, TpocerbdV petd Tov Aydva €1g Tov XpioTt-
aviopov...”

% On the eve of the Revolution, the 40,000 Turks of the Peloponnese lived among 400,000
Greeks, with whom they had such pronounced everyday contact, that not a few of them
spoke and wrote in Greek, while others were in the habit of drinking wine and baptizing
their children, see MixaHA ZXAkeaaarioy, H [lelomdvvnooc kotd v devtépav
Tovproxpaziav (1715—1821) [MiHAIL SAKELLARIOU, Peloponnese during the second pe-
riod of Ottoman Rule (1715-1821)], 1939, reprinted by Hermis Publications, Athens
1978, pp. 226, 227, 228, 282. On religious syncretism on the part of the Turks of the
Peloponnese, see also fns. 28, 31, and 44 of the present paper. For more on the population
of Peloponnese between the 13" and 18" century, see BasiaHz ITANATIQTOMOYAOS,
I\nbOvoudc ko oixiouol g Ielomovviioov, 13% =18 ardvag [V AssILIS PANAGIOTOPOULOS,
Population and Settlements in the Peloponnese, 13"-18" century], a publication of the
Historical Archive of the Commercial Bank of Greece, Athens 1985. The Turks consti-
tuted also a relatively small proportion of the population in Central Greece, a mountain-
ous region, see IoaNNH: TTANNONOYAOE, H diowntikii opyaveaig e Xtepede EALddog
xozd. v Tovpkokpatiov (1393—-1821) [loannis GiannorouLos, The administrative or-
ganization of Central Greece under Ottoman Rule (1393-1821)], a publication of the
Sofia Saripolou Library, University of Athens, Athens 1971, pp. 69, 82. AumuTPHE KA-
pyAHz in his Xawpo-ypogpio Newtepixi 1§ Adyog yid. m ovykpotnon kai e&elén twv elinvi-
KV mélewv ard tov 15° atov 19° ou. [DimiTRis KaryDIs, New Choro-graphy, or speaking
about the formation and evolution of the Greek cities from 15" to 19" cent.], Athens
1993, pp. 51 -87, provides data on the cities of Central Greece which makes it obvious
that the Muslim presence in that area was weak or even scarce.

Fotakos, op. cit., vol. 11, pp. 187, 188. On the conversations before the battles during the
Greek Revolution, see Amostoaoxr Bakaaonoyaos, Ta eldnvikd otpazeduoto tov 1821
opyavaaon, nyeoia, taxtikn, 0y, woyoloyio [ ApostoLos VAkaLopouLos, The Greek troops
of 1821; Organization, leadership, tactics, morals, psychology ], Vanias Publications,
Thessaloniki 1991, p. 134. The Greek fighters often describe such conversations in their
memoirs, especially N. Kassomoulis (see, for ex., vol. I, pp. 95, 104, 125, 215, 221, 238
etc.). During those conversations the “besa“ [an agreement based on keeping ones’ word

27



The Case of the Greek Revolution of 1821 201

Fotakos describes “Hadji—Koulele, the famous Turkish gunner,” who was
killed in 1821, as “a plump and good-minded man who remained on good
terms with the Christians always. He would often come out [of the Turkish
bastions] to meet with them, and was always urging them to declare submis-
sion [to the Ottomans, in order to stop the war]. He loved wine, which he
would drink in Christian company...”.?®

In 1822, after the Greeks’ crushing defeat of Dramali Pasha’s army, men,
soldiers, Dramali’s former Greek prisoners, and entire families sought shel-
ter for the night in the woods, where they were all mixed together. “Not
knowing where to go ... everybody was weeping for their own situation,
and calling out to those they knew from before, one in Turkish, another in
Albanian, yet another in Greek ... Hey, Hassan, Hey Ahmed, Hey Thanas-
sis, Hey Kostas; I’'m [in Albanian] Geka, I’m Skondra [i.e. from different
Albanian tribes], I’m Christian...”.?

The memory of old relationships was also recalled verbally by those
involved when both Christian and Turkish populations committed atrocities
in the early stages of the Revolution: “Hey brother, we’ve been friends for
S0 many years, what is this [i.e. what is happening to us now] ...?” or “...
God, why are you so angry with us poor people? Our enemies are slaughter-
ing us, and our friends, too...” were their last words before their neighbour’s
knife brought their life to an end.*® And when the Turks of the Peloponnese
began to sense the impending uprising, they tried to get on the good side of
their Greek neighbours and acquaintances by lending them money, promis-

of honor (in Albanian)] was kept, and no shots were exchanged. With the first insult,
though, the “besa“ was considered inactive, and fighting began (see N. KassomoulLis, op.
cit., vol. II, p. 114, fn.1)
Fotakos, op. cit., vol. I, p. 213: “...tov Xatln Kovielé, Tovpkov didonpov torton (-
pofoAnTv)" avTOG NTO YOVIPOG Kol KOAOYVMLOG KOl ElXE TAVTOTE GYEGELS LLE TOVS YPL-
otavovg. ‘Efyawve moAlaic gopaig Kot To0G avTdpmve Kot 0AOVEVE TOVG EXUPAKLVOVGE
VO TPOGKLVAGOLV. Ayamovoe o Kpaot kat Emve pald pe tovg Xprotiovoug...”
Fotakos, op. cit., vol. I, p. 369: “..kat 6mov evpébn o kabévag v voyta péoa €1g TOV
AoyKov €ueve kot dev HEevpe oV vo LAY £KAOLE TOV TOVOV TOV Kot epmvale To0g
YVOPIHOVG TOV GANOG TOVPKIKO, GAAOG apPovitike kot GALog eEAMANVIKG... Qpé Xaodvn,
Qpé Ayuér, Qpé Bavaon, Qpé Kovotov)... yiop T'céka, yop Xkdvdpa, yop Xpiott-
av...”
N. KassomouLis, op. cit., vol. I, p. 203: “nrov gkeetvov BEapla... va BAETNG EKOTOV YpOVEV
@ihovg ToTpdbev... va povaln o Tovpkog “ Bpe Mntpo, Bpe kapddc, nelg maAotol gilot
avovTaV propmovtay, ti givol T1o0to;”. GENERAL MAKRIYANNNIS, op. cit., p. 117: “®gé pov,
Tl pog opylomg epbg TOVG SLVGTLYEIG; KoL Ol OXTPOL HOG HOG GKOTMVOLV Kol Ol (iAol

”

HOG...
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202 Maria Efthymiou

ing them fields, baptizing their children, and presenting gifts to the babies’
mothers “in accordance with the custom”.®

This war was fought, too, between armies that were not — to some extent
—alien to each other, and by individuals who may even have been comrades
in the past. Indeed, many of the Greek chieftains in Central Greece had
served in the Greco-Albanian army of Ali Pasha of loannina, in North-west-
ern Greece, before war broke out between him and the Sultan in 1820.%
Now, following Ali Pasha’s defeat and in the context of the Greek Revolu-
tion, the Christian Orthodox among them — many of them Greco/Albanian
or Greco/Vlach speaking — joined the Greek side,*® while the Muslim Alba-
nians among them joined the Turks, although only after a degree of hesita-
tion.®* That many adversaries shared a common military past is evident in
the conversations they had (and which took on the status of near ritual)
before each battle.*® Of course, it also manifested itself during negotiations
and every other form of contact, where it both set the tone and affected the
results.

3t FoTtakos, op. cit., vol. I, p. 55: “Ot Tovpkot... greyvicOnoav popiovg tpdmovg did vo.
EeokendooVVY TIMOTE, TOVG VIOGYOVTO VO TOVS SOGOLY XPLOTO, 618 VO, oyopacovy Pmddta,
v 100G yapicovv yopdele, tovg efdntifov moidior Kol eKEPVOV NG UNTEPOLS Ol
KOLUTTApaG Katd Ty cuvnoelay...”

3 Dennis SkioTis, “The Greek Revolution: Ali Pasha’s Last Game”, in NikiForos DiAMAN-
DOUROS AND OTHERS (ed), Hellenism and the First Greek War of Liberation (1821-1830):
Continuity and Change, a publication of the Institute for Balkan Studies, Thessaloniki
1976, pp. 98, 99.

This was the case, for example, with the Albanian speaking Souliots, the warlike inhab-

itants of the mountains of Souli, North-western Greece, who had joined Ali Pasha’s

forces during the last phase of the conflict between the Pasha and the Sultan. Their par-
ticipation in the Greek Revolution was of great military, social and political significance,
see, FoTakos, op. cit., vol. I, pp. 232, 233; G. FINLAY, op. cit., pp. 90, 91. On the Souliots,
see the dissertation by Baza WiMovaH, Zoddi kar Xovdidteg 01k0vouIKd, KOIVOVIKG Kol
onuoypagixd dedouévo [Vasso Psimoutl, Souli and Souliots; economic, social and demo-

graphic data], Tonian University, Department of History [= Athens 1998, 2005].

3 In 1821, during the first months of the Revolution in the Greek Peninsula, Greek chiefs
agreed to collaborate with Muslim-Albanian forces from the recently defeated army of
the renegade Ali Pasha of loannina. However, this alliance proved short lived, since it
soon became clear that the line of demarcation in the war was religion: Christian Ortho-
doxy versus the Muslim faith. On that alliance, see MAKRIYANNIS, Op. Cit., pp. 114,
124-129; Fotakos, op. cit., vol. I, pp. 231, 232; G. FinLAY, op. cit., pp. 91-93; Aamrrox
KovyTzoNikAz, [evikiy lotopia tne EAnvikic Eravaotdoewe [LAMBROS KouTsonikas, Gen-
eral History of the Greek Revolution], in Emm. ProTopsALTIS, Op. cit., vol. IV, p. 139;
Nik. SpiLiapis, op. cit.,, vol. I, pp. 156, 157; See also Ar. VakaLorouLos, The Greek
Troops.., p. 170.

% See fn. 27 of the present paper.
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The Case of the Greek Revolution of 1821 203

Last but not least, this war was waged — as we saw above in the case of
the Greeks who tried to save the life of Turkish acquaintances and their
friends at the beginning of the Revolution — between notables who had been
cooperating and collaborating for centuries, and had only ceased to do so
very recently.

This was the case with the Greek notables in the Peloponnese, who from
1715 on played a key role in administering this important region, forming
— along with a number of Turkish officials and the Pasha — the central ad-
ministrative body of the region. Their contact with the Turkish administra-
tion and notables (with whom they formed different interest groups and
political factions in a complex web of political, economic and social alli-
ances)*® was so close that the Turks treated early intelligence about an up-
coming revolution in the Peloponnese with considerable mistrust.*” Those
are the “Moreot primates” whom G. Finlay, a Scottish historian who fought
alongside the Greeks, describes as “justly stigmatized as a kind of Christian
Turks”.®®

This was the case with the high-ranking priests, who, thanks to special
privileges granted to the Patriarchate and the Greek Orthodox Church by the
Ottomans, played a political role among their flock for centuries, collaborat-
ing closely with the Ottoman administration.* In the Peloponnese, the ter-
ritorial core of the War of Independence, the prelates even occasionally
participated in the Central Administrative body, the Peloponnisiaki Gerou-
sia, which assembled regularly between 1715 and the outbreak of the Rev-
olution to make decisions on important matters concerning the Pelopon-
nese.*

% MIHAIL SAKELLARIOU, Op. Cit., pp. 87-98, 131-145, 219, 248-250. See also Marea I1yala,
“Agttovpyieg kat ovtovopia tov kowottov g [leromovviicov (1715-1821) [MARTHA
PyLiA, “Functions and autonomy of the Peloponnese’ communities (1715-1821), Mne-
mon 21(2001), 67-98; Anastasia KypkinH—-Koytovaa, H Obwuoviky Awoiknon otnv
EXdda: n mepintwon g Helomovvijoov (1715-1821) [ANastasia KyrRkIN-KOUTOULA,
Ottoman Administration in Greece, the case of Peloponnese, 1715-1821], Arsenidis
Publications, Athens 1996 and Aeanasios ®etonoyAos, O kotlouraoides e Helomov-
vijoov katd, ) devtepn tovpkokpatio (1715—1821) [ATHANASIOs FoTopouLos, The notables
of Peloponnese during the second period of Ottoman rule (1715-1821)], Herodotos
Publications, Athens 2005.

87 P.P. GERMANOS, Op. Cit., pp. 79-87.

% G. FinLAY, op. cit., p. 396.

% TIapaskevAs KoNopTas, OOwuavikés Oswpiioeic yio 1o Okovuevikd Iozpiapyeio, 17—
apyés 20™ o [PArRAskevas KonorTas, Ottoman views on the Ecumenical Patriarchate,
17t —early 20" cent.], Alexandreia Publications, Athens 1998, especially pp. 53f, 165f.

4 M. SAKELLARIOU, Op. Cit., pp. 87-98; G. Finlay, op. cit., p. 396.
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This was the case with the Greek warlords of Central Greece, the arma-
toloi, who, as official appointees of the Ottoman administration, had for
centuries guarded dangerous passes and villages in the region’s lofty and
inaccessible mountains.*

This was also the case with the European-educated Greeks of the Phanar
district of Constantinople, who played a key role in the administration of
the Empire from the 17" century on, holding such positions as Vice-Minis-
ter of Foreign Affairs, Vice-Minister of Affairs concerning the Fleet and the
Populations of the coasts and islands, Princes of Moldavia and Wallachia
(which form modern-day Romania), and serving as ambassadors to various
courts.*

This conflict therefore had something of a civil war about it*, a fact that
is sometimes clearly expressed in the texts of the period, and even in the
admonitions of martial leaders addressing their troops. Thus Panagiotis
Papatsonis reminds us in his memoirs that decades before the Revolution,
his great-grandfather — a Christian priest — when asked, used to visit Turkish
families with sick children in his parish in the Peloponnese to read the ap-
propriate Christian holy texts, which “by God’s grace” sometimes bore the
desired result.* This feature of the war was also referred to by Kolokotronis
in a speech exhorting his troops to fight their hardest in the upcoming and
crucial battle against Dramali Pasha of Larissa in 1822, in which he reminds
them that “living alongside them [the Turks] for so many years in this land,
although they were our tyrannical rulers, we also came to consider them our
neighbours”. He adds, “many of us have even enjoyed their protection, while
many others have received favours from them”. So, if the Greeks had fought
devotedly against their ex-neighbours, he concludes, they should now have
no qualms about fighting the impersonal army of “these new barbarians”
now arraigned against them.*

4 Anoztoror Bakaaorioyaos, Iotopia tov Néov ElAnvicuot [APOSTOLOS VAKALOPOULOS,

History of New Hellenism], Thessaloniki 1974-1988, vol. 1l, pp. 364-383.

Idem, vol. 1V, pp. 236-276; See also CyriL MaNGo, “The Phanariots and the Byzantine
Tradition”, in RicHARD CLoaa (ed.), The Struggle for Greek Independence, Archon Books,
London 1973, pp. 41-66.

The term is used too by G. Finlay, see op. cit, p. 192.

P. PapaTsoNis, op. cit., p. 28: “tdv gkdAovv kot ar Tovpkivar moArdkic, tva Tovg Swafdln
To Toudd TV maoyovio and dapdpovs acbeveiog Kot eviote ebepomedovto ) Oeia
npovola...”

N. SpiLiADIS, op. cit., vol. I, pp. 400, 401: “...Ldvteg S pe awToOG TOGOVTOV YPOVOV E1G
0 aVTd £00p0G, TOVG £0EMPOVUEY, OV KoL TUPAVVOLS HaS, ®C Yeitovag... TToAlol de €&
NUOV OTELADOUEV TOG TPOCTAGIOG TMV KoL GAAOL EVEPYETNONKAUEY LOMOTO TAP AVTDV.
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One prevailing reality of the War of Greek Independence, especially
during the first years of the conflict, was that it was a war fought between
neighbours, friends, and acquaintances, ex-subjects and ex-rulers. On occa-
sions, however, this aspect of the conflict assumed a broader and more
political dimension, which bestowed a fascinating and challenging aspect to
the conflict:

In 1829, General Makriyannis, a former small-scale grain merchant who
had distinguished himself on the battlefield, was appointed Administrator to
the district of Argos in the Peloponnese by loannis Kapodistrias, the first
Governor of Greece. The renowned fighter, his body covered in wounds,
felt restless and underemployed. Almost illiterate, he asked a friend to teach
him how to write and began composing the memoirs that are still considered
one of the jewels of modern Greek literature. The modern reader is surprised
to see that Makriyannis begins his description of the first months of the
Greek Revolution with a story of friendship. Having been captured by the
Turks as a rebel along with twenty five of his comrades, Makriyannis es-
capes three months later, the sole survivor of torture and executions, and
knocks on the door of Ismael Bey, an eminent local Turk and a friend from
the past. A physical wreck, Makriyannis is warmly accepted by his friend
who cares for him until his wounds have healed. In a strange reversal of
roles, when Makriyannis had regained his strength and was anxious to return
to his comrades, his host and protector fell seriously ill. Although it was
dangerous to stay by the side of a sick friend who could no longer protect
him, Makriyannis considered it his duty to stay and take care of Ismael Bey.
Only when Ismael Bey has himself regained his strength do the two friends
part, each one departing for the war, following separate paths that will in-
evitably bring them face to face on the battlefield. The story concludes with
an even more paradoxical scene: Ismael Bey not only bids his friend fare-
well, he also supplies him with weapons for his safety, and advice on the
right behavior of the Revolutionary forces, which Makriyannis was setting
out to rejoin!“

To those unfamiliar with the realities of the pre-Revolutionary coexist-
ence — and even co-operation — between the Ottomans and certain strata of
subordinate, non-Muslim, Balkan societies, the behaviour of Ismael Bey and
Makriyannis could be seen as treacherous. However, Makriyannis’s narra-
tion makes it clear that neither party considered their actions in this light,

Kot p” 6do tadta 51é v aydmny g miotems Kot g tatpidoc, erdfopey ta 6mAa... Kot
ToVg KoTecmapaéopey...”
%6 GENERAL MAKRIYANNIS, Op. Cit., pp. 104-107.
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just as Kiamil Bey of Corinth in the Northern Peloponnese did not consider
himself a traitor when, captured by the Greeks in the first year of the Revo-
lution, he spoke to them in Greek and bestowed advice upon them as though
he were their father, friend and comrade.” Nor did Demetrius Ypsilantis,
the Phanariote leader of the Revolution, when he sent a proclamation to the
Turkish Vali of Herakleion, Crete, in July 1821, more than three months
after the beginning of the Revolution in Greece, asking him to join the
Revolution, “because the Greeks are not fighting against the Muslims; they
are fighting against the injustice and tyranny of the Ottoman regime”.*® Nor
did the Turkish soldiers consider themselves traitors when, besieged within
the city of Tripolis in 1821, they proposed that they and the Greeks stop the
war and resume their common life as brothers, with mutual respect to each
other’s religion.*® Even the Turks, when they were besieged within the walls
of Patras in 1822 and proposed that they and their Greek besiegers stop
fighting each other and join forces against their corrupt leaders and create a
society in which the Greeks would be free of the injustice and tortures of
the past, would never have considered themselves traitors.*

In an early nineteenth-century context, such behaviour is not hard to
understand. The corruption and decline of the Ottoman Empire were so
obvious from the second half of the eighteenth century on, that even the
Sultans had started striving for change. The form this change was to take
was still a moot point, and the use of violence had not been excluded. The
Ottoman political scene was so troubled, the negative experiences of Otto-
man administrative practices® so fresh, and the rupture so new, that it took
time for people like Ypsilantis and Ismael Bey to realize that the Greek
uprising was not destined to develop into the common Turko-Greek, pan-

47 Kassomoutis (op. cit., vol. I, p. 161) describes how Kiamil Bey, the legendary Pasha of
Corinth, a prisoner of the Greeks from the beginning of the Revolution, addressed the
Greek primates and warlords surrounding him in Greek: “...0 Kiopilpmeng, yvopilov
KOAG TV YAMGGOV HOG, OPIANGEV 00TMG: — ApyovTeg Kot Komravaiot... O ®edg n0éincev
va oag Bonbnomn kot enetdyete. Zag cLUPoLAed®, dUS, W eIAog cog, av kot Tovpkog,
va TodoeTe T0G dryovoiang cag, va yvopicete évav apynydv va cog kufepva..” [“...God
has wanted to help you and, therefore, you have been successful. Because | am a friend
of yours, although | am a Turk, | suggest you stop quarrelling and recognize a chief
amongst you...”]

4 Ap. VAKALOPOULOS, Op. Cit., vol. V, p. 490.

4 Fotakos, op. cit., vol. I, pp. 200, 201; See also fn. 59 of the present paper.

% |bidem, p. 307; See also fn. 58 of the present paper.

5t On the centuries of decline of the Ottoman Empire, see DoNALD QUATAERT, The Ottoman
Empire, 1700-1922, Cambridge University Press 2003. On the consequences of the
empire’s decline on its inhabitants, see also fn. 69 of the present paper.
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Balkan cause which Rigas Velestinlis, the trail-blazing Greek revolutionary
of the eighteenth century, had dreamed of.%2 Indeed, it was far from imme-
diately obvious that the nationalist ideology flourishing in Europe at the time
and already accepted by the Greeks, coupled with the Turks’ wish to keep
their crumbling Empire intact, would turn the Greek Revolution into a lethal
confrontation on all levels.

In fact, the political scenery was complex on a local as well as a general
level. Some decades before the Revolution, the Greeks and Turks of the
Peloponnese had not only, as mentioned above, cooperated in the adminis-
tration of the region, but had even acted together against persons and situa-
tions which both sides considered harmful:

In the 1770s, the Turkish administration of the Peloponnese had sought
the help of the Greek klephts and notables in suppressing the unchecked
predatory and criminal activities of the Muslim Albanian forces which the
Turks had themselves called in earlier in order to suppress the Greek upris-
ing incited by the Russians in 1770.5

In 1806, the population of the Peloponnese, Greeks and Turks alike, had
joined forces to hunt down and almost totally eliminate the local klephts
under the direction of the regional administration, local Greek and Turkish
notables, and the Patriarchate of Constantinople, which threatened any Chris-
tians who did not actively espouse the cause with excommunication.>*

In 1807-1809, a group of Turkish and Greek notables from the Pelopon-
nese hatched a plot against Veli, the Pasha of Peloponnese, whom both
factions considered politically dangerous. Their plan — which was never
realized — was to overthrow Veli and replace him with a local government
of 12 Turkish and 12 Greek notables who would jointly govern the Pelopon-
nese under Napoleon’s protection, applying an administrative system under
which the Greeks would be considered the social equals of the Turks, and
would no longer labour under centuries-old discrimination, especially in the
spheres of tax and justice.*®

2 On Rigas Velestinlis (Ferraios), his activities and ideology, see ITasxaAHs KITPOMHAIAHE,
Piiyac Belearvhie Oswpio koa mpdln [PAsHALIs KiTRoMmILIDES, Rigas Velestinlis; theory
and action], a publication of the Hellenic Parliament, Athens 1998. See also AEanaPOs
BraNovsHs, Prjyac [Leanbros VRanoussis, Rigas]. Vassiki Vivliothiki Publications,
Athens 1953, vol.X.

% M. SAKELLARIOU, Op. Cit., pp. 200-202. See also ATHANAsIOs FoTopouLos, op. cit.,
pp. 231-251.

5 M. SAKELLARIOU, Op. Cit., pp. 237-244. See also JoHN ALEXANDER, Brigandage and Pub-
lic Order in the Morea, 1685—1806, Athens 1985, pp. 89-101.

% On the joint plot hatched against the Pasha of the Peloponnese in 1807-1809 by local
Greek and Turkish notables, our sources are relatively loquacious and clear. Th. Koloko-
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The long-standing, institutionalized, religiously-determined discrimina-
tion which non-Muslims suffered as second-class citizens in a Muslim-ad-
ministered state such as the Ottoman Empire was the focus of discussions
between Greek and Turkish adversaries during the War of Greek Independ-
ence. During these conversations, propositions were put forward by besieged
Turks and independent Turkish fighters alike for a new future without dis-
criminations of this kind.®

Such propositions could either be sincere, or the fruit of Turkish fears
that the life they had lived in the Peloponnese for centuries was in danger
of coming to an abrupt end. They could also have stemmed from uncer-
tainty regarding the upshot of the war, which could not but affect the feel-
ings, actions and reactions of both sides, given that the past Greek uprisings
had all failed.>” Although this uprising seemed to be progressing more suc-
cessfully and persistently, nobody could be sure of its final outcome.

Whether motivated by self-preservation or not, the intentions the Turks
revealed at certain points during the Revolution are of great interest from
numerous points of view. They are rendered even more interesting when the
Turks go further and ask the Greeks to participate in a common Greco-Turk-
ish uprising against the leaders on both sides. Indeed, there are cases where
the propositions put forward by Turkish soldiers in their pre-battle conversa-
tions with the Greeks were more specific and more politically detailed. The
future social equality of Greeks and Turks always lay at the centre of their

tronis (op. cit., p. 62) writes of it thus in his memoirs: “...kot HABav drot ot Tovpkot kat
Popaiot ot onpavtucot kot opidncov €ig mv ZdxovOov vo kévoue pio Kopépynot Guv-
Oepévn and 12 Tovprovg kot 12 'EAlnvag va kuPepvodv tov Aadv. Ot Tovpkot, emiong,
va Kotadtkalmvtor kKabdg ot "EAAnves... H onpaio pog amd to éva pépog to peyydpt Kot
a6 o GALO TO XTawpd, Kot T0 oYEOL0 LaG NTOV, (o ETATOVGOLE TOV Mopéa, Vo KAo-
HeV avapopaig €1 TOV ZOVATAVOV Kol VO TOV AEYOUEV OTL NUEIG OEV OMOGTUTNGUUEY
EVOVTIOV 60V, TANV gvavTiov ToL Tupdvvov, Tov Beln Ilacd...”. P. Papatsonis (op. cit.,
p. 40) also mentions this plot, as does K. Deliyannis (op. cit., vol. I, pp. 48-51, 55, 102),
both members of important Greek families from the Peloponnese which played a central
role in the region’s administration and political life. On the plot, see also M. SAKELLAR-
lou, op. Cit., pp. 248-250; A. Kyrkmni-KoutouLa, op. cit.,, pp. 117, 118; Aumurrioz
YtamaTonovaos, ‘Koppoatiés eatpieg oy mpoemavactotiky [Tehondvvmoo (1807—
1816): 0 porog twv ‘TovpkoABoavdv’ Tov AGro O TAPEYOVTOS TOMTIKNG S10POPOTOiN-
ong’ [DimiTrIos STAMATOPOULOS, ‘Party factions in pre-revolutionary Peloponnese (1807—
1816): the role of the Muslim Albanians from Lala as a factor of political differentiation’],
Histor 10(1997),185-233.

% See ns. 58 and 59.

5 Ap. VakaLoprouLos, History of New Hellenism, op. cit., vol. III, pp. 335-381. On the most
important of those uprisings in the Peloponnese — an event inspired by the Russians in
1770 - see J. Alexander, op. cit., pp. 51-57. See also fn. 53 of the present paper.
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propositions, but in these cases they add a hint of rebellion, or even of class
revolution: “...things cannot be changed” says a Turkish soldier to the Greek
besiegers of the city of Patras in 1821, “it would be better for both of us to
seize and Kill our notables and administrators, because by doing so we will
save ourselves from the Europeans in the future. This is the kind of union
we want to form, because our lazy, rotten bosses take a tenth of everything
— including every hen’s egg — in tax”.%® In the same crucial year of 1821,
the customary exchange of words and views between the two adversaries
during the siege of Tripolis, the capital of the Peloponnese, were in a simi-
lar vein. Watching the Turks working in the hot sun, the Greeks remind them
how much they had made the Greeks suffer performing forced labour in
inhuman conditions before the Revolution. The Turks replied as follows:
“What can we say? You are right! Only now do we realize that our behav-
iour was excessive in the past, because we were unjust to you, and God is
now making us suffer for it. But let us now unite, and we will share our
fields with you half and half. And we will live as brothers, independently
of one another’s religion ... Here is what we should do! Together, we should
seize and kill our superiors. Once that is done, we will be able to come to
an agreement between ourselves...”.%

In these discussions, the Turks emphasized three elements which they
considered to be central. First, injustice: the Turks have been unjust towards
the Greeks in the past, inflicting suffering on them via intensive taxation
and forced labour. Consequently, God is now punishing them for that sin.
Second, social inequality: the Greeks have suffered social discrimination in

% FoTAKos, op. cit., vol. I, p. 307: “’Otav enohopkovpev tog [1dtpog... évag Tovpkog einev

0,TL Aéyopev Tdpa, 0Tt dnradn eivar adwopbmto to TPAyHoTe Kot 0Tt KOAOV eivat vo
ooy NUelg To0¢ HEYOAEITEPOVG oG 0yGdES Kot €6€lG TOOG 101KOVG GOG KoL VoL TOVG
GKOTMOWOUEV S8 VO YAVTOCOUEV VGTEPOV amtd Tovg Ppdyyovs. Avtiv v Eveoty BELo-
pev, 610t awtol dexatifovv Kot To ovyd axdpn ot yovpcovides Kot ayaipeLTOL APEVTA-
deq...”
Ibidem, pp. 200, 201: “...01 8¢ "EAAnveg oAy opihovy kdbe nuépav pe toug Todpkovg,
KOl Toug avayehovoav PAEmovteg antods va aAwmvilovy e1g TV Kayav, d10TL NGOV AeL-
veibiotol. Mdhoto tong evOolav tov kapdv, 6mov tovg ERaAlav ayydplo Kot Tovg
£POTOVONV, TMG TOVG POIVETOL TOPO. TO CAMVIGHO KOt TO AYVIGLO KoL TOVG EAEYOV O10Tl
pog etupavvovcare; Ot de Tovpkot amekpivovto ‘T va cag emovpey, Eyete dikotov, Topa
T0 PAEmopev Ko el 0TL TO emapakdvaLEey, d1OTL Gag adKoVLGapeY Kot 0 Ogdg Oa pag
modevomn O1d T00T0. AAAG TOpo eAdTE VO EVOBDOUEY KoL GaG SIOOEV TO XOPAPLOL LLag
oakd Kot 60g Kapvopev adédoto £Em amd v wioTv pagc... 180V T va kdpmpev, eceig
Kot gpeic vo macopey 1006 avOTEPOLS HOGC, VO TOVG GKOTOCMIEV KO ETELTO LLOVOL LLOG
GUUPOVOVUEVY...””
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the past, when they were treated as second-class citizens. This has to be
changed. And third, Class conflict: it is the leaders, notables, and administra-
tors on both sides that have driven the Turks and the Greeks into their present
catastrophic situation. They are responsible for this bloody war. Only if
Greeks and Turks unite to eliminate them will the common people be able
to find a common solution and protect themselves from upcoming European
control.

Injustice. This is a central element of discourse during the Greek Revolu-
tion by both sides in the drama. In his remarkable memoirs, General Makri-
yannis explains why the Greeks have revolted against the Turks: “...we have
suffered the injustice of the Turks for so many years. We could suffer it no
longer. And because of that tyrannical situation, in which we could be sure
neither of our property, nor of our life and honour ... we decided to take up
arms against that very tyranny. Liberty or death ...”.%

Makriyannis’s explanation of the causes of the Greek Revolution is com-
mon to most of the texts, proclamations and decisions of the Revolution, as
well as to the memoirs of Greek fighters written after the war.®* The same
explanation is stressed even by Turkish notables at the beginning of the
confrontation. Ismael Bey’s words, addressed to his Muslim friends — high-
ranking Ottoman officers and notables who had come to pay him a visit
following his recovery — in Makriyannis’s presence, are characteristic: “...
Fellow Pashas and Beys, we are doomed; we are doomed for sure; this war
is not against the Russians, nor against the English or the French. We have

80 GENERAL MAKRIYANNIS, 0p. cit., p. 114: “...amo@dc1o0V 01 VOIKOKLPOIYOL OTL 1) TuporyVia
tov Todpkev -tV edokipdcapeyv toca xpdvia, dev vroeépvovtay mriéov. Kat ot avteivn
™mv tupoyvia, omob dev opilapev ovte Prov, odte T, 00Te {ON... ATOEAGIGAUEY VO
ONKOCOUEV dppata avavtiov outg g Tupayvias. Eite Odvatoc, elte Aevtepid...”
Fotakos, for example, in the preface to his Memoirs (op. cit., vol. I, p. k") underlines
that the real cause of the Greek Revolution was the Greeks’ exhaustion and desperation
in the face of the insults and sufferings the Turks had inflicted upon them: “....n aAnOwn
ottio givon 1 omedmicio tov EAMvov oftves... ko’ exdotny nUEPOV EKATaSIOKOVTO 0o
oVTOVOG 814 TG OPTAYNG TOV TPAYUATOV TOV, TNG OTILOCENS TOV, TNG GPAYNS, TNG oY-
xOVNG, kot TV dAlov g dovielag cuppopdv...”. N. Kassomoulis (op. cit., vol. I, pp.
184, 185), speaking about the beginning of the Revolution on Mount Olympus in Greek
Macedonia, in which he himself participated, writes: “ Ot kamtovaiot (nAotai -<étotpor>
£€1G TO TPMTOV, 0 A0S OyOVOKTIGHEVOG amd Ta Papépata v Tovpkdv... Tov avomdpo-
vot 6A0t Vol KTUTNGoLy va 1000V TV avaotactv tov...”[ “The warlords were ready and
zealot, the people, infuriated by the heavy taxation of the Turks... were all impatient to
strike and witness their resurrection...] For the causes of the Revolution as these are
revealed in the proclamations of 1821, see AmosToA0s AASKAAAKHE, Keiueva — ITyad g
Iotopiac e EMnvikiic Eravactdocws [ArosToLos DAsSKALAKIS, Texts — Sources of the
History of the Greek Revolution], Athens 1966, vol. I, pp. 139f.
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been unjust to the reayas [i.e. to the non-Muslim, common people]. We have
deprived them of their wealth and their honour. Their eyes have turned black
and they have taken up arms. And that donkey of a Sultan has lost touch
with reality. His entourage hide the truth from him; this is the beginning of
the end of our kingdom...” Some days later, bidding farewell to Makriyan-
nis, Ismael Bey bestowed his blessing upon his dear Greek friend, and asked
him to tell the Greek war leaders he was about to join to act justly, “because
if they do so, they will have a better future... Because the Turks are going
to lose, due to the injustices they have committed”. “They [the Greek lead-
ers] have to act justly” he adds, “so that everything ends, and we, the Turks,
find serenity. Because God is going to take our kingdom away from us, for
we have strayed from His justice”.®

Christians and Muslims alike had for many centuries explained the for-
tunes of wars in terms of God punishing them for their sins or rewarding
them for being just. For the Ottomans, their victories during the first centu-
ries of expansion into the Eastern Mediterranean and the might of their state
were constant proof that God was on their side, because they were just and
behaved in accordance with God’s will. On the other hand, the same Turk-
ish victories constituted constant proof to the Greeks that they had to suffer
defeat and humiliation because of their sins.5® The gradual but steady decline
in Ottoman martial might and internal administration of the empire after the
seventeenth century, coupled with the rising importance of Greek merchants,
seamen, warlords, intellectuals and politicians,® seemed to indicate that
God’s will had now veered the other way. Looked at in this light, the Greek

2 MAKRIYANNIS, op. cit., pp. 105, 106, 107: “Ilaccddeg kot pnéndeg Oa xabovpe. Oa yo-
Bovpe!...6Tt eTovTOC 0 TOAENOG dev elvan pte pe tov MookoPov, unte pe tov Eyydélo,
wite pe tov Ppavtléfo. Adiknoapey tov payld kot omd TAoHTN Kot amd TN Kot ToV
apavicope. Kot podproav to pdtio tov kot pog onkooe vioveékt. Kat o ZovAtdvog to
youdpt dev Eépet ti Tov yivetor tov yeAdve ekeivol omod tov Tpoyvpilovv. Kot n apyn
glvar tovtn omov Oo x0bn to Pociiedv poc”’. And a bit further Makriyannis writes:
“... Apov &ide omov dev Ba kabopovY, HOSMGE TV EVKN TOL KOl OV EINE VAL ETD TOV
[ExMvov] karetovaiov £€m... vayouy dkalochvn €16 ToV KOGLOV, va méve opmpdc. Ot
TooVTO¢ ékavay adikiyes ot Tovpkot kot Oo yabovv. “Néyovv avteivor dikatocvvn, va
wapn TéA0G, va novydcovpe Kt gpeic ot Todpkot, ott TAov pog Eytve yopapt amd Tov
Bedv 10 Paciledv pog, ot eOyae omd v dikatocvvn tov”. Tov @ilnca to ¥épt va
oOyo...”

8 Ap. VAkAaLoPouLOs, History of New Hellenism, op. cit., vol. I, pp. 161-172; HALIL INALCIK,
The Ottoman Empire; the Classical age 1300-1600, Weidenfeld and Nicolson, London
1973, pp. 187, 188.

& TrAIAN STolANoVICH, “Conquering Balkan Orthodox Merchant“, Journal of Economic
History 20(1960), 234-313; RoBerT MANTRAN (ed), Histoire de I’Empire Ottoman,
Fayard 1989, p. 334f.
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Revolution itself could be considered proof of the reverse: the Greeks had
suffered enough; they had paid for their former sins, which is why God was
now guaranteeing their liberty “by warrant... and God’s signature knows no
repeal”.® The sinners were now clearly the Turks, which is why they were
to be punished by God with defeats in war and the loss of their empire. This
explanation is prominent even in Yousouf Bey’s historical writings on the
Greek uprising. The contemporaneous Turkish historiographer believes that
the loss of Tripolis, the capital of Peloponnese, was God’s punishment for
the debauchery, voluptuousness, and sins of the city’s Turkish inhabit-
ants.%

Justice and injustice are central points of reference for both the Christian
and Muslim faiths, but even more so for the Muslim populations of the Ot-
toman Empire, thanks to the wide-spread influence of Sufism and the ac-
tivities of a dizzying number and variety of dervish orders. Viewed through
the prism of Sufism, questions of justice and equality generally assume a
higher place on the social agenda. From Al Gazalis’ teachings and the won-
derful Sufi poems on God’s love and human behaviour, to the “communis-
tic” uprisings of Bedreddin in Thrace (15" ¢.) and of the Kizilbasi rebellion
in Asia Minor (16" c.), justice, injustice, love, equality, and criticism of the
rich and powerful lie at the heart of Sufi discourse; a discourse that affected
not only Muslim adherents to that important Muslim ideology, but Ottoman
society as a whole — non-Muslims included — not least of all because a con-
siderable number of Christians felt close to Sufi sensibilities and lines of
enquiry, and therefore participated independently in their feasts and ceremo-
nies. The Sufi presence was intense throughout the centuries of Ottoman
Rule in the Balkans and, especially, in the Greek peninsula.’” Thus it was

8 According to N. Spiliadis (op. cit., vol. II, p. 293) Th. Kolokotronis said: “O @gdg vré-
ypae TV glevbepiav tng matpidog Kot dgv axkvpdvet Ty vroypagrn Tov”. The belief that
God had a role to play in their fate was constant in the war proclamations of both sides,
see idem, vol. |, pp. 437, 447.

NikHooPOE Mosxoroyaos, lotopio the EAMAnvikne Emavaotaoews xata tovg Todprovg

16TOPLOYPLPOVE &V avTiapofoli kot mpog tovg EAlnvag iotopirkot [NIKIForos MosHoPOU-

Los, History of the Greek Revolution according to Turkish historians, compared with that

of Greek historians ], Athens 1960, p. 248. See also fns. 47, 59 and 62 of the present

paper.

7 AJ. Areerry, Sufism; An Account of the Mystics of Islam, Harper and Row, New York
1950; SuraiyA Faroqui, Der Bektaschi — Orden in Anatolien (vom spéten finfzehnten
Jahrhundert bis 1826), Vienna 1981; VicTtor DANNER, The Islamic Tradition; An Intro-
duction, Amity House, New York 1988, pp. 84-109; H. InaLcik, The Ottoman Empire...,
op. cit., pp. 186-202. On Islam’s emphasis on social justice, see DOMINIQUE SOURDEL,
L’Islam Medieval. Presses Universitaires de France, 1979, chapters IV and V. On the role
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that the words of Ismael Bey, as well as those of the simple Turkish soldiers
who engaged the Greeks in discussion before battle, might well be linked,
to some extent, with the influence of the Muslim dervishes, their tekkes [Sufi
places of worship] and ideology.

The negative views of the Sultan’s abilities expressed by Ismael Bey, as
well as the simple Turkish soldiers’ feelings of hostility towards their lords,
superiors, and notables, may or may not be linked to dervish ideas. We can,
however, be certain that the entire political and social structure of the Otto-
man Empire was facing a profound crisis at the time of the Greek Revolu-
tion, driven to the point of collapse by the need to make way for new social
equilibria and forces. The Sultans had begun to address these issues in the
second half of the eighteenth century, and the Ottoman Empire had em-
barked upon a period of reform during the reign of Sultan Selim 111, which
intensified from the mid-nineteenth century onwards. One of the key aims
informing these nineteenth-century reforms was the secularization of the
empire’s administrative system, and the introduction of equal privileges and
equal obligations for all Ottoman citizens. These reforms led to a reduction
in the power of the empire’s administrative and military strata, which was
reflected in their weakened loyalty to both the Sultan and the Central Divan.
Rebellious behaviour on the part of regional pashas and dignitaries as well
as the old military corps, especially the Janissaries, became increasingly
commonplace in the empire’s political life during the eighteenth and nine-
teenth centuries.®® The whole of Ottoman society was agitated and, therefore,

Sufism and the dervish orders played in the Islamization of the inhabitants of the Balkans,
see Speros VRYoNIs, “Religious Changes and Patterns in the Balkans, 14"-16" cent®, in
Henrik BirnBaUM — SPEROS VRYONTS (ed.), Aspects of the Balkans; continuity and change,
International Balkan Conference, UCLA, Mouton, Paris 1972, pp. 151-176. See also
EystraTioz ZETKINHE, O Mrektaoiouog oty A. Opdxn: oopflorn otny iaropio. e o1000cems
700 LOVEOVAUAVIGUOD 0TOV EAA0OLKO ydpo [EFSTRATIOS ZEGHINIS, Bektashism in W. Thra-
ce; a contribution to the history of the spread of Islam through the Greek lands ], a
publication of the Institute for Balkan Studies, Thessaloniki 1988. The same author in-
forms us in his book I'evitoapor kou Mrextaciouog [Janissaries and Bektashism], Vanias
Publications, Thessaloniki 2002, p. 274, that over 300 dervish tekkes were founded in
what is now Greece during Ottoman Rule, whereas the figure for dervish-influenced
Albania was only 140. Odysseas Androutsos, one of the most important warlords of
Central Greece, was also a member of a dervish order; see Kapoaox MENTEAZON-MIIAP-
TOANTY, lotopia g EAnvikic Ernovootaoews [KARL MENDELSSOHN-BaRTHOLDY, History
of the Greek Revolution], Athens 1895, vol. I, p. 327.

% D. Quataert, op. cit., p. 41f, examines the political life within the elite circles at the heart
of the empire, as well as the political life in the Ottoman provinces and the tensions
between the elite and the common people. See also HALIL INALCIK — DONALD QUATAERT,
An Economic and Social History of the Ottoman Empire, 1300-1914, Cambridge Uni-
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socially sensitive, a state of affairs which is reflected in the moral support
expressed for the Greek cause, as we have seen, by a number of Ottoman
dignitaries at the beginning of the confrontation, as well as in the words of
sympathy and military and social cooperation addressed to the Greeks by
ordinary Turkish fighters.

In fact, ordinary Turks had many more reasons for expressing hostility
towards their administrators and lords than the teachings of the dervishes.
The degeneration of the land ownership system, the emergence of large
cifliks [estates], and the deterioration of the taxation system had exerted a
negative effect on the life of peasants, both Greek and Turkish, during the
centuries of Ottoman decline.®® Apart from that, the peasants (whether Turks
or not) had always been considered socially inferior, the cultivators of the
soil — forming the bottom of the Ottoman social pyramid.” If the situation
was worse for Greek peasants (belonging, as they did, to the subjugated
element of Ottoman society, with all the social and economical discrimina-
tion that brought with it), things were far from good for the Turkish peasants,
and especially those living in remote parts of the empire. The Ottoman ad-
ministrative strata held the simple Turkish peasants and inhabitants of distant
counties in disdain, considering them illiterate, coarse, and stupid. They
called them “Kaba Turk” [rough Turk] and “Eshek Turk” [donkey Turk],
thereby creating a social —and emotional — gap which was to find expression
on various occasions in Ottoman history.” The aggressive feelings expressed

versity Press, parts II, III and IV. On Ottoman reforms, especially during the 19" cen-
tury, see ILBER ORTAYLI, O mo uoxpic oucwvag e Avtorkpazopiog [translated from the
Turkish: The Longest Century of the Empire], Papazissis Publications, Athens 2004.

% HauiL INALCIK, “The Emergence of Big Farms: State, Landlords and Tenants®, in idem,
Studies in Ottoman Social and Economic History, Variorum Reprints, London 1985,
article no VIII. The same author provides a thorough description of the worsening posi-
tion of the reayas due to extensive taxation, arbitrary compulsory labour, the ciftlik
system etc. in his article “The Ottoman Decline and Its Effects Upon the Reaya”, see
HaLL INALcik, The Ottoman Empire: Conquest, Organization and Economy, Variorum
Reprints, London 1978, article no XIII.

" PETER SUGAR, Southeastern Europe under Ottoman Rule, 1354-1804, University of
Washington Press 1977, pp. 31-34.

L. S. STAVRIANOS, The Balkans since 1453, New York 1959, p. 93. G. Finlay (op. cit.,
p- 36) provides an eye-witness account of the position of Turkish peasants in the Turkish
provinces: “...as in most parts of Turkey, those who cultivate the soil, even when they
are Musulmans, are considered as forming an inferior grade of society”. In another in-
stance, Finlay (op. cit., pp. 103, 104, 105) describes the position of provincial Turks
regarding the central Ottoman administration: “Nothing is more certain than that during
a considerable period of Ottoman history, the Turkish population of the provinces was
subject to as much moral and political restraint as the Greek”. Based on that reality, Ziya
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by simple Turkish fighters of local origin towards their own lords at certain
points during the Greek Revolution are but minor manifestations of a great-
er Ottoman social reality. Of course, the fact that these sentiments were
expressed to Greek fighters in the belief that they would fall on receptive
ears, is another.

The ordinary Greek inhabitants of Central Greece and the Peloponnese
had their reasons for being receptive to such ideas, too. Their landlords,
Greek and Turkish alike, owned big farms on which the peasants struggled
to eke out a marginal existence, subject to exhaustive taxation and extra
duties™. It was these same landlords that participated in the bodies of Turk-
ish and Greek representatives which played a key role in the administration
of the Peloponnese.” Thus, the feelings of the Greek peasantry towards their
Greek landlords and notables could also be aggressive under certain circum-
stances. These tendencies manifested themselves in the 1780s with the com-
mon uprising of two inhabitants of Athens — the Greek, Bellos, and the Turk,
Bekiris — against the city’s corrupt administration, which ended with the
execution of both.” It also manifested itself on different occasions during
the Revolution. In his memoirs, Kolokotronis, the military leader of the
Greek Revolution in the Morea (Peloponnese), and himself a political rival
of the peninsula’s landlords and primates, describes the difficulties he faced
restraining the hostility of the peasant-soldiers in his regiments towards the
Greek notables on several occasions during the Revolution. “The people,”
he writes, “had always intended to kill the lords, and were aroused by the
slightest provocation ...” On another occasion, wanting to prevent his peas-
ant-soldiers from reacting aggressively against the notables, he explained
the situation to them as follows: “...1f we kill the notables, the kings [i.e. of
Europe] will say that these men [i.e. the Greeks] have not revolted for their

Gokalp, the pioneer theoretician of modern Turkish nationalism, is adamant in his work
(The Principles of Turkism, Ankara 1920 — reprinted by C.J. Brill, Leiden 1968 — pp. 28,
35, 36) on the feelings of intimidation which the arrogance of the Ottoman administrators
had created in the simple Turk and Turkish peasant: “... The ruling cosmopolitans became
the Ottoman class and the ruled Turks the Turkish class. The two classes did not love
each other. The Ottoman class regarded itself as the superior nation and viewed the Turks
whom it ruled as a subject nation. The Ottomans always called the Turk ‘the stupid Turk’.
Whenever an official personage visited a Turkish village, everyone fled shouting ‘the
Ottoman is coming’.”

2 M. SAKELLARIOU, Op. Cit., pp. 34 —77.

8 See fn 36 of the present paper.

1. GIANNOPOULOS, Op. Cit., p. 122.
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liberty, but to kill their lords, and that they are therefore bad men, Carbon-
ari...”. ™

The people of Central Greece shared these mixed feelings for the local
Greek administrators and law enforcers, the armatoloi, throughout the long
centuries of Ottoman rule.”® A number of these notables played a double role
during the Revolution, vacillating between the Greek cause and their loy-
alty to the Turks in view of the uncertain future of the confrontation and the
importance many of them attributed to their positions in the Ottoman ad-
ministrative system, positions they did not want to lose.”” This duality was
so problematic during the war that Alexandros Mavrocordatos, the Revolu-
tion’s political and diplomatic leader, characteristically asked them in 1824
“to stop singing Christian hymns one minute and Muslim ones the next”.”

During the Greek Revolution, Greek internal factions and social rivalries
between the notables, landlords, prelates, mariners, islanders, Moreots, Rou-
meliots, armatoloi, klephts, peasants, warlords, and Phanariotes resulted in
two rounds of civil war, waged in parallel with the war against the Turks.”™
Although the situation was not so intense on the Turkish side, there was no
shortage of tensions there, too. The hatred and rivalry between key pashas
and leaders of the Turkish army was legend,® and this is reflected in the

™ TH. KoLoKOTRONIS, op. cit., p. 99: “...0 Aadg iye mAvToTE GKOTO VO GKOTMON TOVG G-
xovtag kot o€ KGO mapopkpdy atiov epediCeto...”. And, in another instance, (p. 89) he
says to the irritated soldiers of his regiment: “... av CKOTOG®UEV TOVG TPOEGTOVS, Ha
emovv ot Pactreic, ott TovTOL dev eonKdONcav d1é v ehevBepiov, oALE 516 var GKOT®-
0oV cvvaroi Tovg Kkat eivar kakoi avOpwmot, KapBovapot...”

® Rikl VAN BoEscHOTEN, From Armatolik to Peoples’ Rule, A. Hakkert, Amsterdam 1991,
especially pp. 143-153, 164-170, 266f.

" JoHN PeTropuLos: “Forms of collaboration with the enemy during the first Greek War of
Liberation”, in N. DiamAnDouRos (ed), op. cit., pp. 131-143. See also Nikosz KoTapiaHE,
Iopadocioxiy Eravaoraon kou Eikoaiéve, [Nikos KoTaripis, Traditional Revolution and
1821], Plethron Publications, Athens 1993, especially pp. 171-240.

N. KassomouLis, op. cit., vol. I, p. 424: “..va movon va 60EALN amd 10 €v UEPOG TO “€K

Tov katd Aovkdv Ayiov Evayyehiov” kot amd to dAAo 0 “Mmicpudddr poypdvt po-

.

On the two rounds of civil war during the Greek Revolution, see. Ap. VAKALOPOULOS,

History of New Hellenism, op. cit., vol. VI, pp. 407-476, 761-813. The most recent and

penetrating work on the civil clashes in the Greek Revolution is that by Nikos Porzakos,

Eraviotaon kar Eupdlioc oro Eikooiéva [Nikos Rotzokos, Revolution and Civil War in

the 1821], Plethron/ Dokimes Publications, Athens 1997.

8 N. MosHopouLos, op. Cit., pp. 105, 152; FoTakos, op. cit., vol. I, p. 424; K. DELIYANNIS,
op. cit., vol. II, pp. 54, 55. On pages 88 and 89, Deliyannis writes when describing the
Turkish attack on Messolonghi, Central Greece, in 1825: “...o Kiovtoyn Pecit nocudg...
eme1dN Ogv eiyev moAMY epmictocvviy €1 Tov Opép Tacidv Bpuavny, og AABavov kot
oAnmactoAny...” [“...Kioutahi Reshit Pasha did not have confidence in Omer Pasha
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decrees issued by the Sultan following the first acts of the Greek Revolution,
in which the monarch asked his public servants, ulemas, ministers, and army
chiefs “to cease their idleness and their dedication to luxury” and, given the
danger, to “let concord reign between them, instead of blaming and accusing
one another”.8!

If the rivalry between the high ranking public servants of the Ottoman
Empire was legendary, so was the rivalry between Muslim fighters of dif-
ferent racial and geographical provenance. Thus the Muslim Albanian sol-
diers disdained the Turks and vice versa, while the Turks of the Peloponnese
looked down upon those from Anatolia; the professional Turkish soldiers
disdained both the simple Turkish inhabitants and the irregular troops, and
everyone disdained Ibrahim, Pasha of Egypt, who arrived in 1824 with his

Vryoni because the latter was an Albanian as well as a former supporter of Ali Pasha...”,
(i.e. the renegade Pasha of Epirus and Albania who was defeated in 1822 by the Sultan’s
army)]; N. KassomouLis, op. cit., vol. 11, p. 168. Kassomoulis informs us in his memoirs
(op. cit., vol. II, p. 441) that Kioutahi Reshit Pasha was very pleased to hear the Greeks
singing songs after the Greek victory at Arahova, Central Greece, against his own inter-
nal enemies, Mostha Bey and Kehaya Bey: “...0 Kiovtayng svyapioteito va tpoyovdn
Kot vo. akovyn to tpayovdt tov Kapaiokdkn o1d v viknv g Apdyofog kotd tov
MocOdunen kot tov Keyaydumen..”; G. FINLAY, op. cit., p. 309: “...when the janissaries
revolted in his capital, and the timariots and spahis refused to march against the rebellious
infidels; when rival pashas fought with one another instead of marching against the
Greeks...”.

8 Ap. DAskALAKIs, Op. cit., vol. |, p. 126.

82 N. MosHopouLos, op. cit., p. 105; G. FinLAY, op. cit., p. 33: “...the Albanian Musulmans
were detested by the Osmanlis and hated by the Greeks...”; N. Kassomoutis (op. cit.,
vol. II, pp. 121-125) tells us what a Muslim Albanian chief said to the Greek defenders
of Messolonghi during the city’s siege by the Turks in 1825, 1826: “...Hpeic, u’ 6Aov
0mOD GO TOLELOVLEV... YopOUeEDn S1OTL EG€IG VIKATE. .. Kot EEVTPOTIALETE KOt UAG EUTPOG
€1g Toug XaAdovmndeg [onA. tovg Tovpkovg amd v Acia]..” [“...Although we are fight-
ing against you, we enjoy the fact that you are winning, because in this way you are
taking revenge on the Haldoups (i.e. Turks from Asia) for us”]; L. KouTsonikas, op. Cit.,
p- 77 writes about the janissaries, who were defeated by the Greeks in 1823: “... O Ouép
[aocdc, 6otig elyev ayavaktoet Kotd tov aneldeotdtov 'evitldpov...,..ntmoévtec de
[ot 'evitoapot] aoypdg, eravnibov eig Kamavdpitt, 6mov edéxbncav kat tovg yAgva-
opovg tov Kopvotiov Obopavdv, Toug 0moiong To TpdToV TEPIEPPOVOLY MG OLOI0VE
e Toug yKioBovpddes..” [ ... Omer Pasha was furious with the janissaries because of their
disobedience...the defeated janissaries came back to Kapandriti, where the Turks from
Karystos were sneering at them, because they [ie: the janissaries] had once looked upon
them with contempt, as if they were like the Greeks...” The same author (op. cit., p. 280),
when describing the battle of Faliron, near Athens, in 1826, says that the Turkish irregu-
lar troops sneered at the men of the regular Turkish army who had been defeated in a
confrontation with the Greeks.
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Arab army and French military specialists and officers to crush the revolu-
tion in the Peloponnese and Central Greece.

The arrogance Ibrahim’s victorious Arab soldiers displayed towards the
local Turkish population, fighters and pashas in view of their failure to defeat
the Greeks incited Turkish hostility towards them. And in a bizarre turn of
events, the local Turks’ humiliation brought them closer to the Greeks, since
both sides now viewed Ibrahim and his Arab and French army with almost
the same animosity. Consequently, Ibrahim did not credit his Turkish fight-
ers as much as one would have expected. Thus, during a pre-battle conver-
sation between the Greeks and lbrahim’s army in 1825, Turkish soldiers
addressed in Greek a group of Greek fighters from the Peloponnese with
whom they had once been neighbours, asking them *“to disobey their nota-
bles” and to stop that war “so that the Greeks and Turks can get rid of the
Arabs together...”.8 A year later, a Turkish Peloponnesian soldier serving
in the Arab army secretly encouraged the inhabitants of a Greek village to
resist Ibrahim’s assault,® and as the war neared its end in 1828, when Turk-
ish and Albanian soldiers serving under lbrahim openly clashed with his
Arab forces, both sides asked the Greeks for assistance!®® Fotakos, who
furnishes us with these accounts, adds: “...Things like that happened on the
part of local Turks in the Greeks’ favour. It turns out that the local [i.e.
Peloponnesian] Turks felt ashamed because the Arabs and French officers
treated them with disdain due to the defeats they had suffered in the past,
which hurt their pride, and whenever the Greeks were victorious [over the
Arabs], the local Turks rejoiced...”.8 Kassomoulis, who has been present
at the siege of Messolonghi in 1826 and experienced first hand the Greeks’
dramatic resistance to Ibrahim, relates the following message conveyed to
the besieged Greeks by a messenger on Ibrahim’s behalf: “...He asked me
to tell you that he is honest and keeps his word. He does not behave like a

8 FoTtakos, op. cit., vol. II, p. 187: “...eueic, Bpe Anuitpn, eipebo yerrovol...Eipeba cav
adehpoi ko and Eva yopo: N miotis pog xopilet. EAdte va mposkuvicete, va YALTOCO-
pev Kot gpeig kot oelg and toug Apomades, va Nompev pold, Kot vo U oKkotovapeda
Gt KoL UV oKoVTE TOVG TPAVOHS GOG...” .

Ibidem, pp. 313, 314.

Ibidem, pp. 468, 4609.

Ibidem, pp. 313, 314: “...Towta Kot GAAa Opola £ysvav amd Tovg gvromiong Tovpkovg
wrép tov EAMvov. Oaivetat, de, ek To0TmV, 0Tt 01 evtomiol Todpkot evipénovto, S10TL
TOVG KaTePPOVOLY ot EEvol Apanddeg kot ot I'dhhot adiopotikol d1d ta mabnqpoto tv
T TPOTEPOV, KOl 010 TOVTO 1) PLAOTIHIO TV ENEPGLETO, Kot, 0odKig ot EAAnves evikmv,
ot Tovpkot ot gvromot Eyatpov...”
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Turk. He is European, with a regular army under him, and he wants to do
everything as it should be done”.®

Given a context as emotionally, socially, ideologically and politically
complex as that of the Greek Revolution, we can expect a good deal of mixed
feelings, positions, acts and intentions. With the Revolution of 1821, nation-
alism, which was already knocking on the door of Balkan societies, estab-
lished itself in Greece.® The Revolution itself would prove a national labo-
ratory for those Greeks who still lacked a solid national conscience and sense
of national determination.®® The formation of the tiny — but independent —
Greek State in the wake of the War of Greek Independence made it inevi-
table that the Balkans and Turkey would sooner or later have to move to-
wards clearer determinations, meaning they began to move towards the
formation of their own national ideas and nation states.

Maria Efthymiou
University of Athens

87 N. KassomouLis, op. cit., vol. I, p. 224: “M’ ginev va 6ag emd 0Tt avTdg ivar precong
(moT66), TiHog. Avtdg TovpKiKa Tpdypoto dev kapvel. Eivar Evpomaioc, £xet otpdtev-
Lo TOKTIKOV, kot Oho B€het var T KApvn pe Tasv”.

8 On the rise of nationalism in the Balkans and Greece, see WesLEY M. GEweHR, The Rise

of Nationalism in the Balkans, 1800-1930, Archon Books 1967. On the impact of the
French Revolution on the Balkans and the Greek Intelligentsia for the Revolution to
come, see I[Tasxaans KitroMHAIARE, H [ aldixy Eravdotaon kot n Notioavarodiky Evporn
[PasHALIs KiTromiLipis, French Revolution and Southeastern Europe], Diatton Publica-
tions, Athens 1990. On the birth and formation of the Greek nation and Greek national
conscience, see the study by the eminent Greek historian Nikos XBoraNos, To eAdnviké
£0vog yévean ki diouoppwan tov Néov EJAnviouot [Nikos Svoronos, The Greek Nation;
Birth and Formation of New Hellenism], Polis Publications, Athens 2004.
Th. Kolokotronis, the almost illiterate military chief of the Greek Revolution, describes
the role the Revolution itself played in the consolidation of national feeling among the
Greeks in a penetrating and accurate way: “ H kowevio tov avOpodrov ntov [ni. tpwv
10 1821] pukpn, dev givar mapd 1 eTavacTaoi oG omov eoyétice OAoLG Toug EAlnvag.”
[“The sense of community between people was limited (i.e. prior to 1821); it is thanks
to our revolution that the Greeks felt a bond with one another.”]
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