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“American century” and contrary racist retrenchment among whites, em- 
hopcs for a “century of the common ployment opportunities for women and 
man,” a military establishment and a bombastic attacks on “momism.” The 
band of activists who would campaign homefront was not a benevolent world 
against nuclear testing in  the 1950’s and we have lost. Rather, even more than 
the Indochina war in the I960’s, in- the Depression, the early 1940’s created 
creased assertiveness among blacks and the world in which we live. 
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The Turkish arms embargo was im- 
posed in 1975 because of the misuse of 
American arms in northern Cyprus. 
Those who favor lifting the embargo 
prior to real progress toward a settte- 
mcnt on Cyprus admit that i t  will strain 
relations with Greece. but they hope 
that these relations will eventually im- 
prove as a result of a solution on 
Cyprus. They also believe that an end to 
the embargo would make a solution 
possible. They con€end that neither 
Greece nor Turkey is secure by itself 
within the Alliance, and that the fact 
that each needs the other will make 
compromise more likely once the cur- 
rent deadlock is broken. 

Some of those who favor lifting the 
embargo seem to underestimate the in- 
ternal pressures that could force Greece 
to “go neutral.” They also underesti- 
mate the relative ease with which 
Greece could slip into neutrality as a 
result of its moves, since the 1974 crisis, 
to normalize relations with its Balkan 
neighbors. If the embargo is lifted, the 
burden will be on the administration to 
convince Turkey of its need for Greece 
and not to regard the end of the embar- 
go as one more “new rcality” for the 
Greek Cypriots to accept. 

The recent Turkish proposals have 
not strengthened the administration’s 
case. I t  looks as if the most the adminis- 
tration can hope for, if the embargo is 
lifted, is a settlement considered less 
than adequate by Greece and unaccept- 
able to Cyprus. It is hoped that both 
could be pressured into accepting, leav- 

ing NATO with a sort of low-grade 
infection and the Cyprus problem only 
temporarily solved. 

Laurence Stern, national editor of the 
Wushingron Post, outlines U.S. respon- 
sibility for the current situation. His 
thesis is that a foreign policy that sacri- 
fices democratic principles to military 
expediency is self-defeating in the long 
run. He argues this convincingly, using 
American policy toward Greece and 
Cyprus as a case history. lnterviews 
with numerous American, Greek, and 
Cypriot officials have enabled him to 
assemble a considerable amount of de- 
tail concerning the events surrounding 
the Greek junta coup against Archbish- 
op Makarios, which provided the pre- 
text for the Turkish invasion of Cyprus, 
The book is somewhat flawed by a few 
factual errors and unlikely worst-possi- 
ble interpre~tions; nevertheless, Stern’s 
thesis does not depend on the validity of 
these minor assertions but on the pub- 
licly acknowledged facts of our foreign 
policy in the area. 

After dealing at length with the 
events leading up to the coup, including 
the CIA warning of junta plans and the 
ineffective efTorts to discourage them, 
Stern writes: “If there had ever been a 
time for strong and imaginative inter- 
vention, specifically for stronger U. S .  
pressure on Athens, it was before the 
coup and not afterward.” Forestalling 
the coup was certainly the wiser course. 
Stern fails to emphasize enough the 
point that a strong US. reaction to the 
coup could have forestalled the Turkish 

invasion. He offers without comment 
Kissinger’s later private explanation to 
newsmen that Kissinger feared that 
“public proclamations against the Cyp- 
riot puppet president would be used by 
the Turks to justify intervention.” This 
explanation is not convincing in view of 
the Turkish demands for the return of 
Makarios before the invasion. 

Stern has limited his examinat~on to 
events as seen from an American per- 
spective, in effect beating US. poiicy- 
makers on their own ground. He deals 
only briefly with a few specifics of the 
1960 treaties of London and Zurich 
granting Cyprus its independence at the 
price of giving the I8 per cent Turkish 
minority 30 per cent of the government 
and a veto on legislation. The book 
concentrates on the flaws in American 
foreign policy and does not attempt to 
sort out the basic Causes of instability on 
Cyprus. 

These basic causes must be the con- 
cern of policymakers who would repair 
the damage to NATO and find a lasting 
solution to the Cyprus problem. Some 
have argued that there have been 
enough wrongs on both sides to make a 
fresh start and a clean slate the best 
approach. Yet if basic causes are not 
examined, Cypriots may be condemned 
to repeat their past. US. officials have 
asserted that Cyprus must ~ e ~ ~ j n  sov- 
ereign and jnde~ndent-but the prob- 
lem is that Cyprus was denied full 
sovereignty and independence by cer- 
tain provisions in the 1960 treaties 
between Great Britain, Greece, and 
Turkey. The signatories gave them- 
selves the right to intervene under cer- 
tain circumstances and they stationed 
Greek and Turkish troops on the island. 
(It was Greek troops that precipitated 
the 1967 crisis by attacking a Turkish 
village and led to the ove~hrow of the 
Cyprus Government in 1974.) Nor are 
the two communities, even if a majority 
in both agree, able to change any of the 
basic provisions in the Cyprus constitu- 
tion without the consent of these three 
governments. Intercommunal talks, be- 
gun in 1968 to revise the constitution, 
had produced agreement on all issues 
but one. A negotiating breakthrough on 
this final point had occurred in early 
1974, but the talks brokedown in April, 
1974, after Prime Minister Ecevit’s 
statement that his goal for Cyprus was 
federation, which seemed to indicate his 
intent to veto the agreement. The ‘‘self- 
determination” called for in the past by 



Greek Cypriots, although initially 
amounting to a code word for enosis, as 
critics have claimed, was surely directed 
even more at the above provisions, espe- 
cially after the desire for eyosis waned 
in the mid- 1960’s. 

The treaties also provided for a mi- 
nority veto, but not for the means to 
deal with deadlocks such as the one that 
precipitated the 1963 breakdown in the 
Cyprus Government. When majority 
rule is denied, some impartial means for 
breaking the inevitable deadlocks must 
be provided. These basic constitutional 
problems are properly of international 
concern, since they affect future stabili- 
ty on the island. Although more equita- 
ble territorial arrangements and guaran- 
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This work composed of twelve essays on 
Voltaire, Helvitius, Turgot, and Comte, 
Bakunin and Marx could invite opposite 
reactions. It could be said to trace the 
formation of modern secularism, at the 
highest level of intellectual history, in a 
most exquisite manner. On the other 
hand, i t  could be judged little more than 
a clever but sterile academic exercise in 
inquisitional history-a field in which 
America’s Hegelian conservatives excel. 
Emminent analysis, or conceptualism 
on a rampage? Conservatism at its 
deepest, or a highbrow’s idea of a witch 
hunt? What is not debatable is the prop- 
osition that i t  is an expression of an 
older type of intellectual history, which 
is characterized by searches for “good” 
and “bad” traditions and by conclusions 
that are never at variance with the ideo- 
logical preferences with which one be- 
gan. 

“The present work,” John Hallowell 
says in his brief and uninstructive pref- 
ace, “consists of a portion of an unpub  
lished history of political ideas which 
Eric Voegelin wrote in the nineteen 
forties and early fifties. His reluctance 
to publish the history at the time it was 
written stemmed in part from a growing 
conviction that such a history, however 
well-conceived and executed, could not 

tees for huma’n rights are important for 
a solution, an end to the institutional- 
ized external interference in the amairs 
of Cyprus is surely essential. 

Stern concludes that Kissinger suc- 
ceeded in purging American foreign 
policy of Dulles’s “Protestant mission- 
ary spirit” but failed to understand “the 
imperatives of change among and with- 
in nations: toward government by popu- 
lar consensus, toward reducing the dis- 
parities of wealth and poverty, toward 
the processes of both reform and revolu- 
tion.” He adds that ‘‘an American for- 
eign policy that fails to comprehend 
these forces may be doomed to sterility 
and failure.” I t  is  a point deserving of 
serious consideration. 

to Revolution 

penetrate the depths of a consciousness 
from which such a history emerges.” In 
effect, this means certain disappoint- 
ment for those who waited for the final 
volume of Voegelin’s multivolume his- 
tory of Western consciousness, Order 
and History: Israel and Revelation: 
The World of the Polis: Plato and Aris- 
totle: and The Ecumenic Age. There 
may be some pleasure in this for those 
who suspected all along that Voegelin’s 
genius for penetrating the consciousness 
out of which human notions of order are 
constituted was reserved for under- 
standing civilizations far less diverse 
and self-conscious than ours. For the 
reader who knows the main thrust of 
Order and History and Science of Poli- 
tics the worth of the present work is 
mainly in  the opportunity it affords to 
see Voegelin at an earlier stage of his 
practice of intellectual history. 

Elements of the mature Voegelin, 
however, are already present in this 
work. He is a profound antimodern, he 
finds nothing redeeming in  the modern 
world. Literally, history for him is all 
downhill from Plato and Jesus on; the 
essence of modernity is understood to 
be a destructive secularism, man suicid- 
ally choosing himself-his knowledge, 
happiness, and order-ver all else in 
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existence. This universal heresy of mea- 
suting the true and the good exclusively 
in reference to the earthly-which 
Voegelin .has already labeled “gnosti- 
cism”-became virulent when coupled 
to the idea of progress. At this point 
gnostic man presumes that through his 
own philanthropy. science, and re- 
form-in short, through progress-he 
can realize his ideal society. 

Like Maritain’s Three Reformers or 
Camus’s The Rebel, Voegelin’s Front 
Enlightenment to Revolution equates 
history with ideas, and ideas with the 
logic of the powers of self-destruction. 
A limited number of abstract ideas are 
assumed not only to mirror whole his- 
torical periods and processes, but they 
are treated almost as if they are essen- 
tially the source, engine, and goal of the 
powers that direct the course of centu- 
ries. This form of doing history-a form 
of expression that for the past two 
centuries has qualified intellectuals to 
serve themselves and their favorite 
causes-is the central activity of this 
work. Voegelin seeks to demonstrate 
that “gnosticism” (“a slow process ex- 
tending over a thousand years”) got 
hold of modern man’s soul entirely in 
the last two centuries; that “the corpus 
mysticum has given way to the corpus 
humanitatis”; that “the climax of this 
[project] is the magic dream of creating 
the Superman, the man-made Being 
that will succeed the sorry creature of 
God’s making. This is the great dream 
that first appeared imaginatively in the 
works of Condorcet, Comte, Marx. and 
Nietzsche and later pragmatically in  the 
Communist and National Socialist 
movement.” 

Voegelin’s history of ideas bore the 
stamp of the cold war. Soviet Russia 
linked to Nazi Germany and left-wing 
intellectuals-these were the propo- 
nents of the secular heresy. Unaccount- 
ably the United States-its myths, na- 
tionalism, democracy, and capitalism- 
were exempted from the indictment of 
“secular gnosticism.” Writing of histo- 
ry as i f  it were about damning and 
saving ideas, Voegelin was, in effect, in  
reference to socialism, making subver- 
sion definable, identifiable, and trace- 
able, as it passed from individual think- 
er to small groups to partics that, in 
times of chaos, enter on the historical 
stage with powers far greater than their 
numbers. Yet Voegelin knows history to 
be too spontaneous, too complex, and 
too dialectical to yield to the violent 


