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GREEK KING AT CAMBRIDGE

The King of the Hellenes visited Cambridge

University on Saturday, November 8, 1941, to receive

the Hon. degree of LLD.

In his address His Majesty said:-

I am, Sir greatly moved by the honour done me by this ancient

University to-day: I take it as a warm and generous gesture of greeting
to the Greek People who have fought and suffered and are still fighting
for those noble ideals of which your venerable institutions hold so high
the flame handed down to you from antiquity by Hellas.

These ideals will I am sure prevail and victory will crown our

cause.

In the meantime I am indeed proud to be a member of your distinguished

society and thank you for conferring upon me these marks of your esteem.

The Master of Trinity College in a speech said that undoubtedly
the reason why he had been selected for the honour of speaking on this

occasion was because he represented the College of which Byron was a

member. The Master spoke of the touching affection that the Greek people

have maintained for Byron’s memory for more than a century past and

English travellers in Greece were aware of the kindness with which they

were still regarded simply because they were Englishmen. The gratitude

of Greece to the land of Byron, said the Master, leaves me mourning, for

it is more than we deserve, and it is certainly more than we have got
from any other countries whom we befriended in old days.

The Master spoke of the incalculable debt of European civilization

to the Ancient Greeks, who had taught to Europe the first principles of all her

art, her literature, her drama, her photography and her science, and had

at a later date moulded the thought and doctrine of the Christian religion.

And then in the early Nineteenth Century the modern Greek nation

suddenly sprang to life, arising from the tomb of centuries, a miracle

which captivated the imagination of Europe and above all of England. And

now during the last few years we have seen this Greek nation, under the

leadership of his Majesty the King of the Hellenes, attain to a remarkable

degree of prosperity and vigour, in spite of terrible suffering in a long

series of wars.

And now last of all we have seen the Greeks struck down and most

cruelly enslaved by two robber nations under two robber chiefs after one

of them alone had proved insufficient for the task of overcoming the

heroic resistance of the Greek army. The agonies and suffering which the

Greeks now endure on account of their loyalty and goodness and courage,

rend the hearts of Englishmen with a peculiar pang, even in these days when

all over Europe the good are suffering in proportion to their goodness.

In this struggle no object is dearer to the members of the University of

Cambridge than the restoration and liberation of the noble Greek people,
whose King accompanied by his Prime Minister we enthusiastically welcome

here today.
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The Greek Prime Minister, M.E.J. Tsouderos, speaking at the ceremony

said:-

The sad but glorious fate reserved for our country by the forces of evil which

are today ravaging Europe, have brought the King of the Hellenes and the Greek

Government to this land, which, thanks to the brave and magnanimous stand of its

sons, has succeeded in keeping clear of the miasma and has became the magnificent

and mighty bulwark of the most precious human values; liberty, justice and truth.

The courteous gesture of the University of Cambridge has brought us today to

these sacred grounds where from the earliest times the best efforts for promoting

human happiness have been made and where thousands of pioneers of the intellect are

devoting all their strength and their whole life to a free culture and the furtherance

of science.

At the same time, from these spiritual workers, enlightened as they are by the

teachings of antiquity, are recruited all those men who have been in the past, as

they are today, the defenders of the liberty and independence of nations. It is with

emotion that we are reminiscent, in this respect, of Byron, who stands as the symbol

of the great men of this kind.

I have been asked to lecture in this place and I must confess that I have been

at a loss as to the choice of my subject, notwithstanding the freedom left to me

in the matter. What could I say that might interest an audience like this,

consisting to a great extent of pioneers of science, of indefatigable searchers in

all fields of human knowledge? This occasion and my original capacity as a doctor

of law of the University of Athens induce me to venture to explain how I understand

the spiritual import of the gigantic struggle which is now going on and the issue

of which will decide the destinies of human civilization. Much that I may say is,

of course, already known to you. Some fundamental truths, however, should be

elaborated and reiterated so that a common political consciousness may be attained.

The aim of the war now being waged by the representatives of violence is not

only the conquest of countries and the subjugation of peoples. This struggle marks

an acute antithesis between two worlds, one of which consists of the totality of

those political, moral and spiritual values which have been produced by long and

sanguinary struggles and have ended in the organic creation of modern civilisation.

The other world represents an artificial condition, based on principles which are

proclaimed as new but which are really nothing more than a revival and remoulding
of those ideas that governed human communities during the darkest periods of history,
which followed the collapse of the ancient Hellenic civilisation.

The point in question, therefore, is the irreconcilable antithesis between the

democratic and the monocratic ideals. Fascism and Nazism are manifestations of

this latter.

We should, of course, be unworthy champions of the democratic ideals if we did

not recognise as a primary doctrine the right of every organized state to choose its

regime freely and to develop its particular culture according to its own traditions

and character. Therefore, all those nations which recognise violence and coercion

as the only forces that should regulate life, are free to enjoy the blessings of

their system, so long as they apply them to themselves only and do not threaten the

peace and liberty of other nations.

But the followers of monocracy, the representatives of the self-styled privileged

nations, would not be consistent with their own principles if they did not seek the

forcible subjection to their system of all the other nations. In any case, those

nations, in the opinion of the Nazi and Fascist leaders, can have no other mission

than to serve the interests and the aims of the privileged.

Against this attempt to overthrow the independence and freedom of other nations,
the whole free democratic world has taken up arms, willing to undergo every

sacrifice for the preservation of its civilization and the fundamental bases on which

its political and social structure rests.

What is this system which, according to its creators, has such absolute merit

that it has to be imposed by force on those people who refuse to appreciate its virtues?
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It is the system of the apotheosis of brute force, it is the system that seeks

to regulate human life -- political, social, spiritual, moral -- not on the basis of

principles of justice organically developed out of free thought and free discussion

and out of their conception of justice. But it endeavours to impose rules having

as their source the will of a person who has arbitrarily concentrated material

power in his hands. To these orders blind obedience is demandedwithout the right
of discussion, consideration or criticism, for they protect and serve, by presumption,

the social interests which only the dictator has the right to know and specify.

It is the system which annihilates the personality of the human being, deprives

it of all initiative, and subordinates under strict rules all human energy, human

thought and human feeling itself.

It is the system from which is lacking the most important and characteristic

element of permanent organisation of a society the element of continuity. The old

theocratic and absolutist systems, owing to the institution of hereditary Monarchy,
assured uninterrupted continuity for the regime. The new Fascist and National-

socialist absolutism does not possess this element of continuity. Its only

distinctive characteristic is that one given individual constitutes the source of

authority. It is not, therefore, a question of a political and social system, but

rather of a regime depending on force for the exercise of political authority.

The followers of this system have declared themselves the mortal enemies of the

democratic idea, and express themselves with undisguised scorn on the democratic

organisation of social life. There is no doubt that their ideal is the exact

antithesis of the Democratic ideal.

When we speak of a democracy, we mean first of all a particular constitutional

statute, a particular form of organisation in a state, of which the main feature

is free representation of the people in the exercise of political authority, either

under the institution of Constitutional Monarchy which personified the element of

stability and continuity, or under the institution of a supreme elected ruler.

This regime has intrinsic significance, and is not only a system of organisation
of the state but constitutes a special form of political life.

Democracy does not simply mean acceptance of the wish of the majority. It is

characterised rather by a respect for the minority. Freedom of thought and

discussion, free expression of criticism on the opinions and decisions of the

majority, free use of the legal means for its reversal, constitute the main

attributes of the democratic system. The outstanding feature is not the existence of

a majority which regulates social life; it is rather the fact that this majority was

formed freely by free consideration and decision, and that it can at any moment be

converted into a minority by the same procedure. Democracy, however, does not imply
political, social and economic anarchy, nor is the democratic system contrary to the

idea of a methodical organisation of society, or to a planned course of action of the

state to serve the general aims and interests of the classes and to guide the efforts

of the individual in that direction.

Most of the criticisms levelled against democracy are due to the fallacy that

democracy is synonymous with individualism. The idea, particularly, that democracy

and economic liberalism are one and the same thing has contributed greatly to the

shaking of the faith in the democratic ideal. But if economic liberalism developed

simultaneously with the democratic idea, this does not mean that it constitutes an

organic part of it.

Economic liberalism flourished at a time when the various forms of economic

activity were simpler, when the distribution of economic power was much wider and the

divergence of economic interests less acute. We can therefore say that it is not

suitable for the present organisation of society, and can no longer be reconciled with

the popular conception of the place and importance of the individual towards the

whole of the community.

The idea that each individual should be free to use as he chose the means of

production at his disposal and to exploit his own and other powers of production, and
that out of this would accrue the maximum of social benefit, is now an antiquated
conception.
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Today it is common knowledge that the incentive of individual benefit, which

necessarily urges the individual to greater efforts, is not in any way sufficient

to assure the social interest nor to serve social objectives.

Individual initiative constitutes a gigantic social force of which no society

can safely be deprived. But individual initiative can no longer be aimed merely at

the creation of an exchangeable value for the gaining of benefits mainly directed

to individual profit. The society of today, which continues to entrust the means

of production in the hands of the individual, expects of him to create a social

utility, when alone he is entitled to realise personal benefit as well. But even

this personal benefit cannot be unlimited at the expense of the society, but should

represent a legitimate recompense of the individual, proportionate to the value of

the social service rendered.

All this cannot be achieved without calculated and effective action on the part

of the state. For the realisation of such a programme, it is not necessary to

transform the state and society into organisations of force and arbitrary rule as

in the totalitarian states.

The free democratic state can successfully undertake this mission also, and

carry it out more safely by using the same machinery of free discussion and

criticism instead of the arbitrary dictate for submission. The process of

evolution is moving the world in this direction.

I have already said much, but I wanted to make clear why the present amazing
clash is not a struggle for geographical boundaries, for political changes or for

economic interests. It is a struggle which will determine the foundations of human

civilization and the social system under which the world will live. It will be no

idle repetition if I reiterate here that on the one side stand the partisans of

brute force and on the other those who draw their inspiration from the ancient

Greek spirit, which drives the civilized and Christian Europe in her struggle for

the preservation of its culture; their aim is to create a new moral force which will

direct and humanize the material forces, and respect, at the same time, the will of

individuals and states, both small and great.

In fighting against violence, we are striving to safeguard freedom to which the

sentiment of human dignity gave birth. Only he who has self-respect can reject the

yoke of foreign dictation in order to determine his own fate.

There is only one way for any self-respecting man. He regulates his thoughts,
his activities and his whole life within the organized social community and

co-operation. If he is lacking in this sense then he allows others to decide for

him from the days of his birth until his death, according to the principles of the

despotic states, or according to the needs of animals.

In the struggle against violence sacrifices are necessary.

Solon said:

"It was easier for them to stamp out tyranny at birth, while now it is

a much greater task to eradicate it for it has developed and taken root."

We are new suffering in order to cut down the tyranny that we have allowed to

develop and mature. We must say, however, that it is a great thing to suffer, and

even, when necessary to perish, on this upward path that serves mankind. There is

nothing greater than this, nothing that makes man more noble for ever.

This path leads the world to a new social and political creation. Science that

enlightens and Christian faith that edifies must work for post-war reconstruction.

These organized forces of good which alone have through the ages brought progress and

relief to humanity after great disasters in history, will once more become the

instruments which will constitute the army of reconstruction.

A moral force must govern the nations, large and small, on the basis of equality
that is the only principle capable of assuring a continuous peace, the mother of

progress. The coalition of Science and Christianity into a common effort is stronger
than any political combination to save humanity from similar catastrophes in the

future.

MINISTRY OF INFORMATION.
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