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The Greek War of Independence, Yankee Opium, and 
American Foreign Policy
PRESENTED BY THOMAS ADAMS 

We start our story at the beginning of the 19th century with the defeat of Napoleon in his disastrous campaign against Russia in 1812.  In October 1813, his weakened army was defeated at Leipzig by a coalition of British and continental forces.  The coalition forces then invaded France in April 1814.  Napoleon was forced into exile on the island of Elba, the largest island in the Tuscan archipelago of Italy.
Napoleonic Empire 1812 FOIL

Shortly thereafter, in September 1814, the Congress of Vienna led by Prince von Metternich assembled what became one of the most important international conferences in European history.  The French Revolution and the Napoleonic Wars destroyed much of the political structure in Europe.  The Congress was called in an effort to solidify the status quo, settle political boundaries after the collapse of the Napoleonic Empire, and preserve a conservative social order.  It established a new balance of power among Europe’s major states.   The main result was the creation of the Holy Alliance, a vague agreement that the sovereigns of Austria, Prussia, and Russia would conduct their nations in a manner consonant with “Christian principles.”  The Alliance ostensibly was created to bring the virtues of peace and charity to the political life of the Continent.  In actuality it was created to make revolution against existing and newly created states difficult if not impossible.

Between receptions and fêtes the members dawdled, but their minds were concentrated upon hearing the news that Napoleon had left Elba and was gathering his army for a new offensive.  Compromises were quickly made and the conference ended on June 13, 1815, exactly five days before Arthur Wellesley, the first Duke of Wellington leading a new coalition of forces defeated Bonaparte at Waterloo, Belgium.  This time Napoleon was sent into exile to lonely British-held St. Helena Island in the South Atlantic.  After the Congress Vienna Belgium merged with Holland; legitimate dynasties were restored in Spain, Portugal and Italy; Britain received the Ionian Islands.
Six years after the end of the Congress of Vienna, the Greek War of Independence challenged the principles of the Holy Alliance.  The Greek War of Independence was also the first time that the developing American government was forced to conceive a policy regarding whether or not to recognize the provisional government of a European nation revolting against its oppressor.  There was also the issue of giving it military assistance and provisions in direct contradiction of the wishes of the Holy Alliance.  This situation was especially difficult since the name “Greece” evoked many images in the contemporary American mind – Sparta and Athens, Pericles, Marathon, Salamis, Homer, Socrates, and Aristotle.  The Greeks were seeking freedom from an oppressor the same as Americans had two generations before, and the Greeks too were yearning to establish their own country.  Greece was also a Christian nation struggling against four centuries of a Muslim state’s harsh rule, surely a fact to arouse the sympathies of all Christendom.

Much of this was true also of the partially successful uprising of the Serbians against the Turks between 1805 and 1815.  They too were Orthodox Christians struggling against the same brutal Ottomans to be free and to determine their destiny.  However, few Americans took any interest in or even knew the plight of the Serbians, and if they did, in the words of one scholar, “it was viewed as an uprising of a semi-barbarous Balkan peasantry.”
But unlike the Serbs, the Greeks had a great name.  Americans knew about ancient Greece but virtually nothing about Serbia.  Its greatest strength was the evocation of Classical Greece, whose language was taught from the earliest days of the founding of Harvard, 1636; College of William and Mary, 1693; Yale, 1701; and Kings College (Princeton), 1746.  Many of the signers of the Declaration of Independence and America’s earliest presidents knew classical Greek.

While in Paris, American Ambassador Thomas Jefferson developed a close friendship with Adamantios Koraês, a scholar, Greek patriot, and the inventor of katharevousa, a stilted language-construct that blighted the schooling of generations of Greek children until 1976 when it was abolished.  Jefferson was later to write him:
“Any service America might render to Greece’s struggle had to be a tribute to the splendid constellation of sages and heroes, whose blood is still flowing in your veins, and whose merits are still resting, as a heavy debt, on the shoulders of the living, and the future races of men.”
In contrast to the Serbian uprising, when hostilities broke out in Greece, a contagious philhellenism started.  Opponents to the cause were branded Turkophiles, “a designation no more coveted then than now.”  The Greeks’ great name was what set the Greek struggle apart from the Serbs and made it special to Americans.


Next we will review briefly the history of the Greek War of Independence and come back to it again and again as we proceed.
A Brief History of the Greek War of Independence
March 25, 1821.  Germanos, Bishop of Patras, raised the blue and white Greek flag at the Monastery of Aghia Lavra.  Here he is swearing in and blessing the warriors. FOIL
Easter Sunday, April 22, 1821.  Gregorious, The Patriarch of Constantinople, was publicly hanged at his church door in his sacred robes. FOIL
Christian churches were destroyed while bishops and archbishops were murdered as soon as they were found.  In Adrianople and Smyrna, thousands died in Turkish massacres. FOIL  Chios, the richest and most peaceful island in the Aegean saw its male population aged 14 to 60 put to the sword and all the women and children sold into slavery. FOIL
1821-1825, the Greeks held their own.  They fought the Turks and when one group gained the upper hand, they fought each other.  Few of the Greek heroes of the war for independence had any idea of a nation-state.  They were more like members of local tribes bound together by unique traditions and deep collective memories.
January 5, 1824.  The great and notorious English poet and philhellene, George Gordon, Sixth Baron Gordon, arrived in Missolonghi.  He tried to stop the chaos and create unity among the Greek factions but failed.  Three short months later he was dead.  Lordo Viron died of a virulent fever. 2 FOILS
1825.  Sultan Mahmud II, ordered his satrap, Ibrahim Pasha of Egypt to the Morea.  In contrast to the Greeks and Turks, Egypt’s army of 17, 000 troops were well armed and trained and scored victory after victory.

April 24, 1826.  Missolonghi fell after a long siege. FOIL Ibrahim Pasha ravaged the Morea, sending thousands into slavery in Egypt.  Shortly thereafter, Athens fell and the revolution nearly collapsed.

July 1827.  The six-year heroic fight of the Greeks began to turn the thinking of the Europeans.  They began to admire the Greek cause.  The gains of Ibrahim Pasha was the last straw for Britain, France, and Russia (the newly formed “Allied Powers”).  They offered an armistice to the Sultan – essentially an offer he could not refuse.  He refused.

October 20, 1827.  The combined fleets of the Allied Powers destroyed the Turkish-Egyptian navy at the Battle of Navarino. FOIL
We will return to the War of Independence in more detail later.

Exactly two months after Germanos raised the Greek flag at Aghia Lavra, the Messinian Senate of Kalamata, a town near the fighting, published a lengthy appeal signed by Commander-in-Chief Petros Mavromichalis FOIL, directed to “the fellow-citizens of [William] Penn, of Washington and of Franklin.”  The appeal was sent to Adamantios Koraês in Paris who sent it to his friend, Edward Elliott, America’s leading Greek scholar and a professor of Greek Literature at Harvard.  Elliot was arguably the most ardent philhellene in the United States and a devoted and knowledgeable sympathizer of the Greek cause, having visited Greece in 1809 while a student at Harvard.  Elliott was the perfect disseminator, for he not only had contacts in the press (he had the Kalamata appeal printed in the Boston Commercial Advertiser of October 15, 1821) but was also publisher of the North American Review, a scholarly journal read by America’s elite which solidly supported the Greek cause.  While the document was widely distributed throughout America, it was pointedly ignored by the government in Washington.
The American Philhellenic Movement
The American philhellenic movement started in Albany, New York, when the local newspaper, the Albany Argus, in its New Year’s issue of 1822, published a column of verse exalting the heroic Greeks.  This was followed by Fourth of July speeches, mass public meetings, numerous editorials in local newspapers, and pleas for monetary support.  Unfortunately for the Greeks, enthusiasm began to fade as quickly as it began, for philhellenism had not spread to cities beyond New York.  Then two things happened that changed everything: the first on January 5, 1824, Lord Byron arrived at Missolonghi, and the second, the Greeks began to mount successive military successes against the Ottoman forces, renewing enthusiasm for philhellenism.
American public passion intensified as news of Turkish barbarities became known and philhellenism surged.  Naturally, the plight of the oppressed Greeks appealed strongly to idealistic college youth.  Colleges and universities including Yale, Columbia, Harvard, and others asked for donations.  Fund drives flourished.  One newspaper noted:
Besides efforts by college students, special benefit performances were given at theatres; special sermons were preached and special collections taken up in churches; prominent men debated public questions and charged an admission fee to be donated to the local Greek committee; merchants were persuaded to assign to Greek relief a percentage of their profits; objects of value were offered at public auction and sold at inflated prices; school children handed up their pennies; laborers gave up a day’s wages; ship owners donated space on their ships for supplies destined for Greece; and innumerable balls and fairs were held.

The story of the atrocities caused philhellenistic fervor to infect the White House itself.  On December 3, 1822, President James Monroe in the “Sixth Annual Message to Congress” [what the “State of the Union” message was called in those days] articulated the reasons for America’s interest in the Greek cause:

The mention of Greece fills the mind with the most exalted sentiments and arouses in our bosoms the best feelings of which our nation is susceptible. . . . That such a country should have been overwhelmed and so long hidden, as it were, from the world under a gloomy despotism has been a cause of unceasing and deep regret to generous minds for ages past. . . . A strong hope is entertained that these people will recover their independence and resume their equal station among the nations of the earth.

The question became: to what extent, if any, should the executive and legislative branches of the American government pay heed to the wishes of its citizens when this involved its foreign policy relations with another country?  Politicians and ordinary citizens could voice sentiments of concern.  Citizens could send money to Greece.  Citizens could even volunteer to fight alongside the Greeks and some did.  The Turk (Muslim) versus the Greek (Christian) issue was played to great effect but this could hardly be considered the formulation of a diplomatic policy with a constitutional amendment guaranteeing freedom of religion.

First Diplomatic Feelers from the Greeks
On February 20, 1823, the first official contact by Greece with the United States was initiated by Andreas Luriottis, a London-based Envoy of the Provisional Government of the Greeks, to Richard Rush, the American Ambassador to England.  Luriottis, “recommending the cause of the Greeks, solicited of the United States recognition, alliance, and assistance.”  The letter was addressed to John Quincy Adams, Secretary of State.

In essence, the Greeks were proposing diplomatic recognition.  Rush refused to give Luriottis any encouragement as to how Adams might regard his request.

Four months later, Alexander Mavrocordatos, the Greek Minister of Foreign Affairs FOIL, followed up on Luriottis’ note with a proposal to Adams for secret negotiations.  On August 15, 1823, as the fighting continued in Greece, President Monroe’s cabinet finally met to discuss the questions of the recognition of the Greek provisional government and of direct aid to the Greek people.  Secretary of the Treasury William H. Crawford and favored both recognition and assistance.  Calhoun, a rabid philhellene and an outspoken Turkophobe, following up on Mavrocordatos’ note, proposed sending a secret agent to Greece.  John Quincy Adams, however, objected to the United States having any secret agents.  Calhoun, echoing the concerns of most Americans, especially the clergy, argued his full support for the Greeks as Christians and counseled that America ignore Turkish interests totally.

Adams was not as sanguine as Crawford and Calhoun whom he dismissed by stating: “I thought not quite so lightly of a war with Turkey.”  Monroe directed Adams to craft a response to Luriottis for his signature.

On August 18, 1823, a response was sent to Luriottis.  It was the views of Adams and not those of Crawford and Calhoun that prevailed.

It said, essentially, until you become an independent nation, don’t call us we’ll call you.


During this time, about 1825, the U.S. had a lot more on its plate than interest in European revolutionaries.  America began to emphasize its internal issues.  The War of 1812 ended successfully as did the war against the Barbary Pirates.  In 1803, President Thomas Jefferson made the Louisiana Purchase from Napoleon.  In 1820 it could exploit that huge land mass that more than doubled the size of the nation.  The country began to concentrate on its westward movement as state after state added its star to the flag.  In 1825, the Erie Canal was completed linking the Hudson River to the five Great Lakes that in time made New York City one of the world’s greatest entrepots rivaling Rotterdam and Shanghai.  Most economic development experts consider 1825 to be the beginning of the American Industrial Revolution.  It was at this time that the details of the Monroe Doctrine were first stated.
Monroe Doctrine

While the Monroe Doctrine is generally known, few Americans know of the connection of the Monroe Doctrine and the Greek War of Independence.  Most understand that it was a prohibition on the part of the United States against the extension of European influence and power in the New World.  

President James Monroe’s momentous Doctrine of December 2, 1823 -- the capstone in the arch of America’s foreign policy for years to come -- “was not a treaty, not an executive agreement, not an act of Congress, not a multilateral inter-American policy, and not international law. . . . It was simply a statement of policy included in the President’s [Seventh Annual Message] to Congress.”  It had three main premises.
First, it warned Great Britain, France, Spain, and Russia against extending European political designs to the Western Hemisphere with these words:

The political system of the allied powers is essentially different . . . from that of America. . . . [we] should consider any attempt of their part to extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our peace and safety.  

Second, Monroe advanced the principle of noncolonization:

The American continents, by the free and independent condition which they have assumed and maintain, are henceforth not to be considered as subjects for future colonization by any European powers.

And third, Monroe endorsed the American policy of nonintervention in Europe:

Our policy in regard to Europe . . . remains the same, which is, not to interfere in the internal concerns of any of its powers; to consider the government de facto as the legitimate government for us; to cultivate friendly relations with it, and to preserve those relations by a frank, firm, and manly policy.

In plain words, we’ll stay out of your back yard and you stay out of ours.
The most important immediate effect of Monroe’s policy was to put any initiatives of interference with western hemisphere nations off limits, especially to Russia’s designs on Alaska and the Pacific Northwest as far south as Fort Ross, California, and to Spain’s continued interest in South America to reestablish governments there subservient to the Spanish crown.  In actuality, for the next 38 years (until 1861), the United States did little, save make token protests to European expansion in the Western Hemisphere.  Of many examples, I will choose three.  Britain seized the Falkland Islands off the Argentine coast in 1833.  In 1838 France blockaded Mexico at Vera Cruz and invaded and blockaded Argentina.  The greatest intervention was by the French when in late 1861 they seized Mexico.  Facing our own Civil War, the United States did nothing as it did in all the other cases.
In the same message to Congress, Monroe also made plain that the United States would not deviate from its policy of non-interference in Greek affairs.  He offered his admiration and sympathies to the Greek people and predicted they would win their fight with the Turks, but little else.

American and European philhellenes adored Greece as did their missionaries.  However, it was soon clear to most in Congress and the executive branch that America’s national interest lay in fostering its commercial interests above all others.  This was the beginning of the rivalry between commercial and missionary interests as regards the Ottoman State that lasted at least through the sacking of Smyrna in 1922.

The American Navy was an altogether different matter.  The Navy was held in great regard by the Sultan and by Europeans because of its exploits against the conquered Barbary States, by its reputation for technologically superior vessels, and by its prowess in seamanship and skill in battle.  The navy was keenly watched by the Greeks and by the Turks for any sign of a break with the nation’s neutrality policy.  If anything, Commodore Rodgers, commander of the Mediterranean fleet, and his officers were openly pro-Turk “principally because of the outrages committed by Greek pirates upon American ships and because of the open slave trade in Turkish women and children maintained by the Greeks.”
Daniel Webster’s Resolution on Greece
Daniel Webster, a member of the House from Massachusetts and a devoted philhellene, knew that with philhellenic sentiment running so high in 1824, he had to move quickly to propose that an American agent or commissioner be appointed to Greece.  Webster’s intent was to go well beyond proposing a simple appointment to a larger goal of official recognition of the provisional government and even military and humanitarian assistance to the revolutionists.

The debate on Webster’s resolution began on January 19, 1824.  It was entitled “A Discussion of the Greek Question.”  His opening speech was recorded as follows in the House annals:
Mr. Webster of Massachusetts, submitted for consideration, the following: Resolved, That provision to be made, by law, for defraying the expense incident to the appointment of an agent, or commission to Greece, whenever the President shall deem it expedient to make such an appointment.
Although Webster’s resolution showed where his heart lay, he knew he had to fight an uphill battle in the face of House support for New England commercial interests, the placation of New England missionary interests, and the tacit recognition that the House had little authority under the Constitution to have any substantive say, foreign affairs being in the province of the President. 

With great eloquence, he described the destruction of the island of Chios but omitted most of the gory details.
Speaker of the House Henry Clay of Kentucky also spoke eloquently in support of Webster’s resolution.  He said that everywhere the interest in the Greek cause

“is felt with the deepest intensity, expressed in every form, and increases with every new day and passing hour.  The Allied Powers are not going to be thrown into a state of alarm by a resolution appropriating two or three thousand dollars to send an agent to Greece.”
Despite the eloquence of Webster and Clay, the resolution failed.  Throughout the debate those opposing it made clear that government policy should be divorced from popular sentiment.  While the members may have had pity in their hearts for the Greek cause, they thought that despite many of the concerns of their constituents, they were there to serve the interests of the nation, not those of another country.  There were many other reasons for defeating the resolution as well.

George Cary of Georgia was suspicious of the motives of Andreas Luriottis.  He said:
What is the language of Mr. Luriottis?  He tells you that he looks to this country for friendship and assistance.  Surely he means substantial assistance.

Silas Wood of New York was not particularly impressed with the Greeks of the day and questioned their motives.  He did, however, make a prediction that came true.

Do the Greeks possess the elementary principles of freedom?  This is very doubtful. . . . They will probably succeed in rendering themselves independent of the Turks, and will most probably, transfer their allegiance to a Russian prince, and erect a new Grecian monarchy.  They may lighten their chains, but will not, at present, establish a free state.


Joel Poinsett of South Carolina feared two things: that Ottoman troops would slaughter American merchants and their families in Smyrna if America supported the Greek cause, and that the United States might have to fight a two-continent war, one in the Mediterranean and the other against Spanish and Russian interests in the Western Hemisphere.

The final nail in the Resolution’s coffin was driven by Representative Samuel Breck of Pennsylvania who earlier requested that the Secretary of the Treasury provide the House with a report spelling out the value of American trade in the Near East.  The report showed that the trade in and out of Smyrna was substantial and brought into question whether such lucrative trade could be lost to the British.  Thus, the commercial interests of the merchants and traders in New England together with the support of the large planters of the South and their lobbyists won over what was seen as the soft sentimentalism of some of the legislators albeit some of its most famous.  


John Quincy Adams was an isolationist in regard to America and European problems.  His views concerning the Greek situation prevailed as the policy of the administration, in spite of the friendly attitude of the President Munroe and other officials on the subject.  On sum, Philhellenism played little if any part in determining the official American foreign policy during the period of the Greek revolution.
Now we will discuss the Yankee opium trade and its relation to the Greek War of Independence
The Treasury Department report included figures for the opium trade carried on by Yankee businessmen, especially merchant-princes Thomas Perkins of Boston and Samuel Russell of Providence.  Some important families dealing in opium were the Cabots, Peabodys, and Forbes families of Boston; the Girards of Philadelphia; and John Jacob Astor of New York.  On December 18, 1823, in a letter to the Boston Daily Advertiser, a writer argued that no one would be opposed to:
the Greeks working out their own salvation.  [He] desired to call attention to the hazard put on the liberty of some American citizens because of measures advocated in aid of the Greeks.  [Incidentally, the American trade to Smyrna was greater than any country’s except England].  ‘It would not be surprising, declared this influential merchant, ‘if some competing European trader should take the trouble to lay before the Turkish government a report of American projects in behalf of the Greeks’.”

Then the unnamed writer got specific.  The opium trade had amounted to “nearly a million dollars in each of the last three years and at least half of the last crop will have been exported from Turkey for American account.”  Thomas Perkins, who signed the letter “A Merchant,” failed to mention that the main “American account” was Perkins & Company.  He also failed to mention that he had relatives in Smyrna who were helping him run the business there.

Now just how much was $1,000,000 in 1825 expressed in today’s dollar?  According to official government figures it was between $21 million and $23 million depending on what statistic you use.  To put this into perspective, the total U.S. population in 1825 was only 11 million.
Before the [American] Revolution, Boston was the principal distributing point in North America for Smyrna figs and drugs.  Smyrna FOIL was the major entrepôt for Turkish goods. It was more important its splendid harbor and its proximity to the vast hinterland of Anatolia.  Designated “the first commercial city of the Near East,” it had about 130,000 inhabitants, with the majority being Greek, a smaller number being Turkish, and the remainder made up of Armenians, Jews, Europeans, and Americans.  When the American ships returned to the United States, “cargoes were composed largely of figs, carpets, a yellow dye called gamboge, scammony (a resin used as a purgative), and opium.”  Thus, Perkins and other Americans shipped opium not only to China but to Europe and the United States as well.
The real money in the Smyrna trade was not figs not yellow paint but opium.  With Turkey being the main supplier of the European trade, usually opium was made into laudanum, a mixture of opium and alcohol.  Laudanum was popular with the working class since it was cheaper than gin, and with romantic poets such as Lord Byron and his pal, fellow poet, Percy Shelley.  The American trade in Turkish opium began in 1805.  There were two kinds of opium produced in Turkey nearly all on the Anatolian Plateau.  One type of opium was produced for smoking.  The second type was produced for medical use because it was especially rich in morphine and therefore much prized.  Yankee merchants quickly seized on the profit possibilities of shipping opium to China and began sending agents to Smyrna.  Turkish opium was harsher than British Indian opium, but since the Turkish product was consumed almost entirely in the 
northern provinces of China where users became addicted to its harsher taste, the Americans sold it at a premium.  Perkins, having established a warehouse in Canton, sold Turkish opium to dealers and even to addicts right from his ships’ decks.  When the price was too low, the opium was simply stored it in his warehouse until the price rose.  “From about the War of 1812 to the mid-1830s, the Americans were by far the most important purchasers of Turkish opium.  Indeed, judging from casual remarks in the correspondence of Perkins & Company, the Boston concern alone often took one-half to three-quarters of the entire yearly crop of Turkey.”

Henry Clay voiced contempt for the opium trade in the  Webster debate and for those who argued for nonintervention for the Greeks.  He harshly stated, “A wretched invoice of figs and opium has been spread before us to repress our sensibilities and eradicate our humanity. Ah! Sir, ‘what shall it profit a man if he gain the whole world and lose his own soul?’ or shall it profit a nation to save the whole of a wretched commerce, and lose its liberties.”
Also present when Henry Clay made his speech was Timothy Fuller of Massachusetts, the home state of Webster and Perkins.  When it came his turn to speak he defended the opium trade openly and vigorously.

Suppose the Turk should make an immediate attack upon that trade, which the honorable member from Kentucky has called “a miserable invoice of figs and opium.”  If this trade is really so inconsiderable, why have we now a [naval] squadron engaged in the protection of it?  Sir, that trade is highly important.  And if the Turks should threaten its destruction, shall we not find it necessary to repress such an attempt, whatever expense may be incurred?

So we ask: to what extent did America’s opium trade affect a policy that led to the American government’s forsaking the Greeks during their fight for survival?  Did New England commercial interests militate against any public denouncement from the pulpits since they were being supported by those very interests?  New England ministers uniformly favored the Greek revolution.  But they did not denounce the opium trade as it would have angered their wealthiest parishioners.  It is fair to say that the public knew of the trade when top Congressional leaders and others in Congress spoke of it either with contempt or even admiration and when newspapers in America’s largest cities wrote of it.
It must be empathized that according to the law of the United States at the time the following actions were perfectly legal:

The unfettered importation of opium into the United States (This first became illegal with the enactment of the Harrison Narcotics Tax Act of 1914).
The opium trade run by Americans between Smyrna and China.

The trafficking in slaves.

Did ordinary Americans know and approve of these three issues?  It is impossible to answer these questions.  Scientific polling methods had as yet not been invented.  It is pure speculation that the traders felt a bit guilty that they fought so strongly against the Greek cause knowing the Turkish slaughters that were taking place, but their purses trumped their guilt.  It is most likely that Smyrna’s opium trade and its connection with Perkins and others were well known and tolerated.  

Why did Henry Clay denounce the opium trade in Congress while Webster, Perkins’s fellow Bostonian, did not?  Clay was from Kentucky, the fifteenth state to join the Union, an area then considered frontier country filled with unlettered yeomen far from the folderol of snooty drawing rooms of proper upper-class inhabitants of the “Athens of America.”  Clay had the freedom to call things by their right name while social and political bonds tied Webster’s hands.  Without question Webster knew of Perkins’ opium interests but could hardly call such a pillar of the community to task for it.  Two of Perkins’ philanthropic works show the magnitude of his local power and esteem.

In 1826, Perkins was made chairman of a committee for the Athenaeum, the Boston art gallery.  He and his nephew, James Perkins Jr., put up most of the money for the restoration.  It was later renamed the prestigious Boston Museum of Fine Arts.

In 1829, Perkin’s second project was motivated by his being visually impaired.  He founded the New England Institution for the Education of the Blind, now called the Perkins School for the Blind.  The school became world renowned.  This was the school from which Helen Keller and her celebrated teacher Annie Sullivan graduated.
By 1824, the wave of philhellenism began to subside quietly and for about two years nothing much was heard of the Greek cause.  It was widely believed that the Greek revolt was a lost cause.  However, by 1826 the situation among the Greeks in their homeland was so tragic that many felt something had to be done immediately.  “Accordingly there was inaugurated in the United States in the closing weeks of 1826 a campaign for the raising of a relief fund for the Greek people.”  In this way philhellenism was succeeded by humanitarianism.

Although the revolution was beginning to end, the plight of the starving Greeks still had an effect on the American public.  Major philanthropic committees centered in Boston, Philadelphia, and New York took up the cause, the latter supported by the leading businessmen of the city serving as the major coordinating body and clearing house for contributions.  In 1827, six ships left New York harbor for Greece laden with provisions, especially corn meal and flour.  That year was particularly critical, for the end of the war was approaching and food, clothing and other essentials were necessary to sustain the fight.  Later that year, three additional ships left New York for Greece.

We go back to the Battle of Navarino of 1827, the Great Powers (England, France, and Russia) serving as self-appointed mediators declared an armistice called the Treaty of London.  “This treaty called for a ceasefire in Greece as a preliminary to peace negotiations and the establishment of Greece as an autonomous but tributary state under the Sultan’s indirect control.”  Surprisingly, the Greeks accepted it while the Turks did not.  Then the three powers sent their armada to Navarino where, as mentioned, on October 20, 1827, they met and destroyed the combined Turkish and Egyptian fleet, thereby winning freedom for Greece.

The sovereignty of Greece was guaranteed by the Great Powers.  The initiative for recognition was begun not by the Greeks or Americans but by the French, Russian, and English ambassadors in Washington.  American diplomats were not interested.   On April 30, 1833, the powers wrote a joint proposal to Secretary of State Edward Livingston of the Andrew Jackson administration, inviting the United States to recognize the Greek Kingdom.  Cautious as ever, the United States State Department waited until December 22, 1837, during Martin Van Buren’s administration, nearly a decade after the hostilities ended, to negotiate a treaty of commerce, navigation, and amity with Greece.
Isn’t it sad that after the exhortations of support, admiration, and good will expressed by Presidents Thomas Jefferson and James Munroe, and storied legislators like Daniel Webster, and Henry Clay, that the final recognition of the Hellenic State should come to this?  The brass section of the philhellenic passing parade was silenced.  All that was left was a squib or two in eastern newspapers.

Thus ends our story.
� By “foil,” I mean transparancies for an overhead projector.





