— 457 —

PANOS D. BARDIS, The Future of the Greek Language in the
United States, San Francisco, California : R and E Research Asso-
ciates, 1976, pp. 72, $ 8.00.

This slim volume illustrates Professor Bardi’s versatility and wide range of
knowledge and interests. Educated in Greece and the United States and well
acquainted with the mentality, language, and way of life both of the Greek
immigrants to America and their children and grandchildren who were born and
reared in this country, the author used his knowledge of the two worlds to
good effect in dealing with the difficult and complex question of the preservation
and use of the Greek language in the United States.

In considering this important question, the author rightly observes that the
majority of Americans of Hellenic descent share either the old «melting pot»
concept with emphasis on cultural homogeneity, thus showing no enthusiasm for
the preservation of the Greek language in the United States, or the «new ethni-
city» concept with emphasis on cultural heterogeneity, thus advocating the pre-
servation and use of the Greek language in this country. After discussing and
evaluating these (and countless other) views, Professor Bardis sets forth in chapter
eight his own view concerning the preservation and use of the Greek language
in the United States. This represents a mixture of the old «melting pot» concept
and the «new ethnicity» idea. The author sees advantages in both cultural hete-
rogeneity. He thus advocates freedom for the individual to adhere to his ethnic
cultural tradition if he wishes, and to pursue educational programs aimed at the
preservation of his ethnic culture. He further introduces the concept of «Pro-
metlas», a type of community leader among America’s ethnic minorities who
combines sound thinking with prompt action. Such leaders, he believes, can
effectively guide ethnic minorities toward selecting and creatively combinig the
best elements of both the American (white, Anglo-Saxon) culture and the culture
of their ancestral lands without going to any chauvinistic and pathological
extremes.

One of the most interesting parts of the book is chapter six, in which the
author outlines with great skill the causes of the decline of the use of the Greek
language in the United States. Among the most important of these causes, accor-
ding to the author, were the Great Depression of the 1930’s; the lack of an
adequate number of bilingual (Greek-American) schools and parish afternoon
Greek schools ; the lack of a sufficient number of teachers capable of teaching
Greek ; the gradual decline of nationalism among the Greeks of the United States ;
the multitude of mixed marriages ; the fact that the most im:portant Greek- Ame-
rican organization known as AHEPA discouraged the use of Greek; the highly
inflected character of the Greek language, which makes it exceedingly difficult
for children to learn it; and the intensive campaign, initiated by the United
States government after World War I, which aimed at fostering «the use of
English among foreing-born». Although, on the whole, the author’s observations
regarding the factors that contributed to the decline of the use of the Greek
language in this country are correct, one might argue that some of what he
call «causes» of the decline were symptoms rather than causes of the dectine.

In chapter seven the author offers some suggestions as to how the causes of
the decline of the Greek language may be arrested, and the obstacles to the
retention of the Greek language in America may be overcome. All suggestions
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are sound and reveal the author’s keen powers of observation and the thorou-
ghness with which he has studied the subject. The only weak part of the book
is chapter four, which deals with the nature and origin of language in general,
language development in the child, and the main stages in the development of
the Greek language. The subjects treated in this chapter are so vast and complex
that their adequate treatment would require several volumes. Despite his versa-
tility and erudition, Professor Bardis does not do justice to the subjects dealt
with in this chapter—of course, he had only 13 pages for these vast and complex
subjects, and summaries are always inadequate !

This was a long awaited and much needed study. Modest in length, careful
in its scholarship, clear and convincing in its observations, suggestions, and con-
clusions, it is of particular interest to the ethnic minorities of this country and
sheds considerable light on the question of the preservation of foreing languages
in the United States.

CHRISTOS C. PATSAVOS
University of Miami Coral Gables, Florida
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XPIZTOY ATl. MIXAHA, ‘O xwpixdg Adyog Tobd *Apiotodvoug, Sidaxtos
puey SratprB, “ABRvan 1981.

‘H mpoxeipévn Epyacla Zpyetar va mhrnedon alchntov xevdy, Eoydtwg diame-
otwliv xal Omd Eyxpttou Eévou purordyou, v perétny Tic YAdoons tol *AptoTo-
pavoug, #tig elvanr 6 xOpLog @opeds Tl xwpixol ototyebov Tob peydhov moined,
8nwe xal 7| YAGooa Tob IIAatwvoe, Tob "Apistotédoug, 10l Bovxudidov, Tob Xo-
poxhéoug xal Shwv T@v peydrov drutovpydy elvar & Qopeds 1ol TVELUATOC TGV.
Kai 6 gopede adtdc petasyrpaticuévos iotogixde elvat 6 18ioc, & xwduxomornué-
vog &©¢ ypamty YAGoca Tob “Ebvoug dmo aldvev, fitic loyue péypr Tob 1976.

Nuepov 7 xpatixy YA@oowx dtv elvon mhéov 6 @opede 1ol mvedpatoc TAV peyd-
Awv wpoybvey, &IAa 6 @opebs Tol mvedpatog 1@V UPnropiobuv dmaddvhwy, T@Y
Siwptopévay, O¢ xathyyethe peYdAy cuvdixahioTiny Evewotg, eig tac Tpanélag, Ta
‘Yrovpyeio xal todg dpyaviopode Sk vo petappalouy el tiv xabiepwbeloay Te-
LVATIY dpyx® «1ig dmpoTin¥e» Tag Aéferc mod pdc mapédwnev 6 Apuotopdvig
xal ol &Ahor peyddror pag mpbdyovor. ‘H épyacia 100 Miyarh Epyetar vo dmoypop-
ploy v dElav mod mepuxdeter §) YA&ooa Tév wpoybvewy ¥ Sutnprlelon axdpy) dg
popelc 100 mveduatdc Twv VO THY popenyv th¢ E0wixic ypamric YAdGGNG TEHY
‘EMvoy, xal elvar mwpog Tipvy tov 8t tadtyy ypnoipomoret xal & diog elg T
wehrny Tov.

To #pyov t¥c diepeuvijoeme TV YAwoone tob Aptstopdvove (6 omotog E3n-
pwodpynoe yhddag véwy Aéfewv) 16 éEetéhecev 6 cuyypageds peta moArol LHhov
%ol &Elhedtov dmpedetag. *Hoyohn0n pt thv dviyvevoty 100 Ohuxod Tob cuvre-
Aobvtog T Upog Tod *Ap., 10 emekelpydabn, o érabwdpmos xal 6 HEoAbynoe
xote Tos alolyrixag xarnyoplog. “Amag 6 yrwoowwdv Onoavpde 1ol *Ap., 6 cuv-
TEA®Y el TNV dMuiovpylav xopuxis xatastdoews, Nyln dg paprvple xatd TIv
TaEvbuncy TEY xatnyoptdy ToD xwpixol, mpde 3% xal mAROog &Aho Serypdrwv
¢ xwpiic xpNoewe 100 YAwaotxkod GAxol &x T@v Snuiovpynudtey &AWV k-
&y TomTAY 7 xal cuyypxpéwy.



