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The greatest crisis of capitalism since the Great Depression is – counting since the bankruptcy of 
Lehman Brothers in September 2008 – has entered its sixth year. Yet, despite high expectations in 
its early stages, the Left has not been able to politically capitalize on the crisis. During this period, 
protest movements have sprung up from the United States to Spain, from Iceland to Bulgaria, but 
with the notable exception of Greece, have thus far proven unable to significantly challenge the 
hegemony of the forces presiding over the perpetuation of the status quo. Neoliberalism has 
survived the prophets of its demise and intensified into what seem to be never-ending cycles of 
austerity, privatisation and ever more blatant attacks on labour. 
 
In the Western Balkans and much of Eastern Europe the crisis and the policies which are being 
implemented in response to it must seem like an eerie return to a very recent past. Many of the 
characteristics of the “transition depression”, which engulfed most former socialist countries in the 
early nineties, have now returned and seem to be establishing themselves as Eastern Europe's 
harsh new “normality”. Those who had sought refuge in the European Union are now finding out 
that that project itself is riddled with deep contradictions and structural asymmetries. The logic of 
integration through competition rather than leading to the “simultaneous rising of all boats” 
advertised by orthodox economic theory, has produced a deep center-periphery divide within 
Europe itself. Free market competition, in short, has resulted in precisely the kind of outcomes its 
principled critics on the Left had always claimed it would.  
 
Despite this, the Left remains weak and marginalised, nowhere more so than in the successor states 
of former Yugoslavia. The heavy weight of historical disappointment in the socialist experiments of 
the 20th century has long contributed to silencing any principled critique of capitalism in the region 
and Eastern Europe as a whole, while the perspective and promises of European integration 
provided the last instance of legitimation of capitalist restoration. The crisis may have revealed 
cracks in that edifice, but – as the rise of Golden Dawn in Greece and Jobbik in Hungary 
demonstrate – without a resurgence of the Left these potential openings may facilitate the 
reemergence of forms of right wing radicalism long considered a thing of the past.  
 
The aim of this conference is to contribute to clarifying the causes of the current weakness(es) of 
the Left both in the region and Europe and investigate and debate the conditions, possibilities and 
strategies for turning around what amounts to a decades-long historical retreat.                 
 
 
 
 



Programme: 
 
 
 
Thursday, October 17th 
Goethe-Institut 
 
18.00 – 19.30 
Keynote lecture 
Benjamin Opratko, Hegemony and authoritarian neoliberalism 
 
 
 
Friday, October 18th 
Goethe-Institut 
 
10.00-11.30 
1st panel 
Tomislav Medak, Civil society and political work – a few reflections on structural constraints 
Danijela Dolenec, The commons as principle of socialist governmentality 
 
12.00-13.30 
2nd panel 
Luka Bogdanić, How to lose the class struggle: The Italian Communist Party's metamorphosis 
Anej Korsika, Dialectics of Movement and Party 
 
16.30-18.00 
3rd panel 
Dora Levačić, Feminism between paid and unpaid labour: political implications 
Iva Marčetić, First we take the house 
 
18.15-19.45 
Keynote lecture 
Mario Candeias, Molecular organisation and strategic dilemmas: Social mobilisation in the crisis 
 
 
 
Saturday, October 19th 
Faculty of Humanities and Social Sciences 
 
10.00-11.30 
4th panel 
Ágnes Gagyi, Hungarian politics in 2013: economic and social coalitions 
Aleksandar Stojanović, Some notes on the historical dynamic of the Serbian political context and 
its consequences for building the Left 
 
12.00-13.30 
5th panel 
Vuk Vuković, Left organizations and parties: "Thinking small" vs. "Thinking big" 
Jovica Lončar, Union organising: what is it good for? 
 
16.30-18.00 
6th panel 
Ovidiou Tichindeleanu, From Oppositional Coexistence to Liberation in Eastern Europe 
Madlen Nikolova, On the Bulgarian post-socialist Left 
 
18.15-19.45 
Keynote lecture 
Panagiotis Sotiris, Greece: Social struggles, political crisis and the challenges for Left strategy 



Abstracts: 
 
 
Benjamin Opratko 
Hegemony and authoritarian neoliberalism 
Keynote lecture 
 
The puzzle that large parts of the European Left find themselves facing – their continuing political 
marginalization in the face of the deepest crisis of capitalism experienced in generations – raises a 
number of strategic and analytical questions. In my talk, I will argue that it might be productive to 
pose some of these questions within a theoretical framework originally developed in the context of 
the last Great Crisis of the 1920s and 1930s, by Antonio Gramsci. First and foremost, the question 
of hegemony – the ways in which the bourgeoisie organizes the delicate balance of ‘force and 
consent’ to stabilize its historic bloc – is addressed. In order to understand the crisis of 
neoliberalism, we have to discuss how its hegemony was established in the first place, and how 
different dominant social forces are currently trying to re-organize this hegemony in the context of 
its ‘organic crisis’. This is not just a matter of austerity regimes representing a more pure and 
violent form of neoliberalism, imposed through authoritarian measures. These measures are 
articulated with a range of political, ideological and cultural elements in order to achieve at least 
some form of minimal, or fragmented, hegemony among the subaltern classes. Those elements 
need to be identified in the respective national circumstances, and taken as a starting point for any 
attempt to build a left alternative to the authoritarian neoliberalism the European bourgeoisie is 
currently constructing. 
 
Benjamin Opratko, fellow of the Austrian Academy of Sciences at the Department of Political 
Science, University of Vienna. Author of „Hegemonie. Politische Theorie nach Antonio Gramsci“ 
(Münster, 2012) and Co-Editor of „ABC der Alternativen 2.0“ (Hamburg, 2012). From 2007 to 
2012 member of the editorial board of „Perspektiven. Magazin für linke Theorie und Praxis“ 
(Vienna). 
 
 
Tomislav Medak 
Civil society and political work – a few reflections on structural constraints 
 
The talk will look at some of the limitations and tensions of trying to do political work on the left 
from a position within civil society. While we often tend to ascribe inherent value to self-
organization and autonomy in circumstances marked by political oppression, social exclusion and 
chauvinism, and tactical import in circumstances where social institutions and parts of the political 
system are blocked to change, the capacity of civil society to do political work faces structural 
constraints on three levels. The first constraint obviously has to do with the systemic 'division of 
labour' in liberal democracies between the three sectors, where the remit of civil society is dictated 
from without by the regulation and support of the state and the economic power of business. 
Whatever civil society can achieve happens with the kind permission of the state and/or  capital. 
Furthermore, it doesn't transform the social dynamic, but rather cushions its contradictions. 
However, in this talk I don't intend to go deeper into the critique of this tripartite division. It is 
understood that for many on the left working within civil society remains an objective circumstance 
under which they can create resources needed to sustain their political work. 
Instead I want to focus on two other sets of constraints that have to do with the organizational form 
on the one side and the operative dynamics of civil society organizations on the other. Self-
organization allows for a lot of manoeuvring space, as one is responsible primarily to one's 
comrades and shared purposes. There are few limitations set by the institutional arrangement and 
few interests to negotiate, joint action can unfold quickly without complicated processes of 
deliberation and balancing of sides. However, this tactical facility comes at a price. Weak 
institutional fold and lack of arresting rank and file also means weak leverage and lack of sustained 
social force to back one's political work. Even in situations of successful mobilization of and 
alliance with broader social forces, the bonds remain fickle and can be hardly sustained in the long 
run as the interests between the actors are structurally different. Hence the tensions between trade 
unions and civil society organizations that we're all familiar with. Lastly, the operative constraint to 
sustain the organization, its resources and livelihood of people can also have limitative effects. 



Projects with funder-driven activities have to be pursued, organizational bureaucratization 
threatens, meaningful activities have to be fit into a year-by-year project cycle dictated by funding 
opportunities, made standardized to requirements of funding bodies and ultimately replaceable 
with any other similar activity. In the talk these problems and the ways of circumventing them will 
be discussed drawing from some of the work of MaMa and Right to the City over a period of ten 
years or so. 
 
Tomislav Medak is co-ordinating the theory and publishing program of the Multimedia 
Institute/MAMA (Zagreb, Croatia). He's a free software and free culture advocate. Currently his 
focus is on issues related to crisis capitalism, the commons and social justice. In parallel he's 
working with his Zagreb-based theatre collective BADco. 
 
 
Danijela Dolenec 
The commons as principle of socialist governmentality 
 
In this talk I analyse the potential of the commons as a unifying concept for many ongoing 
struggles on the Left which challenge the current political and economic system. This seems 
particularly pertinent in the Balkans as a European periphery, where arguably accumulation by 
dispossession has been the driving force of expanding capitalist relations. The politics of austerity 
and the new wave of privatizations are jeopardizing public governance both of natural resources 
such as water and land, and of publicly managed services such as education, healthcare or the 
media. The concept of the commons was introduced to mainstream social science by Elinor 
Ostrom, who contested Hardin’s infamous tragedy of the commons. Ostrom's legacy requires a 
critical appraisal; on the one hand, her theory of the commons lacks the crucial insistence on 
examining capitalism as a site of exploitation and dominantion; on the other hand, her work offers 
important insights. Rejecting the conception of the commons as a ‘third way’ (Mattei 2012), and 
acknowledging that whether commons struggles lead to cooptation or emancipation is not a given 
(De Angelis 2012), I propose that her focus on governance models is a promising avenue for 
thinking about principles that would ground the socialist state and economy. 
 
Danijela Dolenec is a critical scholar and activist, cooordinator of an ecosocialist collective from 
Zagreb, Group 22. She writes on democratisation, political economy and the commons. She teaches 
comparative politics and social science methodology at the University of Zagreb. 
 
 
Luka Bogdanić 
How to lose the class struggle: The Italian Communist Party's metamorphosis 
 
From the biggest Communist Party in Western Europe to “the rest of nothing.” On the ninth of 
November, 1989, the Berlin wall falls, and a few days after -- the 12th of November -- Achille 
Occhetto, the Italian’s Communist Party (PCI) General Secretary declares in Bologna, in a suburb 
called Bolognina: “Everything is possible. Even that the party changes its name.” It is the beginning 
of the dissolution process of the Party. At the Congress in Bologna held in October 1990, it was first 
decided that the party had to change course and change into a progressive left-wing party. The 
result was that at the XX Congress, called  an “assembly of the left,” held in February 1991, in a 
small town of Romagna Rimini, the Italian Communist Party ceased to exist. At the end of the 
congress, the PDS (the Left Democratic Party) was founded. At the same time and in the same 
place, a new movement arose, “Movimento for Rifondazione Comunista.” Those who didn’t want to 
join the PDS, had founded the “Movement”, the embryo of  the future Rifondazione Comunista. 
Behind these pure facts there was a slow but total rejection – by PDS party leaders – of politics 
based on class struggle. At the same time, the Italian political arena was witnessing the 
intensification of the class struggle by the owners of the means of production. Although this was 
not immediately so evident, because of Italy’s relatively decent working class standard, workers’ 
rights and social welfare started to be cut down. The leaders of the biggest Communist Party in 
Western Europe thought that the change of name would open the way to reach power. Instead, the 
loss of the name was only the consequence of the ideological change which brought the Italian 
working class to the era of the precariousness.  
 



Luka Bogdanić  received a Ph.D. in Philosophy at "La Sapienza" (2007). He held seminars at the 
University of Florence and Zagreb and has written for Italian and Croatian magazines on political 
and historical topics. He is currently involved in research projects in Italy and is collaborating with 
the Department of Philosophy at the University of Zagreb. 
 
 
Anej Korsika 
Dialectics of Movement and Party 
 
A popular leftist sentiment that neoliberalism has finally proven itself bankrupt is, after five years 
of crisis of capitalism, proving itself to be of little comfort. Although even figures such as Alan 
Greenspan publicly admitted that they had been fundamentally mistaken about the nature of 
capitalist dynamics, this has not in anyway seriously challenged the existing mode of production. 
On the contrary, austerity measures have provided for a much more aggressive type of neoliberal 
reforms that would have been unimaginable before the onset of the crisis. Movements that have 
tried to grasp the dynamics of this dramatically escalated process of stratification have for the most 
part remained on the level of moral critique, which in its logical consequence demands the return 
of the Golden age of capitalism and actually demands this from the very people that have done 
most to bring about this crisis. It goes without saying that what is urgently needed and lacking in 
these struggles is a more serious and long-term party organization that will be able to consistently 
argue for a socialist alternative. Only then can the dialectics of the movement and party provide a 
serious challenge to the existing mode of production. On the grounds of such understanding of 
current events we will try to grasp the recent developments in Slovenia, the gradual formation of 
the Initiative for Democratic Socialism, its background, its perspectives, and its relations with other 
progressive social subjects.  
 
Anej Korsika is a PhD. student and a member of Initiative for Democratic Socialism and Workers 
and Punks' University. 
 
 
Dora Levačić 
Feminism between paid and unpaid labour: political implications 
 
Women's entrance into the labour market has not brought any substantial change regarding the 
fundamental issues of sexual division of labour and women's economic subordination. Women are 
mostly present in less paid sectors of the economy and at lower positions within their hierarchical 
structure. Depending on the geopolitical context, women are also overrepresented in part-time jobs 
and fixed-time contracts.  
Mainstream feminism has not offered a comprehensive analysis of women's economic position, but 
has placed focus on phenomena such as "the glass ceiling" or the gender wage gap, treating them as 
results of men's discrimination of women. Consequently, the issue of gender inequality has been 
separated from the analysis of capitalism and has opened itself towards the influence of 
neoclassical economics and its legitimisation of gender inequality by considering it as an outcome 
of individual free choice. Treating "work-life balance" as an exclusively women's issue creates 
economic policies which continue the sexual division of labour in households as well as in the 
labour market. 
This talk will try to explain the causes of the absence of a systemic feminist analysis of these issues 
and will provide a critique of the exclusive focus placed on (paid) work as a way towards women's 
emancipation. By pointing out the inability of connecting unpaid and paid work as the key 
deficiency of studying gender inequality, the talk will give an overview of theoretical practices 
which can be helpful in its understanding. Also, in terms of much needed social mediation and 
political articulation of these theoretical practices the problem of feminism often being neglected 
by leftist political agendas will be addressed. 
 
Dora Levačić (1989) is a student of sociology at the Faculty of Humanities and Social Sciences in 
Zagreb. She is a member of the editorial board of the magazine Diskrepancija and is a member of 
Organisation for Workers' Initiative and Democratisation. She has published articles on feminism, 
unpaid household labour and the gender wage gap.  
 



 
Iva Marčetić 
First we take the house 
 
In the golden days of Yugoslavia, Belgrade was producing around 10 000 societal housing units per 
year. During the period of so called “red Vienna” over 60 000 units of social housing emerged in 
little over ten years. Venezuela's Ministerio de Viviendas is intensively populating traditionally 
bourgeoisie neighbourhoods with housing for the working class. Chile has reformed its housing 
policies during a ten year negotiation process between the housing ministry, well meaning Harvard 
educated architects and slum dwellers. In Manchester people have recently been found to live in 
caves due to the economic crises and inability to pay for housing loans or high rents. Foreclosures 
throughout USA have changed the social conditions and operating mechanisms of its suburbs, 
while bedroom tax and a spike in rents all over Great Britain has left an all time high of some 50 
000 families homeless. 
By exploring mechanisms that result in the implementation of certain housing policies and the 
consequences they preclude, bisecting through different periods and national strategies, this talk is 
going to examine the concept of dwelling itself and the role it holds in constructing power relations 
transposed onto land by means of architecture and urbanism. Concentrating on spatial relations 
inside the city, predominantly the housing question, from the point of view of the capital/labour 
relation, I will try to address the conditions of our reproduction at a certain moment in territory as 
one of the starting points for rethinking the ways the left views the concept of entering political 
power, i.e. the control of our reproduction. 
 
Iva Marčetić holds an MA from Zagreb's school of Architecture. Since 2006 she has worked in 
numerous architectural offices. She has been unemployed for two years and has since been a fellow 
of Akademie Schloss Solitude in Stuttgart in the year of 2011. and in 2013. a guest artist of 
Kuda.org in Novi sad. In the year 2012, as a member of Pulska grupa, she was part of the team 
representing Croatia in the 13th Venice biennial of architecture. She is a member of the Young 
antifascists of Zagreb (MAZ) and part of the editorial team of a magazine published by the same 
organization, called "Nepokoreni grad". She regularly publishes essays in Croatian independent 
media on the topic of housing policies and spatial and political relations in the city from the 
standpoint of an architect. She currently lives in Zagreb. 
 
 
Mario Candeias 
Molecular organisation and strategic dilemmas: Social mobilisation in the crisis 
Keynote lecture 
 
Whether these are pre-revolutionary times is hard to say. What is clear is that we are experiencing 
an interregnum, a period of transformation during which an increasingly authoritarian and post-
democratic neoliberal power bloc defends its interest, even obstructing inner-capitalistic solutions 
to the crisis (like green capitalist initiatives). Those in power cannot solve the crisis; yet they wield 
the power which prevents other groups from solving the crisis. The ruling classes are able to agree 
to strategically focus "precisely on the state as the final guarantor of their survival” (Porcaro 2012). 
Nonetheless, they have lost their capacity to lead and actively organize a consensus. In southern 
Europe, the ruling classes have already begun to dispense consensus, force and coercion are laid 
bare. Mass demonstrations and a molecular re-organisation have become the order of the day. But 
the “flows” of civil society organizing are unable to permeate to “stable institutions” of power. A 
strategic re-orientation is needed. 
 
Mario Candeias is co-director at the Institute for Social Analysis (Institut für 
Gesellschaftsanalyse) at the Rosa Luxemburg Foundation in Berlin. His research focuses mainly on 
the organic crisis of financial capitalism and radical strategies for socio-ecologic transformation.  
 
 
Ágnes Gagyi 
Hungarian politics in 2013: economic and social coalitions 
 
Based on a collective understanding of the Hungarian situation by the Working Group for Public 



Sociology “Helyzet”, I will present the situation in Hungary according to the following viewpoints: 
- a long-term analysis of Hungary’s economic situation, and the contemporary efforts of the 
conservative government responding to effects of that situation in the context of the crisis  
- a long-term analysis of social tensions from before and after the regime change, and their 
relationship with cycles of political mobilization 
- a long-term analysis of the postsocialist political system in Hungary and its present constellation 
in the 2013-2014 campaign year, including the position of the left.  
The talk will not provide a final and complete diagnosis of the situation, but rather present the 
basic elements of an analysis we have been working on in the past year, and are in continuous 
discussion about. Given that we think of Hungary’s situation as interlinked with regional and global 
historical processes, we expect that the conference will greatly contribute to our analysis, and 
integrate it into a regional understanding of the situation. 
 
Ágnes Gagyi is a member of the Working Group for Public Sociology "Helyzet", Budapest. She has 
done research on Eastern European localized versions of the globalization-critical movement. Her 
field of interest is ideologies and practices of civil society and contemporary social movements in 
Eastern Europe. 
 
 
Aleksandar Stojanović 
Some notes on the historical dynamic of the Serbian political context and its 
consequences for building the Left 
 
I will start from a simple statement: although it was relatively usual to see left political forces make 
progress in the last few years – with the crisis social movements were emerging too – we didn’t 
witness anything similar in Serbia. The left in Serbia is today as marginal as it was few years ago. 
This leads us to ask for the reasons behind this specific situation and the main goal of my talk will 
be to produce one possible answer. There are many ways to approach this issue and not all of them 
are mutually exclusive. One possible way to do this, which is probably commonplace, refers to 
subjective capabilities and decisions of left activists in the past few years. According to this 
approach, the incapability of the left to transcend the marginal position in Serbian political life and 
to emerge from public non-existence is related to the incapability and limitations of the individuals 
working on the Serbian left. However, I will try to provide an opposed perspective that not only 
tackles the objective preconditions for the actual failure of the left but proposes that mistakes in 
tactical reasoning of the leftist collectives throughout the last few years stem from their lack of 
sensitivity to the specific Serbian ideological context. I will try to show that the positioning of the 
left in the Serbian political sphere passed through a very specific ideological dynamic that begun 
about 25 years ago. This dynamic is not only specific when we look at the world or European 
context, but even within a regional context. The greatest part of my talk will be an exposition of this 
historical ideological dynamic. As in politics nothing starts from zero, I will conclude by arguing 
that this (historical) dynamic produces specific difficulties for those that try to construct a relevant 
and visible left position in the actually existing political situation in Serbia. These difficulties are 
objective, and in my view, it will not be possible for the left in Serbia to emerge from its public non-
existence if it doesn’t find ways to bypass them. 
 
Aleksandar Stojanović is a postgraduate student of philosophy at the University of Belgrade. He 
started participating in the Serbian left scene during the student autumn 2011. His main field of 
interest is the critique of political economy and related topics.  
 
 
Vuk Vuković 
Left organizations and parties: "Thinking small" vs. "Thinking big" 
 
The lack of a politically relevant and more broadly recognized radical left alternative in Europe has 
already been noted as a factual state of things, with the exception of a few examples of political 
breakthrough (notwithstanding various important "small movements" across the left spectrum) 
that have only accentuated this condition and shed more light on possible ways to escape it. Out of 
many possible reasons for such a predicament, some of which may well be objective, it could be 
argued that, on the subjective side of things, small left organizations and parties too often think of 



themselves as being more relevant than they actually are. Thus, drawing from direct experience 
and analyses, an organizational dichotomy can be constructed: small left organizations should 
"think small", i.e. think and act according to their possibilities, rather than "think big", counting 
themselves as a political force able to make a significant change in the political landscape when 
they are not. Though it may sound trivial, this dichotomy represents the crux of the problem, since 
it is a starting point for finding an answer to those familiar questions such as: the focus of political 
work, tactics and strategies for gaining a wider audience, escaping political marginality, possible 
approaches to unions and workers' organizations, gaining a larger membership, etc. Beside the 
main argument, the presentation will also include an examination of other serious problems small 
left organizations deal with, related to the issue of building a significant left presence and 
enhancing its relevance. 
 
Vuk Vuković is currently a student of sociology at Faculty of Philosophy, University of Belgrade. 
He participated in many left initiatives and social movements, especially the student movement. 
His primary theoretical and political interests concern political organization models and theories, 
ideological critique, and history. 
 
 
Madlen Nikolova 
On the Bulgarian post-socialist Left 
 
In this presentation I will briefly trace the main developments of the post-1989 Left in Bulgaria, 
and by that I mean both the transformation of the Bulgarian Communist Party (BCP) into 
Bulgarian Socialist Party (BSP), currently dominating the Left political spectrum, as well as various 
alternative attempts to articulate a radical Left critique. The latter are, on the one hand, a variety of 
splinter-parties from BSP, and, on the other hand, extra-parliamentary autonomous movements 
and groups that started to be formed particularly in early 2000s. My goal is not to list the peculiar 
groups and organizations, frequently changing their concrete organizational forms and names, but 
rather to reflect on the wider political trends. As for BSP, it had undergone quite radical 
transformations itself, from the dramatically failed attempt to engineer a transition with a human 
face in the 1990s, to outright neoliberalism from the early 2000s onwards. I will place those 
developments on the Left in the context of the capitalist restoration of the 1990s. In the final part of 
my presentation I will end on a more general note, reflecting on the prospects and limitations of 
the radical Left in the current political crisis in Bulgaria, which, I believe, hold certain key lessons 
for the European Left as a whole. 
 
Madlen Nikolova is in her final year of BA in Cultural Studies. She is а founding member of 
social center Haspel (Sofia) and of New Left Perspectives collective. She also writes for Hysterical 
Parrhesia (blog for Marxist critique of ideology). 
 
 
Panagiotis Sotiris 
Greece: Social struggles, political crisis and the challenges for Left strategy 
Keynote lecture 
 
For more than three years Greece has been the test-site for a huge experiment in neoliberal social 
engineering. The Greek debt crisis, itself the combined result of the crisis of the Greek 
‘developmental paradigm’, the global capitalist crisis and the crisis of the Eurozone, led to the 
imposition of a condition of limited sovereignty by the so-called ‘Troika’ (EU- IMF – ECB) and the 
implementation of extremely violent austerity programmes that have led to deep recession, poverty 
and record unemployment. This has led not only to a social crisis without precedent for Greece but 
also to a deep political crisis and ruptures in traditional relations of political representation. A 
crucial aspect of this process has been an impressive sequence of social and political protest and 
contention of an almost insurrectionary character. All these have led to the possibility that the Left 
might reach governmental power. Facing this challenge of SYRIZA, the main force of the Greek 
Left, has opted for a strategy of achieving governmental power in order to renegotiate the 
agreements with the creditors while remaining within the Eurozone. Contrary to this form of left-
wing pragmatism, I will argue that a potential left-wing government must be seen as part of a 
broader strategy for social transformation. Such a strategy must be based upon a radical 



programme that should include the break with the Eurozone and the EU along with measures such 
as nationalizations of banks and strategic enterprises, upon a combination of governmental power 
with new forms of self-organization, solidarity and struggle from below, and upon an 
experimentation with new forms of self-management and workers’ control. In this sense, the Left 
can emerge as the driving force behind a new “historical bloc” of the forces of labour and other 
subaltern classes, offering not just a rejection of austerity but an alternative narrative for society, in 
order to answer not only the authoritarian neoliberalism dictated by the Troika and embraced by 
Greek capital, but also the appeal of neofascism. 
 
Panagiotis Sotiris (b. 1970), teaches social theory, social and political philosophy at the 
Department of Sociology of the University of the Aegean, in Mytilene. His theoretical interests 
include Marxist and contemporary philosophy, radical social theory and the theory of imperialism. 
He writes regularly about social and political developments in Greece, especially after the 
beginning of economic crisis and the austerity packages. A university union activist, he is also a 
member of the coordinating committee of ANTARSYA, the front of the Greek Anticapitalist Left. 
 
 


