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INTRODUCTION

Important historical anniversaries are good reasons to consciously reconsider
history and observe the lessons from historical experience. The Russian Revo-
lution was a series of major historical events in Russia in the year 1917 that not
only marked the history of this country. but had also a decisive influence
throughout modern world history. It is often described as one of the greatest
historical events of humankind.

For some. the Russian Revolution of 1917 was a crucial milestone in the long
and arduous course of humanity's seek to achieve the ideals of freedom from
humankind's oppression and exploitation. Others see it as a disastrous develop-
ment that had a negative impact in the world.

On the centenary of the revolution. it is time to boldly evaluate its achieve-
ments. its contradictions. its difficulties. its errors. and its transformative influence
not only in former USSR but also to the whole world. It's time again to reflect
on the possibilities to create a word where humans are not exploited. a society
of equality and freedom.

This year is also the sesquicentennial of the publication of Marx’s Capital/
Volume 1 (1867). Given the influence of Marx's work in the Russian Revolution.
this conference wants to elaborate on Marx’s scientific human theory and the
need to revitalize a revolutionary theory for a revolutionary praxis.

From the Organizing Commitee
Dr. Maria Nikolakaki



THURSDAY 26

18.00

Inaugural ceremony
Registration
Greetings from the Dean of University of Peloponnese, the Ambassador of

Cuba. the Ambassador of Venezuela, the Regional Director of Peloponnese. the

Mavyor Of Corinth, the Mayor of Nafplio & the Director of Globalization and
Social Movements of Moscow.

Choir of the Panteio University.

Buffet Reception

FRIDAY 27

Session 1. 10.00 -11.30
Amphitheater

The revolutionary condition
Chair, Helena Sheehan

Maria Nikolakaki
‘Reflection on the revolutionary moment: a dialectic materialist approach’.

Stavros Mauroudeas
“The Political Economy of the early Soviet Union: policies and problems’”.

Stratos Georgoulas

“The issue of crime and law and the need for a solution after the October Revolu

tion. The case of Pashukanis’.

FRIDAY 27

Session 2. 1200-13.30
Amphitheater

Educating the revolution
Chair: Ana Dinerstein

Helena Sheehan
Political Education in the 20th and 21st Centuries: From the International
Lenin School to Left Forum and Facebook'.

Ravi Kumar
Pedagogical War and the Making/ Unmaking of the Revolutionary
Subject: The Case of Indi

Cassie Earl
‘Learnin’ bout a revolution sounds. like a whisper: Can Higher Education can
help?”.

Session 3. 14.00-15.30
Amphitheater

Russian Revolution and the global imagery

Chair. Stratos Georgoulas

Eric Selbin

“What's Left of the Russian Revolution's Global Imaginary at 100:

China and Cuba in an Era of Resurgent Revolution and (New) Authoritarian
Revanchism’.

Kenneth Surin
“Authoritarian Populism As Counter-Revolution: Stuart Hall On Thatcherism’

Dimitirs Lascaris
‘Chrystia Freeland, Ukrainian Nationalism and the New Anti-Russian Hysteria
in Canadian Foreign Policy".



FRIDAY 27 SATURDAY 28

Excursion to Ancient Corinth, Mycenae. Nafplio (lunch offered by the Munici-
pality of Nafplio) and ancient theatre of Epidavros.

Session 4. 16.00-17.30
Amphitheater

Revolutionary struggles today in Colombia-Uganda-Lesvos-Turkey
Chair Kenneth Surin

Salim Nabi
‘Revolutionary Refugee: The Case of Lesbos’

Ibrahim Sarikaya
‘Reflections on the Cultural Turn in Labor Historiography of Turkey'.

Vikash Tandon
‘Decolonize the mind in Uganda'.

SUNDAY 29

Oliver Dodd
“The Social Setting of the ELN, and Peace in Colombia’

Room A

H Encvaotaukn Luypn
[Npoebpeic: Béwios Ayyenidnounos

Edévn MaupouinAieEavbpos Minvuwtdkns
“ABes ftav vwpis, aupio Ba eival apyG: AviKkeuevikés uVBNKES Kl UNOKEILEVIKOS
nopayovias, pia Siafesurn oxéon’.

Session 6. 10.00-11.30
Amphitheater

Aspects of the revolutionary idea
Chair: Cassie Earl
Bépa Tnpdnnto

"H enavaataukn oty Nikos Potamianos

‘MNationalism, Internationalism and Anti-war Mobilization in Greece, 1912-1924:
the Turmoil of the 1910s, the Impact of the Russian Revolution and the Emer-

Xpnotos Miduns gence of Communist Politics'.

"H enavaataukn oy’
Giannis Ninos

‘Aspects of Communism and the "Essential Contradiction” Understanding
Communism in the Era of the New Technologies'.

Session 5. 18.00-20.00

Amphitheater

Bartosz Wajcik

‘Greek capitalism in crisis: Marxist Analyses. London: Routledge by Mav-
roudeas 5. (ed)

Chair: Mapio NikoAakdarn

Laupos Maupoudéas, Anpogpdvns MNanaddios. Xprhotos MNanaBeodlpou, Aiovions

[p&Bopns




SUNDAY 29

Room A

Enavdotaon kal Avienavaotaon

Chair Kuotas Houxos

Trofibakns Mawns

“Enavbotaon kal avienavaatacn oty iotopioypagia s Pwoikns Enavbotaons”

Twinponouios MNupyos
‘Between Utopia and Reality: Justice in the Russian Revolution'.

Christos Avramidis - Giorgos Gkalpas
O &iaprns OxuBpns tou Taoou AeBabitn: Moinukn pias enavbotaons nou xévetal”.

Session 7. 11.45- 1315
Amphitheater

H OxwwBpiavh enavdotacn kal n edniba s avlBpwnomias

MNpoebpeio: Bévios Ayyendnounos

Mniios Ndwns

"H OrtwBpioviy Enavéotaon kal 1o {itnpa ns otpatnyikhg yia 1oV KOPPOUVIoPES”,

Maupoedhs MNavayims - Mnvakakns Baoidns
“Ané v enavaotatkn enonolla oy avilotpogn petdBaon. Avixvelovias s artes s
fttas ou OkuPpn’ .

MNaténins Anprtpns
"H OrtwpBpiaviy Enavaotaon ws n kopugaia twy npllipwy cooiaiousiy
ENAVOOTACEWNV KOl N ONPACIQ NS YIQ TS ENEPXOPEVES VIKNPOPES ENavVaoTtaoels .

Session 8. 13.30-1530

Amphitheater

Memorial 50 years of Che's death.
Chair: Maria Nikolakaki

Documentary of Thimios Kakos: Te encontre Che'.

Carlos Calica Ferrer- Marta Dias

Ana Dinerstein The one and thousand struggles in XX Century Argentina’.
©a undpxel kal petdppacn ota Edfnvika

SUNDAY 29

Session g. 1645- 17.30
Amphitheater

Bocok presentation Panel in Greek with translation
The Syriza wave, by Helena Sheehan.

Chair Sissy Velissariou

Panel with: John Milios, Kostas Isihos, Panagiotis Mavroidis, Eleni Portaliou,
Stratos Georgoulas.

Session 10.

Amphitheater
17.45- 19.00

Bock presentation

H Puwoikn Enavaotaon kai o MNpuipos Looiadiopds o Aoyikn s lotopias, oudioyiko
épyo pe kelpeva twy Biktop Afegéyiefims Badolnv, Mavénn Aagpépuou, Nupyou
Kakaopivou, Anprton Koddou kal Anpfiten [Naéin.

Maven: Anpitpns MNatédns, Toilaviagpuinos Meiudpns. Nwpyos Aexouphns.

Room A

Bocok presentation
Fros éva tns Pwaoikns enavaotaons: Biknwp Yepl

Maven: Aéadpos MndAapns, Xphotos Kepaihs
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RACTS

Christos Avramidis - Giorgos Gkalpas

Independent researchers
Greece

H Orxwuppiavih enaviotaon bev anfage andd v eEouaia kal v ocikovopikh Sopn s Pwoias. MNa
Hioeratoppipia avBpunous, ailate ofdkinpo 1ov koopo wus. Tous ébwoe Npoonukn Kal éva vonua.,
11OV KOTOKEPUATIONEVO KOOPO TNs avadudpevns veutepikomtas nou ofiddel kal..ipopdle unhpge
Eavd pia apxh ebpalwons wwv npaypdwy. H Enavbotaon anotéfeoe dious Ekelvous, o eunokeipevo
nou unotiBetal éu yvwpilen. Ekatouplpia eunvedotnkav kal NpoonaBnoav va Kavouv 1s Sikés Tous
enavaoctaoers. O1 mo noiiol apyad i yplhyopa éxaoay, dnws oiyd oiyd kai n OktwBpiavih enavaotaon,
O BePaidtntes eEapbpwibnkav. To vénua Xabnke. hal étav oupBalve autd, undpxel néviote évas
PauPatKos nupnvas afia kal évas nupnvas Babid dnpioupyikds. Autds 1ou YNokepevou nNou waxvel
va opBpuioe pia véa agiynon yia tov kbopo. Avopepiétal e &ia doa elxe anokieioel. Me v Atta, 1o
A4On, us evoxés, ardpa kai 1ov Oed. Autés us diadpopés, autous tous nopdiinious Spduous,
pnopoUue va tous SolPe otnv NIo YONTEUTIKA Tous Jopen, dnws anotunwBnkay otnv doyotexvia, Euol,
onv napoloa epyacia, Ba npooeyylooupe us kounés s enavaotaukns diadikaoias nou exivnoe pe 1
oupBav s OrtwpBpiavis Enavaotaons péoa and 1o épyo HUo peydiwy noINTY Nou epnvedonkay Kal
apiépwoay 10 épyo tous oe authv. Tou Taoou Acifabin kai tou lNdwn Pitoou. ©a anoneipabolpe,
AoiNdv va puiicoupe NAEUPES TNS UNOKEIEVIKOTNTAS Nou avadUetal Tedika Pe Ty ATIA NS eNavaotacns
kal va avanilooupe pia ofdkiAnen enoxn nou yevwiétal petd tov otixo «Aviio Aoindv, as avolEoupe us
ounpéfies pas kai as npoonepacoupe Blacukd, 1o tlos pias enoxnss. Sa XpNoILONoINCoUKE Ta
pebobonoyikd epyaneia tns Aakavikns nodmkhs okéyns, kabws kal ou Mapgiopol, kabws Ba
avaperpnBolpe pe 1 épyo twv S0 peydiuv nointy.

The one and thousand struggles in XX Century Argentina
Ana-Cecilia Dinerstein

In this paper. | discuss how revolutionary praxis was transformed over 100 year in Argen-
tina in the Twentieth Century. My argument is that revolutionary praxis unfolds within its
own historical. socioeconomic and political context. The latter is not external (as in objec-
tive conditions) to the revolutionary praxis. but internal to it. Be it the law. the state. money.
existing organizations, or institutions, the context mediates and shapes the form in which
revolutionary praxis emerges and develops. including the idea of revolutionary praxis itself.
By looking at the argentine case. | aim to show how revolutionary praxis changed over 100
years vis-a-vis the transformations in capital accumulation and the form of the state. The
lesson is that revolutionary praxis must not be conceived of as an abstract utopia. in
abstraction to concrete struggles. Abstract utopia performs as collective imaginations that
will be realised in the future. when the expected conditions arise. Concrete utopia is a
praxis-oriented category’ (Levitas, 19g97: 70). ie. a process at work that involves no tran-
scendence’ (Bloch. 1971 41). It is in this concrete process of resistance at the grassroots
and not in the heads of the revolutionaries, that the revolutionary praxis of today must be
found. like it happened in Russia 100 years ago.



Revolutionary struggles today
The Sccial Setting of the ELMN. and Peace in Colombia

Oliver Dodd

Biography: Currently a Masters student at the University of Nottingham in England. and due
to start a PhD here on the structural setting of the recent peace negotiations in Colombia.
from 2018. | have spent five months as a participant observer with both political and military
wings of the National Liberation Army. in the countryside and mountains of Colombia.

This paper suggests that the Colombian government is not especially interested in
reaching a peace deal with the National Liberation Army of Colombia (ELN). Whereas the
counter-insurgency strategy pursued by the Colombian State has been celebrated as a
‘success-story’, based on evidence gathered after having spent five months as a partici-
pant observer with the National Liberation Army of Colombia (ELN), this research will argue
that military advances against the rebels have not been followed by efforts to properly
address the grievances behind the civil war. | will argue that too much emphasis has been
placed on making inroads on the armed strength of the ELN. against the reality of a social
setting that has actually sustained rebel numbers. In fact the predominant counter-insur-
gency strategy has integrated civilian and military efforts in the fight against revolutionaries
in a way that criminalizes the legitimate expression of left-wing identities, an important
reason for the half-century civil war in the first instance. Additionally. it will be held that the
ELN emphasizes a unigue political strategy that the Colombian counter-insurgency project
has failed to capture. due to the decades old focus on the Revolutionary Armed Forces
of Colombia (FARC). Thus. it will be pointed out that the ELN has more bargaining power
for negotiation than the Colombian government is willing to admit. Contrary to commenta-
tors, the movement has the freedom to choose from a number of alternate strategies. and
need not negotiate with ruling elites from a position of obvious weakness.

‘Learnin’ ‘bout a revolution sounds, lke a whisper”

Can Higher Education can help?

Cassie Earl
University of Bristol UK

In the current socio-political climate. formal education has become a force for the repro-
duction of capitalist ideals and moved a huge distance from the idea of education as a
public good. Because of this distance from the original ideal of higher education, a
pendulum swing is needed to counter the anti-intellectual culture in much higher educa-
tion organisation. Therefore, this presentation addresses such questions as: Is higher edu-
cation any longer what bell hooks called a ‘space of radical possibility’ if indeed. it ever
was? What conditions can we carve out in this increasingly neocliberal space to teach rev-
olutionary forms of education? Have students become so anesthetised to critical thought
and radical imagining that higher education cannot be reclaimed as a space for learning
about a revolutionary future? These. and other. questions will be explored in this presenta-
tion which is based on research being carried out for Cassie's new book Developing the
Unruly Subject in Higher Education: Students, Learning. and Dissent’. including interviews
with students and educational activists. The presentation explores what tactics need to be
employed by higher education teachers to ensure that students are willing and able to
accept forms of radical openness and critical revolutionary thinking in order to secure a
future that moves toward equity and a social commons commensurate with human hope
and dignity.

Bio: Cassie Earl is a lecturer in Education at the University of Bristol UK, after many years in
community education. theatre and research she came into higher education after a PhD
focussed on the pedagogical dimensions of the London Occupy Movement. With a long
background in popular education and activism, Cassie now endures the daily struggle of
working in a prestigious Russell Group’ institution by agitating with students and being sub-
versive.

The issue of crime and law and the need for a solution after the October Revolution. The
case of Pashukanis.

Stratos Georgoulas

Evgeny Pashukanis was an imaginative Marxist. the most imaginative to appear among
Soviet scientists of law immediately after the October Revolution. For \Westerners Pashu-
kanis works have a fascination, because they trace the evolution of his thought as he tried
to bring to bear his sense of what was needed programmatically upon the doctrines as he
understood them.

In the present we outline the importance of a question confronted but unanswered in
Pashukanis' project (and unaddressed. in our time). How, precisely. are we to understand
the historical configuration of state and law in social formations where capitalist property
has been abolished but where communism has by no means yet been achieved? How are
we to resolve the apparent paradox that the legal practices of most. if not all. social for-
mations dominated by the political rule of the proletariat have included the form. and very
often the content. of the legal rules typically associated with capitalist models of produc-
tion?

‘Chrystia Freeland. Ukrainian Nationalism
and the New Anti-Russian Hysteria in Canadian Foreign Policy.’

Dimnitris Lascaris

Chrystia Freeland. a former business reporter for the Financial Times and Reuters, was
recently appointed as Canada's Foreign Minister. Ms. Freeland's roots lie in the Western
Ukraine. Her paternal grandfather. Michael Chomiak. was recently revealed to have been a
Nazi collaborator. When these revelations emerged. Ms. Freeland initially denied the alle-
gations and accused the Russian government of being behind a smear campaign, but the
revelations were ultimately proven to be true. In the interim. Ms. Freeland has accumulated
a record of uneguivocal support for the right-wing nationalists who now govern the
Ukraine, as well as unabashed hostility toward the Russian government. This paper
explores whether Ms. Freeland's Ukrainian nationalism and her anti-Russia perspective are
in the interests of the Canadians whom she was elected to represent.



And v enavactaukn enonoiia oy aviioipogn petdBaon
FAvpevediovtas tns aities s fittas tou OxuwBpn

Maupoedns MNavayilns - Mnvakakns Baoidns

And v enavactatkn enonoila oy avilotpogn petdBaon Avixvelovias s aities tns fittas ©ou
OxubBpn Maupoedns Mavayiwns - Mnvakdakns Baoiins To kelpevo enxeipel va npooceyyioe us arles
nou obrynoav and v enonaiia s OktwPpiavihs Enavaotaons otov ekpuiiopd, v aoukn
avay&wnon Kal tn SuoPhUNon Tou Koppouviopou. Avaniocoovial NAcUpEs oxetkd pe @ épia nou
ébetav a) 10 eninedo avamugns wou kannafiopoU omn Pwoia, B) n anowxia wy enavactaukuy
npoonaBeiiv ous avantuypéves xipes s Alons (edikd omnv [Nepuavia) kai y) n avienavaotaukn
aviibpaon ou evids kal extds Pwoias acukol kéopou (eppliios ndepos kal iunepiafiotikn
enéuPaon). Kupliws, dpws, n npocoxh ecuddetal otnv avadadn twv avupdoewy o onoles evunhpxav
ous anavihoeis nou 660nkav and 1o kopua wv MnofoePikwy oe kploipa Kal NPWISGYVWPO eEpuTpaTa
nou €Bete n enavaotaukn diadikaoia, ISicitepa enixeipeital va avabeixtolv ekeives o NAeupEs Twy
anavinoewy ol onoles epnepielxay Ty 1hon aklpwons s duvapiknhs nou dvoife o OxktlBpns kal
obhynoav o Siapdppwon apxikd evis iBiduopeou expetanfeutkol kabeonlos kal onv Nopeia pias
avoixtd kantaioukns Konwvias,

The Political Economy of the early Soviet Union: policies and problems’
Stavros Mavroudeas

Dept. of Economics
University of Macedonia

This paper analyses the grave economic problems that the young Soviet state faced and
the economic policies implemented in order to solve them. It examines the economic situ-
ation that the young Soviet state inherited from Tsarist Russia as well as the long civil war.
It presents the policies that were adopted in order to surpass these problems and advance
the aim of the October Revolution. that is the transition to a socialist economy. Additionally.
it surveys the political-economic debates during that period. Last. it evaluates the outcome
of this course.

XBes ftav vwpls, alpio Ba eival apya: Avukepevikés ouvOriKkes KQl UNOKEIJEVIKGS NOPAYOVICS, HIa
Sionexukn oxéon

Erévn Maupouinfiégavbpos Mvwtdkns

Naviaio Navemothpio MNofiukiv kol Kovwwvikuv Emotnpusy EBvikd
Kanobdiotpiakd Maveniouwipio ABnvuY

katoxos Aibaktopikol Ynoyhgios Aibdktopas

EAndda

kaotd tous Mapg kal Evykers «..6x1 n kpiukh afid n enavdotaon elval n

kivnthpia dlvapun s iIotopios, kai enions tns Bpnokeias, s itocogias Kai

kBe aifns Bewpias.» (Mapk K. - Bvykeis Op., H yeppavikh ideofloyia, Ekd. Gutenberg, 1997, Téuos |,
oen. 87 — 88)

H nopéuBaon aut giiodofel va enaveénBel ous Baoikés napapétpous nou tbeviar and tous Mapt ka

kal Evyreils, ws npos v eEénliEn ths avBplunivins iotopias, kal kat' enéktaon s enidoyns s I0TopIkNS
OUYUAS tNs eNcVEOTaons YIa TNy avatpont Tou KantafIoTKoU CUSTAKGTOS KAl TN XEPQ@ETnon Tou
avBplunou kal s kowvwvias. ©a nopouoiootel ouvontka n B4on yIa T OXEoN QVUKEIPEVIKLY -
UNOKEIPEVIKLUY ouvOnKUY, Nou katarnyel 010 cupnépacua du yia va dnpioupynBolv o1 npolnobéoers
YiQ TNV avatponh Tou kanitadiotukoU ouothuatos Bo npéne o aviIKePevikés OIKOVOUIKés ouvBnkes va
Bplokovial oe Siapkn Biafertikn axéon Pe ToV UNoKeIPeVIKG napayovia, dniadh pe 1o eninedo
ouveibntonoinons, nodiukhs opyavwons, Béfnons 1ou nporetapiaou.

[Npdrernal yia mia oxéon dentis iI0opponias, nou ekteivetal kal otn diadikaoia diapdpgpuwons
enavaotankns ouveibnons kabs, katd tn papfiourn okéyn, Siafdekurn elval Kai n oxéon «eivars -
wouveibnonss, Béon efnipeurd ropPikh oy avddelfn tou npofetapiGrou oe popéa kabonikns
XEIPQPETNONS TNs kowwvias. 210 épyo tou o Mapk eviote poidlel va npokpivel ws kKaBopioukd v
QVTIKEILEVIKO Napayovia kal Aidote Tov unokelpevikod, nupodowiivias noikides oulnthoers, Siapuvies,
epunveies eite unép tou evids eite ou dndou. Ga yive npoondBea péoa and v napouociaon s
anoyns tou Aéviv, ws kupiou Bewpnukot s OxwBpiovis, Kal s npooéyyions ou AoUkats nou
opiEpwoe xpdvo otnv éwwoia s Augenblick va eEaxBolv oo 10 duvatdv xpnoipdtepa cupnepdopaTa
Kal YIa 10 ohuepa.

H OxwBpiavin Enavotaon
Kal 10 {ANPA s STPATNYIKAS YIQ TOV KOPPOWVIOHS

Miéwvvns Mndids

H Puoikn Enavéotacn npoogépetal ndvia yia Aviinon oupnepaoudatuy ava@opikd Je Tn oTpatnyiknh
s Apiotepds, aiid kai tin popfioukn Bewpia. Autds eivail kai o Adyos nou diopkils diatunuivovial
«apnynoeis» nou enxeipolv va anafiwoouv v OktwPpiavi Enavéotaon, va v napousidoouy oav
enpafikdnnuas f ot oav pio -Napuwxnuévn niéov otpatnyikh <€ epdbou katdaAnyns s eEouoiass.
Opuws, n ekatdingn twy Xepepiy Avaktopuwvs dev fhtav «€gpodoss evds npolndpxovios otpatol, nou
oikodopnBnke oe kovwvikd kal noditkd kevd. Hiav n povadikn 101opika e@ikth eukaipia eva anfidgel o
KoOopos». Fus enavaotatkés ouvBnkes petafl DeBpouapiou kal OrkiwBplou o1 nyétes twy pnodoefikwy,
napdnfnia pe v enavactaukn ous dpdon, diawinwoav opiopéves and us Mo Nukves cenibes s
popfiourns Bewplas 10U KPATOUS KAl NS KOIVWVIKNS ENaVACTOoNS.

MpoundBeon yia tnv katdinywn ns e§ouoias and tous epyalopévous eival n couvipiBhie tou
ranitatioukol kKpdtous kal n dnpioupyla evds véou wWinou kpaukol Beopikol nilaiciou, otdxos ou
onolou elval © otadiakds papacpds autou tou idiou tou kpdtous kal kabe e§ouoias, © KOPPOUVIONGS
ws atafikh koivwvio: H epyatikh e§ouoio, o cooianiopos, Sev anotefel «kabeotls», aiid enavaotatkh
pdon perdBaons and 1ov KoNaAIoPO OOV KOPUOUVIOUD.

To yiat n opamyikh aut kKovwvikns anereubépuons nunBnke «and 1a péoar anotere éva
Hiogopetkd kepdnaio s Bewpias (kal s iotoplas). Koplas pdxns n éxPaon Sev eival
npodiaypappévn. Evioltos, n iotopikh nopakatabrikn s OkiwPBpiavins Enavdotaons yia v Apiotepd
efval avavukatdotamn, e Dewpnuko eninedo, n papfioukn Bewpia 1ou kpdtous, s nofdiukns e§oucias
wu kepaaiou s unepiaficurns anuoibas, wu coolIafiIoPoU KAl TOU KOPPOUVIOWOU &eV UNopoly va
avamuxBolv napd avidwvias oupnepaopata (kar) and v OxiwBpiavih Enavaotaon.



*Russian Revolution Centenary: Reflections on the 21st Century®
H enavaotaukh ouyuh

Xprhowos Mhduns

Navieio Mavemothpio

Ynoyngios Aibdktopas [Nofmkns Emothuns kal lotopias
EAnada

H OxwpBpiavih Enavbotaon anotéieoe tn Suvapikn Gopwon Kkal ouvépyeia tou Seondlovios onvuvikol
ainpoos unépfaons ou npdtepou KaBeotltos NoAItKAS KAl CIKOVOUIKNS KUPIGPEXIas e v Nofitkn
Bodnnon ns epyatkns 1GENs va petouoiwBel o altnpa aums tns anaykiotpwaons, and npwidien
GPVNoN 1TouU voonpad TETENeOpéVoU, O ERKLIPAVIIKN KOTGPaoN Oe I adHPITN Kal Tautdxpova diavontn
epBoih oo ouvexés ns kavovikdntos. Aev enpdkeno yia Pia gecoiavikh avaduon s katddinnns
ENAVAoTIaUKnS ouypns, nou ouvavtdtal ouxvd elte ws pia anpooddrntn yéwnon and 1o kepd wu Aia,
eite ws anoppoia pias pakpdouptns dindikacias -kupiws- Noooukhs cuoowpeuons OAWY ereivuy Twv
npounocBécewv nou dlvavial va npokaiéoouv s unépfaon s kantadiouknhs kooponoylas. H
OrwBpiavih enavbdotaon anotéieoe v Sidyeuon s oikipd Beturiourns yewperpias tns enavaotaons
ONWS Kal Y SIANOUNEUON NS ENAVAOTATIKAS CTUYUNS WS evos opyaopikol diovuoiakol cupBavios.
AkpiPus yiat, n enavactaukh ouyph Sev ouviotd agevos tny éndoyn eEEniEn wwv aveipriiveutwy
EOWTEPIKLUY QVTIPAOEWY ToU Kanitaniopoy, evdl apetépou dev npaypatbveral pe v nBikondaoukn
pryoUpa 1ou epydn pe v popgaia s Sikaloolvns ava xelpas, ws n aneikovioukn eniBefaiwon

1ou anoatofikol pdiou s epyauknhs téEns. “Me pio éoin Sibaokaiia n wEn Eéxace 1o ploos 6oo Kal
o nvedpa Buoias. [Natl pépovial kail ta duo and v axdva Ty unodouiwpéauy NEoYOVILY Kol GXI
and 1o 1davikd 1wy anefdeuBepuwpévuy eyyoviuv * . lNpdketal yia pia aveppduomn wdh omnv Beodoyikn
ekboxn s opbins enavaotaukhs ouyphs, dnou n epyatkn BEN oty -biadedopévn eiwovoknaotuknh
napapubio- avapével va v abpdte. Qotdoo n opbh enavaotaukh ouyun dev upiotatal, akpiPuls
yiat bev undpxe. MNpdrenan yia pia Bepnon nou exnapBdve 1ov I0topIkS xpdvo nou napninbe pe
1pono Sebopévo, Ws autds va KUOPOPNOE e TRoNo avanddpaoto TS aviKelpevikés npounobécels pias
peddovurns efeuons, nou ekdapBdavetal enions ws debopévn, ws anoteieopa kal eEartias wwy
npounocBécewv nou rndn unnpgav, ws éva nenepacuéve napdy nou eEnnbe 1ou oplidovia ou nopdvios
IOTOPIKOL XpAVoU,

H Baoikh emibiwgn doindv ouviotatal, oto va npotaxbel n adiavénm duvapikh nou dikne 1o dinodo
OUVIENEOUEVOU KQI N CUVIENECUEVOU YEYOVOTOS, OUVIENEOUEVNS KAI N ouvieNeopévns I0Topias, Wote O
kantoiopds ws éva Slapkés Npayuatonoinciho yeyovos, va katavonbel ws pia npayuaukomnta
evbexdpeva dinverns , evbexdpeva Bvnoyevns. H enavaotausnh ouypn, Sniadh n xwpikh Kol Xpovikn
HidppnEn s kannadioukns kKupiapxias, avapuetal b ws N CUVAVINON TWV ENPEPOUS KAl
Sidonoptwy NeEpNAGVUPEVIY QTOUIKOTATLUY NOU NopaSEpVoUY OT0 OLUKGO TNS KOVOVIKOTNTOS, LE TNV
bduvardnta petatponnhs tous o olikoupevikh napérkiion nou Ba anokthoe xapakmpiotkd kabodikns
eaipeons and v pon s KavoviIkGTNas,

H enavaotaukh ouyun doindv, ws o epadthpio wias ev duvdpel enavaotaukhs Siadikaoias nou Ba
bpdoe dinotaiukad yia ta dpia tou opifovia s kantafioukns Kuplapxias, ouviotd v ouvdvinon
opyavwREVWY av kal Bidxutwy napekkiioewy, Nou ouykpotoUvial oe NoAmkd, KOVWVIKSG Kal
noAmopikd eninedo wWs n eyyevins anobounon Wy epeioudTWY Nou ouvEXouv 10 Kavovioukd niaicio
autonpayuatwons 1ou kaBeowtos. H enavaotaukn ouypn, Sev anoterel kepauve ev aiBpia, Sev
anokaduntetal ws aubdpuntn éspngn opyns, dnws tautdxpova dev Spopoioyeital ws n QUOIKH
eknAnpWon tou Iotopikol KUKAoU tns kavovikdntas. O nofiukd opyavuwpéves ouvavinoels apvnulv
ou kaBeottos, nou e v okéyn, v Hpaon kal v idia us tnv Kivnon Snuioupyolv Tov XWPOo Kal
ov xpdvo oe ofikh phEn pe 1a poidyia tou kabeounos, elval Nou KUOPOPOUV TNV ENAVACTATIKA Oty
ws Ny Petatponh 1ou ousowpeupevou poptiou napékkilions, oe éva npwidywwpo kal ev nofiols
adIavoNTo NEPACPA OTOV PN CUVIENEOUEVO KOOWO, Nou ndn oikodopeital ota onidxva Tou NapovIos,
ws dpvnon tou. H enavactauknh ouypn, Sev avapéveral kal Sev npokuntel. Mévo npayuatonoieiar. s
n udikn anokpuotdAiwaon v Suvatdtnias enavactaukns unépBaons Tou UEISTAPEVOU Kal Tns
niBavétntas auth vacuvavinbel pe us katakepuauopéves apvnoels, nou exPaiouv and ta owpata wy
andkinpuy 1ou Kabeotnos,

Revolutionary Refugee: The Case of Lesbos

Salim Nabi
CITS Student Researcher
Canada

This paper intends to deal with the following question: Can a refugee become a revolutionary
subject?

To this end one must answer the question: What constitutes a revolutionary subject in our century?
In order to answer the latter question one must propose a way of understanding the subject in our
century, and to this end, one must propose an understanding of what constitutes the subject.

In this paper it will be argued against the traditional conceptions of subject and even Heidegger's
self-hood in its ontological constitution via the argument which states — with psychoanalysis, Badiou
and Heidegger's student and critic Marten — that subjectivity and selfhood is constituted in the
encounter of and with the other.

Thereafter, the case of refugees on Lesbos will be investigated insofar that the island will be consid-
ered as a borderized space wherein Agamben's state of exception is in force, yet with the challeng-
ing outcome that the refugee is not Homo Sacer, but rather, postHomo-Sacer insofar that she is not
killable, but she is condemned to living without the possibility of subjectivity; she is condemned to
living without life.

Against the backdrop of this situation which is perpetuated by national, transnational, and non-
governmental re-enforcement of this condition of the refugee, solidarity networks that are both local
and international have opened up the horizon for a revolutionary subjectivity that may be a defining
element of revolutionary efforts in twenty first century as refugee situations will increasingly diverse
sets of refugees.

Maria Nikolakaki
“Reflection on the revolutionary moment: a dialectic materialist approach”.

Social revolutions are not coup d' itats launched and instigated by the impulsive spontaneous actions
of some guileful or enlightened minority at some accidental space and time. Revolutions are the
necessitated cracks in the continuity of the historical space-time, in which the acceleration in the flow
of history is achieved as a leap-like transition from the old sodial order to a new quality. They are
materialized with the active involvement of masses of people for the solution of vital prablems result-
ing from the main and consequential contradictions of the prevailing order, whose radical overthrow
ond negation-dialectical sublation (Aufheben) is a matter of life and death for them. According to
Marx, they are the locomotives of history and the feast of the oppressed.

A precondition necessary for the outbreak of the sodalist revolution is the revolutionary situation,
which is the sum total of objective conditions expressive of an economic and political crisis in a given
social system that determine the possibilities of a social revolution.

The revolutionary situation is an objective fact that exists, as Lenin emphasised, when the following
conditions occur simultaneously:

*1. The inability of the ruling dasses to maintain their rule in an unchanged form (...) for the revolution
to break out, it is not sufficient that "the lower strata do not wish to”, but it is also necessary that "those
at the top are unable” to live as they had before.

2. A deterioration, greater than usual, in the privation and misery of the oppressed dasses.

3. For the reasons above, a significant increase of the activity of the masses, which in "peaceful” times
would allow themselves to be robbed quietly...”

The uprising of the Bolsheviks occurred at a time of a prolonged revolutionary situation, in which the
central state authority had virtually collopsed, while all other paolitical forces (right and left), moving in



in the strategic objectives limits of the ruling classes were unable to make the country governable
(unable to take the country off war, give lond to farmers, to address the national issue, let alone
abolish class exploitation of workers), which manifested their historical bankruptey.

In this presentation, | will present the formation of the revolutionary situation of the Russian Revolution,
within the framework of historical materialism.

Aspects of Communism and the "Essential Contradiction”: Understanding Communism in the Era of the
New Technologies

Giannis Ninos

In this article, | will try to elaborate on specific aspects of communism that may be defined through the
moderm technological developments. In his book The Logic of History, V.A. Vazulin describes the
ascending relation between productive forces and production relations. According to Vazulin, commu-
nism is considered as the stage of contradiction in which the productive forces are transformed directly
into productive relations and vice versa. Specifically, from the viewpoint of productive forces the auto-
mation of production is becoming even more dominant, while from the viewpoint of production rela-
tions the social character of labor is gradually becoming a social necessity and the labor itself is
becoming a crealive scientific and cultural activity. Using as a methodological tool, the Hegelian
"essential contradiction”, which is the innermost core of the historicity of dialectics, my attempt will be
to portray the basic features arising in the state of contradiction of social reality, otherwise in the state
of communism.

In my opinion, the gradual and accelerating networking of countless spheres of reality, with the devel-
opment of the Intermet of Things (loT), the rapid development of automation as seen in robotics,
cybernetics, biotechnologies and Artificial Intelligence (Al), outlines in an unprecedented way, the pos-
sibilities of the positive communist perspective. In the context of these tendencies, communism appears
not only os the stage of interpenetration between productive forces and production relations, but as
a new qualitative human conditon in which every aspect of the sodial whole is directly transformed
into its opposites. Thus, communism appears as a unified global organism, as a global social neural
rnetwork. | believe that the ventures that are oriented towards an ever growing systematic and
positive description of communism should be of significant importance to future political struggles and
revolutions.

Giannis Ninos is a Philosophy PhD candidate in the Technical University of Crete. He has studied
Cinema and Audiovisual in Universit Paris | Panthion-5orbonne. He also holds a Master's Degree in
Cinema Aesthetics and a Master's Degree in History of Philosophy from the same university. He hos
published various articles and given talks about philosophy, methodology of science, anthropology
and sodclogy. He has taken part in the conferences "The logico-historical theory of V. A. Vazulin and
the progressive development of humanity” held in Moscow and "Cultural-Historical, Activity and Socio-
cultural Research at Times of the Contemporary Crisis: Implications for Education and Human Develop-
ment” held in Crete.

Russiaon Revolution Centenary:
Reflections on the 21st Century": Enavactaukh auyunh

Bépa Enponnta
E6viko MetooBio MoAutexveio, Turpa Apxtestdvuy Mnxavikwy

Ynoyngia Aibakiopas oty Zxorih Apxitestdviuy Mnxavikuy
EAndabda

H oxtwpBpiovi enavbotaon anoténece opiakn ouydn yia adpanlbeas petaforiés oe dilo 1o phopa wuv
KOVWVIKLUY, Nofimkuy kol nonimopikuv ekpdvoewy tns Iotoplias. H enavaotaon ws Siaprhs otyuh nou
Hetewpidetal avapeoa oto napeiBov kal 1o péiiov kal tautdxpova bievepyeital oto evepyd napdv
avukawompidetar pe 1ov mo éxénilo pono omnv OkuwBpiavn enavaotaon.

And auth v okonid o «kdkkivos OktwBpnsy Siatnpel apeiwn oo v nodmkh évtaon Nou KOPIoE
OT0 KOWWVIKO NPOoTtoes 600 Kal tous cupBoricuols Nou evundpxouy Kal CUSOWPATUVOVIal akduN Kal
onpepa oe kaBe pikph n peyain e§eyepoiarni cuyun. Eibikd otov olyxpovo kaniaiopo kal oy
erpopd autol péoa and v olyxpovn Non oe Kplon, Nou eival otevd cuVUEaoUEVN WE yewypaples
Kovwvikns nepibwpionoinons kpatkns Bias kal kataotorns 1o npétaypa ms eEfyepons avadletal oo
KEVIPO TNS KOWVLIVIKNS Kal nofmkhs Siofolneuons twy KIVNPATWY Ws avandonaoctn nieupa tous.
Méoa and us ouvapBpuwpéves nepippaEes wu kabeotltos vées popeés aviiotaons avaglovial,
aviiotaoels Nou eivar otevd ouvbebepéves pe xeipagetnukes ounioyikés dpdoers, nou apgioBntody v
nonduopen xwpikh GEN Kal Sierdikoly Péow KOVWVIKLLY Kal NONTKLY NPaKTIKLUY Tnv
enavoikeionoinan ms néins SnAadh v avakatdinyn ms nodiukns.

Av n enavaotaon tou OkubBen ftav © NEpacpa anod 1o ePIKIO NPOS 10 QVEPIKTO, O CUYXPOVES
eEeyépoeis ouviotolv 10 Kot nou anonepdtal va SiIopphtel 10 XWPIKS Kal XPOVIKG CUVEXEs
Bérovias oe apgpiophitnon us ypaupikés tafvounoers guia ndnins twy Buidkwvs.

Acondfuv nopddeyua Nou avapetpatal e v 1I0TOPIa , TS NTIES KAl TS VIKES TOU €pYQTIKOU KIVAPIOTOS
kal énfoya Kal Pe 1@ Pnvopata nou n oktwBpiavih enavaotaon akdpn ernéunel, ouviotd n eEéyepan
oty néan wou Oépywioucov oto Micodp twy HIMNA w 2014 nou nupoddinoe 1o wivhpa "Black Lives
Matter’, oto ouwpa U onoiou cupnukwvovial dia ekeiva 1 dopika anid kal duvapika otoixeia nou
anokailmouy TNV Npaypawwpévn kplon 1ou acukol xwpou kol gépouv 1o {htnpa s eféyepons Je
noddandods pdnous kKol cupBoriopols oto kévipo ths Bewpnukhis kol nofiuknhs ouditnons.

H OxwuBpiavi Enavaotoon ws n kopugala Twy nplipgwy cooioficTKLY eNavaoTacewy Kail n onpaacia
s Y10 us enepxdpeves Viknpdpes enavaotdoes.

Anprpns MNatéins

Cewpnukd kal pebobdofoyikd {nthpata s eEéraons s vopotedous Siadikaoias s KOOPOICTOPIKMS
enavaotaukns petdfaons oty evonoinpévn avBpuwndnta ws wno kowvwwvikhs avanwéns, und
nplopa s MAoyikhs s lotoplas. And 1o yiyveoBail ths avBpwndmtas omny kal' autd avBpuinivn iotopia.
H 1otopikn avantugn twy avIIKEILIEVIKLIV KQl UNOKEIEVIKLIY Spuv Kal opluv auths s enavaotatknis
peréBaons. Apetnpiokd eninedo avamuns 1oU KOVWYIKOU XOPAKTNPA s NAPAYWYNs Kal 10 Voo
eninebo avanugns tou UNOKEINEVOU NS enavaotaons [OIKOVOUIKO, KOVUIVIKG, Bewpnukd,
ibeodoyikonodiukd, NOAMOHIKG, OPYAVWTIKO K.O.K.).

o n Sihotaon avaykaiwy kar Ikavilv Spwy: 1. yia 10 §éonacpa s enavaotacns, v
Gpvnaon-avatponh s kepoadalokpatias, v katdkinon ns nofiukns egouoias and v ouyKPOTNUEVN O
unokeipevo epyatkr 1GEN Kal tous ouppdxous s Kal h ouvipiBri Tou actikol KPATKOU PnXavIoHoU Kal
2. yia n Beukn dpopoidynon s cociafioukns OIKOSGUNONS Pe NPOOMTKN TOV KOMPOUVIOUD,
Bewpnukh Kal peBobonoyikh onpaoia Winwy ouoxénuons ITORIKOLU Kal Aoyikol, ws Npos v Béan kal
10 pOAO TS CUYKEKPIPEVNS 1I0TOPIKNS Nopeias auths tns petdBaons, oe axéon pe v neprodordynon: 1.
ou yiyveoOal tns avBpwnodmitas ws onidntas, 2. s kepaniaiokpatias ws oflokinpwons s
Hiopdppwaons s avBplinivns kovwvias kai 3. s wpipdtntas s avBplunivns konvwvias ws Npos a)
ouvorikn petdBaon s avBpwndtntas & B) i dpopofdynon cuykerpipévns I0ToPIKNS Nopeias tns
peréBaons pépous s kovwvias (opddas xwipuv).

Apxikh neprodoidynon o Aoyikh s lotoplas kail Iotopikh euneipia s enavaotaons kal s diandins
ms pe v avienavaotacn otny EXTA kai ous unoioines xiwpes tou unapkiol cooiadiopol. Avaykn
QvTKEIPEVIKNS, ouyKespILEvNs IoTopIkNs kal Bewpnukhs Siepelivnons tns epneipias cooioniotkhs
oikoddunons. latopikh ibiotunia s oikovopias Kal s kovwvias s toapikns Pwoias kKal Wy anoikily
ms. Pwoo-lanwwvikds nodepos kal A' lpnepiafioukos Naykdopios MNodepos, enavdotaon kai
avtenavaotaon 19051907, aocukobnpokpaukn enavaotaon tou CeBpouapiou tou 1917 ka
oooiofioukh enavaotaon tou OxtwpBpiou tou 1917. MNéAepos nodmuiy kai Eévn ipnepiafioukn

eneuPaon.



Néa Oovopmn MNodmkn (NEM) kar npwta neviaet oxédia. KonnexuPonoinon kar exPropnxdvion
(BeBioopévn enioneuan). MNpoetoipyaola yia tov B' Naykéouio MNéfepo. Avukopiviépy GEovas kai
epnforn otov nérepo. Ynoxdwpnon kal avieniBeon péxpr tn ouvipiPn tou dEova. Ta kinpobothpata tou
B' MN.MN., avuanokiokpauksds aydvas kal opatdnedo xwpluv ou cociafiopol. O1 enavaotioers oe
Kiva, Kopéa, Ivboriva, KouBa, Nikopayoua. Metanofeuikn avoikodounon. Ektaukds kal eviaukds
wnol avamugns. H Baoikh aviipacon tou cooiafiopol kKal o1 Iotopikes enintoers s enifuons i s pn
eniduans s, AéEodos oto Sidotnpa Kal TExvoroyIKN UNEPOXN OTNY UNNPESIQ TS YPuxpononepikhs
ioopponias wou 1pdpou. AdiKEoda and v pn eniduon s Baoikns aviipaons. AdAnAenibpaon petagl
ooola oKLY XWPUV Kal Je tov kepaialokpatkd neplyupo. H kilipdrwon s acukns avienavaaotaons
Kal Ns kepanalokpaukns nadvopbwons.

Avdyrkn avangns ns enavaotaukhs Bewplas ko peBobonoyias péow: 1. s SiakpiPwons s
nepiodordynons s kepaiaiokpatias (avadegn véou otadiou oe eninedo naykoopias noditkns
oikovopias kol kovuwvikns Bewplas). 2. tns Siakplfwaons s nepiobondynons tns enavactaukns
diabikaoios, Bdoel tou Babuod wpipavons Wy avIKEIHEVIKLLY KOl UNokelpevikly dpuv pe spithpia: 1o
eninebo avamugns 1ou KoMWVIKOU XapPaKINPa s Napaywyns, ns Béons Kal tou pofou Twy
cnoonuwpevwy 8ia s enavactacns XWPLLY, OpdSwv XWPLUIY K.0.K. OTOV NOYKOOUIO CUCXETIOUO
BuvApEwy, 10 ekboToTE €iBOS-TUNO TOU UNOKEIPEVOU Tns epyaoias kai s enavaotaons. H oupBoiinh tou
B. A. Badiotiv. Avaykaidmnta SiGkpions npuipwy, WpIpuwy Kol UOTEPpLUV eNaVOOTAcEWV KOl QVTIoTOIXWY
winwv cooiafiopol. Oewpnuknh, pebodoioyikn Kal NpoypoupatKkh (otPatNyIkh Kal TaKUKH) eNdPKEIa M
CVENAPKEID OUYKPGTNONS TOU UNOKEILEVOU NS enavaotaons.

Kpiukn avapopd o aoukés Kal pikpoaotikes avuinyels yia v OxtwBpiovin Enavéotaon kail 1o
cociaricud.

Mationalism, Intemationalism and Anti-war Mobilization in Greece, 1912-1924: the Turmoil of the
1910s, the Impact of the Russian Revolution and the Emergence of Communist Politics

Nikos Potamianos

A peculiarity of the Greek socialist movernent is that the Communist party prevailed almost absclutely
over small social-democratic groups from the intenwar years up to 1974. This should be attributed,
alongside other factors, to the timing of the emergence of socialist politics: the Socialist Workers' Party
was founded in 1918, and it was from the outset under the strong influence of the October Revolu-
tion. One of the ways the Bolshevik paradigm influenced sodialist politics in Greece was through the
dissemination of anti-nationalist and antiwar theses. An important part of the struggle inside the
Sodialist Workers Party concerning its 'bolshevization' revolved around the various dimensions of the
national question. This paper presents the development of internationalism in Greece during the 'war
decade’, culminating in the anti-war propaganda of KKE in 1918-1920. It also illustrates the extent to
which this development constituted a significant break with the past of Greek radicalism: before 1915
radicals were overwhelmingly patriots, fully accepting the *Great Idea® of Greek irredentism. The
factors that created a favourable environment for the influence of the militant anti-nationalist politics
of the Russian revolution included the renegotiation of national bonds after the Balkan Wars; the
hardships of a prolonged war period that hurt the popular households and contributed to the dedine
of their standard of living in the 1910s; and the available political repertoire for the articulation of
popular discontents.

Short CV: Currently an adjunct lecturer of modern and contemporary history in University of Crete and
a scientific consultant in IME-GSEVEE (Small Enterprises' Institute of the Hellenic Confederation of Pro-
fessionals, Craftsmen and Merchants). | have published more than 20 articles in Greek, English and
American journals and edited volumes, as well as two books in Greek: The 'noikokyraioi'. Shopkeep-
ers and master artisans in Athens 1880-1925, Crete University Press, Heraklion 2015; and 'Noble
pachyderms' and 'suffering workers'. Topical histories from the beginnings of the twentieth century,
Assini editions, Athens 2016. My forthcoming book is a sodal history of the carnival of Athens in 1800-
1940,

Reflections on the Cultural Tum in Labor Historiography of Turkey

forahim Sankaya
The Ataturk Institute for Modem Turkish History - Bogazini University
PhD Candidate Turkey

Postrmodemist and poststructuralist theories had totally changed the social theory by the mid
1980s. Cultural turmn which is the reflection of these thearies in the labor history field led to a method-
ological and epistemological turmoil until the mid 2000s. The perspective of "class as a primary focus”
was abandoned in the historical analysis. Labor history's basic parameters were criticized or decon-
structed by gender, race and ethnicity oriented approaches. As a result, cultural tum led to declining
interest in labor history.

Labor history of Turkey was an exception of this trend. Labor historians of Turkey first met with
Thompson's approach in these years and produced a large number of sophisticated works with
Thompson's perspective.

In this paper, | will make labor history literature review of books and articles produced between
mid-1980s and mid-2000s in Turkey. | will try to answer these questions: How cultural tum affected
labor historiography of Turkey? Do cultural and discursive practices take material interest’s place in
these works? In what ways, do criticisms of class as an analytical category prepare a base for identity
politics?

| argue that, in labor historiography of Turkey, there is no work that take class as a purely linguistic
or cultural category. In the light of the above questions, | will explain the peculiarity of the labor histori-
ography of Turkey in terms of cultural turn.

What's Left of the Russian Revolution's Global Imaginary at 100
China and Cuba in an Era of Resurgent Revolution and (New) Authoritarian Revanchism

Eric Selbin
Southwestern University

Professor of Political Science and Holder of the Lucy King Brown Chair
USA

If 100 years on the bold visions of Russia’s 1917 revolutionaries have been obviated by the brutality
and stultifying bureaucracy of the Soviet Union, Russia 1917-24 was on inspiration and aspiration for
millions of people around the world. It is @ momentous time with regard to revolution. If Mexico was
the first great social upheaval of the 20th Century, Bussia’s 1917 revolution insistent on social justice
for all and the collective ownership of the means of production was a moment, a clarion call, a space
and place which fueled the global revolutionary imaginary and echoes still. If it is China that brings
revolution into the Global South and Cuba which makes it contemporary, their debt to the early days
of the Russian Revolution remain clear, and they nominally reflect it yet. In the 1990s/early 2000s, it
was fashionable to declare revolution dead, a roughly two hundred year run from 1789 to 1989 over.
Yet at least since 2009 in Iran and December 2010 in Tunisia, then around the Mediterranean and
elsewhere, such claims seem suspect at best. In an age of resurgent revolution (where Russia 1917
remains a reference point) and authoritarian revanchism, Deleuze & Guattari (assemblages;
rhizomes), Escobar (redes), Guattari (transversal), Khasnabish (insurgent imaginaries), Tsing (zones of
awkward engagement), as well as some identified as fourth generation theorists of revolution might
offer useful ways fonward.

BIO: Eric Selbin is a political sociclogist whose primary research interests are revolutions and related
forms of collective socio-political behavior as well as International Relations Theory. His most well
known work, which has been translated into Arabic, German, Spanish, and Turkish and published in
India, is Revolution, Rebellion, Resistance: The Power of Story (2010); his book Modem Latin
American Revolutions (1993; 1999) has often been used in courses in Latin American Studies and con-



contentious politics. His book with Pace University Professor Meghana Nayak, Decentering Interna-
tional Relations, has been described as part of the decolonial tum in Intermnational Relations theory.
Selbin holds a Ph.D from the University of Minnesota and is Professor of Political Science at Southwest-
em University, where he has held appointments as Brown Distinguished Professor (1999-2003), Univer-
sity Scholar (2006-14), and since 2014 the Lucy King Brown Chair, one of six endowed Brown Chairs
at Southwestem. In 2013, Selbin was appointed a research fellow at the Teresa Lozano Long Insti-
tute of Latin American Studies (LLILAS) at the University of Texas at Austin; previous appointments
include Umee University in Sweden (2003-2006) and Tallinn Postgraduate Summer School in Social
ond Cultural Studies (2012).

Political Education in the 20th and 2 1st Centuries:
From the International Lenin School to Left Forum and Facebook

Helena Sheehan

What was the Intemational Lenin School? What role did it play in the world communist movement?
Wheo were its teachers and students? What was its curriculum? Why was it so dandestine? What was
its modus operandi? What were the consequences of transgression? How did the Comitern school
differ from its post-Comintern incamation?

Who were the Irish communists who were sent to the ILS? What did they study? What sot of lives did
they lead in Moscow? How did Larkin's relations with Comitern impact on lrish communists at the ILS?
What was their fate during the purges? What happened during chistkas? How did the experience of
Irish communists at the ILS differ in the post-Comintern period?

What sources are available to shed light on these questions? Which archives are accessible and
which are still inaccessible? How much personal testimony is available? What secrets have been
revealed? What is still hidden? Why? LWhat condusions can be drawn at this stoge?

How has political education changed for activists in the 2 1st century’? What has been gained and
what has been lost in the transition from disciplined communist party closses to the free-wheeling
mega-conferences and social media interactions that fill that space today?

Helena Sheehan is Professor Emeritus at Dublin City University. She is author of many articles, chapters
ond books, such as Mamxism and the Philosophy of Science: A Critical History, Has the Red Flag
Fallen?, European Socialism: A Blind Alley or a Long and Winding Road? Irish Television Drama: A
Society and lts Stories and The Syriza Wave as well as the introduction to NI Bukharin's Philosophical
Arabesques, discovered buried in a Kremlin archive. She did two stints at the International Lenin
School in Moscow. She has lectured in many parts of the world, including the USSR, GDR, Yugoslavia,
USA, Mesxico, Greece and South Africa. Her forthcoming book Navigating the Zeitgeist will appear in
2018. She has been active on the left for more than 50 years.

Enavéotaon kol avienavaotaon
otnv Iotopioypagia s Pwoiknhs Enavaotaons

Nidvwns Zrarhbarns

H ictopioypagla ns pwaoikns enavaotaons us teneutnies Seraeties éxel akonoubnoe Ts yevikGtepes
ioopioypapikes woes. H nafid nofiukn iotopla yoviponoinBnke and v kowvuvikh iotopia omn
Seraetia tou ‘60 Kal NéPacE PEENena and 1oV QOTEPICUO TOU PETOPOVIEpVIOWOU yia va katainEe oe
pia véa olvBeon nodimkhs Kol KOVWVIKAS IoToplas, ywwoth ws evéa nofmkn iotopias.

Linv avaroivwon auth Ba ebetdooupe 1s évwoles s enavaotaons Kal s avienavaotaons o
ONPOVTIKES PEAETES YIO TN PWOIKM eNQVACTAON, JE €UPpaon Ty Napaywyn s tefeutalas
eiooineviaetias, nou onuadeletal kal and 1o ténos s Lofieukns Evwons. H kevipiknh pas undBeon
eival nws n au@Eophitnon s avaykaidinias ns enavaotaons ws anefeuBepuwtkns KovwviKhs
Hiadbikaoias eival npoypappatkéd owoixeio ou avabewpnukol pelpatos. [Nepanépw, Nws auth n
enixeipnon «anokaBnhiwonss s enavaotacns obnyel avukepevika, pe Sidpopous Penous Kal oe

contentious politics. His book with Pace University Professor Meghana Nayak, Decentering Interna-
tional Relations, has been described as part of the decolonial tum in International Relations theory.
Selbin holds a Ph.D from the University of Minnesota and is Professor of Political Science at Southwest-
em University, where he has held appointments as Brown Distinguished Professor (1999-2003), Univer-
sity Scholar (2006-14), and since 2014 the Lucy King Brown Chair, one of six endowed Brown Chairs
at Southwestemn. In 2013, Selbin was appointed a research fellow at the Teresa Lozano Long Insti-
tute of Latin American Studies (LLILAS) at the University of Texas at Austin; previous appointments
include Umee University in Sweden (2003-2006) and Tallinn Postgraduate Summer School in Social
ond Cultural Studies (2012).

Political Education in the 20th and 2 1st Centuries:
From the International Lenin School to Left Forum and Facebook

Helena Sheehan

What was the Intemational Lenin School? What role did it play in the world communist movement?
Wheo were its teachers and students? What was its curriculum? Why was it so dandestine? What was
its modus operandi? What were the consequences of transgression? How did the Comitermn school
differ from its post-Comintern incamation?

Who were the Irish communists who were sent to the ILS? What did they study? What sot of lives did
they lead in Moscow? How did Larkin's relations with Comitern impact on lrish communists at the ILS?
What was their fate during the purges? What happened during chistkas? How did the experience of
Irish communists at the ILS differ in the post-Comintern period?

What sources are available to shed light on these questions? Which archives are accessible and
which are still inaccessible? How much personal testimony is available? What secrets have been
revealed? What is still hidden? Why? What condusions can be drawn at this stage?

How has political education changed for activists in the 21 st century? What has been gained and
what has been lost in the transition from disciplined communist party classes to the free-wheeling
mega-conferences and social media interactions that fill that space today?

Helena Sheehan is Professor Emeritus at Dublin City University. She is author of many articles, chapters
ond books, such as Mamxism and the Philosophy of Science: A Critical History, Has the Red Flag
Fallen?, European Socialism: A Blind Alley or a Long and Winding Road? lrish Television Drama: A
Society and lts Stories and The Syriza Wave as well as the introduction to NI Bukharin's Philosophical
Arabesques, discovered buried in a Kremlin archive. She did two stints at the International Lenin
School in Moscow. She has lectured in many parts of the world, including the USSA, GDA, Yugoslavia,
USA, Mesxico, Greece and South Africa. Her forthcoming book Navigating the Zeitgeist will appear in
2018. She has been active on the left for more than 50 years.

Enavéotaon kol avienavaotaon
otnv Iotopioypagia s Pwoiknhs Enavaotaons

Nidvwns Zrarhbarns

H ictopioypagla ns pwaoikns enavaotaons us teneutales Seraeties éxel akooubnhoe s yevikGtepes
iowopioypapikes woes. H nafid nofiukn iotopla yoviponoinBnke and v konvuwvikh iotopia omn
Seraetia tou ‘60 Kal NéPacE PeEnena and 1oV QOTEPICUO TOU PETaPOVIEpVIOUOU yia va katainEe oe
pia véa olvOeon noAmikns KQl KOIVWVIKNS 1I0TopPIas, YWWOoTh ws evéa nofmkn iotopias.

Linv avaroivwon auth Ba eketdooupe 1s évwoles s enavaotaons kal ns avienavaomaons oe
ONPOVTIKES PEMETES YIO TN PWOIKN €NQVAOTAoN, PE €UEaon Tv Napaywyn s tefdeutalas
eiooineviaetias, nou onuadeletal kal and 1o nos s Zofieukns Evwons. H kevipikh pas undBeon
eival nws n au@Eophitnon s avaykaidinias ns enavaotaons ws anedeuBepuitikng KONUMIKHS
Hiadikaoias eival npoypappatkéd owixeio ou avabewpnukol petpatos. [Nepanépuw, Nws auth n
enixeipnon «anokaBnhiwonss s enavaotacns obnyel avukepevikg, pe Hidpopous 1pdnous kal oe



diagopeurols Babpous, omnv Iotopikh anokatdotaon ms avienavaotaons. H iotopioypagia s
PLIOIKNS ENQVGOTaoNS Katéxel kevipikh Béon oe auth T Siopdxn.

©a npoonabricoupe, 1€ios, va deifoupe nws auth n IGeodoyikh Siandin ennpeadel cuvoiikg v
I0TORIKN €PEUVa TH00 o€ eninedo EpLWINPATWY KAl EPUNVEUTIKLIY OXnaTWY G00 Kal oe eninedo
peBobonoylas kal va Béooupe npoBinuanopols yia to {htnua s Baplintas s Npaypatonoyikhs
tekpnpiwons oe oxeon pe pia adeokpankne eEétaon ms 1Iotopias.

O MNdwwns Zkombakns eival iotopikds, Sibdokwy oto Tuhpa Mofimkhs Eniotiuns tou MNavemotnpiou
Kpritns.

Between Utopia and Reality: Justice in the Russian Revolution
George Sotiropoulos

Intenational School of Athens
International Baccalaureate teacher

This paper approaches the Russian Revolution from the perspective of a critical theory of justice. Its
main thesis is that the notion of justice can be used as a critical tool for understanding the historical
development of the revolution, from its outbreak in February 1917 to the rise of the Stalinist regime
about 10 years later. The Russian revolution was an experiment of world-historical proportions, which
concemed the production and consolidation of a new, socialist regime of justice. This goal, amidst a
very difficult historical conjuncture, required of the young revolutionary regime to go through the dio-
lectic of utopia and pragmatism, which, it will be argued, is a constitutive aspect of justice during
periods of revolution. Ultimately, despite some impressive achievements, the Soviet Republic failed to
its historical task. On the sociopolitical level this was expressed in a twofold failure: (a) to stiike a
balance between democracy and dictatorship; (b) to establish a viable model of socialist relations on
the level of production. The role played in the overall process by the leading political agents of the
new revolutionary regime, the Bolshevik party, has been important and ambivalent. To sustain this
argument, my paper examines the assumptions conceming justice, power, class interest and class
domination prominent within the Bolsheviks and shows their formative influence in the latter’s actions
and policies. In the end, it will be argued that the proposed perspective along with contributing to a
critical understanding of the failures of the revolution helps bring out its living legacy.

AUTHORITARIAN POPULISM AS COUNTERREVOLUTION: STUART HALL ON THATCHERISM

Kenneth Surin
Professor at Duke University

The election of Thatcher as prime minister in 1979 was a dedisive turning-point for the left. Her project-
it was nothing less than this, as Stuart Hall was one of the first to realize —was aimed ultimately at a
complete overtumning of the postwar rapprochement between labour and capital. It became clear
that Thatcher and Reagan had embarked, with an increasingly confident single-mindedness, on a
political project that was to be epochal in its ultimate reach.

The waning Keynesian accord that had prevailed since the end of the war was now being sup-
planted by an emerging neoliberalism, and Hall was its earliest theoretical cartographer.

Hall is of course credited with coining the emblematic term “Thatcherism” even before Thatcher was
elected. He was soon recognized as the foremost analyst of the intellectual-cultural formation whaose
label is now indelibly associated with her nome. The label "Thatcherism™ designates a populism corm-
bining a then new-fangled economic neoliberalism (the crackpot ideas of Milton Friedman—based
on the premise that just about any macroeconomic problem could be resolved by tweaking the
money supply- were being installed in a position of official primacy where the economy was con-

concemed, in the UK and US, and not just in the Pinochet-ruled Chile admired by Friedman), along
with an atavistic social authoritarianism, as evidenced by Thatcher's braying refrain “Ue need a retum
to Victorian values”, etc.

In dealing with Thatcherism and its legacies, Hall broached the key topics of our time: cultural
coding, policing, implicit racism, immigration and diaspora, the role of television, neoliberalism. The
reader who followed his treatment of these topics soon realized that while Hall eschewed an explicit
systematicity in his presentation of this material, there was nonetheless a powerfully implicit coherence
in his work: the treatment of Thatcherism was therefore inextricably bound-up with the analyses he
provided of cultural coding, policing, implicit racism, ‘moral panics’, immigration, neoliberalism, and so
on.

My paper will show what was distinctive about Hall's analysis of Thatcherism.

Decolonize the mind.
VIKASH TANDON

MARCUS GARVEY PAN AFRIKAN UNIVERSITY, UGANDA

Pedagogic Animator and Social Activist;

RESEARCHER AND INDEPENENT WAITER UK

Decolonize the mind. Towards a celebration of the contribution made by Prof Nqugi La Thiong'o
and the late Prof Nabudere (AUTHOR OF AFRIKOLOGY - AN EPISTEMOLOGY). Post Brexit AND
Trump the politics and ‘culture’ of the fear of the other has taken new forms in the rich north. Lessons
from the experiences of the Russian Revolution between 1917-1930 need to be revised and reformu-
lated to resist the anglophone hydras of imperialist colonial mind-sets.

The Dialectical Revolution: Lenin on Hegel
Bartosz Wojcik

The Institute of Political Studies. Polish Academy of Science
Research Assistant

The presentation aims at investigating the mutual, dialectical mediation between Hegelian speculo-
tion and Leninist theoretical practice. It was inspired by the anecdote about Lenin who, having seen
all European Social Democratic parties adopting the “patriotic line” that condemned proletarians to
fratricidal violence after the outbreak of World War |, decided to retreat to countryside to read
Hegel's "Logic". In desperation, during intense theoretical work on Hegel, Lenin wos able to recog-
nize the unique chance for revolution (a fact that belied the evolutionary historicism of the Second
International).

This brings up certain questions: how far did Lenin's reading of Hegel influence his own heterodox
theory of revolution ("the weakest link in the chain”)? Did this return to Hegel open the way to the
Leninist event? The attempt to address these questions will be supplemented with reflections on the
other side of the dialectical interaction, namely, on the Lenin’s lessons for understanding Hegel's phi-
losophy. Lenin in the "Philosophical Notebooks" tried to read Hegel "materialistically”, anticipating
classical Lukacs” and Dunayevskaya's interpretations of Hegel's dialectic and even contemporary
readings (for example Slavoj Zizek's or Stathis Kouvelakis'). Perhaps it was Lenin, not Marx, who “dis-
covered the rational kernel within the mystical shell” of Hegelian dialectic, and showed more under-
standing of it than his great predecessor. | will combine these two moments and try to deduce what
lessons Hegel-Lenin (i.e. authentic dialectical materialism) gives us concerning the possibilities of
radical social change — revolution — in the epoch of late neoliberal capitalism. Ultimately, the old
Leninist question of “what is to be done?” remains. Maybe the answer is: go to countryside to read



Lenin?
Bartosz Wojcik, M.A. — philosopher, dialectical materialist, research assistant in The Institute of Political

Studies PAS. He writes doctoral dissertation on Hegel's social philosophy.
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