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The Greek accession to the European Union(EU) has been
characterized in Greece as the most important political event in the
metapolitersis (post-Junta) period. This event has extensively been
analyzed mainly in relation to the economic consequences and the legal
textures of European integration. The political consequences of
accession still remain a poorly researched and analyzed topic.

This paper purports to analyze the Greek Euroelections (1981~
1994), with particular though not exlusive emphasis on the prospects
for political modernization. In the analysis | shall try to show that the
Greek accession to the EU and the conseguent participation in the
Euroelections tend to establish & rationale conducive to the
development of a new political culture characterized by the political
legitimization of the multiplicity of expression: to the extent that this
happens, the traditionatl political bipoiarity cannot but subside into a
more democratic political discourse. Even so, | shall argue that the
durability of such a discourse will in the end depend on the prospects
for modernization in Greece. ‘

in what follows section | tries to unfold the electoral
strength of the major political parties in the elections examined;
section tl analyzes the main positions of the parties in relation to
Greece’s participation in the EU, section {11 tries to shed some light on
the effects of this participation on the process of modernization in
Greece, and in the final section some concluding remarks are made.

The electoral strengh of the major political parties and the
nistorical tendencies involved in these European elections are analyzed
in relation to (a) the national election results and (b) the degree of
urbanization for which election statistics are available.

A. The first European elections were held in 1979, about 18 months
before the Greek entry to the Community. When Greece became the tenth
member of the Community on 1 January 1981 the Greek representatives
to the European Parliament(EP) were appointed in accordance with the
relative strength of the political parties in the Greek parliament. The
first European election was held in Greece on 18 October 1981
concurrently with the national parliamentary election: We call the
former E81 (Eurcelection 1981) and the latter N81 (National election
1981). From there on Greece follows the regular European elections
cycle. Thus the second European election was held in Greece on 16 June
1984 (EB4) and was followed by a national parliamentary election a



year later on 2 June 1985 (N8S); the third European election was held
on 18 June 1989 (EB9) concurrently with the national parliamentary
election (N89); while the fourth European election was held on 14 June
1994 (E94), about 9 months after the last parliamentary election held
on 10 October 1993 (N93). It is interesting to note here that of the four
European elections examined, two were held concurrently with the
national parliamentary elections.

( Table 1 here)

Table 1 shows the election results for the entire period
examined, with reference to those of the political rarties which
managed to win at least one seal in the EP in at least one of the four
European elections held. As the table indicates, two parties steadily
dominate the political scene in both the national and the European
elections: One is the main representative of the traditional Right in
Greek politics called in the meltapo/itersis period the New Democracy
party(ND); and the other is the representative of the traditional Centre
in Greek politics regrouped and radicalized in the melapol/itersis
period through the Panhellenic Socialist Movement (PASOK). In the four
elections examined, these two parties have managed to win an average
of 85.05 per cent of the total vote cast in the national parliamentary
elections, compared to an average of 74.44 per cent of the total vote
cast in the European elections. This means that there is a high degree
of polarization in the Greek political scene, and that this polarity
tends to decrease in the Eurcopean elections. This declining tendencuy,
“which is found in other European countries as well, has been explained
on the ground that European elections are ‘second order’ elections and
thus voters can vote with their heart in the European elections, but
they must use their mind in the national elections( Curtice,1989).

. The third major political axis in the Greek electoral scene
consists of the two political parties of the Left: One is the crthodox
Communist Party of Greece(KKE), and the other the pro-Eurocommunist
Party of the interior(KKEes.). These two parties took part separately in
the 1981 and 1984 elections. in 1987 the KKEes. was transformed into
a non-communist party, called the Greek left (E AR), which the
foltowing year came to an agreement with the KKE and, together with
some other progressive left forces , formed the Coalition of the Left
and Progrees[SYN(1)]. This progressive left coalition took part in the
1989 elections. The following year, in its 13th Congress, the KKE
decided to take a monastic path and contested alone the 1993/94
elections, whila the remaining of the progressive left forces (called
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here SYN(I1}] continued their own separate path through the 1993/94
elections. The election results deofoted in -table 1 How for.the
following main conclusions: first; the battie between the orthodox KKE
" and the Eurccommunist/post-communist forces over the hegermnony. of
the Greek left is still unsettled, though the traditional cornmunist
forces are doing better espemaﬂg in the national elections; second, the
performance of both parties is better in the European eléctions (14.82.
per cent on the average), wnere the voters vote with their heart, than in
the national elections (11.15 per cent on the average), but third, there
is cver time a Dercentage decline of the total vote of the two parties in
-both the national and the European e]eotfons with the exception of the
"1989 national election..This means that the two: parties of the Left are
not in a position to actually absorbd the losses of the two major Dartfe
and especially those of PASOK .,

Cn the right of the ND.party two pohtfcaf formations have
contested the e]ectfons and-managed to win a seat in-the EP: One was.
the Party of the Progresswes(KP) which participated in the 1981
election, and the other was ‘the Natfonahst Party(EPEN-the KP’s
suocessor) which took part in all the subsequent elections, but only in
1984 managed to elect a member for the EP. The weakness of the
extreme Right, as an independent political formation, is associated
with two 'main reasons: One is its pelitical: relationship with the
leadership and the people of the Junta, and the other is the readiness of
the ND party to incorporate within its own structure extreme rfgrt
. peome and poiiticians. This means that the extreme Right, as culture
and ideology, is present in Greece and. mffuences her social and
political process. " : o

The enlargement of the ND party towards the extreme Right
was supp]emented in the 1970's by a similar en argement towards the
forces of the traditional-centre. The so-called Party.of Democratic
Socialism{(KODIS0) was the product of these realignments and took part
n the 1981 elections where managed to win 4,25 per-cent of the total
vote for the EP and elect a representative’ there. The partg also
participated in the 1984 European election, but. w1thout ang SLICCeSs,
and terminated thereafter its opération: its leader, Giangos
Pesmazcglou, and-several other party members and cadres found
refugee into the ND party.

when Constantine Karamanhs the founder of the ND party,
moved to the presidency of the state in the late 1870°s, the-party lost
1t3 internal cohesion. As'a result the partg‘nas S0 far experienced two
splits. The first was in 1986 when a group of 'ND-deputes, headed by
Costas Stephanopoulos who had lost the leadership battle in Septemter
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1985, formed a new party called Democratic Renewal(DIANA). In the
1989 Euroelection DIANA won a seat in the EP, while in the 1994
Euroelection the party was unsuccessful and terminated its operation.
The second split occurred in 1993 when Antonis Samaras, foreign
minister in the Mitsotakis government, decided to form a new party
named Political Spring(POL.A). The party participated in the 1993
national election and in the 1994 Euroelection, and its electoral
performance seemed to be a retative success: in 1993 the party got
4.87 per cent of the total vote and 10 seats in Parliament, while in the
1984 Euroelection it won 8.65 per cent of the total vote and 2 seats in
the EP. The future performance of the party, which seems to represent
a challenge to the traditional bipolarity, will be affected not only by
the fluidity of the political alignments but also by the very complexity
of the Greek social structure where the urban petty bourgeoisie and the
agrarian strata are both major components. It is interesting therefore
to have a look at the election results by the degree of urbanization.

B. In Table 2 the European elections are analyzed in relation to three
geographical categories: the rural areas(0-1,999 inhabitants), the
semi-urban areas(2,000-9,999 inhabitants), and the urban
areas(10,000 inhabitants and over). As the table-indicates, PASOK
comes out stronger in the rural areas (41.5 per cent on the average)
compared to an average of 38.9 per cent for the semi-urban areas and
36.2 per cent for the urban areas. The membership of the party,
however, gives a slightly different picture: according to recent
statistics, about 19.5 per cent of the party members participated in the
third party congress held in 1994 were white collar workers {of which
71 per cent in the greater public sector and 2S per cent in the private
secter), compared to: 18 per cent of the total working in the
agricultural sector, 6.9 per cent listed as urban workers, 4.7 per cent
as self-employed persons, 4.8 per cent as unemployed, 9.7 per cent as
pessicners, 46 per cent as students, 45 per cent as housekeepers, and
the remainder in various other professions{ 7a /23 5 April 1994).

( Table 2 here)

The performance of the ND party has considerable fluctuations
but on the average the party appears stronger in the semi-urban areas
(28.2 per cent) compared to an average of 37.8 per cent for the rural
areas and 32.7 per cent tor the urban areas. The membership of the
party's central committee, however, gives a compietely different
picture: according to 1991 statistics, of the total central committee
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members about 75 per cent were of the tiberal professions(e.g. Tawers,
doctors, engineers etc), and only 13 per cent were of the salaried
professions. In one of the party districts (Larissa) the occupational
background of the party members was in 1989: 30.38 per cent of the-
total self-employed persons,that is, people engaged in large or small
business, 2468 per cent private sectors employees, 21.52 per cent
public sectors employment, and 23.42 per cent unemployed or
housekeeping (Alexakis, 1993:142-145). o
The electoral performance of the new party of POL.A has a
regional distribution similar to that of ND: the party appears stronger
N semi-urban areas where it got 9.20 per cent of the total vote in
1894 compared to 9.00 per cent for the rural areas and 8.30 per cent
for the urban areas. As regards the parties of the Left the distribution
gives a completely different picture: both parties appear stronger in
the urban areas where they got on the average 19.52 per cent of the
total urban vote, compared to an average of 1262 per cent for the
semi-urban areas and 11.04 per cent for the rural areas. There
is,however, an important difference between the two parties of the
Left: whereas the orthodox communist party(KKE) draws its urban
support mostly from the working people, the urban vote of the left
coalition(SYN) comes to a large extent from middle-class people and
intellectuals (Moschonas, 1986:246-250; Nikolakopoulos,19394).
| It is clear from the preceding analysis that, with the
exception of the two parties of the Left, the major political parties
examined here are to a large extent ‘catch-all’ parties. The social and.
political content, nowever, of this large array of voters differs from
party to party Wwhereas the popular vote of the ND party has
historically been incorporated into the hegemonic power bloc of the
Greek society( ranging in the past from the palace and the army through
the church to the dominant fractions of capital), the popular vote of
PASOK has tended to become an independent actor in the process of
social and political reatignments!. And here the question arises: to
what extent has this social and political complexity affected the
position of. the political parties on Greece’s EC membership and the
prospects for modernization in Greece?

The Greek politics oh European integration can easily be
analyzed within the context of three historically defined political

L}t is for this reason that PASOK has presented itseli as a ‘multiclass
movement'. For a definition of the term see Wright, 1983:34

¢]



strategies: (a) the traditional conservative and neoliberal strategy,
(b)the social-democratic strategy, and (¢) the orthodox communist
strategy. '

A. The main political representative of the conservative/neocliberal
strategy is the ND party, that is, the party which negotiated the Greek
entry to the Community. That entry was justified on the ground that, in.
the framework of European solidarity, “the national independence of all
members is consolidated; democratic freedoms are shored up; economic
development is accelerated; and social and economic progrees becomes,
with the cooperation of all, a common fruit” (Karamanlis’'s statement
quoted in Moschonas, 1982:22). In 1994, fourteen years after the Greek
entrg, the ND party reaffirmed its commitment to this European
strategy. In a declaration issued on the occasion of the last
Euroelection it is argued that the ND party, which brought Greece to the
United Europe, strongly supports the deepening of European integration
and the enlargement of the European Union. In keeéeping with the
programme of the European People's Party, ND proposes the adoption of
a European constitution based on the principles of democracy,
efficiency and subsidiarity, and also the formation of a socially-
sensitive'European economic policyZ.

The European strategy of the ND party has never become an
object of dispute within the party itself, though there have been social
concerns on the negative consequences of accession. This broad
political agreement in the party was cultivated by Karamanlis himself
on the greund that the Greek desire for Community membership was
inspired primarily by political considerations focused on consolidating
democracy and the future of the country. What instead has become over
the years a matter of dispute within the party is the nature of the
policy to be adopted for the economic development and the
modernizaticn of Greece. Karamanlis seemed to believe, as the
statement quoted above indicates, that Greek econornic development
and modernization within the Community would be the logical outceme
of a process of steady productive investments reinforced and
supported by Community flows into Greece of technology and capital.
This active production policy of modernization required a more or less
interventionist state so as to foster economic development and also
maintain social cohesion through social pelicy measures. Actualy that

2 On these points see the party’s documents: “For a strong Greece in a humane
Europe”, 72 WMoz 13 April 1994; “Strong Greece, respected in Europe”,
Euroelections,12 June 1994, and “The basic positions of the European People's
Party", Euroelections 1994 (A1l in Greek)

-
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- was the exact meaning of the ideology of ‘radical liberalism’ adopted
by ND in Karamanlis’s years(Alexakis, 1993:224-245),

The failure of the ND party to win the 1981 election imlied
not the rejection by the electorate of this very European strategy but
the willingness of large sections of the population to elect a new
government on a platform promising ‘alangi’ domestically, in the form
of radical socio-economic changes, and a tougher stand in its dealings
with the EC.It was no accident, therefore, that the parties which had
previously taken a critical position on the Greek accession, PASOK and
KKE, got aboul 53-per cent of the total vote in the 1981 European
election.

The departure of Karamanlis from the ND's leadership marked
the beginning of a process of ideological transformations in the party
from radical liberalism to simple and pure Tiberalism. When Mitsotakis
became party leader in 1985 this process was intensified and the
party’s ideology was gradually clarified so as to assume the postulates
of neoliberalism(Alexakis, 1993:246-271). The necliberal economic
strategy implied that Greek economic development and modernization
within the Community would now be the logical outcome of the full
operation of the market mechanisms 1n a integrated internal
Community market and the privatization of the major state-controlled
economic activities [t is an open question whether the electoral
success of the ND party in the 1989/90 elections should be attributed
to the neoliberal strategy of the party or to the political climate of the
conjuncture reinforced by the clouds of the Koskotas affair or to both,
wWhat seems to be clear is that the electoral defeat of the party in the
1993 national election was Droduced not so much by the formation of 2
new political party in the broader conservative camp but mainly by the
negative social consequences of the neoliberal policies adopted. The
election of a new party leader, Miltiadis Evert, and the return to the
ideology of radical liberalism were measures unable so far to control
the declining trend of the party, as the 1994 European election resuits
indicate. The party received only 32.66 per cent of the vote, just a
little above the percentage vote of the 1981 European election(31.33)
which was the worst performance of the party in European elections,
while the newly formed party of POL.A managed to substantially
increase its electoral vote(6.29 per cent) compared to the 1993
election results(4.53 per cent).

The party of POL.A was mainly formed on the grounds of a
national cause, the issue of the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia
(FYROM), and thus assumed from its very inception a nationalist
ideotogical flavour In the past, nationalist overtones appeared with the
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formation of the extreme Right as an independent party in the
metgpolitersis period. But, as | tried to show elsewhere(Moschonas,
1982:330-345), the extreme Right was formed not so much to
differentiate itself from ND on domestic or EC issues, but mainly to
advance the cause of the Junta leaders centred on their unconditional
release from prison. The poor performance of the extreme Right in the
elections, whether national or European, is a clear indication of that.
Irrespective of the poor performance of the extreme Right, however, its
independent political operation, combined with its reliance on
traditional conservative voters, tends to reproduce the ideological
clusters of right-wing nationalism in the Greek political culture.
This right-wing nationalisrn 1s also reproduced by the POL.A
party, though its programme on socio-economic issues has centrist
political connotations. The party supports the federal political
~organization of the European Union, but on the condition that the.
principle of subsidiarity and the national identity of the member states
are respected. in this sense the European strategy of the party tends to
assume ethnocentric connotations, contrary to the more or less pure
pro-European views of the ND party. The party of POL.A also supports
the democratization of the Community institutions, the deepening of
European integration and the enlargement of the Union, on the condition
that the Community budget is increased, the financial resources are
redistributed to the benifit of the less developed areas or couniries,
the Social Charter is implemented, and the social dimension of the
internal market is strengthens. Although the party’s proposed
transcendence(hypervasis) of existing political and social divisions
points to the unknown(Tsoucalas,1994), | would nevertheless argue
that its successful electoral performance in the future could create a
climate conducive to the development of a new political culture
characterized by the political legitimization of the multiplicity of
expression. This trend however will greatly depend on the political
performance of the Left and on developments within PASOK itself.

B. PASOK was formed in 1974 and began iis operation as a movement
characterized by socialist and naticnalist cvertones, thereby reiforcing
in the Greek political scene a left-wing nationalism< On the Greek
accession to the EC this left-wing nationalism found its theoretical

3 On these points see the party’s documentx"Wé represent Greece 1n Lurope”,
1904(in Greek).
4 The lines of demarcation between right-wing nationalism’ and ‘left-wing

nationalism’ are not always clear. For a discussion on these points with
reference to the German SPD, see Berger, 1994
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- rationalization in the context of the then popular dependency theory.
Thus PASOK took the position that “the peripheral and externally
controlled character” of the Greek economy required a “correctly
planned national investment effort”, a precondition undermined by the -
accession to the EC. In this sense the acceptance of the policy of
accession was considered to-be “equivalent to a policy of national.
desertion” for it “abdicates Greek responsibility for the future of the
country by transferring it to foreign decision-making centres which by
their nature cannot be inspired by the national and political ideals and
by the vision of socioeconomic change which warms the soul of the
Greek people”(Papandreou’s statement quoted in Moschonas, 1982:24).
This left-wing nationalism had reinforced in PASOK's
programme an ethnocentric strategy for socioeconomic and political
modernization wherein the national state had to play the central role.
Thus, in opposision to the accession.supported by the ND party, itself
“domingted by the permanent dependency complex of the Greek Right
and by the need to always rely on fereigners and foreign models”,
PASOK proposed “a policy of multi-dimensional and equal cooperation
with all the European countries, not only with the countries of the EEC,
as well as with the developing countries”. In this context PASOK stated
its willingness, once inpower, to “ask the Greek people to express, in a
free referendum following a full public débate, their own decision on
the accession to the EEC”(Idem).
' The proposed referendum was never held either because it was
al the time practically impossible, since the President of the Republic,
Constantine Karamanlis, would not agree on such a decision, or because
PASOK 1tself was never seriously committed to its anti-EEC
declarations. Thus, once in power PASOK tried to establish good
grounds for accommodation with the EC reality. In a memorandum
submitted to the EC in 1982 PASOK emphasized the Greek peculiarities
and the subseqguent need for Commumtg financial support and for
temporary dercgations from EC rules. Following the Commission’s
reservations on the latter, PASOK's main objective centred on the
redistribution of Community financial resources so as to enable Greece
and other less developed Community regions to make the necessary
adjustments thereby strenthening the Community’s cohesion (Kazakos,
1992: Verney, 1993).

' ‘ This'policy of accommodation seemed to find popular support,
althougn FASOK had already begun to experience the strains of power. -
in. the European election of 1884, which had assumed the
characteristics of a national election under the preéssure of the ND
party, PASOK got 41.59 per cent of the total vote, compared to only
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38.09 per cent for ND, but substantially below its 1981 national

election performance(48.07 per cent)S. In the national election of 1885
PASOK managed to regroup its forces thanks to its decision not to
support Karamanlis for re-election as President of the Republic. That
decision was presented to the electorate as a consistent policy aimed
Lo remove the conservative obstacles and thus open the way towards
deeper social and political changes.in actual practice, however,
PASOK’s re-election in 1985 marked the beginning of a process which
led to the curtailment of both its socialist inclinations and its
nationalist overtones. The Minister of National Economy, Gerasimos
Arsenis, himself a supporter at the time of ethnocentric solutions, was
immediately replaced by Costas Simitis, a strong pro-EC supporter. The
austerity programme which was then introduced not only reflected the
Greek economnic necessities but also marked the beginning towards
deeper integration into the Community’'s market economy rules. This
European orientation of the PASOK government became official with the
acceptance of the Single European Act in 1986, at a time when similar
adjustments were mace by labour or social-democratic parties in
Europe, especially in Britain, Denmark and France(Verney, 1993; Haahr,
1992, Featherstone, 1988).

- The Maastricht Treaty on European Union found PASOK well
advanced into the family of the west European socialist parties. Thus
i1s position on European integration is now similar to that of the other
parties grouped under the umbrella of the Party of European Socialists.
In the recent European election the European Socialists declared their
willingness to struggle for a Europe of the people, not of the economic
interests, that is, a Europe with economic development and employment
opportunities, a Europe democratic with a humane face. In such a
Europe,a party document states, strong PASOK means strong Gresce
able to protect her national interests,her economy, her society® These
of course are usual party declarations which are deprived of any
substance. In the present context, however, the statements made by
PASOK do specify certain elements of its Eurcpean strategy which can
be found throughout the party’s history. In broad terms.| would argue
that PASOK's policy on the Greek membership in the EC unfolds within a
field of possibilities defined by two opposing views: the Eurocentric
view where Greek developments are considered to be part and parcel of
EC developments, and the ethnocentric view where Greek
developments. though influenced by EC events, have nevertheless a

3 For an analysi1s of this election results, see Moschonas.,198‘64246—262_
® See the party document, “Strong PASOK, Strong Greece in Europe”, 1954(in
Greek).
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logic of their own and thus deserve primacy.

In the pre-accession period, from 1974 until 1979, PASOK
followed the ethnocentric interpretation in a manner which did not
allow different views within the party to be openly heard. When the
accession became an accomplished fact in 1979 PASOK began to
moderate its position and, once in pcwer, adopted Eurocentric views
thereby producing an unstable compromise between these two
nterpretations, which lasted until the middle of the 1680's. From
there on the Eurocentric view has gradually assumed primacy, while
ethnocentric voices are always held in an effort to find accommodation
within the party.The former Minister of Finance, Dimitris Tsovolas, has
turned out to be the key representative today of the ethnocentric
strategy, whereas the Eurocentric strategy has the support of such
prominent members as Vaso Papandreou,Theodoros Pangalos and Costas
Simitis.

According to Tsovolas there are two national strategies which
lead to diametrically opposed foreign, defence and economic policies.
0One is the European perspective centred on the belief that Europe will
eventually become a single economic, political and security area as a
political entity. Tsovolas casts doubts upon this eventuality and calls
instead for an ethnocentric policy within the EC in support of the
national interests. In such a policy, says Tsovolas, the modernization of
the economy becomes an integral part of the issue of national
independence(Tsovolas, 1994).

Simitis on the other hand argues that the dilemma ‘national
strategy or European strategy’ is a false one because it lacks
substance. The real question, he says, centres on the orientation of the
national strategy, its main concerns and its goals. In the current epoch,
the national strategy cannot limit ‘itsef to national matters alone, but
must also aim to-upgrade the position of the country within the
international community. This means, says Simitis, that the traditional
‘national interest’ questions constitute only one aspect, and not the
primary one, of the national strategy. A real national strategy must
take into account the fact that the EC is close to the completion of
economic integration, while making serious steps toward political
integration. This development will eventually redefine the conditions
of international competition in the sense that the international
division of labour will be conditioned by the antagonisms of
supranational entities. Thus the logic of the nation-state will gradually
but steadily be replaced by post-national arrangements. This means,
says Simitis, that it isin the ‘national interest’ to upgrade the position
of the country through ccoperation and define the rules of the game
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together with our partners. in the EC, instead of only trying to draw
from the EC financial resources by any means(Simitis, 1930)7 .

C. These two differing strategies represent the analytical threads
which connect PASOK with the two parties of the Left: the European
strategy characterizes the Eurocommunist tendency of the Greek left,
while the ethnocentric strategy is a key characteristic of the political

logos of KKES8. From the pre-entry period the Greek Eurocommunists
(KKEes) took the position that the EC objectively represented a new
field of class struggle. The reason being that the road to democratic
socialism in Greece, which had become the ultimate objective of the
Eurocommunists, was thought to be identical with the ‘European’ road
to socialism: contrary to the “simplistic model which assumes that
country-by country will be cut off slice-slice from the international
capitalist system to be added to the world socialist systern”, nowadays
history moves in a complex fashion which implies that “aggregates of
people and countries (Europe, Non-Aligned, Third World)” will gradually
“gain autonomy from the international imperialist centre” and will
thus begin to “differentiate themselves socially towards a socialist
transformation”(quoted in Moschonas, 1982:391). This reasoning
became the guiding principie of the progressive left coalition (SYN)
formed in 1988. As a common document put it, the Greek left will not
remain a mere spectator of the process of rapid internationalization,
isolated n its national borders. wWhat is needed today, the document
says, 1s a breoader cocperation of the Left in Europe and the formation
of a common programme as a left-wing alternative sclution to the neo-
liberal and neo-conservative policies of multinational capital®
Likewise, the progressive left coalition[SYN(I1)] which remained after
the departure of KKE in 1880 has repeatedly emphasized its
determination to fight within the process of European integration,
together with the social and political movements of contemporary left
and the ecology, for a new Europe sensitive to questions of social
justice, ecological protection and democratic rights(Konstantopoulos's
statements in. £lestherotypia,S June 1994)10,

The orthodox KKE adopted in the pre-entry period an
ethnocentric strategy in relation to the proces of European integration,

7 See also Simitis, 1989 and 1992, Papandreou, 1990 ,and Pangalos, 19584,
8 For an overview of the Greek Left see, for example, Kapetangannis, 1983,
% For the entire text of the document see AVzospast/s B8 December 1988

10 5ee also the party’s document “Declaration on the European elections of
June 1994”, Aygs 20 February 1994,
13



with emphasis on the issue of national independence. The rejection by
the KKE of the Greek accession to the EC found economic justification
in the law of the uneven and combined development of capital, which
entails the perpetuation of dependence and underdevelopment. As 3
party document puts it, the KKE is opposed to accession because
“Marxist-Leninist analysis shows that a developing country, such as
Greece, is inevitably led by association with, or .entry into, an
imperialist bloc, such as the EEC, intc ever greater dependence and
progressive social, political, national, cultural, and moral
disintegration”(quoted in Moschonas, 1982:4239). When accession
became an accomplished fact in 1979, the party’s policy changed from
the previous slogan ‘NO to the EEC of the monopolies’ to the new slogan
‘Total disengegement from the EEC of the monopolies’. But, until the
realization of this ‘total disengagement’, the KKE was forced to adjust
itself to the ‘new conditions of struggle’. In this new capacity the
party had to face certain challenges: the challenge of waging a struggle
for the “elimination of the negative consequences of the entry”, the
“defeat of the coordinated attack of the indigenous and the Common
Market monopolies against the standards of living of thé workers”, and
the “introduction in our country of the achievements of the labour
movement in the EEC countries”. In the EP in particular, the
participation of the KKE aims at the “pcpularization of the party’s
positions”, the “advancement of the concerns of the workers”, the
coordination of the struggie of the KKE with that of the fraternal
parties in it against the monopohes”, the “continual exposlre of the
imperialist character of the EEC”, and the “propagation of the KKE’s
position on the need for the disengagement of our country from the
EEC”(Ibid, p.456). To this ethnocentric interpretation the KKE returned
in the early 1990's after a brief periocd of moderation during its

participation in the progressive left coalition(SYN)T1.
Lt

This multiplicity of political positions on the issue of
European integration reflects ideological differences, political
expediencies, the complexity of the Greek society, and the conflicting
social interests involved in it. | would argue that these factors (a) find
expression in the Greek political cutture and (b) tend to condition the
1 For an analysis of the current poslition of the KKE,see the party's document.
“The positions of the Central Commitee on the West European Capitalist
Integration”, January 1993. See also A. Papariga, “Capitalist crisis and
C'Buropean Union'", Elerftherolyprs. 17 April 1994, and  Risvspaséis. 10
June 1994,
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content and the form of the proceso of social and political
modernization in Greece. :

A.inan interesting interpretation of the relationship between cuiture
and politics in modern Greece, Diamandouros defines culture on a
macro-historical perspective “as a complex and dynamic characteristic
of a whole system” constantly “negotiated by the continuing and
multifaceted interaction between state and society”(Diamandour0s,
1993:2). In this context he identifies two historically defined and
socially conditioned conflicting cultures, the traditional or underdog
culture and the modern or modernizing culture, both of which have
become the central and permanent feature of society and have affected
the country’s politics and development.

The traditional or underdog culture carries with it the Balkan-
Ottoman heritage and has been influenced by the Orthodox Church and
its anti-western positions. It has “a powerful statist orientation
coupled by profound ambivalence concerning capitalism and the market
mechanism” and a “decided preference for paternalism and protection”,
while showing a “diffedent attitude towards innovation”. It is, says
Diamandouros, in many ways a predemocratic culture characterized by
“a distinct preference for small and familiar structures compatible
with the unmediated exercise of power and closely associated with the
clintelistic practices which for so Tong dominated and, in a different
form, continug to influence political life”. This culture has become
particularly entrenched among “the very extensive, traditional, more
introverted and least competitive strata and sectors of society’and has
been “more fully elaborated by the intellectuals adhering to this
tradition”. It i3 a strata involved in such activities as “subsistence
agriculture, petty commodity production not geared to exports, finance,
import-substitution industries, and the inflated and unproductive
state-and wider public sector” all marked by more or 1ess the same
Characteristics: i.e,”low productivity, Tow competitiveness, the
absence or tenuousness of economic, pelitical, and cultural linkages to
the outer world and to the mternational economy, the aversion to-
reform and, hence, the lack of a concrete project de sociats
(Dwamandouros 1993: 3-4).

The modern or modernizing culture, on the other hand, is pro-
Western in its orientation drawing its intellectual origins from the
tradition of political liberalism It has, therefore, a tendency to 1ook to
“the nations of the advanced industrial wWest for inspiration and for
support inimplementing 1ts programmes” Modern culture supporters,
says Diamandouros, have over time been identified with “3 distinct
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preference for reform, whether in society, economy or potity, designed
to promote rationalization along liberal, democratic and capitalist
lines”. In this sense they have tended to favour rather than to oppose
“the creation and proliferation of international linkages” and to
promote “Greece’s integration into the international system”. The
social and political actors of this modernizing and reformist culture
are “the popular strata and elites more closely identified with
cultural, economic” and “political activities linking thern to the
international system” as well as the “Greek diaspora communities” and
their “intellectual exponents, both inside and outside the Greek state”
(Diamandouros, 1993:5-6).

) It is interesting to note that Diamandouros’s analysis leads
nirm to the following two conlusions: One, that “the capasity of the less
competitive and threated strata tenaciously to defend their vested
interests and the shared assumptions of the underdog culture” has
produced “a structured indeterminacy in the Greek polity and society”;
and two, that “the social and political strata adhering to, and
supporting, each of the two rival cultures cut across the entire
political spectrum and do not neatly coincide with one particular
party” As aresult all the political parties, “from right to left”, are
Unwﬂhﬂg to “risk incurring the ‘political cost’ associated with open
and determined support for measures which all admit are necessary for
the rationalisation and restructuring of both economy and poiity”.
Nevertheless Diamandouros believes that the Greek accession to the EC
and the consequent need for socio-economic and political adjustment
“constitute the single most important force which, acting as an
unequivocal ally of the forces adhering to the modernising culture, is
slowly but inexorably helping to tip the balance of the historical
develcpment in favour of the permanent ascendancy of that culture”
(Diamandouros,1993:17-20)12. The question however regarding not only
the prospects for, but also the content and the form of, modernization
within the EC actually remains unanswered. It is to this question that
- we now turn. ‘

B. in a stimulating and very often quoted article, written in 1968,
‘Pinder re-introduced into the European integration literature the terms
*‘negative integration’ and ‘positive integration’ in an effort to analyze
distinctive phases in the process of economic integration in Europe. He
used ‘negative integration’ for that part “of economic integration that
consists of the removal of discrimination”, and ‘positive integration’

12 For a slitly different interpretation see Charalambis and Demertzis, 1993;
and Demertzis, 1994,

-
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as the “formation and application of cocrdinated and common policies
in order to fulfil economic and welfare objectives other than the

removal of discrimination”(Pinder,1968)13 .

In this sense negative inegration actually refers to measures

which aim at the completion of the internal market, whereas positive
integration defines a process leading towards economic and political
union. These two aspects of integration, 1.e. integration of markets and
integration of policies and institutions, affect the member states of
the EC and condition their process of sccio-economic and political
development. | shall call this, referring to Greece, EC reinforced
modernization upon the Greek society and polity, understood as a
historical process consisting of three interrelated elements: (i) the
modernization of markets, (ii) the modernization of practices, and
(i11) the modernization of structures.
, The modernization of markets is & process which
autornatically derives from the operation of the EC and thus cannot but
carry with it the political legitimizaticn of the forces in Greece which
support in principle European integration and the Greek rnemership in
the Community. This broad political(with the exception of the KKE)
consensus, however, does not imply the existence of a broad social
consensus as well, because the process of market modernization tends
to undermine established concrete social interests, thereby inflating
social antagonisms and political protests. it is true that positive Greek
attitudes towards membership have over time been listed high: in 18G5,
for example, 73 per cent of respondents regarded membership as a
‘good thing’ for Greece, compared to an average of 57 per cent for the
EC as a whole(Laffan,1934:120). This positive appearance, howaver,
should not confuse reality, for market modernization reinforces social
reorganization and thus produces social and potitical tensions. KKE, by
opposing European integration, expects to draw political support from
this social reality. The irony is that, in the context of its overall
strategy which excludes political alliances, KKE turns to become an
cbstacle to the other two aspects of modernization, ie. the
modernization of practices and the modernization of structures.

The modernization of practices is a process wherein a
Community dimension gradually becomes an integral part of the Greek
political culture as a result of Greece’'s EC membership The
participation in EC institutions creates conditions ¢f 0smosis 1n the
sense that Greek participants tend to assimilate Community practices,
while at the same time accumulating knowledge, and thus to enrich

I3 The terms were first introduced by Tinbergen in 1954 in his /oiervaacions?
Eooremis frat2gration (Elsevier, 1954),
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Greek political culture’s For example, politicians learn to place
particular problems in a broader socio-political context and also
" become gradually accustomed to complex practices of interest
articulation and multi-national cooperation; bureaucrats are forced to
operate in more rationalized decision-making processes, thereby
learning to appreciate the art of continuous bargaining and compromize;
representatives of working class or professional organizations acquire
new experiences regarding tactics, strategies and modes of
organization and representation; white students of almost all Tevels of
education, participating in EC education programmes, learn to
appreciate the difference, brought to the fore in multi-lingual and
multi-cultural environments, and also the courteous rivalry for
excellence. This kind of EC reiforced modernization of practices, having
the political legitimization derived from the simple fact of the EC
membership irrespective of the degree of political and social
acceptance of that membership, tends to create conditions conducive to
the enhancement of the modernization of structures.

The modernization of structures takes place w1thm the
economic space defined by the derived(from the EC) modernization of
the market and refers to concrete state policies in congruence with the
EC policies. 1L is a sort of positive integration which aims at the
fulfilment of socio-economic and political objectives other than the
simple removal of discrimination and barriers to trade. This highly
political process of modernization can take various forms depending on
the specific historical conjuncture and the confinguration of power
prevalling in it. In the Greek political conjuncture, briefly analyzed
above, one could delineate the following three forms of structural
modernization: (i) -the neoliberal form of modernization, (ii) the
technocratic form of modernization, and (i11) the democratic form of

modernizationi=.

The neoliberal form of modernization relies on the full
operation of the market mechanisms in an effort to enhance economic
efficiency, productivity and competitiveness. In this sense the
modernization of structures tends to be incorporated into the logic of
the modernization of the market in the enlarged EC environment. This
means that the modernization of the market(negative integration)
assumes primacy over the modernization of the structures(positive

14 In relation to this theme one can read Tsoucalas, 1993; Fatouros,1993;
Koryzis,1993; Chouliaras,1993.
'S For a brief discussion of these terms, in a different context, see
Moschonas, 1990.215-218. See also Fotopoulos, 1993, especially ch. t1, and
Adkin, 1994,
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~integration) in the sense that the latter tends to be defined-in the.
‘'space of private initiative by pure economic criteria of efficiency and.
profits. This exclusion of the social dimension from the equation of the

economic policy tends to create and reproduce regional disparities and
social inequalities (primarily in terms of employment opportunities
and earnings) and thus to intensify the social and political

~antagonisms.(cf. Fotopoulos, 1993). The ND government headed by

Mitsotakis was the only Greek government in the melapoliiersisperiod

which embarked upon such a neoliberal form of modernization. Its

defeat in the 1983 national election was the result not only of the

formation of a new party (POL.A) in the broader conservative camp, but

also of the social dissatisfaction and the consequent formation of new

social realignments. | would argue that the continuation of POL.A 1n the

Greek political scene creates conditions for a multiplicity of political

expression and makes more difficult the re-introduction of a neoliberatl

form of modernization.

The technocratic form of modernization tends to claim that
changes are more technical than ideological, thereby giving emphasis to
the role of the experts and of the state bureaucrats. This form of
modernization does rely on the neoliberal logic, which entails the
primacy of the modernization of the market, but also brings the state
into the economic equation, for two main reasons: to better define the
modernization of the structures (positive integration) and to minimize
the social costs of the full operation of the market. This means that
the pure economic criteria of productivity and efficiency are now
supplemented by the criteria of social sensitivity and justice which
define state social policy. The ND governments under Karamanlis/Rallis
and the PASCK governments have greatly relied on this form of
modernization, even though there are substantial differences between
the two parties: ND expresses historically established power interests
and traditicnal conservative forces in Greek scciety 1n a manner .
perpetuating the hegemony of the traditional political culture, while
PASOK managed to form a new class alliance containing established and
newly formed power interests together with broad marginalized or
-even radicalized popular. forces and thus challenged or even
“transformed certain aspects of the traditional political culture. The
irony is that in actual practice this technocratic form of modernization
was destined to oscillate (under the force of the Greek political
-conjuncture and the imperatives of European integration) between the
EC logic of market modernization, which tends to produce social
tensions, and the consequent political necessity for state social policy
measures (called in Greece populist measures), which tend to
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undermine the very process of economic management and
modernization.

in such a ditemma the Left is supposed to offer the alternative
through a new form of modernization. The democratic form of
modernization entails a new synthesis of market modernization
(negative integration) and structural modernization (positive
integration) based on changes in the centres of poweér and the
production process. Here the state acquires a key role in the
developmental process, in conformity of course with the requirements
of European integration, political power becomes more decentralized in
the spirit of the principle of subsidiarity, and decision-making
institutions are succeptible to the principlies of efficiency, dernocracy
-and social control. In the Greek historical conjuncture, PASOK and the
parties of the Left, KKE and the progressive left coalition(SYN), have
made programmatic commitments on these questions. The point is that
they have so far been unable to find a common denominator for political
cooperation.

The differences involved tend to dominate the scene and are
deep and substantial. Specifically, PASOK has over the years
demonstrated a clear divergence between democratic declarations and
technocratic-centralized practices aiong with various forms of state
and party clientelism(cf. Clogg, 1993; Kariotis, 1992). At the same
time the Left has been preoccupied by its internal divisions. In the first
post-Junta pericd the two parties of the communist left, KKE and
KKEes, had.embarked upon an intense struggle between themselves for
the hegemony of the communist left, while at the same time PASOK
was given the space to organize social alliances and build a left-wing
identity. Later, with the formation of the Left Alliance(SYN), the
traditional forces of the Teft embarked upon a8 new struggle to win the
hegemony in the centre-left socio-political space, hoping to force
PASOK into a minority position. The failure of this new strategy
resulted in the new division of the Greek left where the KKE is now
fighting once again for the communist symbols and for the hegemony of
the narrowly defined communist space.

On the issue of development and modermzatmn the meta-
communist Greek Left(SYN) argues for a planned development in
accordance with the requirements of European integration and the
nternational competition(cf. Kyrkos, 1987). The traditional communist
Left(KKE), on the other hand, proposes a planned development in the
context of an anti-capitalist and anti-imperialist struggle which, by
its nature, gives primacy to the issue of national independence(cf. KKE,
1993).



The irony is that, while the multiplicity of the political
expression in the space of the Greek left is in congruence with the
democratic principle, this very division of the left tends to isolate and
strengthen PASOK, thereby undermining the prospects for the
introduction of a socially sustained democratic form of modernization.

v

This divergence of policies and strategies are not peculiar to
Greece, and remind us of the old theoretical debates about two
interrelated sets of issues: (a) the issue of modernization vs. radical
development, and (b) the issue of reform vs. revolution

The modernization theory has wWeberian connotations and rests
on the assumption that modernization is a total process and thus
constitutes a ‘universal pattern’. This implies a gradual move from
tradition to modernity wherein social development 1s understooc as a
process of functional-structural differentiation of roles and
institutions as one moves from simple tc complex systems. Thus
modernization is rendered synonymous with westernization and implies
a process towards a functionally integrated national or even
supranational political system(Bernstein, 1971; Mouzelis, 1978 and
1986) As argued above, these theoretical presuppositions tend to
define the potlicies and strategies of the Greek conservative rorces and
of PASOK, the latter especially since the middle of the 1980°s when the
party fully accepted the process of European integration.

The theory of radical development, on the other hand, has
Marxi1st connotations and rests on the assumption that in a world
system of social relations the modernization theory fails to take into
consideration the fact that western modernization was created
principally through the midwifery of European imperialism. Thus, in a
historical conjuncture of development and underdevelopment,
‘modernization’ actually presuppeses a process of radical social
transformation either through a prior development of capitalism(cT.
wWarren, 1980) or through an immediate break with dependence and
capitalist domination(cf. Amin, 1974). As argued above, the Greek
forces of the New Left have tended to subscribe to the former solution
in the context of a Eurocommunist/Eurosocialist strategy, whereas the
traditional Greek communist forces (and PASOK until the late 1970's)
have supported a more radical solution

This divergence of positions among the parties of the Left has
its origins in the 0ld theoretical debate between social reform or
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revolution(cf. Luxemburg, 1971), transformed today into a debate on the
content and the form of the reforms themselves. As Luciana Castellinag,
a prominent member of the European Left, has put it, “most of us now
agree that power has to be taken, achieved, through consensus”, and
thus “changes have to be brought about through consensus and through a
gradual process”. But, adds Castellina, “once you say this, it is not the
end of the problem because you can conceive those reforms in different
ways: reforms could be seen as a gradual transformation , with the
intention of a transformation of society's structures and its values; cr
reforms can simply be seen as an adjustment to the present system.
This is the discussion”(Castellina, 1987:31).

| have argued above that the Greek forces of the New Left tend
to confine themselves within the latter solution, whereas the
traditional Greek communist forces(KKE) support the former sclution.
But even so, the problem within the Left remains unsolved because the
rapid changes brought into the production process have not only changed
the traditional role of the working class but have also produced new
problems(eg. ecology) and new movements. Thus, according to
Castellina, the forces of the Left “have a role whicn poses the question
of how to put together the tradition of the working class, the 1abour
movement, with those new events and phenomena” And, she adds, if
“we [the people of the Left] don’t succeed in putting these things
together, well, then we can give up being communists. We may be &
progressive coalition but that’s all(Casteiiina, 1987:33). The dilemma
then is obvious and catalytic for the Left.

A



REFERENCES

Adkin, Laurie E.(1994) “Environmental Politics, Political Economy, and
Social Democracy in Canada”, Studies in Political £Conomy.
nods, Fall, pp 130-169

Amin, Samir(1874). Accumwlation on g world 5ca/e Monthly Review
Press, New York.

Alexakis, Emmanuel G.(1993). 7he Greek Right: Strictiure and /deolagy
or the New Dermocracy Parity, PhD Dissertation, LSE,London

Berger, Stefan (1994) “Nationalism and the Left in Germany”, Mew Lert
Review, no 206, July/August, ppS5-70.

Bernstein, Henry(1971) “Modernization Theory and the Sociological
Study of Development”, 7#he Jowrnal or Development Studres.
vol.7, no2 January, pp141-135

Bogdanor, Vernon (1989) “Direct Elections, Representative Democracy
and European Integration”, £lectoral Studies , vol.8B, no3,
December, pp205-216.

Castellina, Luciana(1987) “Left Turns Across Europe”, A Round Table
Discussion, Marxrsm 7Today, september, pp30-33.

Charalambis, Dimitris and Nicolas Demertzis (1993) “Politics and

' Citizenship in Greece: Cultural and Structural Facets”, w737
OF Mpdor Greek Siuaias. vol 11, no2, October,pp219-240.

Chouliaras, Yiorgos(1893) “Greek Culture in the New Europe”, in H.
Psomiades and B. Thomadakis(eds), Greece. the New Furope.
T CAINGING Internalionsl Craer, Pella Publishing Cempany, -
New York, pp79-122.

Clogg, Richard(ed) (1993). Greeve, /987-89 The Fopulist Decads The
Macmitlan Prees, London.

Curtice, John(1989) “The 1989 European Election: Protest or Green

‘ Tide?”, Flaectoras! Stwdies vol.8, nol, December, pp217-230.

Demertzis, Nicos(1994). The Greck Poliiical Cultire Today,

Publications ‘Odysseas’, Athina(in Greek).

Diamandouros, P. N(1993) “Politics and Culture in Greece, 1974-917, in
R. Cloggled), areece 7257-89 The Fopwlist Decads, The
Macmillan Prees, London, pp1-25.

Dimitras, Panayote(1989) “Greece”, £loctors] Studies, volB, no3,
December, pp270-280.

Drettakis, Manolis(1982). Rar/iamentariy Flections 7974 [Q77 1957 4
Cormparalive Anzlysis Athina(in Greek)

(1984). 7he 1987/ Flections ror the Greosi Farliament

T e Flropesi Farlisment Athina (in Greek).

23

A,



(1986). Farliamentary Flections or 1985 and Furopesrn
Flections or 1984 Publications ‘Synchroni Epochi’, Athina(in
Greek). ‘

(1993). £wropearn Elections and Pariiamentary Flections,

7959~ 7930, Publications ‘Odos’, Athina(in Greek).

(1994) “European Elections of 1994”, £lertharolypis

16 June and 15 July (in Greek). ‘

Dunn, John (1993) “The heritage and future of the European Left”,
Economly ang Sociely, vol. 22, nod, ppd16-524.

Fatouros, Arghyrios A.(1993) “Political and Institutional Facets of
Greece's Integration in the European Community”, in H.
Psomiades and B. Thomadakis{eds), Gresce. the New Furope
g CRInNGING /nternations’ crder, Pella Publishing Company,
New York, pp23-41.

Featherstone, K.(1888). Sociza/ist Parties and Europaan [ntegration A
Comparaltive History Manchester University Press,

Manchester.

Fotopoulos, Takis(1993). 74e Nealiberal Consensuys g the Crisis or the
Feonomy of Development. Publications Gordios, Athina (in
Greek).

Haahr, Jens Henrie(18G2) “European Integration and the Left in Britain
and Denmark ™, gl or Common Market Studies, vol .30, nol,
March, pp77-100.

Kapetanyannis, Vasilis(1993) “The Left in the 1980°s: Too Little, Too
Late”, in R Clogg(ed). Greece, 71987-59 The FPopulist Decids
The Macmilian Prees, London,pp78-93.

Kariotis, Theodore C.(ed )(1992). 7He  Gresk Socidlist Fxperiament,
Pella Publishing Company, New York.

Kazakos, Panos(1992) “Socialist Attitudes Toward European
Integration”, in T. Kariotis(eq), 7#e  Greek Secialist
Experiement Pella Publishing Company, New York ,257-278

KKE(Communist Party of Greece), (1993). 7he KKE on lhe £EC and the
CGPILFIIST Eropean /ntegral ion, Party Documents, '
Publications ‘Sygchroni Epochi’, Athina(in Greek).

Kozyris, P. John(1993) “Reflections on the Impact of Membership in the
European Communities on the Greek Legal Culture”, Jowrns/ or
Noderr Greek Stuares, vol. 11, nol, pp29-49.

Kyrkos, Leonidas(1987). k#/ch Lert? Publications ‘Odysseas’, Athinalin
Greek) ‘

Laffan, Brigid(1994) “Developments in the Member States”, w7/ or
common Markel Stuydres vol 32, Annual Review, August,
pp105-122.




Luxemburg, Rosa(1971). Selected Folitical writingdEdited by D.
Howard), Monthly Review Press, New York.

Moschonas, Andreas(1982). A4 Jrsputed Partnershin: The Political Debate
an the Greck Accession to the European Communily, Phi,
Dissertation, Queen’s University, Kingston, Canada.

(1986). 7radrtional Petty Bowrgeoisio: The Case of Greece,

Foundation for Mediterranean Studies, Athina(in Greek).

(1990) Class Struggle in Greece and  the FEC, voll:
Accession Lo the FFC ang Greek So0ial  Inlerests,
Foundation for Mediterranean Studies, Athina(in Greek).

Mouzelis, Nicos(1978). Moderr? Greece. Facels of Lhrdsrdevelapment. The
MacMillan Press, London.

(19806). Folitics in the Semi-FeripheryThe MacMilan
Press, London.

Nikolakopoules, 11ias(1994) “European Elections under National
Expediencies”, 73 M2z 16 May (in Greek).

Pangalos, Theodoros(1984). Furope 5t the Cross-Rosd Publications ‘Nea
Syncra’, Athina(in Greek).

Papariga, Aleka(1994) “Capitalist Crisis and ‘European Union'”,
Fiertherotypia, 17 April(in Greek).

Papandreou, Vaso(1990) “European Economic and Monetary Union:
Problems and Prospects”, 7o ¥7/ma 10 June(in Greek).

Pinder, John(1968) “Positive Integration and Negative Integration
some Problems of Economic Union in the EEC”, kor/d 7oday,
vol. 24, reprinted in M. Hodges{ed), £wropean integraiion,
Penguin Books, Harmondsworth,1972.

Psomiades, Harry J. and Stavros B. Thomadakis(eds)(1993). Greece, (/e
New Etrope, and CHangIng Internal ional drasr, Pella
Publishing Company, New York. '

Simitis, Kostas(1989). Level/opment arnd MNodernizat ion 111 Grésk Secioly
Publications ‘Gnosi’, Athina(in Greek).

(1590) “Ethnocentrism or  National Strategy?”,

Flertherotynria 22 July (in Greek).’

(1992) “For a Dogma of National Strategy”,
Elertherotypia, 2 February(in Greek).

Tsovolas, Dimitris(1994) “Political Positions”, 7o NMea 28,29, 30
March(in Greek).

(1994). 7he Roads of Responsipilrty, Publications
‘Kaktos', Athina (in Greek).

Tsoucalas, Constantine(1983) “Greek National Identity in an Integrated
Europe and a Changing world Crder”, 1n H.  Psomiades and B.
Thomadakis(eds), areece. (72 Vow Spape.  and  ChRINGINg

<)

)

I,



/nternations’ Oraer; Pella Publishing Company, New  York,

ppS7-78.

(1994) “’'Transcendence’ or Politics without
History?” 7e Virma, 19 June(in Greek).

Verney, Susannah(1993) “From the ‘Special Relationship’ to
Europeanism: PASOK and the European Community, 1981-
19897, in R. Cloggled). Greece, 198 7-82 7He FPopulist Decads
The Macmillan Press, London,pp131-153.

wWarren, BINN(1980). /mperialism: Proneer or Capitalism. Nerso Editions,
London.

Wright, Eric 01in(1993) “Class Analysis, History and Emancipation”,
New Lort &’éwém no 202, November-December, pp 15-35.




‘7661 ‘€661 ‘9861 ‘v@61 'sije}}=2aq -

‘9661 ‘6861 ‘%861 ‘T@6T ‘SIINSsy uo130s1g ueadodni ‘JOLISIUT SuI 3O ALISTULL -
:FOUN0S
72 | 00°001, 00°00T 0L4°906'¢ | v60°S9e*9| vZ | 00°00T; 00°00T; 1€L°8L9'S| S10°1L9'G| V0L w
- | 162 M 10°T | €66'921 | €£50°%9 — | wvzw Lawtt [ oovziowe o L1LtLL SYAHLO |
1 | 62°z | 09'C ; TN9'9El | S96'LE 1 | g6'1 | 89°1T | 165°%0T | 66L°S6 NEd3/a) |
- I B L - - T - v'1od |
- |eco | - leeeer | - 1 | sz'w | oLc0 | ewetiwz | gIT'Oov  |0S"I0°OM
- - - - - - - b - - - | (IDNAS |
- - w - i - W - - - w - - - m (I)NAS w
1 | ove | wer m nz6'00z | SET'LIT T | 6z's | we'l | sset00e | eec oL | mmmxx{w
€ | €6°01 | 68°6 | LZ1'L89 | GZS'6Z9 € | €o'z1 | €6°01 | 6£0'6ZL | 296029 | cho
6 | 60°8c | 6870v | Zmo'evz'z | 109°666°'z| © | €ETIC | L8°SE | OLE'6LL'T] TSE'WE0'Z! N |
01 | 6571y | zo'oy | 909'9sw'z | SEL'9T6'Z| 01 | 1170y | Lo'ev | L26'i2'z] S82'9ZL'Zi  MOSVA |
sivas| wea | geN |  wed | geN sivas| tes | ten | 183 | TeN . [\ AMed)
da z w L0 A da | % W 3104 :
" oe 6 1 i 6 1 :

#661-1861 'SL7INS3Id NOILDATH

(0)

d4T4d VYL

IR



7661 ‘6861 ‘%861 ‘16861 ‘s3Inssy uoilodsly

"P66T ‘€661 ‘9861 ‘%961 ‘S1¥e313a4d

: ueasdoany ‘JA01Ja23U] 8Y3 JO AAISTUIR -—
N *dOUN0S |
i _ T _ | _ T T _ ~ T ;
©SZ ; 00°00T] 00°00T; 16G°ZCLS'9 [ 6Z9°668°9; ¥Z [ -00°00T; 00°00T: 99S'GyG 9! [1Z°126'9:  IVIOL |
; “ i : — F
o= Lwem | owert | otziwee 85016 - 189 | €1'z | woo'sww | weL'6El SYAHLO
.~ leco | wito | zie'os 6976 - Vtotrt lzeo | L8'se | €98‘0z | N3da/dx
: - A “ .
Loz i 59'@ | oL8'Y | 8LL‘Y9S 097'9E€ . -~ | - 1 - - - v 10d
_ ” : ‘
.- eLz | - zzs‘zel | - T |9t 10°1 | wee‘68 | %I9°'69 | VNV'IQ |
oo - . - ; - : - M : - - ! - - los 1a 0% !
. j i i m | “ _ W !
.z sz'9 ! we'z | 990'sov | lee‘zoz | - | - - - L - { (II)NAS
- - - - - L ow o ze'nT L ETTET | v0E'L€6 | ww6‘Sce | (I)NAS
5 .m h_ i 5 i
P S - | - S T - - - i seam
a + m . i i h
Lz | 6z'9 | €s'v | IyL'Olw 1oo‘ete | - | - - - , - ')
: —— : w !
6 | 99°CZE | 0€°6€ | TLE'EET'Z | LEL'TIL'T] OT | Ov 0% | 8Z'w% | ZS9‘'wv9‘Z @e%‘L98°Z! AN
» : — = ! — “ M — : , .
01 | %9°LE | BE'9Y | 619°0&%'Z | LI0'SEZ'E] 6 | S6°GE | E€I6€ | L6E'€SE‘'Zi BIS'1SS'ZI  MNOSVd |
——t T i ” w w . j
igLvas; wed | E€6N v63 | €oN isLvasi 6e3a | 66N 603 L 66N w Ayxed|
i L 1 i \ 1 H i H
. ] i { ) i
;43 % L0 A dg ! 2 m L0 A “
t i H
.- i
: v 6 6 T | 6 8 6 1 :
l
%66T-1861 ‘SLINSAY NOILDATA

(Q) 1

d71T4dV 4L

&c



f B 1
: ‘66T ‘€661 ‘9861 ‘w861 ‘sIveljalq - w
v ‘h661 ‘6061 ‘w861 ‘1061 ‘s3Tnssy uwol}ose(d uesdoany ‘JI01J493Ul 94y} JO AJJSTULR -~ w
: *d0¥N0S |
; _ T . _ _ T _ _ T 1 _ _ B
g0 igeT0 § TL'0 0€'T (SZ°T (G670 ;. wL'ZT i @v'ZT (LL'T [90°T | €0°Z | 281 | NAA/dA |
: : : m w - : - “ t M T “
[00°6 i0Z°6 | 0€® ; - . - - i o~ i o~ i - e - i y'110d |
- + ” w ; ” i p M w : -
\z1°z jg0z | 9S'€ {el’1 j0z'T 09T - - === e VNV°IQ |
; + ] m w + m w _ w ]
, T S S S A - 0L°0 {Z0°1 (89'z | OL'E 80°9 {0S'Ia‘OM |
; ; M m ; " ; m ; ;
‘00°% 00°S ; or'® | — .- m - m - ; - .~ P _ - : - . (II)NAS ;
; _ ; m : : : w ; w | + s ”
Co- b - b - gettrodeetzrojoetLr i - 4 - o - 4 -~ 1 = (IINAS
Yy ; M - i w : ” : ! ” w ”
L o- - - - o= 4 - 0l syz 0TS (Z6°T | 68°E | 0278 L sagNN |
— ; m ” ] : w m w w . w : .
[0Z°S ,08°S | OETL | - i = [ = ;2e'6 | TEOT {9E'wl (6676 | 10711 , 28’91 m A |
- i : : PR w w 3 i 1 — w :

'09°vE [09°wE | 09°0E {%8°1% [0L'Z% [6€°8C | 69°6€ | 06°0% [S9°SE {GZ'SE | Z8'WE | 11792

: w ; : M : 1 | W

L01°0% (02°6E | 09°SE [00°6€ [€9°9€ [89°ZE | 2@'EY | LI'TI¥ [6€°6€ [01°€E% | S9°6€ | 61°LEC

m ; ; ; w m “ w : : : M

“ ;ueqap n uedan ; Loueddn i poueqan

STEAnY -lwas ! ueqaq JeANy [ —lwsg jueqdaf) Pojeany ;o —lwag -ueqaq yedny ; —lusg iouedqan

. i 1 " } i p i H H ! 4

‘ ] i i

: v63 : 6934 : vQ3 i 184

— 1 N N L

%66T-1861 ‘NOILVZINVENN 40 AdY9A0 X6 S1T1ASI¥ NOILDATA
Z 4T84V L .

LT



