H EAnvucn Aotk Taén ané v Metamoirepkn [epiodo kol Meta

H acBuaivovoa emiotpoen ¢ Talikng ovaAvong 6To oKAOMUATKO EMIKEVIPO GKOVIAPTEL GE
dVo otopikd eumdda. [pdTov, KaAeitar va avTILETOTICEL TV OVGLOGTIKY ATOLGIN TNG KOTA
TIG TEPUGUEVEG OV deKaeTieg veoPIleAebBepnG NyEUOVING: VO TPOGODCEL, dNAAdT, TASIKY VEN
0€ KOWWMVIKA ocUVOAN To omoio &lyav ovotnuotikd omodoundel oto vmoKeipevd TOVG.
Agbtepov, opeidel va ovapetpnbel pe ™V TPOVUATIKY NG LIOYDPNON KPITKE aild Kol
onuiovpyika. Ilpémel, pe dAla A0y, TOGO VO ATOPVYEL TV K VEOL JAPP®ON NG Amd TOV
ayopoio oatopKiopd, 660 kol va a&lomOMGEL To OOAYUATO TTOL TPOKVATOVV dmd TNV
acvvnOioTa €OKOAN TPOEANCT) TOV VEOPILEAEVDEPOV TPOTOV GKEWYTC - VO EMOVOPEPEL LEV TIC
TaEeLg, aALA Oyl dOYUATIKA, Oyl KOTATVIYOVTOG TO ATOHO 0UTE Kol To GAAO KOWVMVIKA TOV
YOPAKTNPLOTIKA.

Avto eivar t0 BepnTikd epaAtiplo TG OwtpPng. Ouwmg dev umopel vo mapopeivet
apnpnuévo: n avalwoyovnon evog ‘debate on classes’ dev Oa eivat amotelecpaTIK AV HEIVEL
dlywg mpaxtkd avtikpiopoa. H véa talikn avdivon mpémel vo prldveTol YOPOYPOVIKE, v
JOKIUALETAL OE GUYKEKPLUEVES TALEIS CUYKEKPIUEVV KOIVMVIOY KOl VO OTOPEVYEL, £TCL, TNV
Tayldo TOV HEYOA®Y - KOl OVTATOJEIKTOV - OQNYNCE®V. Xg ovTd TO onpeio, To BewpnTikd
oKELOG NG dTPIPng dtcTawpdveETAL e TO TPOUKTIKO: 1 taliky avdlvon s Ellddog kou,
101G, TG EAANVIKNG QOTIKNGS TALNG, EIVAL IO GOYYPOVH OVOYKALOTHTA.

IMati omv EALGSa (I) n akaonpio mopacHpdnke and dAha, mo ‘eAéyovia’ {ntmuota: tov
EKONUOKPATICUO, TNV AALOYT), TOV EKGLYYPOVIGUO, TOV EEEVPOTAIGUE Kal, TPOTAVTOG, TNV
Kpion. I'ati otnv EALGda (IT) n ta&kn avaivon acyolndnke pe tovg emyepnuatieg pévo
TEPIPEPEIOKG.  KOL  TOPAYWYQ, €T HE OPOLG OULYMG OLKOVOUIKOUS, VOHIKOUG KOt
TOAITIKOEMIGTNLOVIKOVG, €IT€ GE CLVAPTNOT HE GALEG OUAODGCELS OT®MG M pecaio TaEn, N
ypopelokpatia Kat, o cOyypova, o tpekaptdrto. [ati otnv EALGdQ, TéLog, kot ev pHépel g
ovvémewn tov mopandve, (II) n aotikn 16En €xer SwotpePrmbel pe tpdémo kateEoynv
ONUOCIOYPAPIKO: YloL HEPIKOVS €ivol OovOTOPKTN, AOVUTEV 1] TOPACITIKY, Yid GAAOVG
TEPIAQUTPN, TOALUNYOVT] KOl TTPOJOEVT] omd pol aplAdsevn Kowvmvior Kot v ovETOLLO
Kpdrog.

**

[ToAb wépav, dpme, amd avaykodtnta, arnd Tpodmddeon yio va KataAdfovpe v mopeio ™G
YOPOS, TNV avadldpdpwon g owovopiag Kot Tig avtipacels g Kpiong, n avaivon g
EMNVIKNG QOTIKNG TAENG Exel TOAAG Vo, Tpoopépel kal atny evpdTepn uebodoloyikn mpoonadbeio
oty omolo, ovykataiéyetar. Kai eivon Aoy, apol copumukvavel og vepOetikd Babuo tic dvo
TPOKANGEG-evKAIpieg TG cOyypovng TaSikng avaivong: éva dloitepo PEYAAO KeEVO GTNV
oxetikn PpAoypaeic, KoOdS Kot TV ovVAYKN LOG O 0VOLYTNG, TEPITAOKTG KO OT|LLLOVPYIKNG
npocéyyionc. Llpdypatt, ot 101utepOTNTEG TG EAANVIKNG EMYEPNUATIKNG TAENG OTIC €VOO-
Ta&KEG, O10-TaEIKEG KOl O1a-YEVEAKEG TNG GYECELS, OTIG aAANAETIdpAcels TG Le To Kpdrog kot



10 £&vo KePAAO1O, GLYKPOTOOV £vol O0O(QEC TAEYUO TOL 7pémel Vo, omotvom@bel Kol
ueboooloyixa.

Avto akpBdc Ba emiyepnoet avt) €d® M daTpiPn. Oa avatpééel, Pefaing, TV 10TOPIKY
Sldpopn TG AOTIKNAG TAENG, Oa KATNYOPLOTOCEL TIG €pYAcieg TG Kot Bo aviyveusel Tig
TOATIKEG TNG GUUTEPLPOPES, YMPIG OULMG VAL APKESTEL 6T TOPATAV®. AELOTOUDVTAG QVTHV TNV
otépen eumelpikn Paomn, Oa v vrepPet ko Oa acyoindel pe tov Tpomo [N TV EAMVEOV
EMYEPNUATIOV, LLE TNV VOOTPOTIO TOVS, TIG OAVTIPAGELS TOV TOVG SIETOVV KO TAL OPAUATE TOVG
Yo 10 mopdv Kot TOo HEAAOV NG EAMANVIKNG moAttelag. Q¢ mpog avtd, 1 TAPUdOGLUKN
BipAoypaeia - emonuovikd Kelpeva, apyeion Kot oTaTIoTIKA - B0 UTAOVTIOTEL e [ia GEPA
amd Mo ATLTEG TNYES: ONUOCIOYPAPIKA ApOpa, GLVEVTEVEELS, Ploypapiec, akoOun Kot Keipeva
AOyOTEXVIKA.

*k*k

Ye mpAOTN ovVIAVOT, 0 GTOYOG TOV JOOKTOPIKOD QAIVETOL STAGS, HOEHOAGTIKOG (TAEIKT
avdAvon...) Kot VIHOAGTIKOG (... TNG EAMANVIKNG OGTIKNG TAENG). Me Vv dlekmepainwson Tov,
Ba pavel iomwg TG 01 6TOXOL AVTOT EIVOL BTNV TPAYUATIKOTNTA £Vag - 0L OLOAEKTIKT EVOTNTA
o€ TANPN OAANAOTTPODTO0EGT.

The Greek Bourgeoisie from the Postwar Years and Thereafter

The uneasy return of class analysis to the academic epicenter stumbles on two historical
obstacles. First, it is called to make up for its substantial absence during the past two decades
of neoliberal hegemony: to invest, that is, class characteristics into social entities that have been
systematically reduced to their isolated individuals. Second, it must come to terms with its
traumatic retreat both critically as well as creatively. It must, in other words, avoid a re-
corruption by the force of market individualism, as well as take advantage of the lessons
provided by the unusually easy march of neoliberal thought - bring back classes, yes, but not
dogmatically, not while suffocating the individual and its other social features.

This is, then, the theoretical starting-point of the dissertation. But it cannot remain abstract: the
rejuvenation of a ‘debate on classes’ will not be successful without any practical
correspondence. The new class analysis must be rooted in time and space, applied to specific
classes and specific societies and, thus, elude the trap of grand - and self-fulfilling - narratives.
It is precisely here that the theoretical aspect of the dissertation meets its practical counterpart:
the class analysis of Greece and, especially, of the greek bourgeoisie is a modern necessity.

Because in Greece (I) academia has been carried away by other, more burning questions:
democratization, social-democracy, modernization, Europeanization and, first and foremost,
socioeconomic Crisis. Because in Greece (I1) class analysis has dealt with the entrepreneurs



only peripherally and as a byproduct, either in terms exclusively economic, legal and political-
scientific, or in relation to other groupings such as the middle class, the bureaucracy and, more
recently, the precariat. Because in Greece, and in part as a result of the above, (Ill) the
bourgeoisie has been distorted in a typically journalistic fashion: for some it is non-existent,
lumpen or parasitical, for others glorious, inventive and betrayed by an inhospitable Society
and an unready State.

**

But much more than a necessity, a precondition to understanding the trajectory of the country,
the restructuring of its economy and the contradictions of its Crisis, the analysis of the greek
bourgeoisie has much to offer to the broader methodological effort in which it partakes.
Indeed, it condenses and clarifies both of the challenges-opportunities of modern class analysis:
an especially wide gap in existing bibliography, as well as the need for a more open, complex
and creative approach. As a result, the peculiarities of the greek bourgeoisie in its intra/inter-
class and inter-generational relations, in its interactions with the State as well as foreign capital,
combine in a muddled nexus which must be reflected methodologically.

This is precisely what this dissertation will attempt. It will, of course, trace the historical course
of the bourgeoisie, categorize its operations and reveal its political behaviors, but it will also
go much further than that. Taking advantage of this solid, empirical base, it will superlate it by
interrogating the lifestyles of Greece’s entrepreneurs, their mentalities, their contradictions, as
well as their visions for the present and the future of the greek polity. To this end, the traditional
bibliography - scientific texts, archives and statistics - will be enriched by a series of more
atypical sources: media articles, interviews, biographies and even literature.

**k*k

At first glance, the aim of the dissertation seems double, maximalistic (class analysis...) as
well as minimalistic (...of the greek bourgeoisie). However, as the project progresses, we might
very well find out that these aims are in reality one - a dialectical unity in full interdependence.



