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JoBaHocku Jlakno Ha bankaHoT:
NpeBepyBajku ro
,MoNyAUCTMYKNOT yM” BO
HenubepaneH NONUTUYKM

U KyNTYpPeH KOHTEKCT

Buorpadcka 6enewka

Hrop JoBaHOCKHU cTyAupasl MOJUTUYKA U OIIITECTBEHA
TeopHja u MefyHapoaHu ogHocH Bo Ckorje, Huma & Bepiiua
u bpemen. but fokTopaHT Ha dhoHanujata BosikcBareHn 1 Ha
VHunyjaTiBa 3a HCKJIYIUTETHOCT BO 0Opa3oBaHueTo Ha Pe-
ZIepaynHaTa Biasia Ha CojysHa Penyosmka I'epmanmnja. [Ipena-
BaJI HA YHUBEP3UTETOT BO bpemeH, YHUBep3UTeTOT AMepH-
kaH koutell Ckorije, Jyroncrounnor EBponcku YHuBep3urer
u MHCcTHTyoT 32 OnmtecTBeHW Hayku U XymaHucTuKa. Of
jynmu 2016 e ucrpakyBad Ha YHuBepauteror Oxsenn, Hos
3esaHz.

Ancrpakr

Tpyzor Ha EpHecro Jlakio e mapagurMaTcKy 3a IIOCT-
MapKCHUCTUUKaTa JieBUIla JieHec.! HeroBmoT KOHIIENT
3a ,MIOMYyJIUCTUIKHUOT yM~ € O0coOeHO BjHjaTeseH.”
3ajarajku ce 3a BOCIIOCTaByBaib€ Ha ITOCT-UEOJIOIIKU
COjy3¥ 3aCHOBAHU Ha WjiejaTa 3a TMOIYJIU3MOT TOj TO
BIIpETHYBA IIOCJIEAHHOB BO KOPHCT HA paaHuKaJIHUTE
JAE€MOKPATCKH IIOJIMTUKHU HAa ABA€CET U IIPBHUOT BEK. ITo-
CJIETHUBE TOAVHU TOKMY apTHKYyJaIyjaTa Ha OBOj THII
Ha, BO OCHOBAQ, ITIOCT-MOJAEPHU, UACHTUTETCKU IIOJITUTUKHU

1 Stuart Sim. Post-Marxism. An intellectual history (London:
Rutledge, 2000) 1:456

2 Ernesto Laclau. Populist Reason (New York: Verso, 2005)
1:130
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Abstract

Ernesto Laclau’s work has become paradigmatic for the
post-Marxist left today.' In particular, his concept of
“populist reason” is very prominent.” It advocates the
establishment of post-ideological alliances based on the
notion of populism, harnessing the latter for the sake of
21st century radical democratic politics. And obviously,
this type of post-modern, identitarian endeavour took
some practical shape in Southern Europe. Drawing
on Laclau, as well known, and abandoning the old
Marxist categories of class struggle, the left-wing
coalitions of Syriza in Greece and Podemos in Spain

1 Stuart Sim. Post-Marxism. An intellectual history (London:
Rutledge, 2000) 1:456

2 Ernesto Laclau. Populist Reason (New York: Verso, 2005)
1:130
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ce BKopeHU Bo JyxkHa EBpomna. IToBukyBajku ce Ha Jlak-
JIO, ¥ HAITYIITajKU TY KJIACHYHUTE MapPKCUCTUUYKHU KaTe-
TOpUH Ha KJIacHa Oop0Oa, JIEBHYAapPCKUTE KOAJHUIIUUA Ha
Cupwuza Bo I'piinja u Ilogemoc Bo IllnaHuja ce mokaskaa
YCIIEIIIHU BO MOOMJIM3UPAIbETO Ha MOIIUPOKU U TIOJIH-
TUYKU HEKOH3UCTEHTHU OIIIITECTBEHU cJIoeBU. Tue ce
cera WIH BJIaJIEAYKH TAPTHU BO HUBHUTE 3€MjH WJIH J[0-
OuBaaT 3Ha4YHUTEJIeH OpOj IyIacauKy JINBYMEbA Ha U300-
pure. Cenak, ¥ MOKPaj MOJIUTHIKHUOT YCIEX, OBHE KOa-
JIMIUY Ce TIOKaXKaa KpeBKU BO U EO0JIOIIKU U OpraHu3a-
IIUCKU acIeKT U 0cOOEHO PAHJIMBH Ha MOCT-U300PHUTE
Oapama Ha TJIOOATHHOT Kamutai. Ilososy Ha jyr, Ha
BankaHOT, TOJIMTUYKUOT TIpeBo/, Ha JIaKJIo e yIiTe Io-
Hen3BeceH. 3a00MKOJIEHU OJ1 TJI00aTHUTe (DMHAHCUCKU
TEKOBH U BHATPEIIHO HAKJIIOHETU KOH IOJUTUYKU U
KYJITYpeH aBTOPUTapU3aM, ce YMHHU JleKa OAIKaHCKUTE
OTIIIITECTBA Ce HECIIPEMHH 3a IeJIOCHO Ipudakame Ha
JIEBUOT IIOTIyJIN3aM. YIIITe IIOBeKe, HEroBara yrnorpeba u
JIETUTUMAaIlFja BO OBUE CTPYKTYPHU PaMKH, IO IIPETBO-
pa ,IIOMYJINCTUYKHUOT YM~ BO €THAKBO ITIOTEHTEH ajIaT 3a
JIECHUYapCKUTe, aBTOPUTAPHU COTIEPHUIIHU.

Bo 0BOj ecej, ce obuyBaM /1a ja IpoMHUCIaM MOJTUTHY-
KaTa KOPUCHOCT Ha ujienTe Ha JIaKJI0 TOKMY BO PaMKHU-
Te Ha BaJKaHCKUOT MOJIUTUYKUA U KYJITYPEH KOHTEKCT.
HamecTo KpUTHYKK aHTa’KMaH CO HETrOBaTa MHCJIA, €]I-
HOCTaBHO 'l 6apaM Hej3UHUTE MPAKTUYHO-TTOJTUTUUKU
MMIUTAKAIIUA BO OBa ONKpPY:KyBambe. TBpAaM Jieka He-
smbepayiHUTe omInTecTBa Ha basmkaHoT (1 6110 Kazie) ce
HMCTOPHCKHU IUIOJTHY TIOYBH 3a OJIIJIEAYBakh€ JIECHH II0-
MyJIN3MHU ¥, KaKO TaKBU, aHTUTe3a Ha JIaKJIOOBUOT BU/I
Ha JIEBH, €TaJIUTAPHUjaHCKH TOMYTUCTUYKYU TOJTUTHKH.

BoBep

Peuncu HuKoraimi, 6apem He 1mocyie 1968 u ,,11aJI0T” Ha
KIacMYHHOT MapkcuszaM, UMeTO Ha €leH aBTOp He ce
W3AUTHAJIO IO CTEIeH Ja IIOCTaHe OTIIeYaTOK Ha IeJI0
JIBIKEEhe M HJIEOJIONIKH JUCKYPC Ha COBpEMEHAaTa Jie-

did prove successful in mobilizing wider and politically
inconsistent societal strata. They are now either ruling
parties in their respective countries or take significant
chunk of voters’ ballots. Despite the political success,
however, they also proved fragile in ideological and
organisational terms and particularly vulnerable to the
post-electoral demands of the global capital. Further
in the south, in the Balkans in particular, Laclau’s
political translation was even less certain. Bypassed by
the external, global capital flows but internally prone
to cultural and political authoritarianism they seemed
unfit to fully embrace left-wing populist politics. What
is more, placed in this structural setting, the “populist
reason” turned also into a potent tool for its right-wing
authoritarian counterparts.

In this essay I attempt to analyze the political fruitfulness
of Laclau’s ideas exactly in the peculiarity of the Balkans’
political and cultural context. Rather than a critical
engagement with his thought I simply search for its
practical-political implications in this setting. I argue
that the illiberal political societies in the Balkans (and
elsewhere), are historically fertile grounds for breeding
rightwing populisms, and thus antithetical to Laclauian
type of leftwing egalitarian populist politics.

Introduction

Hardly ever, at least not since the post-1968 “demise”
of the classical Marxism, has been an author’s name
referred to such an extent to become a blueprint for
the whole movement or an ideological discourse of the
contemporary left. And indeed, especially since the
Lehhman brothers collapsed in 2008, followed by the
2009 explosion of the European sovereign debt crisis,
everyone in the left spectre talks about Ernesto Laclau.
His ideas of “populist reason,” together with the highly
influential “Hegemony and Socialist strategy” co-
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Buia. VI HaBUCTHHA, 0cOOEHO TOCsIe Tpomnacra Ha ,Jle-
MaH Bpazepc” Bo 2008, mpocieeHa co KpuzaTa Ha
CYBEPEHHOT JIOJIT BO €BpO30HaTa BO 2009, EpHecro
JIakJI0 e efieH O/ HajCIIOMHYBaHUTE aBTOPH BO PaMKUTE
Ha JIEBHOT crektap. HeroBute uzjeu 3a ,[IOMYJIUCTHY-
KUOT yM~ 3a€JTHO CO MHOTY BJIMjaTeJIHATa ,,XereMoHUja
U COIUjaJIUCTUYKA CTpaTerdja’ KOaBTOPHUPaHa CO
[ITanTan Myd,® nmocraHaa ryiaBeH M3BOp Ha riobasHa
WHCIUpAaIlFja 3a CUTe OHUE KOW ja TypKaaT ujejara 3a
PaZIuKaIHU IEMOKPATCKH ITOJTUTUKHU.*

Hemxymuaunot ycnex Ha EBporickara sesuiia, og Ilogemoc
Bo IlImanmja npeky Cupmsa Bo I'pumja ma ce 70, ako
cakare, bajkaHCKHTe IJIEHYMU, € UCTO TaKa OlleHyBaH
HACIIPOTU MOJIMTHYKUOT UMIIAKT Ha TPYAOT Ha JIakJo.
Bapajku moTeHTHa TeOpHCKa paMKa Koja Ke ja ,3aK-
pnu” 6Gopbara mpoTUB cemndaTHaTta Heo/aubepaHa/
KOH3€epBaTHBHA XereMOHHUja BO CUTyallHja Ha ITIOCTOjaHO
omarame Ha JIEBUOT MEJHCTPUM CUTE THE, IOMAJIKY WU
IOBeKe, ce CBPTHUja KOH DPaJKIIHATA JEMOKPATCKA
tTeopuja Ha Jlakio. Ha kparko, Taa 06e30e1u KOHTpa-
XEereMOHVCKU aJIATKU KOU OTH/I0A OTaJle KJIACHYHHTE
MapkcoBH KaTeropuu Ha KjiacHa 6opba MOHyayBajKu
IIPOCTOP 32 CO3/1aBabe€ IOIIMPOKU, MOCT-UZEOJIOMIKU
HOMYJIMCTUYKN Koanunuu. Bo 0BOj mpocrop, ume-
HO, ‘CMpTTTa Ha cy0jeKToT, Koja, He TOJIKy HeoJlaMHa,
Oemre ropyio ob63HaHeTa urbi et orbi, e HacyieleHa CO
HOB U IIMPOKO Pa3BHUEH MHTEpPEC KOH IOBEKECIOJHUTE
UJIEHTUTETH KOU Ce I10jaByBaaT M ce Pa3MHOXKYyBaatT BO

3 Ernesto Laclau and Chantal Mouffe. Hegemony and Socialist
Strategy (New York: Verso, 1985) 1:198

4  Tlomynu3MOT BOOIIIITO U ,TIOMYJTUCTHYKHOT yM~ Ce I0CTa
JebaTpaHu U OCIIOPYBAHU TEMH BO BPCKA CO HUBHUTE
MMO3UTHBHY WIM HETATUBHYU UMIUIMKAIVK. 3a IPETJIe]] Ha Cera
orpomuara sebata Bugu: David Howarth (ed). Ernesto Laclau:
Post-Marxism, Populism and Critique (London and New York:
Routledge, 2014) 1: 294
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authored with Chantal Mouffe,®> have become a major
source of global inspiration for all those pursing the idea
of radical democratic politics.*

In Europe, in particular, the partial successes of the
European left, stretching out from the Podemos in
Spain, through Syriza in Greece and up to the Balkans’
plenums if you will, have been also assessed against the
political impact of Laclau’s thought. Looking for potent
theoretical construction that will fix the struggle against
the overarching neo/liberal/conservative hegemony
in a condition of debilitating mainstream left they all
turned, to a greater or lesser extent, to Laclau’s radical
democratic theory. In short, it provided counter-
hegemonic tools that went beyond the classical Marxist
categories of class struggle offering space for forging
wider, post-ideological populist coalitions. In this space,
“the ‘death of the subject,” which was proudly proclaimed
urbi et orbi not so long ago, has been succeeded by a
new and widespread interest in multiple identities that
are emerging and proliferating in our contemporary
world.”> Bringing them politically all together paves the
way for the emergence of “populism.” It “occurs when
a series of particular “democratic” demands (for better
social security, health services, lower taxes, against war,
and so on) is enchained in a series of equivalences, and
this enchainment produces “the people” as the universal
political subject.”®

3 Ernesto laclau and Chantal Mouffe. Hegemony and Socialist
Strategy (New York: Verso, 1985) 1:198

4  Populism in general, and “populist reason” in particular, have
been hotly contested topics as to their positive or negative
implications. For an overview of the now immense debate see:
David Howarth (ed). Ernesto Laclau: Post-Marxism, Populism
and Critique (Routledge, London and New York, 2014) 1: 294

Ernesto Laclau. Emancipations (New York: Verso, 1996) 20.

[e )]

Slavoj Zizek. In defence of lost causes. (New York: Verso,
20009), 277
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coBpeMeHHOT cBeT.””> HuBHaTa 3aeqHUYKA, MOJIUTHY-
Ka apTUKyJaI#ja Koja ro MpeIN3BUKYBa MOJIUTUYKUOT
MEJHCTPHM ja IMOIUIOYyBa NaTekaTa Ha JIakJI0OBHOT ,,I10-
mysu3am.” Toj ce ,,i3HE/IpyBa Kora cepuja Ha KOHKpPET-
HO JIeMOKpAaTCKHu Oaparba (3a €THAKBOCT, IIPaB/a MO/0-
Opa conpjasHa 3aIITUTA, 3[PAaBCTBEHH YCIIYTH, TOHUCKU
JIAHOITU U CJI.) Ce BP3yBa BO CHHIIUD HAa €KBUBAJIEHIINHU
YHj IITO MPOU3BOJ, € ,HAPOJOT KAaKO YHUBEP3aJIEH I10-
JINTUYKH cyOjexT.”®

Bo mpakTuuHa, MOJIUTHYKA CMHCJIA, OBA H3IJIe/alle
MPUJIMYHO OCTBAPJIMBO BO ciydajoT Ha Illnanuja u, BO
MaJIKy MOWMHAKOB orcer, Bo I'priuja. HuBHuTe unepu
Ha JIeBUIlaTa, CIPOTHBHO Ha MEJHCTPUMOT, Oea 100po
yIaTeH! BO TPYJOT HAa JIakjIo U T'M IOCTaBHUja HETOBU-
Te WJEU BO MPAKTHKA. VICKOPHUCTYBajKU 'l KyJITYpHH-
Te, ,[PYITHH  HaMeCTO CaMO OIIITECTBEHUTE ,KJIACHU
0c00EHOCTH ¥ AUHAMUKH THE TPTHAA IO HATOT HA ,I0-
MyJIUCTUIKHOT yM.” DOKyCcOT Ha IPBUTE OBO3MOXKHU
rpajierbe Ha IMUPOKHA U GQIIYUTHU KOATUIUHM Ha Pas-
HOBPCHH, OIIIIITECTBEHU U KYJITYPHO, CyOjeKTHU TO3U-
run. V36erHyBameTo Ha BTOPUTE T'O IIOHYAU MHOTY-IIO-
TPEOHUOT He-PEIYKIIMOHUCTHYKU IIPOCTOP 3a HHUBHO
COjy3yBame BO KOOIIEPAaTUBHA MOJUTUYKA II1aT(opMma.
PesynTaToT, Kako MITO € O6PO MO3HATO — MOBEKE IIO-
TEHTHA HO HCTO TaKa paclenkana u QuyKkTynpadka Jje-
Bura. O eZfHa CTpaHA, MOJTUTHIKATA IOTEHTHOCT Oellre
BUJIIMBA BO MOxkHOcTa Ha [Tomemoc fa ro nmpenusBuka
MOJIUTUYKUOT MejHCTpUM BO Illmanuja u ga mobue, Ha
PETHOHAIHO, HAIMOHAJIHO U €BPOIICKO HHUBO, 3HAYaeH
ZleJ1 o7 TJIACOBUTE Ha IIMaHCKuTe riaacadyu. Bo 'pruja
Oeme ymre mouspadeHo. Cupusa, KoajqHIpjaTa Ha
rpukaTa pajuiKaaHa JIEBHUIA, ycIea /1a Ho0eIu Ha HallH-
OHAJTHUTE U300pU U cera € BOeUKa MOJIUTUYKA CHJIA BO

Ernesto Laclau. Emancipations (New York: Verso, 1996) 20.

5
6  Slavoj Zizek. In defence of lost causes. (New York: Verso,
2009), 277

In practical, political terms this seemed to be quite
viable in the cases of Spain and, to a slightly different
extent, in Greece. Their non-mainstream left leaders,
being well versed in the work of Laclau applied his ideas
in practice. Exploiting cultural, “group” rather than
strictly social, “class” particularisms and dynamics,
they did embark on the road of “populist reason.” The
focus on the former enabled building wider and more
fluid mobilizations of diverse, socially and culturally,
subject positions. The latter, offered the much needed
non-reductionist space for joining them in a cooperative
political platform. The result, as well known - more
potent but also fragmented and yet fluctuating left. On
the hand, the political potency was seen in the ability of
Podemos to challenge the Spanish political mainstream
and to get, regionally and now at the national level, a
significant chunk of Spanish voters’ ballots. In Greece
it was even more explicit. Syriza, the coalition of the
Greek radical left, succeeded in winning the national
elections and is now the leading political force in the
country. On the other, both political subjects remained
loose and unstable political enterprises which in a short
run, as well known, already questioned their vaguely
stated ideological convictions. In the longer run, it also
questions their ability to govern viably and functionally.

Laclau’s influence has been also sensed in the Balkans;
in Croatia (2010), Bosnia (2013), Bulgaria (2012) and,
in particular, in the Republic of Macedonia (2014-2016).
In the past few years, anti-establishment movements
spread in the region, challenging the authoritarian
dogma, both in its right-wing nationalist and/or
(pseudo) left mainstream bureaucratic dressing. The so-
called “plenums,” - extra-institutional political forums
of direct, deliberative democracy, stirred equivalential
dynamics of wider coalitions building, promising
pathways for democratic change. Yet, despite the
initial political successes, they failed to shape longer-
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3emjata. Ox apyra cTpaHa, o0aTa IMOJUTHYKU CYOjeKTH
ocraHaa JiabaBd W HeCTaOMJIHH TMOJUTHYKH IMOTdATH
IIITO Ha KPATOK POK BeKe I'M IpobiieMaTU3upa HUBHUTE
IIIUPOKO M3PAa3eHU UIE0JIONIKY yoemyBara. Ha momosr
POK, Toa ja mpobJyieMaTH3upa U HUBHATA CIIOCOOHOCT /1a
BJIJI€aT OJIPKJIUBO U (PYHKI[MOHAHO.

BiujanueTo Ha JIakiio Geliie UCTO TaKa MOYYyBCTBYBAHO U
Ha bankanot. Bo XpBarcka (2010), bocna u Xepiieropu-
Ha (2013), Byrapwuja (2013) 1, KOHKPETHO, BO Pemy0iu-
ka Maxkenonuja (2014-2016). Bo uaMuHaTHBe HEKOJIKY
TOJINHU, BO PETHOHOT C€ IMPOIINPHja aHTHU-eCTAOJIHII-
MEHT /[IBIDKEA KO ja IpeAN3BHKAaa aBTOpUTapHATA
JlorMa BO o0eTe, JIECHU — HAIMOHAJIHCTUYKU H/WIN
(ticeBmo) JieBU OHMPOKPATCKH, MEJHCTPUM BapHjaHTH.
TakanapeuyHHTe IUIEHYMU — €KCTpa-UHCTUTYI[MOHAI-
HU TOJINTHYKY (GOPYMU HA JAUPEKTHA, JleTnOepaTHBHA
ZIeMOKpaTHja, MOTTUKHAA €eKBUBAJIEHIINjTHU JUHAMU-
KH Ha Ipajielhe Ha IIMPOKU KOAIHIINH, BETYBajKU Ia-
THUIITA 32 TEMEJIHU, JEMOKPATCKU npomeHU. Cemnak, u
[IOKPaj IMOYETHUTE IOJIUTUYKHU yCIIeCH, THE He ycIeaa
7a odopMaT MOJOJTOTPAJHU KOAIHUIUU U, 32 Pa3INKA
on lInanmja u I'pryja, MHCTUTYIMOHAIHO /Ja TH IIpe-
MU3BUKAAT KOPYMIIUPAHHUTE IOJUTHYKHA enuTd. Ha-
MeCTO TOa, MOCJIeTHUBE HAajBJIajlaa yIoTpeOyBajku ja
HCTO, 32 BOJbA HA BUCTUHATA, CHJIaTa HA MOIYJIM3MOT 32
pebpeHipame Ha HUBHUTE JIECHU (WJIU TICEBJIO-JIEBU)
JIUCKYPCH.

3oirto Toa e Taka? OuuraegHo, Kako IITo JIakjio caMu-
OT TBp7Ellle, MOMYJIM3MOT U BO HErOBaTa JieBa M JiecHa
BapHjaHTa MOXKe /1a Ouze emHaKBO moaeH. CUM HCTO
ce corjlacyBa KOTa BeJIM ,HOBUTE JIBUIKEEha MOKE €]1-
HAKBO IOJINTUYKM Jia HE OABeIaT BO JecCHa KaKO U BO
JieBa Hacoka.”” Co Apyru 300pOBU, TOJTUTHYIKATA IECHU-
Ia MoXkKe egHakBo za gobue. OBa, Kako U Ja e, He caMo
IIITO ja MpobJieMaTU3upa YHUBep3aaHaTa (XyMaHUCTHY -

7 Sim, Post-Marxism, 28
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lasting alliances and, unlike in Spain and Greece, to
institutionally challenge the corrupted political elites.
Instead, the later prevailed, also using, as a matter of
fact, the force of populism for rebranding their own right
(or pseudo-left) wing discourses.

Why was this so? Obviously, as Laclau himself
claimed, populism, both in its left-wing and right-wing
variants, can be equally fruitful. Sim also agrees with it
when saying “new struggles could as well take us in a
rightward as a leftward direction politically.” In other
words, the populist right can equally benefit as well. This
however, not only questions the universal (humanist
and progressivist) fruitfulness of Laclau’s thought but
also binds it down with the structural conditions, both in
socio-political and cultural terms. Culture, in particular
seem to matter a lot. Populism, in Laclau’s own words,
can be also regarded “as a dimension of political culture
which can be present in movements of quite different
ideological sign.”® That means that authoritarian illiberal
societies with less egalitarian and pluralist political
experiences and cultures will be more prone to embrace
right-wing rather than left-wing populism.

The Balkans, as I argue here, are an example of that.
Lacking a genuine civic society and historically prone to
cultural and political authoritarianism they seem unfit,
at least not enough, to effectively embrace “populist
reason.” Not in this stage of their development and not in
its “progressivist, humanist” variant. This presumption,
in particular, and not only from an empirical perspective,
concerns me most in this paper. To give an answer to
it, however, I will firstly briefly delineate Laclau’s main
and foundational theses in “Hegemony” followed by
an interpretation of “Populist reason.” As I put it in
the introduction, rather than a critical analysis and

7 Sim, Post-Marxism, 28

8 Laclau, Populist reason, 14
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Ka ¥ IpPOrpecuBHA) KOpUCHOCT Ha JlakyoBara ujeja 3a
MOIMYJIN3MOT TYKY HCTO TaKa ja BpP3yBa CO CTPYKTypaJl-
HUTE yCJIOBU, BO 00aTa COIUO-TIOJTUTUYKU U KYJITYPHHU
koHTeKcTu. Kyntypara, usriena e ocobeHo BakHa a I1o-
MyJIN3MOT, BO 300poBuTe Ha Jlakiio, Moxke /1a ce cMeTa
»3a IUMEH3Mja Ha MOJIUTUYKATA KyJITypa Koja MOXKe J1a
Ouze TpUCyTHA Kaj JIBIDKEHbA CO MPHJINYHO Pa3IUYeH
U7Ie0JIOMIKN oTiedarok.” Toa mpermocraByBa JeKa aB-
TOPUTAPHU, HeJINOepaJIHU OIIITEeCTBA CO TMOMAJIKY era-
JINTAPUCTUYKU W IUTyPATUCTUYKU UCKYCTBA U KYJITypPHU
ke OUJIaT MOBeKe HAKJIOHETH Jla TO mpudaTaT AECHUOT
OTKOJIKY JIEBHOT IIOIYJIU3aM.

BankaHOT, ce YMHH, € TOKMY TaKOB IIpumMep. Bo Hagocra-
TOK Ha aBTEHTUYHO IMBUJIHO OIIITECTBO U MCTOPHUCKH
HAKJIOHET KOH IOJIMTHYKH U KyJITYPEH aBTOPUTApPHU3aM
TOj U3IJIe/ia HETOATOTBEH, OapeM He J0BOJIHO, 32 edek-
TUBHO IIPErpPHYBaibe Ha ,IIOMYJIMCTUUYKKOT yM.” He BO
oBaa (paza Ha pa3BOj U HE BO HETOBATAa ,,IPOTPECUBHA U
XyMaHUCTHYKa” BapujaHTa. OBaa MpeTHOCTaBKa, KOH-
KPETHO, X HE CaMO Of EMIIMPHUCKA IJIe[[Ha TOUKa, Me 3a-
cera HajMHOTY BO OBOj ecej. 3a /la TO OATOHETHAM Toa,
KaKo U /Ia €, HQjIPBO Ke TH pasjlauaM OCHOBHUTE Te3U
Ha JlakJy1o Bo ,XereMoHuja“ cjieieHU CO MHTEepPIpeTaIfja
Ha llomynucruuknor ym.“ Kako mITO Beke HaBeIOB
BO BOBEJIOT, HAMECTO KPHUTHYKA aHAIN3a M TEOPHCKO
coouyBame CO MHcata Ha Jlakyo, Mojara 1ies e aa ja
WIyCTPUpAM HeroBaTa MOJHUTHYKA (umocoduja u, 1mo-
JIOIHA, 1a 'O mobapaM Hej3MHUOT IIPAKTUYEH, ITOJTUTHY-
ki ummakT. CjielyBa MHOTY KpaTKa KPUTHKA U €KCKYPC
3a Haj3WHATa MOYKHA aIlIMKaIlFja BO CIyYanuTe Ha IIaH-
ckata (ITomemoc) u rpuka (Cupusa) seBuria. Tyka ke ru
MOTI[PTAM CTPYKTYPHHUTE YCJIOBU KOH JOBEA0A JI0 PACT
Ha IIOIy/INCTHUYKATA JIEBUIIA TAMY M CTPATEeruTe KOU Taa
I'M yIOTpeOH BO COICTBEHOTO IMOJUTHYKO HCKAUYBAbE.

8 Laclau, Populist reason, 14

engagement with Laclau’s thought, my aim here is
to illuminate his political philosophy and to search
for its practical impact latter. Next comes a very brief
critique and an excursus on its possible application in
the cases of Spanish (Podemos) and Greek (Syriza) left.
I will underline the structural conditions that led to the
rise of the populist left there and the strategies it used
in its political ascent. Lastly I will offer a comparative
“translation” of Laclau’s work in the Balkans, dealing
specifically with the case of Macedonia.

Hegemony

In David Howart’s view, “there are multiple ways to
classify and present a thinker’s work.™ (1) A genealogical
mode, (2) a mode of connecting the author’s central
ideas to the particular contexts in which he or she
wrote (Skinner) or, (3) abstraction of the key concepts
and logics with a view to evaluating the essence of a
thinker’s contribution.” Following his footsteps I am
also combining the second and the third approach. The
aim is to underline and evaluate Laclau’s main ideas
but also to relate them to the surrounding and (co)
constitutive contexts. Obviously, the core of his thought
has been developed in his seminal “Hegemony and
Socialist Strategy,” which also served as a ground for his
more recent reflexions.”” Written in 1986 “Hegemony”
anticipated the end of the Cold War and the end, as such,
of the practical ideological division between the West

9 David Howarth. Ernesto Laclau: Post-Marxism, Populism and
Critique. 21.

10 Howart, Post-Marxism, 21
11 Laclau and Muffe, Hegemony, 47:93

12 For an excellent overview of the overall development of
Laclau’s thought see the above-mentioned: David Howarth.
Ernesto Laclau: Post-Marxism, Populism and Critique.
(London: Routledge, 2014). 1:294. I am thankful to Ljupco
Petkovski for bringing this book to my attention.
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Hajnocie, jac ke moHy1aM KOMITApaTHUBEH ,IIPEBOJ” HA
JlakiooBuOT TpyA Ha BaysikaHOT, 3aHMMaBajKu Ce KOH-
KPETHO CO cJIy4ajoT MakenoHuja.

XeremoH#uja

Crnopen lejpun XayapT, ,IIOCTOjJaT MHOTY METOIH
Ha KiIacuUIUpame U IMPETCTaByBame Ha TPYAOT Ha
eme”H mucauren.” (1) I'eneasomku meron, (2) meror
Ha MOBP3yBame Ha IEHTPAJHUTE HJlea Ha aBTOPOT CO
KOHKPETHHUTE KOHTEKCTU BO KO TOj WJIM Taa MHUIIYBaJ
(Cxunep) wim, (3) ancrpakiyja Ha KJIyYHUTE KOHIIEII-
TU ¥ JIOTUKH CO TIOTJIE]] Ha OlleHyBamhe Ha CYIITHHATA Ha
IPUZOHECOT HA MUCIUTENOT. CiefejKku TH HErOBUTE
YeKOpH, UCTO T KOMOMHUPAM BTOPUOT U TPETHOT IIPU-
cram. I{esta e 1a ce mo/iBjIevaT U OI[€HAT TJIABHUTE U/IEN
Ha JIakJIo HO MCTO TaKa JIa ce MOBP3AaT CO ONKPYKyBay-
KuTe U (KO)OCHOBAaYKY KOHTEKCTH. OUHTJIETHO, jaAPOTO
Ha HeroBaTa Mucja OWJIO pa3BHEHO BO HeroBaTa KIIyd-
Ha ,XereMoOHHUja ¥ COIUjaTUCTHYKA CTpaTeruja,”" Koja
CJIy:Kellle KaKO OCHOBA M 32 HETOBUTE MOHEOIAMHEIITHI
pasmuciyBama.'’* Hanummana Bo 1986, ,XeremoHuja“ ro
aHTUIOUIHpalre kpajor Ha CTy/ieHaTa BOjHA W KpajoT,
KaKO TAKOB, HAa WJIEOJIONIKATA ITOJABOEHOCT moMery 3a-
nafgoT u Hcrokor. Hausrnen, ga ro mapadpasupam
®ykyjama, Taa ro aHTULIUIIUpPAIIIE U ,KPajOT  HA camaTa
H/1e0JI0NIKA UCTOPHja ¥ TOBP3aHaTa u Mucia. Cemnak, Ha-
MecTo 6e3ycyIOBHO pudaKkeme Ha HajoarayKkaTa U HeO-
rpaHHUYeHa XereMOHHUja Ha JTUOEePATTHHUOT KalluTaIn3am

9 David Howarth. Ernesto Laclau: Post-Marxism, Populism and
Critique. 21.

10 Howart, Post-Marxism, 21
11 Laclau and Muffe, Hegemony, 47:93

12 3a O/IMYEH IIPErJie]] Ha OMIITHOT Pa3Boj Ha MUCJIaTa Ha
Jlaxsio Buau Bo: David Howarth. Ernesto Laclau: Post-
Marxism, Populism and Critique. (London: Routledge, 2014).
1:294. My Gsarogapam Ha Jbymuo TTeTKOBCKH IIITO MU TO
[puBJieYe BHUMAHMETO Ha OBaa KHUTA.
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and the East. Seemingly, to paraphrase Fukuyama, it
also anticipated “the end” of the very ideological history
and related thought. Yet, rather than unconditionally
accepting the upcoming and unrestrained hegemony
of the liberal capitalism and the historical defeat of the
socialist left, it embarks on the necessary reconstruction
of the Marxist thought and its main categories. Socialism
now, Laclau and Mouffe argued, “should no longer focus
on class warfare. Instead, socialists should seek to unite
discontented groups — such as feminists, gay people,
environmentalists, the unemployed — against a clearly
defined enemy, usually the establishment.”® There they
turned to the concept of hegemony. Hegemony, to be
more specific, signifies not only the practical supremacy
of the free-market ideology but also, speaking in
historical terms, the whole cluster of tactics, socialisation
techniques and normalisation strategies this system
used to ‘interpellate subjects’ and to legitimize its
existence. Developed by Gramsci, it simply portrayed
not only the economic and materialist predetermination
of the (class) relations in a capitalist society but also
its cultural, discursive setting that gave meaning to its
practical and symbolic Real.

Situating Gramsci in the postmodern capitalist
setting of the 80es, and drawing on poststructuralist
epistemologies Laclau and Mouffe simply reconstructed
the classical categories of Marxism centred on the notions
of class and class struggle. Their approach, accordingly,
consists of the following moves: (1) to the notion of
economic determinism it confronted the idea of cultural
relativism/pluralism, (2) to the idea of fixed and socially
predetermined class identities it confronted the notion
of fluid, fragmented political identities whereby, (3) the

13 Giles Tremlett, “The Podemos revolution: how a small group
of radical academics changed European politics,” Guardian,
March 31, 2015
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¥ Ha UCTOPUCKHOT ITOPa3 Ha COIMjaTUCTHUKATA JIEBUIIA,
KHUTaTa ce 3adaka co HEONXOJHATA PEKOHCTPYKIIHja
HAa MapKCHUCTHYKATa MHUCJIA U HEj3UHUTE TJIaBHU Ka-
teropuu. Colujasnu3MoT cera, TBpaea Jlaxio u Myd,
,He Tpeba moBeKke /1a ce ¢GOKycHpa Ha KJacHaTa BOjHA.
Hawmecro Toa, conujanucrure Tpeba 1a T 0OeIHyBa-
aT HEe3a/I0BOJIHUTE TPYIU — KaKO (PEMUHHCTKUTE, Tej
MIOIyJIaIMjaTa, MIOOOPHUITUTE 3a 3aIITHTA HA IPUPO/IHA-
Ta CpeinHa, HeBPaOOTEHUTE — HACIIPOTH jaCHO JiepUHU-
paH HelpujaTes, BOOOMYaeHo ectabuMeHToT. *® Tyka
THE Ce BPTAaT KOH KOHIIENTOT Ha xeremoHuja. Ilocies-
HaBa, /1a OuzeMe mocnerupUIHA, O3HAUyBa HE CAMO
MIPAKTUYHA MPEBJIACT HA UE0JIOTHjaTa Ha CJIOOOHUOT
masap TyKy, 300pyBajku O/ UICTOPUCKHU acCIEeKT, I[eJT KOp-
yC Ha TAKTUKU, COIMjATU3aTOPCKU TEXHUKU U CTpaTe-
THU 32 HOpMaJIM3aIlfja KOU OBOj CHCTEM T'Hl YIIOTpeOy-
Ba 3a ,MHTepIIesallfja Ha Cy0jeKTOT | JIETUTUMAIHja
Ha COIICTBEHOTO ITocToewe. PazBuen ox ['pamiu, TOj
€THOCTaBHO ja MOPTpPETHpa He caMO E€KOHOMCKaTa U
MeTepHjaTUCTUYKA IIPEAO/IPENEHOCT Ha (KJIACHUTE) O/I-
HOCH BO KaITUTAJTUCTUYKOTO OMIITECTBO TYKY U KYJITYp-
HOTO U IUCKYP3UBHO OIIKPY’KyBakbe KOe My /laBa CUMOO-
JINYKO 3HaUeme Ha PeanHOTO.

CmecryBajku ro I'paMinu BO IMOCTMOAEPHHUOT KaIlHTa-
JINCTUYKHU KOHTEKCT Ha OCYM/IECETTHUTE, U IMOTIHUPAjKU
ce Bp3 MOCTCTPYKTYPAJIUCTUIKH ermucTeMosioruu, Jlak-
J10 1 Myd eqHOCTABHO T'l PEKOHCTPYHpaa KJIACUYHUTE
KaTeropuu Ha MapKCHU3MOT 3aCHOBaHU BP3 IOMMUTE HA
KJIaca W KjacHa 6opba. (1) Ha marepujaiu3MoT U eKo-
HOMCKHOT JIeTEpPMHUHH3aM THE My ja CIPOTHBCTaBHja
u/iejaTa 3a KyJITypeH peJlaTUBU3aM/ ITypain3aM; (2) Ha
KOHIIENTOT 32 (DUKCUPAHU U OIIITECTBEHO IIPeJieTep-
MUHHUPAHU KJIACHU UJEHTUTETH THE Ce CIIPOTHBCTABHja
co uzejaTa 3a QIIyUIHY, paclelKaHU UIEHTUTETH KaJle

13 Giles Tremlett, ,,The Podemos revolution: how a small group
of radical academics changed European politics,” Guardian,
March 31, 2015

logic of diversity overcomes the logic of equivalence.*
Fragmentation and fluidity, according to them, mirror
the differing group dynamics in late capitalism whereby
a variety of culturally predetermined identities, rather
than unitary social (class) identities, fight their way under
the sun. Organised in loose and fluctuating coalitions,
these “new social movements,” based on ethnic, sexual,
urban and ecological affiliations which override and
make obsolete the class moment, are the new politically
potent actors on the stage. And it is they who, according
to Laclau and Mouffe, shape the context and the concept
of the post-modern “radical democratic politics.”
‘Radical’ here, as Sim showed, means irreducibility
“to a unitary foundational principle (working-class
consciousness in a class struggle, for example), and
‘democracy’ the ongoing ‘displacements’ generated by
the expansion of the egalitarian imaginary.”® “Working-
class struggles can then be, as Laclau and Mouffe put
it, ‘redimensioned’ as a plurality of often conflicting
struggles, but, more importantly, shown to offer exciting
opportunities for new alliances challenging the political
establishment (as in the case of the événements where
students and workers combined to confront the French
state).”® Consequently, in this setting the build-up of
new alliances whereby the “identification of discursive
conditions for the emergence of a collective action,
directed towards struggling against inequalities and
challenging the relations of subordination™ is the
main theoretical and practical task. Ever since then
“Hegemony” has stirred an enormous debate in the
post-Marxist left as well critiques from its more classical
Marxist variants.”® Laclau and Mouffe themselves

14 Laclau and Muffe, Hegemony, 47:93
15 Stuart Sim. Post-Marxism, 27.

16 Ibid, 28.

17 1Ibid, 23.

18 Simon Critchley and Oliver Marchart. Laclau: A Critical Reader
(London: Routledge, 2004). 1:368
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mTo (3) JIoTMKaTa HAa IUBEP3UTET ja HAAMUHYBA JIOTH-
KaTa Ha eKBUBaJIeHTHOCT.'* PacuenkaHocta u Quyun-
HOCTA, CIIOpEe/] HUB, ja OTCJIMKYBa JIMHAMUKATa Ha pas-
JINYHUTE TPYIU BO JOIHUOT KAMHUTAIN3aM KaJie IITO
Pa3HOJIMKOCT Ha KyJITYPHO MIPEAOPEIeHH UIEHTUTETH,
HAMeCTO YHUTAPHU OIIITECTBEHU (KJIACHU) WUIEHTHUTE-
TH, ce 60PH 3a CBOETO MeCTO IO/ cCoHIeTo. Opranu3upa-
HU BO J1abaBU U (PJIyKTYHPAUKH KOATUIIUY, OBUE ,,HOBU
OTIIIITECTBEHH JIBIKEHha,” 3aHOBAHU HA €THUYKH, CEKCY-
ayiHu, ypOaHU U €KOJIOMIKY PUBP3aHOCTH KOU IO pefie-
¢uHMpaar u 3acTapyBaaT KJIaCHUOT MOMEHT, C€ HOBUTE
MIOJINTUYKY IIOTEHTHU aKTEPH Ha cijeHarta. 11 TokMy Tue,
criopen; Jlakiio u Myd, ro o6simKyBaaT KOHTEKCTOT H
KOHIIENITOT Ha IMMOCTMOJIEPHUTE ,,PaIUKATHU J€MOKpAT-
CKH TIOJTUTUKU.” ‘PaiuKaIHO,” TYKa, KAKO IIITO MOKAXy-
Ba CuM, 3HaYU HECBOJJTUBOCT ,,HA YHUTAPEH OCHOBAYKHU
MpUHIUI (KJIacHa CBECT W KylacHa Oopba, Ha mpuMep) U
‘meMoKpaTHja’ — TEKOBHUTE ‘pa3MecTyBama’ TeHepHpa-
HHU CO eKCIaH3MjaTa Ha eTaJINTapUCTUYKaTa 3aMuciIa.” '
»,bopbaTa Ha paboTHHYKaTa KJiaca Torar, copesn Jlak-
g0 u Myd, moxke /1a Ouzie ‘pelMMeH3MOHHpPaHa’ KaKO
MHOIIITBO Ha Y€CTO KOH(MJIUKTHU CyUPU HO, YIITE IO0-
BaJKHO, KAKO MOKHOCT 32 HOBH, BO30Y/IJIUBU KOATUIUU
KOU T'O MPEeAN3BUKYBAAT MOJUTHUYKUAOT €CTabIUIIIMEHT
(kako Ha mpuMep Bo ciaydajoT Ha ‘les événements’ of
1968 Kora CTyZleHTHUTe U PaOOTHUITUTE CE COeUHUja BO
CyaupoT co (ppaHIyckara aApkasa).”® Kako mocienuna,
M3rpajibaTa Ha HOBU KOQJUIIUH BO OBOj CETHHT KaJIe IIITO
SAfeHTu(UKaIjaTa Ha JUCKYPCUBHHU YCJIOBU 3a MOjaBa
Ha KOJIEKTMBHA aKIMja, HacoueHa KOH Oopba MpOTHUB
HEeTHAKBOCTUTE U IIPEIM3BUKYBalb€ Ha OJTHOCUTE HA
MMOTYMHYBae e TJIaBHAaTa TEOPHCKA U IMPaKTUYHA 3a-
nmava. Orroramr ,,XereMoHHja” HOTTHKHA OTPOMHA Jie-

14 Laclau and Muffe, Hegemony, 47:93
15 Stuart Sim. Post-Marxism, 27.

16 Ibid, 28.

17 Ibid, 23.
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continued developing their main theses. It was in 2005,
nevertheless, that is, Verso’s publication of Laclau’s
Populist reason’ that placed it in the centre, as I said
above, of the post 2008 global left debate.

Populist reason.
“The royal road to politics?”

As well known, the 2008 global economic -crisis
provoked, among the others, a widespread global
resentment and appearance of new social movements
such us the “Occupy” in the US, the “Indignados” in
Spain and many others. In organisational terms, despite
their idiosyncratic socio-cultural qualifications, they all
represented loose coalitions which overlapped in the
struggle against the global, corporate techno-capitalism
and the tremendous inequalities gap it produced in
terms of power and the distribution of socio-economic
resources. It was in this material setting wherein
Laclau’s theoretical ideas again resonated with potency.
The “new social movements’ coalitions” was something
he and Mouffe advocated ever since the publication
of “Hegemony” in the 8o0es. Placed now in twenty-
first’s century post-industrial, postmodern context
whereby all the old social allegiances to class were being
seemingly overrun by culturally predetermined forms of
identification it seemed that the book’s predictions have
come true. Because of its popular and populist appeal
however, as well as the updated strategies needed for
building wider coalitions a further elaboration was
necessary. It was to be found in Laclau’s “Populist
reason.” Let me explain this.

Published by Verso in 2005 it tackles straightforwardly
populism’s “marginal position within the discourse
of social science - the latter having confined it to the
realm of the nonthinkable, to being the simple opposite
of political forms dignified with the status of a full

’;

'
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OaTa Kaj IMOCT-MaKCUCTHYKATA JIEBUIA KAKO U KPUTHUKU
Ol HEJ3UHUTE MMOKJIACAYHA MAaPKCUCTUYKH BaphjaHTH.'®
Camure Jlakino u Myd npopospkuja 1a TM pa3BUBaar
HUBHUTE WJIEU MPOIIUPYBAjKU 'Y TJIABHUTE KaTETOPUU
Ha ,XeremoHuja.” Kako u /1a e, uzaBamero Ha Bepco
Ha Jlaky00BHOT ,ITomystucTUUKH yM~ BO 2005 TOJIUHA,
'O IIOCTaBU IIOBTOPHO BO IIEHTAPOT Ha, KaKO IIITO KayKaB
Iorope, ebarara Ha JIEBUIIATA KOja CJIe/Ielne I0CIe TJI0-
OasTHaTa EKOHOMCKA KpH3a o7 2008 rofuHa.

Monynuctnyku ym.
»Kpancku nar KoH nonuTnkara”?

Kako 1rto e mo3Haro, riiobajiHata Kpusa o 2008 mpe-
JIN3BHKA, Mely IPYroTO, PAIIMPEHO IVIOOAITHO He3az0-
BOJICTBO HO U TI0jaBa Ha HOBH OIIIIITECTBEHU J[BHKEIha.
,Okymnaj” (Occupy) Bo CoenuHeTHTe aMepPUKAHCKU
JIp’KaBU | MOIIUPOKO, ,,JIuaurHamoc” (Indignados) Bo
Inanuja u mHOry Apyrd. OBUE ABUKEHbA, U IOKPA]
HUBHUTE UIMOCUHKPETCKU KBIM(UKAIINH, IPETCTABY-
Baa j1abaBU KOAJIUIIMU KOHU Ce IPEeKJIoNyBaa Bo 6Gopba-
Ta MPOTOB IJIOOATHHUOT, KOPIIOPATHBEH TEXHO-KaIlUTa-
JIn3aM M OTPOMHUOT [1e6 Ha HeeTHAKBOCTH KOH TOj '
[IPOM3BE/Ie BO TOIVIE/ Ha peaucTpubynujaTa Ha MOKTa
U COIIHO-€KOHOMCKHTE pecypcu. TOKMy BO pPaMKHTE
Ha OBOj MaTePHjaJIHO OIKPY’KyBarbe ujente Ha JIakio
IIOBTOPHO O7IeKHAaa CO MOTEHTHOCT. Bripouem yiure o
00jaByBamETO Ha , XereMoHHja” BO OCYM/IECETTUTE TOj U
Myd ce 3anaraa 3a KOIHIIUU Ha ,HOBUTE OIIITECTBE-
HU JBUKerba.” CTaBeHH cera BO IOCT-HHAYCTPHUCKHOT,
[IOCT-MO/IEPEH KOHTEKCT Ha JIBA€CET U MIPBUOT BEK Kajle
IIITO CHUTE OIIITECTBEHU IPUBP3E€HOCTH KOH Kjacara
Oea HaBOJHO HAJMHUHATHA OJ KYJITYPHO IIpenoAapese-
HU (popM Ha uaeHTH(DHUKAIMja ce YUHEIe JeKa Ipe-
[IOCTaBKUTE Ha KHUTaTa ce ocTBapuie. Kako u ja e,
TOKMY IOpaJii HUBHATa IOIMyJIApHA W IOIMYJIMCTUYKA

18 Simon Critchley and Oliver Marchart. Laclau: A Critical Reader
(London: Routledge, 2004). 1:368

rationality.”" This relegation, in Laclau’s understanding,
“has been possible only because, from the very beginning,
a strong element of condemnation has been present in
the consideration of populist movements. Populism has
not only been demoted: it has also been denigrated. Its
dismissal has been part of the discursive construction of
a certain normality, of an ascetic political universe from
which its dangerous logics had to be excluded.”°

Hence, unlike the ‘normal’ and rational in politics,
populism reflected the shallow, superficial and
provincial; a vague rhetorical demagoguery rather
than a logical comprehension of political complexities.
Moreover, and this is something rationalist academia
has found very hard to cope with and hence its status:

populism itself tends to deny any identification with
or classification into the Right/Left dichotomy. It is
a multiclass movement, although not all multiclass
movements may be considered populist. Populism
probably defies any comprehensive definition.
Leaving aside this problem for the moment,
populism usually includes contrasting components
such as a claim for equality of political rights and
universal participation for the common people,
but fused with some sort of authoritarianism often
under charismatic leadership. It also includes
socialist demands (or at least a claim for social
justice), vigorous defence of small property,
strong nationalist components, and denial of the
importance of class. It is accompanied with the
affirmation of the rights of the common people
as against the privileged interest groups, usually
considered inimical to the people and the nation.
Any of these elements may be stressed according

19 Laclau, Populist Reason, 19
20 Ibid, 19

»



Identities

IIPUBJIEYHOCT, KaKO W a)KypHpPaHUTE CTPATEerHu II0-
TpeOHU 3a TPajieibe MOITHPOKH KOATHUIIMH ITOHATAMOIII-
Ha ejabopanuja Oelile HeomxoaHa. Taa MorKelle J1a ce
Hajae Bo JlakimooBuot ,Ilomynauctuuku ym.” OGjaBeH
01 U3/1aBauKaTa Kyka Bepco Bo 2005, TpyZ0T JUPEKTHO
ce 3aHMMAaBa Cco MOIYJIU3MOT U HEropara ,MapruHaJTHa
0J103k0a BO paMKHTE Ha JUCKYPCOT Ha OIIITECTBEHU-
Te HAyKd — OrpaHHUYEHAa Off CTpaHa Ha MOOIHEKHHOB
BO obJiacTa Ha HEMHCJIHMBOTO, KaKO OOMYHA CIIPOTUB-
HOCT Ha MOJUTHYKUTE (DOPMH ITOYECTEHH CO CTATyCOT
Ha IT0JTHA parroHasHocT.”® OBa MpeHaco4yyBaibe, CIIo-
pen pasbupamero Ha Jlakio, ,0MJI0 MOXKHO Oujiejkw,
O/ CAMHOT IIOYETOK, MHOTY CHJIEH €JIEMEHT Ha ocyAa
OWJI IPUCYTEH BO Pa3TJIeyBalbeTO HA MOMYTUCTUIKUTE
JBIOKerba. I1omyIn3MOoT, He caMo IIITO OWJI ierpainpaH,
TyKy OWJI 1 IOHUKeH. HeroBoto otdpiryBame OUIIO0 Jies
O/ IUCKYpPCHBHATA KOHCTPYKIIHMja Ha OfpeieHa HopMaJi-
HOCT, Ha €/IeH aCKETCKU IOJIUTUYKH YHUBEP3YM Of] KOj
HeroBaTa OIlacHa JIOTMKa Mopasia Jia Oujie ucKkiaydeHa.”>°

OTTyKa, 3a pasyifKa oji ,HOPMaJTHOTO U PAIlHOHATHOTO
BO IIOJIUTHUKATA, MTOIMYJIM3MOT I'O OTCJIMKYyBAIIle IJTUTKO-
TO, TIOBPIITHOTO W IIPOBUHITUCKOTO; HejaCHA PeTOPUYKA
JleMaroryvja HaMecTo JIOTUYKO pa30uparme Ha MOJTUTHY-
KHATE KOMILJIEKCHOCTH. YIIITE II0BeKe, ¥ 0Ba € HEIITO CO
IITO PAIlMOHATMCTHYKATA aKaJleMHja MHOTY TEIIKO Ce
CIpaByBallle, 1 TOKMY OTTYKa HETOBHOT CTaTyC:

CaMUOT TOMyJIu3aM TexkHee J1a OTpyu OGUI0 Kak-
Ba wuAeHTUUKANMjAa CO WIH KIACUPUIUPAHE
BO paMKHTe Ha auxoromujata JleBuna//lecHu-
1ma. Toj e MOBeKeKJIaCHO JBHIKEH€, HAKO HE CHUTE
MOBEKEeKJIaCHU JIBMIKEbEe MOXKEe Jla Ce CMeTaaT
KaKoO TOMyJIUCTUYKHU. [lomyim3MoT, HajBepOjaTHO,
Ce CIIPOTHBCTAaByBa Ha OWJIO KakBa moceordarHa
nedpununmja. OcTraBajku ro HAcTpaHA OBOj IIPO-

19 Laclau, Populist Reason, 19
20 Ibid, 19
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to cultural and social conditions, but they are all
present in most populist movements.**

This accorded multiplicity of meaning which translated
into inability to, more or less, precisely conceptualise
populism, according to Laclau was more to the “limitation
of ontological tools available to political analysis”
rather than to the subject of populism itself. A priori
imbued with pejorative, negative meanings, populism is
relegated to a mere epiphenomenal level.>> However, the
question of importance for Laclau is not the perceived
vagueness of populism per se; it is the vagueness and
indeterminacy of the social reality as such. Far from the
rationalistic ideal of fully and rationally administered
reality it is itself vague and undetermined, a discursive
product of contingent articulations expressing
fragmented and fluctuating identities. And in that case,
and this is Laclau’s major point, “wouldn’t populism
be, rather than a clumsy political and ideological
operation, a performative act endowed with a rationality
of its own - that is to say, in some situations, vagueness
is a precondition to constructing relevant political
meanings?’”

This is the core analytical assumption of his argument
and henceforth the starting position for the deeper
theoretical fundaments of the idea of “populist reason.”
Before we get to this, however, we need to also understand
Laclau’s ontology. Developed in ‘Hegemony, he draws
on the categories of 1) discourse, 2) empty signifiers
and hegemony and 3) rhetoric. The first is the primary
terrain of the constitution of objectivity; the language
realm where no positive terms exist but only differences,
accordingly shaping the identities and related action.
The second is about the signifying games that accord

21 Ibid, 4
22 Ibid, 17
23 Ibid, 18
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OsieM camMo 3a MOMEHT, IOIYJIM3MOT BOOOHYae-
HO BKJIyU4yBa CIIPOTUBCTaBEHH KOMIIOHEHTH KaKO
Oapame 3a €HAKBOCT Ha IMOJUTHYKHUTE IpaBa U
YHUBEp3IHA MAapTUIUIIAIMjAa HAa OOWYHHTE JIyre
HO CIIOEHU CO HEKOB BHJI HA aBTOPUTapU3aM YeCcTO
I0JT XapU3MaTCKO BOJICTBO. TOj MCTO Taka BKJIydy-
Ba COIMja/IUCTUYKHU Oapama (mnm OapeM Oapamba
3a collMjaTHa IIpaB/a), CHUJIHA of0paHa Ha CUTHATa
COTICTBEHOCT, I[BPCTH HAIIHOHAJIUCTUYKUA KOMIIO-
HEHTHU W HeTHparbe Ha BaXKHOCTA Ha Kyacara. Toj e
IpUApPY:KeH co adupmalidja Ha mpaBaTa Ha 00UY-
HUTE JIyf'e IPOTUB IIPUBUIETHPAHUTE TPYITH HA UH-
Tepec, HajueCHO CMETaHU 3a IITETHH 32 HapOJAOT U
Hanujata. BUIo KOj 0/1 OBUE eJIEeMEHTH MOKe Jia ce
MOTEHIINPA BO COTJIACHOCT CO KYJITYPHUTE U OTIIIITE-
CTBEHHM MPUIHKHU, HO THE CUTE CE IIPHUCYTHH BO MHO-
3WHCTBO HOMYJIUCTUYKHU JABUKErha.>

Cero oBa mpu/iaBa MHOIITBO Ha 3HAUYEHA KOW ce Ipe-
BeZlyBaaT BO HEMOXKHOCT 33, [TIOBEKe WX [TOMAJIKY, Ipe-
[U3HO KOHIENTyaIu3upame Ha Momyausmor. Cropen
Jlaks10 oBa e moBeKe pe3yJITaT Ha ,,OrPAHUIYBAKHETO HA
OHTOJIOIIKY aJIATKU KOU W CTOjaT Ha pacloJiarame Ha
MMOJIUTUYKATA aHAIM3a~ a MOMAaJIKy Ha CyOjeKTOT Ha ca-
MHOT TOMyJIN3aM.** A priori 3aJl0€H cO NeKOPaTHUBHU,
HETaTHBHU 3HAYEHA, MOIYJIU3MOT € CBE/IEH Ha 0OUYeH
enudenomen. Kako u f1a e, mpamame 0Jf BaXKHOCT 32
JlakJ10 He e MpeTIOCTaBeHATA HEJACHOCT HA MOITYIU3MOT
per se; Toa € HEjaCHOCTa M HEOJPEEHOCTA HA OIIIITe-
CTBEHATa PeaJTHOCT KaKo TakBa. JlajeKy o/ parioHaIH-
CTHUYKHOT UZleas 3a LEeJIOCHO M PAIMOHAJIHO aJMUHU-
CTpUpAaHA PEATHOCT Taa caMara e HejacHa U HeoJIpe/ieHa,
JIUCKYPCHBEH ITPOU3BO/L HA CIIyYajHU apTUKYJIAIUU KOU
M3pa3yBaar paclenkaHu U QIYKTYHPAYKH UEHTUTETH.
U Bo TOj ci1yuaj, 1 0Baa e rjiaBHaTa roeHTa Ha Jlakio ,,He

21 Ibid, 4
22 Ibid, 17

the hegemonial role of a signifier of an impossible object
within the field of a (failed) irretrievable totality assuming
the very representation of this incommensurable totality
as such. The third, eventually, if the empty signifier
arises from the need to name an object which is both
impossible and necessary, the hegemonic operation
will be catachrestical, i.e rhetorical. That is, the usage
of figural terms which cannot be substituted by a literal
ones is essential (and catachrestical) for the political
construction of “the people.”* In short, for Laclau, and
this is the major ontological difference between his form
of post-Marxism and the more classical Marxist schools of
thought, there is no a priory existing objective reality. Its
constitution takes place within the realm of language and
the interplay of differences. This interaction however is
constitutive of the totalising whole. An excluded element
of this differentiation assumes the representation of
an incommensurable totality in relation to which all
the other (internal) differences become relational and
equivalent. Equivalence subverts difference and their
tension shapes mutual identification and group identity.
Its political, hegemonic articulation, in a final instance,
is catachrestical.

“Populist reason,” in this theoretical setting, operates on
the following principles. Following a social demand which
operationalizes firstly as request, the equivalentialisation
of which with other request turns into a demand, a claim
eventually emerges, that is, a political claim. Now, a
plurality of requests/demands develops, turning these
into popular demands constituting as such, in the final
instance, the people. For Laclau this is the embrio of
the populist configuration. Based, again, on the social
demand as the smaller unit of analysis, it is presupposed
on the next three structural preconditions.

24 Ibid, 72.
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6u si1 OWJT TIOIYJIN3MOT, HAMECTO KJIMMaBa MOJIUTUYKA
Y U7Ie0JI0IIKA OIlepariyja, mepdopMaTUBEH aKT 00/1apeH
CO COTICTBEHA PAIMOHAJIHOCT — IIITO Ke pede, BO HEKOU
CUTyaIllu¥, HEJCHOCTA € TIPEYCIOB 32 CO3/laBamhe Ha pe-
JIEBAHTHU HOJUTHYKH 3HaYeHma? >

OBa e IeHTpaTHATa aHATUTUYKA IIPETIIOCTaBKa Ha Jlak-
JIO ¥ OTTYKa IT0YeTHA TeOpeTCKa OCHOBA Ha HjejaTa 3a
Jaomynuctnuku ym.” Ilpen zma mojaeme 70 Hea, Kako
U 71a e, TOTpebHO e Jia ja pa3bepeMe OHTOJIOTHjaTa Ha
Jlaksio. Pa3zBueHa Bo ,XereMoHHja” Taa ce 3aCHOBa Ha
KaTeropuute Ha (1) JUCKypc, (2) Mpa3HU O3HAYYBAUYH
U xereMoHuja U (3) peropuka. [IpBaTa e mpuMapHU-
OT TEpPeH Ha 3aCHOBame Ha 00jeKTHBHOCTA, obJiacta Ha
ja3WKOT Ka/ie He IOCTOjaT IO3UTHBHU TEPMHHU TYKY
caMO Pa3JIUKH, COOJIBETHO OOJIMKYBAjKH TH UJE€HTHUTE-
TUTE W TIOBp3aHAaTa akiuja. Bropara e 3a o3HauyBay-
KUTE WTPU IIITO Ha3HAUyBaaT XereMOHHCKA yJora Ha
03Ha4YyBa4 Ha HEBO3MOXKEH O0jeKT BHATpe BO IIOJIETO
Ha (mpomajHaT) HEIOBpAaTeH TOTAJIUTET Ipe3eMajku
ja camaTa pempe3eHTaIlfja Ha OBOj HEMEPJIUB TOTAJIU-
TeT KaKo TakoB. Tperara, HajImocsie, IOKOJIKY PAa3HUOT
03HAYyBa4 ce BO3JAUTHYBA O] MOTpebara 3a HMEHYBambhe
Ha 00jeKT KOj € MCTOBPEMEHO HEBO3MOJKEH U HEOIIXO-
JIeH, XereMOHHCKaTa orepainuja ke Ouje Karaxpe3wd-
Ka, T.e. peTopuuka. Toa e, ymorpebara Ha purypaTus-
HU TEDMHHH KOW He MOJXKaT /ia ce 3aMeHeT cO OyKBasI-
HU € eceHIMjayiHa (M KaTaxpe3WykKa) 3a MOJUTHYKATA
KOHCTPYKITHja Ha ,Hapoot.”** Ha kpaTko, 3a Jlakio, u
OBa € IVIaBHATa OHTOJIOIIKA Pa3JIMKa IMOMery HETOBHOT
MIOCT-MapKCH3aM U KJIACHYHUTE MaPKCUCTUYKHU IITKOJIH,
He MOCTOU a priory objeKTuBHa peasiHocT. HejsmHaTa
KOHCTUTYIIMja ce CJIy4dyBa BO o0OJjlacTa Ha ja3HUKOT U
WHTepakKIyjaTta Ha pa3aukyu. OBaa MHTEPAKIIHja, KAKO U
Jla e, e KOHCTUTYTHBHA 3a TOTAJIM3UpavyKaTa IeyinHa. Mce-

23 Ibid, 18
24 Ibid, 72.
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1) The formation of an internal antagonistic frontier
separating the people from power

2) An equivalential articulation of demands making
the emergence of people possible and,

3) Unifications of various demands - the equivalence
of which, up to that point, had not gone beyond
a feeling of solidarity — into a stable system of
signification.*

Importantly, the second and the third precondition are
related with the notion of the “empty signifier.” That is,
the equivalence of the demands is possible whenever
an (internal) element of this differentiation assumes
the representation of the whole which integrates
them in a coherent system. Serving as a common
denominator, the signifier (words, images) condenses
the particularisms and steers the division between ‘us
and them’ forming thus the much needed antagonistic
political frontier. Ultimately, this system of signification
crystallizes in a certain “discursive identity which no
longer represents democratic demands as equivalent,
but the equivalential link as such.” It is only through that
moment of crystallization that the Laclau_ian “people”
of populism are being constituted.®® Notably, these
three structural demands as well as the social responses
to them have never developed linearly or in a unified
fashion irrespective of the social context. Accordingly,
the performance and, accordingly, successes of the
populist endeavours have varied. More importantly,
these demands have been equally performed by the left
and the right. As Laclau notes, “given the indeterminacy
of the relation between ontic content and ontological
function — this function can be performed by signifiers of
an entirely opposite political sign. That is why, between

25 Ibid, 72-74.
26 Ibid, 93.
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KJIy4eH eJIEMEHT 07] OBaa AudepeHIyjanyja ro mpesemMa
MIPETCTAaByBAETO HA HEMEPJIMBUOT TOTAJIUTET BO BPCKA
CO KOj cuTe Apyru (BHATPEIIHH) PA3/IMKK [TOCTAHyBaaT
peJalioHN U eKBUBaJIeHTHU. EKBUBAJIEHTHOCTA ja TO-
TKOITyBa Pa3JINYHOCTA a TEH3UjaTa Mery HUB ja OOJIHKY-
Ba B3aeMHAaTa UieHTU(UKAI1ja U TPYITHUOT U/IEHTHUTET.
HuBHaTa moIUTHYKA, XeT€MOHNCKA apTUKYJIalHja, BO
KpajHa MHCTAHIIA, € KaTaXpe3uJKa.

,IIOIyJINCTUYKHUOT yM,” BO OBOj TEOPETCKU aMOHWEHT,
orepupa Bp3 cieAHuBe npuHIuny. CaecTBEHO Ha OI-
IITECTBEHA IMOTPeba KOja HAJIIPBO Ce OIlepaIiioHaTIU3H-
Pa KaKo TBp/IeHkhe, YHjAIITO eKBUBAJIEHIIUjaTU3allfja Co
JIPYTUTE TOTPebU IIpepacHyBa BO obapyBarbe, HajIocsue
mpoussieryBa 0Oapame, HOJUTHUKO Oapame. Ciemysa
Pa3BOj Ha MHOIIITBO Ha bapama,/ TBP/ieha, IPETBOPYBAjKU
'Yl BO HApO/THY O6aparba U KOHCTUTYTHPAjKH T0, BO KpajHa
HMHCTAaHIIa, HAPOJOT KaKo TakoB. 3a JIakjio oBa e eMOpuH-
OTO Ha MOIyJHUCTUYKATa KOHUTryparuja. 3aCHOBAHO,
IIOBTOPHO, HA OIIITECTBEHO 6aparme Kako ImoMasa aHa-
JINTUYKA €IVHUIIA, TOE € IPETIIOCTABEHO BP3 CJIETHIBE
TPU CTPYKTYPHU IIPETYCIOBH.

1) ®dopmupame Ha BHATpPEIIHA AHTAarOHUCTUYKA
TPaHUIIA KOja To eI HAPOAOT O] BJIACTa;

2) ExBuBasieHUHWjasiHA apTHKYyJalyja Ha Oapama
KOU ja OBO3MO’KyBaar IojaBaTa Ha HapojoT; U,

3) OOGeauHyBame Ha pa3IUYHU Oapama YHjalITO
€KBUBaJIEHIIHja, Ce /10 TOj MOMEHT, HE OTHUIILIA
0Ta/ie YyBCTBOTO HA COJIMIAPHOCT — BO CTAOMJIEH
CHUCTEM Ha O3HAUyBame.”

BaxHO, BTODHOT U TPeTHUOT IIPEAYCJOB ce IOBp3a-
HU CO IOMMOT Ha ,pa3eH o3HauyBad.” Toa ke peue,
eKBUBaJIeHIIjaTa Ha Oapama e MOXKHa Kora (BHaTpe-
IIIeH) eJleMeHT Ha oBaa audepeHIyjanyja ro mpese-

25 Ibid, 72-74.

left-wing and right-wing populism, there is a nebulous
no-man’s-land which can be crossed — and has been
crossed - in many directions.””’

In order to support his theses Laclau points to many
practical-political examples whereby the formation
of popular-populist identities followed, or not, the
formative trajectory mentioned above. Due to the space
limit I will only underline the eighties formation of the
Polish movement Solidarnosz. Initially, it emerged as a
social demand of the specific branch of the polish labour
— that of the dockyard workers in the coastal industrial
port of Gdansk. Asking for workers’ rights and broader
social change they inspired a plethora of similar workers’
demands by the other sectors of the polish labour force
and it also induced their equivalentialisation. Moreover,
their democratic content attracted other strata from the
polish society dissatisfied with the corrupted communist
government. Their democratic demands, hence,
became popular demands attracting also the liberals
and the nationalists. Following this, a shared notion
of “the people” emerged. Importantly, however, this
heterogeneous chain of equivalences reached its point of
crystallization around the figure of Lech Valesa and the
Solidarnosz movement which both functioned as empty
signifiers. In Lacanian terms, their name grounded the
unity of the emerging object and, as such this very objet
petite a gave rise to a new hegemonic subject. As result,
an antagonistic frontier between the Polish people and
the ruling communist elite emerged, cementing into a
stable system of signification. The rest is history.

Instead of a critique

Laclau’s reversed “normalisation” of populism can
be also criticized. Except for the political right which
seems quite at ease and equally enthusiastic with the
political domestication of populism everybody else

27 Ibid, 87.
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Ma IPETCTABYBAKETO Ha IeJIMHATA U T HHTErpUpa
BO KoxepeHTeH cucreM. CiyKejKu KaKO 3aeqHUYKU
MMEHUTEJI, 03HAUyBa4yoT (300pOBH, CJIMKH) TH 3TYCHY-
Ba 0COOEHOCTHTE M ja MOTTUKHYBA IMOzea0aTa moMmery
‘Hue u THe (GOPMHPAJKU ja OTTYKa MHOTYHOTpeOHa-
Ta AHTATOHUCTUYKA IOJIUTHYKA rpaHuna. KoHeuHo,
OBOj CHCTEM Ha O3HAUYBamhe€ KPHUCTAIN3UPA BO O/pe-
JlIeH ,,JIUCKYP3UBEH UJIEHTUTET KOj ITOBeke He IMpeTcTa-
ByBa JIEMOKDATCKH 0apama KaKO €KBUBAJIEHT, TYKY
€KBUBAJIEHIIMjaJIEH JINHK KaKO TakoB. TOKMy HU3 OBOj
MOMEHT Ha KpucTtaynuzanuja JlakiooBuor “Hapon’ Ha
HOIY/IM3MOT € KOHCTUTYUPaH.*® 3abesIe)KuTesiHo, OBUE
TPU CTPYKTYPHU IPEAYCIOBU KAKO U OIIITECTBEHUTE
O/ITOBOPH HA HUB HHUKOTAIIl HE Ce Pa3BUJIE JIMHEAPHO
WINA Ha €IUHCTBEH HAaYWH 6e3 OrJie/] HA OIIITECTBEHH-
ot koHTeKcT. CiieZicTBeHO, nepdhopMaHCUTE U, COOJBET-
HO, YCIIECUTE HA TMOMYJIUCTUYKUTE MOT(HATH BapUpae.
VYire moBaxHO, OBUEe Oaparma Oriie eTHAaKBO U3BPIIIyBa-
HU U o7 JieBuLiaTa u siecaunara. Kako 1rro camuor Jlak-
Jio 3abeJierXyBa ,MMajKu ja IpeJIBU HEOIpeIeHOCTa Ha
OJTHOCOT IIOMely OHTUYKATa COAPKUHA U OHTOJIOLIKATA
dyukIja — oBaa ¢pyHKIHja MOXKe J1a Oue U3BPIIyBa-
Ha 0] 03HAYYBAYH OJI I[€JIOCHO CIIPOTUBEH MOJTUTHYKHU
3Hak. Tokmy 3aroa, momery JIEBUOT U JIECHUOT IIOILy-
JI3aM IMOCTOW MarjiuBa ‘HUYHja 3eMja’Koja MOXKe Jia ce
IpeMuHe — U O¥jIa IpeMUHATa — BO MHOTY HACOKH.”

Ce men J1a TM TIOAJIPKU CBOUTEe Te3U JIaKJIO MOKaXKy-
Ba KOH MHOTY NMPAaKTUYHO-TIOJIUTUYKH IIPUMEDPH Kajie
dbopmanujaTa Ha HAPOJHO-IOIMYJIUCTUYKU UEHTUTETH
ja ciemu, win He, GOpMaTUBHATA TPAEKTOpPHja CIIOM-
Hata norope. Ilopagu HOPOCTOPHOTO OTPaHUUYBAHE
jac ke ro moTeHOHpaM NPUMEPOT cO (POPMUPAETO,
BO OCYMJIECETTHUTE, HA IOJICKOTO JBIKemwe Cosumap-
HocT. VHUIIUjaJIHO, TOA Ce IO0jaBU KaKO OIIITECTBEHO

26 Ibid, 93.
27 Ibid, 87.
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seems concerned. The liberals for instance, as Zizek
notes, see populism as a form of proto-fascism signalling
the demise of political reason. For them, only rational
administration of the end of history and ideology is
viable despite the continual crisis of their project. Zizek
himself, questions populism on many accounts, political
but also philosophical. For him,

“not only is populism not the arena within which
today’s emancipatory projects should inscribe
themselves, but one should even go a step further
and propose that the main task of contemporary
emancipatory politics, its life-and-death problem,
is to find a form of political mobilisation that, while
(like populism) critical of institutionalised politics,
will avoid the populist temptation.®

Intriguing but yet, as I stated above, my aim here is not to
enter into a polemic as to the philosophical fundaments
of Laclau’s thought. Rather, I search for evidence of
the practical applicability of his construct. In order to
do that, I go with the cases of Podemos and Spain and,
respectively, Syriza in Greece.

Excursus I - Podemos

Clearly, as well known, the Eurozone crisis explosion in
2009 was the major, external-structural momentum that
precipitated the rise of the Podemos in Spain and of the
Spanish populist left in general. Spain, being a liberal-
democratic country since 1975 had steadily transformed
itself into a stable European democracy despite the
bitter dictatorial experiences with the Francoism. Eve
since 1978 a ‘spirit of consensuses’ underlined Spanish
politics which, together with the country entrance
in the EU in 1986, provided for stable political and
economic relations in the country. The hegemony the
leading elites were relying on was based exactly on this

28 Slavoj Zizek, In defence of lost causes, 269.
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Oapame Ha creruduYeH JieJ Ha MOJICKUTE PaOOTHUITH
— OHMe TPHUCTAHUIIHU PAOOTHUIU O/ KPajOpesKHOTO
WH/INCTPUCKO TIpucTaHuinTe [mamck. 3amarajku ce 3a
PabOTHUYKHU IpaBa U IIOIIHPOKH OIIITECTBEHU IIPO-
MEHH THe IMOTHKHAa MHOIITBO Ha CJIMYHU PabOTHUUKU
OGapama MHAYIYPAajKU HUBHA €KBHUBAaJIEHIIMjaIU3aIIHja.
3ropa Ha Toa, HUBHATA JIEMOKpAaTCKa COJPKUHA IPH-
BJIeYE JIDYTH CJIOEBU HA IMOJICKOTO OMIITECTBO HE3a/10-
BOJIHM O] KypyMIIMpaHaTa KOMyHHUCTAYKA BjacT. Hus-
HUTE IEMOKPATCKH bapara, OTTYKa, IIOCTaHaa HAaPOHU
Oaparba IIPUBJIEKYBajKU TU MCTO TaKa U JIMOepaynuTe U
HanuoHasncrure. [1o oBa, CIo/ieIeHO TOUMAakhe Ha ,Ha-
pon” ce mojaByBa. BaskHO, Kako /1a €, OBOj XeTepOreH
CUHIIUD HAa eKBHUBAJIEHIIMH ja IOCTUTHA CBOjaTa TOYKA
Ha KpHUCTaIM3aiyja okoiay ¢urypara Ha Jlex Banenca
u faBrkemero ConIapHOCT Kou obaTa GyHKIIMOHUPAA
KaKo Ipa3Hu o3HauyBauu. Bo JlakaHOBCKa cMUCIa, HUB-
HOTO UMe T'O BTeMeJIH eITUHCTBOTO Ha MI0jaBHUOT 00jeKT
1 KaKO TaKOB, 0BOj MHUIIMjaJIeH objet petite a mpepacHa
BO HOB XereMOHUCKH cy0jekT. Kako pe3ysirat, ce mojaBu
AQHTAarOHMCTUYKA TPaHUIIA MOMely IMOJICKUOT HAapOA U
BJIaJIEAYKUTE KOMYHUCTUYKK €JIUTH, I[€MEHTHPajKu
ce BO cTabmWyieH cucTeM Ha O3HauyyBame. OCTaHATOTO €
HcTopHja.

HamecTto KPUTUKA

JlakyooBaTa obpaTHa ‘HOpMas3alnyja’ HA MOIYJIU3MOT
MoOJKe Jja Ouzie U peAMeT Ha cepro3Ha kputuka. Co uc-
KJIyJIOK Ha IOJINTHYKATA IECHUIA KOja M3IJIe/la coceMa
CMUPEHO U eIHAKBO €HTY3WjaCTUYKHU BO BpCKa CO MOJIU-
TUYKOTO IMIPUIIUTOMYBakh€e Ha MOy IU3MOT CUTE OCTaHa-
TU ce 3arprkeHd. Jlubepasmre Ha MpUMep, KaKO IITO
3abesnexysa JKikek, BO HOMyIN3MOT IieiaaT popma Ha
IPOTO-(panrn3am Koj ro 03Ha4yBa NaJ[0T Ha MTOJTUTUYKHU-
OoT yM. 3a HUB, caMO palllOHAJIHA afMUHUCTpanuja Ha
KpajoT Ha UCTOpUjaTa U UJIE0JIOTHjaTa € IeJIUCXOAHA
Y TIOKpAaj KOHTHHYUPAaHaTa KpU3a Ha HUBHUOT MPOEKT.
Camuor Kukek maxk, ro npo6iemMaTusupa MomyIu3MOT

equilibrium and the continual economic advance of
the Spanish society ever since then. Yet, thanks to the
Eurozone crisis and corrupt urban projects causing the
massive real estate bubble, this hegemonic link was also
undermined. Additionally weakened by the austerity
measures for saving the euro imposed by Germany
and the European (and global) financial oligarchy the
Spanish post 1975 consensus was brought to halt. The
country, in the Gramscian parlance of Pablo Iglesias,
the current leader of the Podemos, entered an organic
crisis which is the situation when the ruling institutions
and elites lose their political legitimacy.*® All this, as
well explained by Iglesias, led to the emergence of the
Spanish populist left and the birth of the Podemos.*°

What was Laclau’s impact in these conditions? Initially,
as well known, it was the Indignados movement and the
massive protests and encampments in the summer of
2011 which released one of the principal slogans of the
emerging populist left: “We are neither right nor left,
we are coming from the bottom and going for the top.”
Undoubtedly, together with contra la casta it will also be
one if the major empty signifier of the movement. Also,
it was, “in Laclau’s terms, “the formation of an internal
antagonistic frontier” like this, between a broadly defined
sense of “the people” and a ruling class unwilling to yield
to their demands, that readies the ground for a populist
movement like Podemos.”?* Their leaders, importantly,
were all well versed in Laclau’s thought. Embracing,

29 Pablo Iglesias. Understaning Podemos. New Left Review 93,
May-June 2015.

30 Iglesias, Understanding Podemos, 10
31 Dan Hancox, “Why Ernesto Laclau is the intellectual

figurehead for Syriza and Podemos,” Guardian, February 9,
2015.

32 Dan Hancox, “Why Ernesto Laclau is the intellectual
figurehead for Syriza and Podemos,” Guardian, February 9,
2015
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Ha MHOTY OCHOBH, TTOJIMTUYKU HO UCTO U HHIIOCOGCKH.
3a Hero,

He caMo IITO IOIYJIU3MOT He € apeHa BO paMKHUTe
Ha KOja JIeHeIlHUTe eMAHIUIIATOPCKH IIPOEKTH Tpe-
6a Z1a ce BIMILAT TyKy, Tpeba /ia ce 01 YeKOop IoHa-
IpeJ U Jia ce IPEJIOXKHY JieKa IJIaBHa 3a/ja4a Ha Co-
BpeMeHaTa eMEeHIUIIATOPCKA IOJIMTUKA, HEj3BUHOTO
Ipallame Ha >KABOT M CMPT, € Jia ce Hajae popma
Ha [MOJIUTHYKA MOOHIM3aIija Koja, Mako (KaKo I10-
IyJIM3MOT) € KPUTHUYKA KOH WHCTUTYI[HOHAIU3H-
paHara IIOJINTHKA, ke TO U36erHe IOIyIUCTHYKOTO
UCKylIeHue.?

WHTpUrHpaykyl HO Celak, KakKo IITO CIIOMHAB IIOTO-
pe, Mojara 1es TyKa He € ToJIeMUKa co PUIocoCcKuTe
OCHOBH Ha MwucJaTa Ha Jlakio. Jac moBeke cyMm BO IIO-
Tpara 1o /0Ka3 3a MPaKTUYHATa aIlJIMKaOWIHOCT Ha
HeroBaTa KoHcTpykIiuja. Co Taa 1es, MpoAoIKyBaM CoO
H3JI0KyBamwe Ha ciaydajot Ha [logemoc Bo Illnanuja u,
€000/1BeTHO, Ha Cupusa Bo I'pumja.

Exkckypc I - Noaemoc

EBuIeHTHO, KaKo mTO € J06pOo MO3HATO, EKCILJIO3HjaTa
Ha Kpusata Ha EBpo3oHara Bo 2009 Oemne TyIaBHU-
OT, HA/IBOPEIIHO-CTPYKTYPEH MOMEHTYM KOj To Ipe-
nu3BuKa pactor Ha Ilomemoc Bo Illnmanuja u BOOMIITO
Ha IIIIaHCKaTa MoImyJIucThuKa jesuna. [llnanuja, kako
nubepasHO-IEMOKpATCKa 3eMja 07 1975 IOCTENEHO ce
TpaHchopMUpale Bo cTabrIHA eBPOIICKa IeMOKpaTHja
U TIOKpaj TOPYJIMBOTO JIUKTATOPCKO UCKYCTBO CO PEXKU-
MOT Ha reHepasior ®panko. Of 1978 HaBaMy, cO IINaH-
CKaTa IOJIMTUKA BJIajiee ‘AyX Ha KOHCEH3YCOT KOj, 3a-
€THO co BJe30T Ha 3emjata Bo EY Bo 1986, 06e36emu
CcTaOWIHU NOJIUTUYKY M €KOHOMCKH O/THOCH BO 3eMjaTa.
XereMoHMjaTa Bp3 KOja BJIaJIeauKUTe eJIUTHU ce HOTIIH-
paa Gelre 3aCHOBaHA TOKMY BP3 OBOj €KBIJIMOpUYM U

28 Slavoj Zizek, In defence of lost causes, 269.
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rather than a priory excluding populism, based also
on their personal experiences with its Latin American
branch, they skilfully played out with ‘populist reason’s’
main categories. That is 1) the discursive formation of
internal antagonistic frontier separating the people from
power and 2) an equivalential and unifying articulation
of their demands making the emergence of people
possible. Having both the knowledge and also the
structural conditions favourably on their side in January
2014 they launched their own party giving it the name
Podemos (“We Can”).?® Serving as an equivalential
aggregate of the new demands generated by the crisis
it began the articulation of a dichotomizing discourse
that will bridge the traditional left-right axis, capable
of constructing the people into a popular subject, in
opposition to the elites.?

Ever since then, its spectacular ramification in the
Spanish political milieu followed by a continual
infrastructural and institutional capacity building has
put Podemos on the Spanish politics main stage. And the
results from the European elections (5 Podemos MPs)
the regional elections in Spain and the continual reach
of more than 20% among Spanish voters in the polls has
confirmed its success but also challenges in the years to
come. Continual refinement of the counter-hegemonic
discourse, as Igleasias recently claimed, having in mind
the appearance of the Ciudadanos and another counter-
movements in Spain, is one of the main challenges in the
coming months.* Yet another Laclauian perspective.

33 Giles Tremlett, “The Podemos revolution: how a small group
of radical academics changed European politics,” Guardian,
March 31, 2015

34 Iglesias, Understanding Podemos, 14

35 Pablo Iglesias. Spain on Edge. Interview. New Left Review 93,
May-June 2015
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KOHTUHYUPAHOTO €KOHOMCKO HaIlpeayBambe Ha IIMaH-
CKOTO OIIIITECTBO O Torami HaBamy. Cemak, OGJiaroza-
peHre Ha Kpu3aTa BO €BPO30HATa M KOPYMITMPAHUTE
ypOaHU3AIMCKN ITPOEKTH KOU T'O MPEINU3BUKAa MEYPOT
CO HEJIBMKHUHH, OBOj XeET€EMOHHUCKH JIMHK Oellle ITOTKO-
maH. JIonoJTHUTETHO ocsiabeH 0/ MEPKUTE 3a INTE/IEHe
HaMmeTHaTH o7 'epmaHuja 1 eBporickaTa (1 ryI00aIHA)
(¢uHaHCHCKa oJIMTapXWja, IIMAaHCKUOT IOCT-1975 KOH-
ceHsyc Oerire 3anpeH. 3emMjaTta, BO I'paMIIIneBOT TOBOP
Ha [Tab6sio Urnesujac, ceramuuot yuaep Ha [logemoc,
HaBJIe3e BO OPraHCKa KpH3a Koja HacTaHyBa Kora BJiaJjie-
AUKWUTE MHCTUTYIIUU U €JIUTH T'O TyOAT HUBHUOT IIOJIU-
TUYKH JlerutuMuTeT.” CeTo oBa, Kako 1mTo Mriecujac
obGjacHu, Bojellle J0 II0jaBaTa Ha INIIAHCKATa ITOIYJIH-
CTUYKA JIeBHUIIa U paramweTto Ha [Togemoc.?°

KakoB Geme ummakror Ha JIakjo BO OBHUE YCJIOBU?
Ha mnouerokor, kako ImTo e A06po IMoO3HATO, Oelie
JIBIKeeTo THAUTHA0C U MAaCOBHUTE IIPOTECTH U KaM-
IIOBHU BO JIETOTO 2011 KOU T'0 IIPOU3BE/I0a €JIeH 07 OCHOB-
HUTE CJIOTAaHU Ha MOIyIMCTHYKATA JIEBUIA BO 3aPOIHIII:
,Hu1e He cMe JIeCHO HHU JIEBO, HHE JoaraMe O JHOTO U
onuMe 70 BpBOT.”®' HecomHeHO, 3ae/lHO co contra la
casta (,nipoTuB enuTUTe”) TOA Ke OU/ie €/leH O] IJIaB-
HUTe Ipa3HH O03HAUyBadHW Ha JBIIKEeHmeTOo. VCTo Taka,
Oere, ,criopes norieaure Ha Jlaksio, ,,opmanujata Ha
BHaTpeIIHA aHTaTOHUCTHYKA I'PAaHUIIA” IIOMeTy IHUPOKO
nedUHUPAHO YyBCTBO Ha ,HApOJOT M HEBOJIHOCTA Ha
BJIaZIejauKaTa Kjaca Jia IOIyIITH Ipe/l HUBHUTE Oapamba
KOja TO IIOTTOTBU TEPEHOT 3a IMOIYJIUCTUYKO JIBUKEHHE

29 Pablo Iglesias. Understaning Podemos. New Left Review 93,
May-June 2015.

30 Iglesias, Understanding Podemos, 10

31 Dan Hancox, ,,Why Ernesto Laclau is the intellectual
figurehead for Syriza and Podemos,” Guardian, February 9,
2015.

Excursus II - Syriza

The case for the Greek left-wing populism is not less
explicit and spectacular although idiosyncratic on its
own way. As Katsambekis notes, “the impressive rise to
power of the Coalition of the Radical Left (Syriza), once
a fringe party, has been one of the main by-products
of the severe socioeconomic crisis that hit Greece in
2009.73¢ Here the structural surrounding was not that
dissimilar from the one of Spain, although the severity
of the economic crisis has had much more disastrous
social effects. Nonetheless, turning liberal-democratic
in 1974 after years of military dictatorship, and joining
the EU in 1981, Greece has been governed by two center-
right and center-left parties, the New Democracy (ND)
and, respectively the Panhellenic Socialist Movement
(PASOK). Despitethetraditional paternalistic clientelism
and the widespread corruption, the EU membership and
the access to its structural funds brought the needed
economic development which also translated into a
relative political stability. Thus the hegemony the two
leading parties (read elites) was preserved and due to the
seemingly structural and fiscal reforms in the nineties
Greece joined the Eurozone on January 1, 2001.%” The
2009 crisis of the latter, however, brought it all to halt
causing an unprecedented socio-economic calamity
followed with a massive political turmoil. Similarly to
Spain, the organic crisis that unfolded was one of the
formative moments for the political ascendancy of the
Greek popular left with Syriza (the coalition of the Greek
radical left) taking the lead.

36 Giorgios Katsambekis, “The Rise of the Greek Radical Left to
Power: Notes on Syriza’s Discourse and Strategy,” Linea Sur 9
(2015), 152.

37 Katsambekis, The Rise of the Greek Radical Lefto to Power,
152




Identities
kako [Togemoc.”®* HeroBure suziepy, BaXKHO € /1a ce Ha-
moMeHe, 6ea cute I0OpO yraTeH! Bo MucsaaTta Ha JIakiio.
[IperpHyBajku ro, HaMecTO a priory Aa IO UCKJIyJar I0-
MyJIN3MOT, 32aHOBAHO MCTO TaKAa HA HUBHUTE JIMYHU HIC-
KyCTBa CO HEroBaTa JIATHHOAMEpPHUKAHCKa OpaHIla, Tue
BEIIITO UTpaa Co IVIABHUTE KAaTETOPUH HA ‘TIOMYJIMCTHY-
kuoT yM.” Toa ke peue, (1) JUCKYpPCUBHO 3aCHOBamb€ Ha
BHATpPEIIHA AHTAaTOHHCTUYKA TPAHUIIA JIeJIEJKU IO ‘Ha-
poAOT O] MOJUTHYKATAa MOK W (2) eKBHUBaJIEHIIHjaTHA
1 obeqUHYBauKa apTUKYJIAllja HA HUBHUTE Oapama
mpaBejku ja MoxkHA popMarujaTta Ha ‘HapooT.” imajku
U 3Haema U CTPYKTYPHH YCJIOBU HAa HUBHA CTPAaHA BO
jaHyapu 2014 Tue ja o0O3HaHHja HHBHATa COIICTBE-
Ha mapTtuja uMmeHyBajku ja Ilogemoc (,Mokeme”).
Ciyxejku KakO eKBUBAIEHIIUjaJIEH arperatr Ha HOBUTE
OGaparma reHepupanu o7 kpusara [logemoc 3amoyHa co
apTHUKyJalfja Ha JUXOTOMHU3UPAYKH JIUCKYPC KOj ke ja
MIPEMOCTHU TPAJAUIMOHAIHATA OCKA JIEBUIIA — JIECHUIIA,
crocoOeH /1a TO KOHCTPyHpa ‘HAapOJOT KaKO YHUTApEH
Cy0jeKT CIIPOTHUBCTABEH HA eJTUTUTE.>*

Orroraii, HETOBOTO CIEKTAKYJIADHO PAIIUPYyBamkbe HU3
MITTAHCKOTO TIOJIUTUYKO MWJIjE CJIEZIEHO CO TOCTOjaHa
HaArpazba Ha MHCTUTYIMOHAIHHUOT KalalHUTeT ro I0-
craBu IloleMoc Ha IyIaBHATa IOJIMTHYKA CIIEHA BO
[MInanuja. Y pesyaratute ox eBpoIcKkuTe u3bopu (5
IIpaTeHUIN), perTHoHaTHUTe U360pu Bo [llmaHuja Kako
U KOHTHHYUPAHUOT JIOCET O] MOBeke o/ 20% moMery
IIIAHCKHUTE IJIacAayd HA AaHKETHUTE IO INOTBpAUja He-
TOBUOT yCIIeX HO HCTO TaKe W MPEJU3BUIIUTE BO TOIU-
HUTe IITO cyenat. IlocTojaHoTO yCOBpIIyBame HA KOH-

32 Dan Hancox, ,Why Ernesto Laclau is the intellectual
figurehead for Syriza and Podemos,” Guardian, February 9,
2015

33 Giles Tremlett, ,The Podemos revolution: how a small group
of radical academics changed European politics,” Guardian,
March 31, 2015

34 Iglesias, Understanding Podemos, 14
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Now, if we look at the discourse and strategy used by
this coalition in its road to power we can also ascertain
the impact of the Laclauian populist reason and,
accordingly, usage of egalitarian populist rhetoric. As
Stavrakakis puts it, “Syriza’s emblematic pledge lay
in their recognition of the suffering of the lower and
the rapidly impoverished middle classes, with their
construction as a political subject proper of ‘the people’
with a voice that deserved to be heard.”® Thus, taking
“the role of representing certain social struggles and
demands through establishing sharp “us versus them”
polarities, in which the “us” part was conceptualized as
those losing and being marginalized by the process of
neoliberal globalization and deregulation (productive
forces, youth, precarious, unemployed, etc.) and the
“them” part as those few “winners” (political- economic-
media elites, the two-party system of Pasok-ND, banks,
“the rich,” “oligarchs,” etc.)” Syriza established the
necessary discursive borders for a successful counter-
hegemonic strife. Hence, “if Syriza can be designated as
populist, then this surely follows from the central role
reserved for ‘the people’ in its discourse and its division
of the social space into two opposing camps: ‘them’
(the establishment) and ‘us’, the establishment and the
people, the power and the underdog, the elite (domestic
and European) and the non-privileged, those who are
‘up’ and the others who are ‘down’.”*° The Laclauian
similarities with the case of Podemos are obvious.
What followed was a historical victory for the Greek
radical left in the 2014 election and the establishment
of the fist left-wing European government of that kind.
Unfortunately or not, facing the tremendous challenges
of the Greek social and economic crisis it succumbed to

38 Yannis Stavrakakis. Populism in power. Syriza’s challenge to
Europe. Juncture \ Volume 21 \ ISSUE 4, 276

39 Katasmbekis, The Rise of the Greek Radical Left, 154.

40 Yannis Stavrakakis. Populism in power, 277
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Tpa-XereMOHHCKHOT JUCKYPC, KOKO mTo Hriecnac He-
O/laMHA TBpZeIlle, UMajKH ja BO MPEABUJ I0jaBaTa Ha
Huynamanoc (Ciudadanos) — yirre eiHO MOMYJTUCTUYKO
JIBIDKEIbe Ha JIeCHHOT IeHTap Bo IllnaHuja, e eneH o
IJIaBHUTE IIPEU3BUIY BO CJIETHUTE MECEIU U TOJIMHU.
Yuure equa JIak100BcKa MepCneKTUBa.

Exckypc II - Cupusa

Ciy4ajoT Ha TPUKOT JIEBUYAPCKU IOIYJIN3aM € HEeIo-
MaJIKy €KCIUTHUIIUTEH U CIEKTaKyJapeH MaKo WIUOCUH-
KPETCKH Ha cBOj HauuH. Kako mrro 3abenexxyBa Karcam-
6ekuc, ,MMIIPECUBHUOT YCIIOH /10 ByiacT Ha Koanunujarta
Ha rpykara pajukassa jesuna (Cupusa), Hekorarl re-
pudepHa maptuja, € eAeH o7 IJIaBHUTe HYCIIOjaBU HA
TeIlIKaTa COIMOEKOHOMCKA Kpu3a Koja ja yapu ['pruja
BO 2009.”%® TyKa CTPYKTypHOTO OIIKPY KyBambe He Oere
TOJIKYy Pa3jnvHo o7, oHa Ha [lImaHuja, nako cepro3HO-
CTa Ha €KOHOMCKA KpHU3a MMaIllle MHOTY IOKaTacTpo-
daman conmjaan edextn. Kako u ma e, craHyBajku
nubepasiHa — JIEeMOKpaTuja BO 1974 IMOcje TOAUHU Ha
BOEHA JIUKTATyPa, ¥ IPUKJIyIyBajku u ce Ha EY Bo 1981,
I'pumja Gere BiazieeHa o7 ABe MAapTUU HA JAECHUOT U
seBuoT 1ieHTap, HoBa nmemoxparuja (H/) u [lanxesnen-
ckoro corujanuctnyko nBrkeme (ITACOK). 1 mokpaj
TPAAUIIMOHAIHUOT TAaTePHAIUCTUYKN KJINEHTeJIN3aM
U IIMPOKO pacIpocTpaHeTaTa KOPYMI[Hja, YJIEHCTBOTO
Bo EY u mpucranoT KoH HEj3UHUTE CTPYKTYPHH (HOH-
JIOBH TO JIOHECE MOTPeOHUOT EKOHOMCKH Pa3Boj U peJia-
TUBHA NOJIUTUYKA cTabmiHocT. OTTyKa, XereMoHHUjaTa
Ha JIBETe BOJIEUKH MapTuM (esmTh) Oerre 3aITuTeHa u
KaKO pe3yJITaT Ha HABOJHUTE CTPYKTYPHU U (PUCKATHU
pedopmu I'pruja Bo aeBenmecertuTe ['priyja Ha NpBU

35 Pablo Iglesias. Spain on Edge. Interview. New Left Review 93,
May-June 2015

36 Giorgios Katsambekis, , The Rise of the Greek Radical Left to
Power: Notes on Syriza’s Discourse and Strategy,” Linea Sur 9
(2015), 152.

the requirements of the European troika giving up the
main chunk of its preelection egalitarian promises. That
however is another issue that goes beyond the scope of
this article. Maintaining but also moderating its populist
appeal, Syriza is yet the most powerful political force in
Greece nowadays.

Laclau in the Balkans

Laclau’s impact, as I mentioned in the introduction,
has been also sensed in the Balkans. In the past few
years, the region was shaken by massive protests
arousing hopes for democratic change. Yet, despite the
initial and promising successes they all failed to stir a
wider populist egalitarian stream. Why was this so?
Before going deeper into this, I believe, an important
parenthesis is necessary. As Laclau himself noted,
“the fact that some particular struggle is elevated into
the “universal equivalent” of all struggles is not a pre-
determined fact, but itself the result of the contingent
political struggle for hegemony - in some constellation,
this struggle can be the workers’ struggle, in another
constellation, the patriotic anti-colonialist struggle,
in yet another constellation the anti-racist struggle for
cultural tolerance.* The contingency of this struggle
in Spain and Greece, as we saw above, has promoted
different actors, from both the left and also the right.**
Nonetheless, as to the progressive, egalitarian left, the
translation of Laclau’s ideas and strategies for forging

41 Sim,Post-Marxism, 27.

42 And as we can see nowadays, observing Europe’s political
landscape, both the populist left and right are in ascendance.
The latter perhaps even more. The success of the "Podemos”
in Spain and “Syriza” in Greece is, to a great extent, countered
by the French “Front National” or the Dutch “Party for
Freedom.”Not to mention the Greek “Golden Down” or the
Hungarian “Jobik” which are openly fascist parties. Also
the populist, centrist “Ciudadadanos” in Spain is in a great
ascendance.
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JaHyapu, 2001 U ce IPUKJIyYH Ha eBpo3oHaTa.”’” Kpu-
3aTa Ha IIOCJIe[HAaBa, Kako U Jia e, IO 3alpe CeTo Toa
MIpeU3BUKYBajKU HE3aTIaMTEeHA COIM0-eKOHOMCKA KPHU-
3a IpocJjieieHa O/ MAacCUBHU IIOJIUTHUYKU IIpEeBUpAbA.
Cnmuno Ha IlImanuja, opraHckara Kpusa Koja ce pa3Bu
Oerrre ezieH 071 GOpMATUBHUTE MOMEHTH 32 ITOJTUTUYKHU-
OT YCIOH Ha rpyKaTa MNomyJIUCTHYKa JieBula co Cupusa
Ha HEj3UHO YeJI0.

Cera, ako ro morjefHeMe AUCKYPCOT U CTpaTerHjaTa
Ha Cupmu3a BO HEj3MHHOT IaT /I0 BJIACT CUTYPHO Ke ro
3abesie;kuMe BJHjaHHETO Ha JIAaKJIOOBHOT TIOIYJIU-
CTHUYKU YM U, COOJIBETHO, ymoTpebara Ha erajuTapu-
CTHYKA, MOMYJIUCTHYKA peTopuka. Kako mro HaBesyBa
CraBpakakuc, ,,cMMOOJTMIHUOT 3ajyior Ha CUpHU3a JIeKu
BO HHUBHOTO IIPENO3HABAaIb€ HA CTPA/IAheT0 Ha IIOo-
HUCKHUTE U OP30 OCHPOMAIIYBAYKU CPEIHH KJIACH, CO
HHUBHATa KOHCTPYKIIMja KaKO ITOJIUTUYKU CyOjeKT co-
OJIBETEH 3a ‘HAPOZOT CO IJIaC KOj 3aciyKyBa Jia Ouje
caymHar.”® OTTyKa, npeseMajku ja ,yJioraTa Ha 3acTarl-
HUK Ha OJIpeJIeHH OIIITECTBEHU OOPOU U bapama IpeKy
BOCIIOCTaBYBam-€ Ha OCTap ,,HHE IIPOTUB HUB” ITOJIAPUTET,
BO KOj ,,HHe” ce KOHIIENTyaTu31upa Kako OHHeE IIITO TybaT
U Cce MapTrUHAIM3UPAHU O] IPoliecuTe Ha Heosnbepas-
Ha rio0anu3anuja u eperyaanuja (Mpou3BOACTBEHUTE
CUJIH, MJIQINHATA, IPEKapujaToT, HeBpabOOTEHUTE UTH.)
Jlofieka ,HUB” OJIHOCHO THE KaKO JieJl MaJIKyMHUHaTa
LSa00eaann” (IIOJIUTHKO-€KOHOMCKUTE-MeAa €JIUTH,
nBoraptuckuot cucreM Ha ITACOK — H/I, 6aukure, 60-
raTuTe, oJIurapcute uTH.) *° CHpu3a I'l BOCIIOCTaBU He-
OIIXOZHUTE JVCKYPCUBHU I'PAHUIIY 32 YCIIENIHA KOHTPa-
XereMoOHHCKa Oopba. 3atoa, ,JoKOIKy CHpuU3a MOKe
Jla ce 03HAYU KAaKO IOIYJINCTUYKA, TOTAIl TOA CUTYPHO

37 Katsambekis, The Rise of the Greek Radical Left to Power, 152

38 Yannis Stavrakakis. Populism in power. Syriza’s challenge to
Europe. Juncture \ Volume 21 \ ISSUE 4, 276

39 Katasmbekis, The Rise of the Greek Radical Left, 154.
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populist coalitions seemed to work. And the structural
conditions seemed to be quite favourable for that. On
the one side was the external, Eurozone economic crisis,
which, together with the massive deprivation stirred
strong egalitarian sentiments aiming at change. On
the other side, internally, both societies had favourable
conditions for developing counter-hegemony. Both
mirror pluralist and politically developed political
cultures with history of political struggles. Despite the
governing two party monopoly, a vast variety of different
political subjects i.e. parties, organisations, movements,
activists operate both in the right and the left, their civic
societies being vibrant and inclusive. Ideologically, also
due to their civil war experiences, both Spain and Greece
exercise fragmented yet ramified and refined political
allegiances based on firm, or relatively firm, politico-
ideological identities. All this, together with the external,
economic shocks, paved the way for the successful
elevation of the populist left on the stage, turning it into
a universal, counter-hegemonial equivalent for the mass
of different people and demands.

The Balkans, as I mentioned, were also caught in
a political vortex that promised change based on
egalitarian populist dynamics. Firstly, in Croatia in
2009 student protests exploded, then massive unrest
took place in Bosnia in early 2014 and, eventually,
massive student movement and demonstrations shook
Macedonia in late 2014/15. Despite the different events
that sparked them all, mass poverty, the privatization of
government services, the attack on the high education
institutions autonomy together with the massive,
endemic political corruption and clientilism joined
them all in a single, if not directly related, political
momentum. Alike in Greece and Spain, equivalential
Laclauian reverberations were also present, deepening
the initial coalitions and absorbing wider societal strata
in a counter-hegemonial chain. In the end, however,
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cJIev OfT IIEeHTpaTHATa yJIora pe3epBrUpaHa 3a ‘HapojoT
BO HEJ3UHUOT JUCKYPC U 10/iesibaTa Ha OIMIITECTBEHHOT
IIPOCTOP BO JIBa KaMmIa ‘The’ W ‘HUe’, eCTaOJIUIIMEHTOT
Y HapOJIOT, MOKHUTE U TYOUTHUITUTE, eJTUTUTE (JIoMalII-
HUTe U EBPOIICKHTE) M HEMPUBUIETUPAHUTE, OHHE KOE
ce ‘Tope’ ¥ OHUE KoM ce ‘moury.”*° JIakJIOOBCKUTE CIUY-
HOCTH co ciaydajoT Ha [Togemoc ce ounrseauu. OHa IITO
cienenre Oeimre ucTopuicka mobezia 3a rpykara paju-
KaJIiHa JIEBHIIA BO 2014 U BOCIIOCTABYBaHETO Ha IIPBa-
Ta JeBHYapcKa Bjajia Bo EBpoma oz Toj Buz. 3a Kaul,
WIN He, COOUYYBajKU ce CO OTPOMHUTE IPEAU3BUIA Ha
rpuKara colfjayiHa 1 eKOHOMCKA KPH3a Taa MOTKJIEKHA
npes; 6apamwaTa Ha EBporickaTa Tpojka OTKa)KyBajku ce
O/l TJIaBHHHATA Ha MpeAu300pHUTE eraJuTapUCTUUKU
BeTyBama. Toa, Kako U Jia, € Impallambe Koe OJU OTaze
OTICETOT Ha 0BOj ecej. OAP:KyBajKku O HO M MOZIEPUPAjKU
'O COTICTBEHUOT ITOIYIMCTUYKY TOBHUK CHPU3a € CeyIlTe
HajMOKHAaTa IOJIUTHYKA CHJIa BO I'pIija 1eHOBUBE.

JlJakno Ha bankaHoTt

Biujarmero Ha Jlaksi0, Kako IITO CHOMHAB BO BOBEJOT,
Oelre MCTO Taka MOYYyBCTBYBaHO Ha bankanot. Bo us-
MUHATHBE HEKOJIKY TOIMHYU, PETHOHOT Oellle IPOTpeCceH
0J1 MACUIBHHU IIPOTECTH KOU U3HEAPHja HA/IEIKH 32 JIEMO-
Kparcka mpoMeHa. Cenak, U MOKPaj MOUYETHUTE U BETY-
BaUYKU yCIIECU THE CUTE He yCIleaa /1a OTTHKHAT ITOIIIH-
POKU, MOMYJTUCTHYKU U €TaJTUTAPUCTHUKU CTPYH. 30III-
To Gemre Toa Taka? IIpesn ma ce 3agaram co oBa, BepyBaM
BO HEOIIXOJTHOCTA Ha Masieuyka mepeHTesa. Kako mro ca-
MuoT Jlakio 3abenexa, ,pakToT meKa ozpeneHa 6opba
€ BO3J[UrHaTa Ha HUBOTO HA ,,yHUBEP3aJIeH EKBUBAJIEHT
Ha cuTe 60pOUM He e mpenoApeneH QakT TYKy pe3ysTar
Ha KOHTHHTeHTHU OOpOM 3a XereMoHHja — BO HEKOja
KOHCTeJIanuja oBaa 6bopba moxke /1a 6uze pabOTHUYKA
06op0ba, BO ApyTa, MaTpUOTCKA aHTU-KOJIOHUjasTHa Oop0a,
¥ BO HEKOU JPYTH aHTU-PACUCTHYKa O0pba 3a KyaTyp-

40 Yannis Stavrakakis. Populism in power, 277

the so-called “Balkan political spring” didn’t work out,
and despite some important gains by the protestors
(institutional anti-corruption struggles, new laws on
high education etc), the movements failed to create
conditions for the emergence of a new, popular political
subject. What’s most striking, the political mainstream,
the one which produced the very conditions for the
explosion of the crisis, remained almost intact.

Again, why was this so? Obviously, in comparison to
Greece and Spain, the general conditions differed, both
in terms of structure and the actors and ideas involved
in all that. In Macedonia, in particular, the situation
was/is strikingly different. Formally, it emerged as a
liberal democracy only in 1991 without a single day of
prior liberal, pluralist experience.** Ever since then,
rather than bringing forward a stable and functional
representative democracy with a healthy civil society,
the so-called transition deviated into some vulgar
political hybrid, the so-called ‘illiberal democracy.” In
political terms, these hybrid regimes (or authoritarian
regimes behind the facade of democracy), consist in
what is supposed to be “unnatural” unity of the political
model of liberal democracy, free market economy
and a totalitarian state control.”** In short, corrupted

43 Greece and Spain, as I mentioned above, turned liberal
democracies in 1974 and, respectively 1975, but prior to their
experiences with dictatorship both had relatively functional
liberal, pluralist regimes and representative democracy.

44 Katerina Kolozova. The uses and abuses of neoliberalism and
technocracy in the post-totalitarian regimes in Eastern Europe:
The case of Macedonia (Excerpt from a research conducted
by ISSHS with the support of TTF-Budapest) (Skopje, May
2015) Available at: http://www.isshsvisualizations.com/
uploads/4/2/0/5/42051665/the-uses-and-abuses-of-
neoliberalism-and-technocracy-in-the-post-totalitarian-
regimes-in-eastern-europe-the-case-of-macedonia.pdf,
accessed on 14 December 2015.
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Ha TosiepaHIyja.* KoHTHHreHTHOCTa HA OBaa 6opba BO
[IImanuja u I'pryja, Kako MITO BUAOBME IIOTOPE, ITPOMO-
BUpAIlle PA3JINYHU aKTePHU, U O]f JIEBUIaTa U JIECHUIIA-
ta.** Cemnak, 6apeM IITO ce OJ{HecyBa JI0 IPOTPeCUBHATA,
erajiuTapHa JIeBUIA, IIPeBOAOT Ha JlakiooBure wujea
U CTPATervH 3a KOBaibe IMOIMYJIUCTUYKA KOUIHIUU Ce
ynHele eprkaceH. VI CTPYKTypHHUTE YCJIOBHU H3TJIEaa
BO IpUJIOT Ha Toa, OJ1 eiHA cTpaHa Oellle Ha/IBOPEIIHA-
Ta, EKOHOMCKA KpH3a Ha eBpO30HaTa Koja, 3aelHO CO
MAaCHBHOTO OCHPOMAIIyBathe MPeU3BUKA CUJHU €era-
JINTAPUCTUYKU CEHTUMEHTU KOU Iiejiea KOH MPOMeEHa.
Op apyra cTpaHa, BHATPEIIHO, JABETE OIIITECTBA UMaa
IIOTO/THY YCJIOBU 3a Pa3BUTOK Ha KOHTpA-XereMOHHja.
JIBeTe pediieKTHpaa IUIyPATHU U TIOJIUTUYKU PA3BUEHU
MOJINTUYKHU KYJITYpU cO GoraTa UCTOpHja Ha MOJTUTHIKA
6op6a. U mokpaj Bj1aIeauyKuoT JIBOMIAPTHUCKA MOHOTIOJI,
IIIUPOKA PA3HOJIUKOCT Ha MOJIUTUYKU Cy0jeKTH, T.e map-
THUU, OPTAHUBAIMH, IBIJKEha U aKTUBUCTH, OII€PHpaIIe
¥ BO JIEBUOT U JIECHHOT CIEKTAp a HUBHUTE IIUBUJIHU
omintecTBa 6ea BUOpaHTHU U MHKJIY3UBHH. Veostoni-
KM, FICTO ¥ KAKO pe3yJITaT Ha UCKYCTBAaTa CO ParaHCKUTE
BOjHH, 0bOete [lImanuja u I'piyja ucrakHyBaa pparmeH-
THPAHU HO CeNaK pamupeHud U 0(pOpMEHU MOTUTHUKU
IIPe/IaZIeHOCTH 3aCHOBAHO HA I[BPCTHU, WU PEJTATHUBHO
I[BPCTH MOJUTHYKU HAeHTHTeTU. CEeTO OBa, 3a€HO CO
HAJ[BOPEIIHUTE, EKOHOMCKH IIOTPECH, T'O IMOILJIOYH Ta-
TOT 3a yCHeIlIeH YCIIOH Ha MOIMYJIUCTUYKATA JIEBUIA Ha

41 Sim,Post-Marxism, 27.

42 U kaxo 1ITO MOKe J]a BUZMIME IEHOBUBE, [IOCMATPajKu ro
[TOJINTHYKHOT XOPU30HT Ha EBpoOIIa, U MOy IMCTHYKATA
JIEBUIIA U JIECHUIIA Ce BO yCIoH. [locsieiHaBa BepojaTHO U
moBeke. Ycmexort Ha ,,Ilonemoc” Bo lllnanuja u Ha ,,Cupuza” Bo
T'puuja e, Bo rosieMa Mepa, CHpOTUBCTaBeH O] GPAHILyCKHUOT
L,Harmonanen ®poHT” WIH X0JaH/cKaTta ,,[lapTtuja Ha
CnobGojiata.” Jla He TH CIIOMHYBaM TpUKara ,.31aTHa 30pa” WIn
VHTapCKHOT ,,JOOMK” KOM OTBOPEHO ce (HAIIUCTHUKY TAPTUH.
HcTo momyiMeTHUKaTa, eHTpUCTHYKa I luynaganoc” Bo
[InaHuja e BO YCIIOH.
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representation, massive privatisation and state control
of the media, public sphere and the civil society is what
characterises these regimes. In cultural terms, they all
dwell on a traditionalist/conservative, patriarchal/
paternalistic authoritarian political culture with strong
statist and ethno-nationalist elements.** In Macedonia,
as Simoska et all showed, authoritarian submissiveness,
together with conventionalism (obedience, subjection,
opportunism) and uncritical respect for political
governance, discipline and repression seem to form the
core of this politico-cultural mentality.*® Traditionally
placed in the political spectre of the right, it also
dominates the society as a whole despite the 1945-
1990 socialist-egalitarian experience. Last but not
least and also as result of this, stronger ideological
affiliations, among them also the egalitarian ones, are
almost indistinguishable out of these traditionalist
patterns except for a small urban (liberal, post-modern)
intelligentsia.

Hence, under these, unfavourable conditions for
populist or any kind of progressive egalitarianism, the
student protest in late 2014 took off and the so-called
plenumisation (extra-institutional political forums
of direct, deliberative democracy) of the, admittedly,
educated societal layers (university professors,
lecturers, high school teachers, journalists) spread.
The obvious dissatisfaction with the new law on higher
education (concerning the autonomy of the university
and imposing state control on the educational sector
in general) served as a triggering moment, lurking
behind which was the general dissatisfaction with the
abovementioned model of illiberal governance. Laclau
“lurked” as well. Similarly to Podemos in Spain, the

45 Kolozova, The uses and abuses of neoliberalism, 10

46 Simoska et all. The democratic awareness of the citizens of the
Republic of Macedonia (Skopje: Kultura, 2012) 1:59
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CIleHaTa, IPEeTBOPAjKU ja BO YHUBEp3aJieH KOHTpPa-Xe-
TeMOHHCKH €KBHBAJIEHT 3a MacaTa Ha Pa3IuyHU JIyle u
Oapame.

BaskaHOT, Kako IITO CIHOMHAaB, Oemre ucTo 3adareH
BO IOJIUTUYKHOT BOPTEKC KOj BETyBAllle IIPOMEHA 3a-
CHOBaHA HA €TaJIMTApHU, MOMIYJIHUCTHYKU JUHAMUKH.
Hajpso Bo XpBaTcka BO 2009 eKCIUIOAUpPAa CTYAEHT-
CKU U PaOOTHUYKH IPOTECTH, I0TOA MACOBHU HEMUPHU
ce ciyumrja Bo bocHa u XeplieropuHa Ha IOYETOKOT Ha
2014 ¥, HAjIIOCJIE, MACOBHO CTY/IEHTCKO JIBIKEIHE U Jie-
MOHCTpAITUH ja 3aruiicHaa MakesjoHMja KOH KpajoT Ha
2014. 1 nmokpaj pa3jMYHUTE HACTAHU KOU T'Ml MOTTUK-
Haa, MaCOBHOTO OCHPOMaAIIIyBame, IpUBaTU3anyjaTa Ha
BJIAJIUHUTE YCIIyTH, HAIIQI0T BP3 ABTOHOMUjaTa Ha BHCO-
KOTO 0Opa3oBaHueE 3ae[HO CO MACOBHATA, €HJIEMCKA I10-
JINTUYKA KOPYMIHja U KJIMEHTEIN3aM o 00eJUHU CUTE
BO €JUHCTBEH, aKO HE JUPEKTHO IOBP3aH, MOJIUTHIKH
MoMmeHTyM. CiimyHO Kako u Bo ['pumja u lllmanuja, mpu-
cyTHU Oea eKBHBaJIeHIMjaTHU JIaKJIOOBCKU peBepOe-
panuu, mpoaiabouyBajku TU IOYETHUTE KOAIUIUU U
arcopbupajku MOIIMPOKHU OIIITECTBEHH CJIOEBU BO KOH-
Tpa-XereMOHUCKH JyiaHel. Ha kpajor, kako u 7ja e, Taka-
HapeueHaTa ,baJKkaHCKa MMOJIUTUYKA IIPOJIET” He ycIea
Y TIOKPAj 3HAYajHUTE yCIIECH HA ITPOTECTUTE (HOBU 3aKO-
HU 32 BUCOKO 00pa30BaHWeE, WHCTUTUIIHOHAIU3UPAHE
Ha aHTH-KOpPYIIHCKaTa 60opba WTH.) OJf KOU Celak He
ce U3HEeAPU HOB, HAPOJIeH MOJMUTHYKU cyOjekT. IIITo e
HAjBIIEYATIINBO, TIOJIUTUIKHOT MEJHCTPUM, OHOj KOj TH
IIPOU3BE/IE YCIIOBUTE 32 €KCILJIO3MjaTa Ha KpU3aTa OCTa-
Ha HeJIOPEH.

IToBTOpPHO, 3011TO OBa Cce caydu? OUUTIeTHO, BO CHOPE/I-
6a co I'pumja u lllmanuja, OMIITHTE YCTIOBU CE PA3JINKY-
Baa, ¥ BO OJJHOC HAa CTPYKTYPUTE U aKTepuTe Kou Hea 1H-
BoJsIBUpaHU. Bo MakesoHMja, KOHKPETHO, CUTyaIdjaTa
Oemre ouebujHO pasnnuHa. PopmaiiHO, Taa mMpoussiese
KaKo JinbepasiHa JieMOKpaTHja Iypu BO 1991 roauHe 6e3
HUTY €JIeH JIeH Ha MPEeTXO/THO, JUOEPATHO U IUTyPaTHO

students, followed by professors and young lecturers
and researchers from the state university and also from
private research institutions, led the way. Some of them,
being also well versed in Laclau and the critical thought
in general, being also members of the very few leftist,
activist organisations in the country, spearheaded the
protest and its narrative. Crucially, the student plenum
and their uncompromising and fascinating democratic
performance served as a sort of a Lacanian empty
signifier, raising wider sentiments and triggering the
formation of other plenums (the professor’s, teacher’s
ones etc). Appealing also to the wider societal segments
they skilfully employed a left-wing, egalitarian rhetoric,
using mainly the social media and the very few critical
TV channels to communicate their ideas. Admittedly,
explicit populist wording was not that significantly
present but yet the role of slogans of that kind (“We
are not a party,” We are all the same” etc.) and also the
satirical visuals isn’t to be neglected.

Thus, to sum it up, we saw a counter-hegemonic
movement and discourse in formation with equivalential
logics that spread but admittedly remained within
this academic/intellectual/urban strata. Their ideas
for possible wider change did not reach, at least not
significantly the wider, nonmetropolitan or nonurban
public in general. To the contrary, the ruling party
reinforced their own brand of populism which, drawing
on the traditionalist and conservative political values
mentioned above was more than equally successful
in mobilising its own supporters and maintaining the
political status quo. Eventually, when the government
after a few intensive months of daring and audacious
protesting did withdraw the proposed law, agreeing on
joint preparation of a new law on higher education that
will take the plenums’ quests into account, the overall
egalitarian impulse diminished. That is, the plenums
achieved their political aims but the equivalential
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HcKycTBO.* OTToraiil, HaMecTo U3rpaaba Ha crabuIHA U
(yHKIIMOHATHA PETCTaBHUYKA IEMOKPATHja CO 3/[paBO
IUBIJTHO OIIITECTBO, TAKaHApeYeHaTa TpPaH3HUIIHja 3a-
CTPaHU BO ByJITapeH IOJIUTUYKN XUOPH/I, TAKAHApEUYEHa
L~HenarbepasHa jieMokpaTyja.” Bo mosuTHYKa cMucia,
»OBUE XUOPUHU PEKUMHU (MJIM aBTOPUTAPHU PEKUMU
rocayiu pacaiaTa Ha JeMOKpaTHjaTa)” ce COCTOjaT 0/ OHa
IIITO € MPETIIOCTaBEHO KaKo ,HEITPUPOAHO” eTMHCTBO Ha
MMOJINTUYKUOT MOJIeJT Ha JTnbepaiHa JIeMOKpaTHja, CJIo-
0osiHa TMa3apHa €KOHOMHMja W TOTAJUTapHA KOHTPOJIA
Ha JpkaBaTa.”** Ha KpaTKo, KOpyMIIMPAHO IIPETCTaB-
HUIIITBO, MAaCOBHA MMPUBATU3AI1ja U AP>KaBHA KOHTPOJIA
Ha MeJIUyMUTe, jaBHaTa chepa U UBUIHOTO OIIITECTBO
ce KapaKTEPUCTHUKUTE Ha OBHE peKMMHU. Bo KyaTypHa
cMHUCIIa, CUTe THE pedeKTHpaaT TPaaAUI[HOHATHUCTHY-
Ka/KOH3epBaTHBHA, IaTpUjapxajiHa/maTepHaTHUCTHY-
Ka aBTOpUTAapHa IMOJUTHYKA KYJITypa CO IBPCTU €Ta-
TUCTUYKA U €THO-HAIIHOHAJIUCTUYKU eleMeHTH.** Bo
MaxkeioHMja KOHKPETHO, Kako 1mTo CHMOCKA ITOKaXyBa,
aBTOpUTapHATa MOTYMHETOCT, 3a€JHO CO KOHBEHIIHO-
HaIU3MOT (IIOKOPHOCT, MOTYHMHYBakhe, OMOPTYHH3AM)
Y HEKPUTHUYKA IIOYHUT 3a ITOJUTUYKATA YIIpaBa, JUCIIH-
IUIMHA U PerpecHja ce YUHHU ro ¢popMupaar jaaporo Ha

43 Tpuuja u [llnanuja, KaKo MITO CIIOMHAB IIOTOPE, CTAaHAA
JbepasHu IEMOKDPATHH BO 1974 u 1975. Cenaxk, npez
HUBHUTE HCKYCTBA CO IUKTATYpa 0OeTe NMaa PeJIaTUBHO
dbyHKUMOHAITHY JTNOEePATHO-IUIYPAJIHYU OIIITECTBA U
MIPETCTAaBHUYKA JIEMOKPATH]a.

44 Katerina Kolozova. The uses and abuses of neoliberalism and
technocracy in the post-totalitarian regimes in Eastern Europe:
The case of Macedonia (Excerpt from a research conducted
by ISSHS with the support of TTF-Budapest) (Skopje, May
2015) Available at: http://www.isshsvisualizations.com/
uploads/4/2/0/5/42051665/the-uses-and-abuses-of-
neoliberalism-and-technocracy-in-the-post-totalitarian-
regimes-in-eastern-europe-the-case-of-macedonia.pdf,
accessed on 14 December 2015.

45 Kolozova, The uses and abuses of neoliberalism, 10

Journal for Politics, Gender and Culture / Vol. 13 / 2016-2017

logics, unlike Spain and Greece, failed to produce a
new, non-mainstream leftwing political subject.*” Truly,
the “social-democratic” opposition continued their
own anti-governmental struggle but with mixed and
somehow ambivalent effects among the wider public.
Nevertheless, no Macedonian Podemos or Syriza, that
is, no broader and institutionalised continuation of an
egalitarian, even populist, political struggle saw the light
of the day. Not yet.

Conclusion

Laclau’s “rebranding” and “renormalisation” of
populism opened spaces for different, politically more
creative but yet not less problematic approaches to
this principle. Arguably, his argument for populism as
the “royal road to politics” is not without importance
both in philosophical and also politico-ideological
sense. And while the former is yet to be discerned in
the numerous critical debates on the subject the latter
that is the political, is surely discernible. The relative
successes of the populist left in Europe, the fundaments
of which were openly build on Laclauian understanding
but also strategies for forging populist coalitions are
not to be underestimated. Importantly, drawing on the
intellectual and methodological tools for shaping left
resistance they were the only ones that offered hope for
egalitarian re-democratisation of politics in a condition
of post-political apathy and debilitating mainstream
left. Still, Laclauian populist turn is not without pitfalls
or weak points nor is universally applicable regardless
the socio-cultural and political context. Above all, as
Laclau was right to say, the contingency of struggles is
dependent on many factors. And the case of Macedonia
is telling. In illiberal settings with authoritarian political

47 Texclude here the appearance of the “Left” (Levica/JleBuria)
party, the genealogy of which is deeper and dates earlier
than 2014/15. Its formation, as well, is related but not direct
product of the students’ protests 2014/15.
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HAj3MHHUOT IOJUTHYKO-KYITypeH MeHTtanurer.*® Tpa-
JIUNMOHAIHO MO3UIMOHUPAH BO IMOJUTHYKATA JIECHU-
11a TOj IOMHUHUPA BO OIIIITECTBOTO BO IEJIOCT U MOKPAj
COIAjJIICTUYKOTO, €TaJIATAPHO HMCKYCTBO Of 1945 —
1990. HajmocJie, 1 Kako pe3y/ITaT Ha OBa, IOI[BPCTH Hjie-
OJIOIIIKY MTPUBP3AHOCTH, Mel'y HUB U €TaIATAPUCTHYKH,
Ce CKOpPO HEIPEIO3HAT/IMBY HAJBOP O/ OBHE TPaIUIIH-
OHAJIUCTUYKU MOJIEJIA CO MCKJIYYOK Ha Masiata ypbaHa
(JtubepastHa, ITOCT-MOZIEPHA) MHTEIUTEHIIHja.

OTTyKa, 10/1 OBUE HETIOBOJIHY YCJIOBH 32 MOMYJIUCTUUKU
WU OUJI0 KaKOB IIPOTPECUBEH eTaINTapHjaHn3aM, KOH
KpajoT Ha 2014 roJlHAa 3aMI0YHAA CTYJ€HTCKUTE IIPOTe-
cTH BO Make/ioHM]ja U TakaHapeueHaTa IJIeHyMu3alyja
(excTpa-MHCTUTYIIMOHAIHU MOJIUTHYKHU GOPYMHU HA JU-
peKTHa, esnbepaTUBHA JIeMOKpaTHja) Ha, 32 BOJba HA
BUCTHHATa, 00pa30BaHUTE OIIITECTBEHU CJI0eBU (YHU-
Bep3UTeTCcKU npodecopu, mpeiaBaun, HACTABHUIIYU, HO-
BUHApU U CEKaKO CTyZieHTH). OUnIyIeTHOTO He3a[0BOJI-
CTBO CO HOBUOT 3aKOH 32 BUCOKO 0Opa3oBaHUe (BO BpCcKa
CO YHHUBEP3UTETCKAaTa aBTOHOMU]ja U HAMETHYBAKETO Ha
JIp>KaBHA KOHTPOJIa BP3 0Opa30BHUTE CEKTOP BO IieJH-
Ha) T0 ,IIOBJIEYe YKPATAJIOTO  I03aJU KOE JIEMHEIIEe U
OTIIITOTO HE33aJI0BOJICTBO CO IMOTOPECIIOMHATHOT MO/IeT
Ha HenubepasHO Biazieeme. JIakiao ,JaeMHele” UCTO
taka. CoimyHo co Ilomemoc Bo Illmanuja, CTymeHTHTE,
cyeieHu oJ1 mpodecopyu U MpefaBayvud of IP>KaBHUOT
HO U O/l IPUBATHUTE YHUBEP3UTETU U UHCTUTYTH, Oea
Ha 4eso Ha ImpoTecture. Hekou oz HUB, 106po 3armo-
3HAaeHU CO MHUcJaTa Ha JIako ¥ YIeHOBU Ha MaJIKyTe
JIeBUYapCKU, aKTUBUCTUYKN OPraHU3aIlluH BO JprKaBa-
Ta T'H IPe/IBOJlea MMPOTECTUTE U MPU/IPYKHUOT HAPaTHUB.
KpytujaaHo, CTyZeHTCKUOT IUIEHYM U HUBHUOT Oec-
KOMIIpDOMUCEeH U (paciMHAHTEH JIeMOKpaTCKu nepdop-
MaHC CJIyKellle Kako efieH BU/ Ha JIakaHOBCKU IIpa3eH
O3HauyBa4, IOTTHKHYBAjKH IOMIUPOKU CEHTUMEHTH

46 Simoska et all. The democratic awareness of the citizens of the
Republic of Macedonia (Skopje: Kultura, 2012) 1:59

cultures and predominance of tradionalist political
values such as the ones I mentioned above the success
of an egalitarian populism is questionable. And due to
this, among the other, when it comes to wider societal
mobilisation, the populist reach of the former is more
consistent that the one of the latter. This, however is not
a problem of the very Laclauian thought or its proposed
equivalential, counter-hegemonic strategies. It has to
do with the presumed contingency of all struggles, their
societal setting and the human and ideological capital at
disposal.

»
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u (Qopmupame Ha ocraHaTuUTe IUIeHyMHU (mpodecop-
CKHOT, HACTABHUYKOT M cJ1.). OOpaKkajku UM ce Ha Io-
IIIUPOKUTE OIIITECTBEHH CETMEHTU ILJIEHYMOT BEITO
ja KopucTellle erajiuTapujaHCKaTa PEeTOPUKa, HAjuecTo
IIPEKy CONMjaTHUTE MPEKH M MasKyTe KpUTUUKU TB
KaHaJIM, 32 KOMyHHUKaI[{ja Ha COIICTBEeHUTe uien. Mopa
Jla ce MpU3Hae, eKCIUIUITUTHU MOy IUCTUYKH HopMyJia-
K He Oea TOJIKY 3HA4YajHO MPHUCYTHHU MAKO yJIoraTa Ha
cioranu ox Toj Tun (“Hue He cme maprtuja,” ,,Cute cme
HCTH ) KaKO U Ha caTuparta (MHTepHET MEMHbA) HE Tpe-
6a 71a ce 3aHeMapH.

Ottyka, a cymupam, OeBMe CBe[OLIM Ha II0jaBaTa U
dopMupameTro Ha KOHTPA-XEreMOHUCKO JIBHIKEHhE
U JIUCKYPC CO EKBUBAJIEHIIMjAJIHU JIOTUKH KOU Ce
MPOIIMpPHja HO 3a BOJhAa HA BHUCTHHATA OCTaHAaa BO
paMKuTe Ha akajeMcKaTa/uHTeseKTyasaHa/ypbaHa
nomnysanyuja. HuBHUTE HUlen 3a MOXKHH MOIIUPOKH, Jie-
MOKpPATCKU IIPOMEHH He Jomnpea, 6apeM He 3HA4ajHO,
JI0 TIOUINPOKaTa jJaBHOCT HA/IBOP OJf IJIABHUOT Ipaj, U
ypbanuTe 1eHTpu. CIpOTUBHO Ha TOa, BJjajieaykaTa
MapTHja ro 3aCUIN COIICTBEHUOT TUI HA IOMMY/IN3aM KOj,
BJIEUEjKHM HA TPAJUIIMOHATHUTE U KOH3EPBATHUBHHU II0-
JINTUYKYU BPETHOCTU CIIOMHATH ITOTOPE, Gelle oBeKe o/
€/THAKBO yCIIellleH BO MOOMIM3aIjaTa Ha COTICTBEHUTE
MO/IPJKYBAaUU M OJIPXKYyBamkbeTO Ha IOJIUTHUYKHU CTaTyC
kBo. Hajmocsie, kora Bjaziata mocje HEKOJIKY HWHTEH-
3UBHU Mecelld Ha CMeJIN U O/IBAYKHU IIPOTECTHU Cemak ro
MIOBJIEYEe MPEJIOKEHUOT 3aKOH, COIJIACYBajKU ce 3ae-
HUYKA MTO/ITOTOBKA HA HOB 3aKOH 3a BUCOKO 00pa3oBa-
HUe Koj Ou ru 3eMas OapamaTa Ha IJIEHYMOT BO IIPE/-
BU/JI, OIIITHOT eraJUTapUjaHCKH HUMILYJIC C€ W3JUIIA.
Toa ke peue, IJIEHYMHUTE ja IIOCTUTHAA CBOjaTa IIeJI HO
eKBUBaJIEHIIMjaJIHUTE JIOTUKY, 32 pasnuka o7 lllnanuja
u 'puuja, He ycrieaa 1a mpousBeAaT HOB, CIIPOTHUBEH Ha
IJIaBHATA CTPYja, JJEBUUAPCKU MOJUTHUYKU cy0jekT.V 3a

47 Tyxka ja uCKIy4yBaM IOJIUTUYKATA IapTHja ,.Jlepuna” uynja
reHeasIoryja e nozsaboka U JlaTupa off pej 2014/15.
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BOJba He BHUCTHUHATA, ,COIUjas-I€MOKpAaTcKaTra” OIIo-
3UIIMja MPOJIOJI’KU CO CBOjaTa aHTH-BJIaIMHA 60pOa HO
co MelllaH ¥ aMbOuBaieHTeH edeKT MmoMery IMOIIHPOKa-
ta jaBHOCT. Cemnak, MmakenoHckH [Togemoc wiu Cupusa,
ITO ke pede, IMOIIHPOKA U HHCTUTYIIMOHAIHO KOHTHHY-
HMpaHa, eraJINTapUCTUYKA, AYPHU U MOMYJTUCTHYKA TTOJIH-
TU4YKa 60pba He ro BUJE CBETJIOTO Ha IeHOT. He cé yiTe.

3aKknyuok

~,PebpeHaupamero” U ,peHopMan3anyjara’ Ha MOIy-
JIN3MOT Ha JIakjI0 OTBOPU IPOCTOPH 32 Pa3IUYHH, II0-
JINTUYKY TIOKPEATUBHH HO HE MOMAJIKy IpobJeMaTuy-
HU IIPUCTANU KOH 0BOj (peHOMeH. BepojaTHO, HETOBHOT
CTaB 3a MOMYJIN3MOT KaKO ,KPaJICKU MAT KOH IMOJIUTHU-
kaTa” He e 0e3 BasKHOCT BO ¢utocodcka HO U MOJTUTHY-
KO-UJIe0JIONIKA cMuciia. U o/ieka mpeTxoiHaTa CeyITe
ce OTKpUBa BO OPOjHUTE KPUTHUUKHU Je0ATH IOCIeHATA,
T.€. IOJIUTUYKATA BAXKHOCT € ceKako 3abesexsnBa. Pe-
JIATUBHUTE yCIIECU HA IOIYJINCTHUYKATA JIeBUIIA BO EB-
pona uyuu TeMmesn 6ea OTBOPEHO M3rpazeHu Ha Jlakio-
OBOTO pa3bupame HO U CTPATETUH 32 KOBAHE IMOIYJIU-
CTHYKH KOUIHIIUH He ce 32 NOTIleHyBame. BaskHO e 1a ce
HaroMeHe JieKa BjIevejKH 0/ HETOBUTE UHTEIEKTyaTHU
HO U METO/OJIONIKH JIATKU 32 OOJIMKYyBame Ha OTIO-
pOT Ha JieBHIaTa THe Oea eUHCTBEHUTE KOU MOHYAM]ja
HA/IEe)XK 3a erajuTapHa ,pe/leMOKpaTu3amuja’ Ha I0-
JINTUKATA BO CUTyallHja Ha MOCT-IIOJIUTUYKA allaThja u
M3HEMOIITEHOCT Ha IJIaBHATa cTpyja Ha jepunara. Ce-
nak, JIakJI00BOTO MOILyJTUCTUYKO BPTEHE He € Oe3 3aM-
KU HUTU € YHUBEP3aJHO MPUMEHINBO 0e3 pa3jnka Ha
COIIMO-KYJITYDHUOT W IOJUTUYKU KOHTeKcT. Han ce,
Kako mTo JIakjo co mpaBo roBOpU, KOHTUHTEHTHOCTA
Ha OopOuTe e 3aBHUCHA Off MHOTY (pakTOpU. A CiIydajoT
Ha baskaHoT 1, ocobeHo, MakenoHuja e BIieuaT/IuB. Bo
HeMOepayIHU CPeUHU CO ABTOPUTAPHH IOJIUTUYKU
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HejsuHOTO OCHOBab€, UCTO TaKa, € IOBP3aH HO HE IUPEKTEeH
IIPOM3BOJ, Ha CTYAEHTCKUTE IIPOTECTH Off 2014/15.
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KYJITYPH ¥ HAJIMOKHOCT Ha TPAJUIINOHAIIHH ITOJTUTHYKH
BPE/THOCTH, KAKO OHHE KOU T CIIOMHAB IIOTOPE, YCIIEXOT
Ha €raJIMTApUCTUYKHUOT TOIYJIU3aM € JINCKyTaOWJIEeH.
U kako pe3yJsTaT Ha OBa, KOTa ce pabOTH 3a MOIINPO-
Ka OMIITECTBEHA MOOMJIN3AIM]ja, MOMYJIUCTHIKUOT J10-
cer Ha JIeCHUIIATAa € MHOTY IIOKOH3UCTEHTEH O OHO]j
Ha jeBuTe ciwn. OBa, KaKO U /1a €, He € MPo0JIeMOT Ha
caMara Mucia Ha JIakio WiIN Hej3UHUTE MPEJIOKEHN
€KBUBAJIEHIIMjAJIHN, KOHTPA-XET€MOHHUCKH CTPATETHH.
[TpobsieMoT € BO camaTa MPETIOCTaBeHAa KOHTHUHTEHT-
HOCT Ha cuTe 60pOY, HUBHOTO OIIIITECTBEHO MUJbE U YO-
BEUKHOT U UJIEOJIOIIKH KAIUTaJI Ha PACIIOJIarame.

Journal for Politics, Gender and Culture / Vol. 13 / 2016-2017

63



	Blank Page

