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Abstract

The paper uses feminist theory to analyse theigallieconomic phenomenon which
has been termed "crisis" since fall 2008 onwardie purpose of the paper is to investigate if
and how the "crisis" is a response to either camsciand organised (or sometimes
collectively disorganised but never without an atgnefforts of producers, men and women,
to effectively address the exploitative and hidnaral structures imposed on them by the
political economic system in which they live.

Therefore, the concept of capitalist patriarchylirked to the concept of social
reproduction, which in recent decades has beerdpardy, because of both environmental
degradation and of the social changes that havdamit tasks necessary for the survival of
society at the lower value position. This, of ceyraffects not only the living, social status
and political claims of people who undertake thasks, but also the survival of society as a
whole.

In the paper, the Greek economy is an example, eviteg demands of capitalist
patriarchy, although they seemed up to a partiduilstorical point that they were met, they
suddenly proved stale and not guaranteed. Thusctlss” is not the problem and the result,
but the conscious choice of specific social grotgpgmpose living conditions and political
circumstances of such particular hue, that resistamould end up to be inconceivable
contrary to the resistance which has been possit#devay or another in previous decades.

The question, of course, is whether the dystophachvdid not break out suddenly but
it has been designed so, contains elements or ipesithat broad groups of the population
have chosen or may choose, in an effort to mairdagolitical-economic system that gave
them some privileges and now promises or directigvides, the same and/or other
priviledges. That is, if capitalist patriarchy iscamplex hierarchical system of people and
production relationships, we look at what point amavhat extent, the social groups who did
not applaud this system have achieved changeslhiadienge that very same system. And
then we investigate whether and by which mechantsapgalist patriarchy tries to ensure its
own survival, at the expense of which social groapd by concluding which alliances or
compromises.

Keywords: Greece, capitalist patriarchy, social reproductio
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Greek economy as a failure of capitalist patriarchy

and the choice of dystopia

1. Introduction

The paper is a description of a research quedti@inemerged from the analysis of the
economic situation in Greece, as formulated the¢ fiae (5) years, from October 2008
onwards, but especially since May 2010, when Greectered the so-called Support
Mechanism. The question we face is whether the concept isfscis a description of the
problem or of a particular policy choice, and iétlatter, whose this choice is and what its
objectives are. | focus my analysis in Greece besaot only | have better information about
conditions here than in other countries, but alscabse the Greek space is being described
nowadays as the most problematic in the entirezem®. If an economy is problematic, don’t
we need to analyse this “problematic” concept dseeé by various political economic axes,
for example, the economic and social class stra@tur

For my analysis, | used ideas from feminist andHotonial theory. On this basis, |
examine if and how the "crisis" is a class-basgetdown answer to the efforts by the
producers, men and women, to deal effectively wiltke exploitative and hierarchical
structures imposed on them by the political ecomosyistem in which they live. In other
words, | analyse the economic situation in Greexara organized attack of the dominant
political and economic system and of course bysbe&al groups who control that system
against most of the population. The case of Grésaefore, is not unique or separated from
other capitalist policies imposed on other cousirgarticularly outside Europe.

The central concept of my analysis is social repetidn, which | understand as the
individual and collective actions and ideas whigbrg day re-create society as such. It seems
that the political and economic choices of the lesdrs are not only indifferent to but hit
directly the entire society and its ability to nmaim the survival and social coexistence of its
members at decent levels. What makes the polgéicaiomic system prefer to endanger the
reproduction of society which it sucks instead ledireging policies?

For the purposes of this paper, | consider thatriagn conditions of nowadays Greece
are known. Unemployment rates are the highestarEiropean Union (27% and depending
on the month it might be a bit over this percenfdgerostat 2014). Poverty has risen sharply
with more than half the population of the countimynlg under or around the poverty line
(Zikakou 2014). Income in Greece has fallen for b23% the last six years (Labour
Institute 2014: 63), which is unprecedented fordbentry in times of peace.

! “Support mechanism” is the term used in publicdisse in Greece referring to the set of Memorahdan
Agreements and Adjustment Programmes adopted by th&reek Government
http://www.minfin.gr/portal/en/resource/contentGdijeontentTypes/genericContentResourceObject, fieRie
eObject,arrayOfFileResource TypeObject/topicNamesiemicPolicyProgram/resourceRepresentationTemplate
[contentObjectListAlternativeTemplate
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The purpose of the paper is to discuss a hypothégispossible explanatory powers
concerning the situation in Greece, which needseteesearched and examined in detail in the
future. In the next section (2) | present my th&oa¢ arguments which | use to understand
the economic situation in Greece. The third (3}ieagresents the successes and failures of
capitalist patriarchy in the different communitiesthe country and the fourth (4) section is
the presentation of the recent neoliberal poliagglystopian policies, which are a deliberate
choice by the ruling classes at the expense of ymexd. Section five (5) is a brief
presentation of the political conditions of thissthpia and the last section (6) contains the
conclusions of the entire discussion.

2. Theoretical approaches

2.1 Feminist theory

In contrast to the dominant analysis for producti@bour in the market, i.e. the
economic space where transactions and work areedaln money and their value is
determined by whether they are integrated into aetayy relationship or not, feminist theory
in economics, although it comes from the Marxistagd, begins its analysis focusing on the
labour done by women. In particular, the work tlvatmen do in households and is not paid in
cash (and for the dominant theory it is "extra-exoit" production), is considered the basis
of productive relations (Federici 2013, Frazer 2@&llacosta & James 1975):

First, because this labour is basic for the biaabiand social survival and
reproduction of the household members, of the Hmldeas a production unit and ultimately
of society, perceived both as an economic spaceasnd cultural construct. Without the
unpaid work done by women within the households ipatriarchal society, the rest of the
economy, let alone capitalism, cannot function.réfare, although it does not appear in GDP
statistics or in economic analyses of unemployneemqiroductivity, it is the material basis of
production.

Secondly, because those basic reproductive tasks baen imposed on women
through a hierarchical system of values based ens#xist, patriarchal, heteronormative
ideology. In other words, the hierarchical supeyjonen, and bourgeois men and women, see
and determine the conduct of these tasks as agpepfor themselves. They very often bring
the highly capitalist argument "if I could utiligey time more productively why do a job that
a woman who hasn’t my education, interests andtiasilcan make?”. In fact, the woman
who does the housework, even for a salary, is acéssarily less educated, with less interests
and abilities. She just has less money and ceyt&mler social status — a condition which
obliges her to undertake work which is remunerdaésd and no else with more economic
power wants to do it.

Thirdly, because those tasks are absolutely negedsa any other work to be
performed, no matter how productive (i.e. profieabl a capitalist context) this other work
might be. Even if those same reproductive taskssar@ecessary, there is the paradox of
devaluing the tasks and the workers which a soeietiyeconomy need to survive and then to
be able to deal with the improvement of living stards of everyone. Therefore, we are
talking about a reversal of the concepts of pradaceand value, since what primarily
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produces value and supports production is valuedeilst. And the people who provide it are
not only undervalued, but they are obliged eithgstesmically/economically or by direct
violence, to provide it, often for free or undewopaevorking conditions.

Consequently, in a patriarchal economy the workbaflogical reproduction of
society, such as child-bearing, the production amdf cleanliness and hygiene, parenting,
education and continued socialisation of young feeapd adults, the treatment of patients,
care of the elderly, are the most despised sectbtbe economy, and on economic and
political level they belong to the minor topicspadlitical dialogue. Moreover, since the entire
political economy ignores this work, especially therk done within the households, those
same sectors who are indispensable to the surefvabciety, also become priviledged areas
for capitalism for grabbing economic value and aiug in the first level, and by different
groups of social hierarchy, even if their membeas also belong to what might be called
working class. So, the rapture that is against wgnee men performing housework, goes
hidden by the same economic analyses who dealwitiythe work and wealth (which is
seems to be) produced behind the cash flows af¢dbromy.

Briefly, capitalism is not perceived as a systempasate from patriarchy. Capitalism
not only could not exist without patriarchy, butagorm of very intense patriarchy, both in
terms of exploiting women and of its policy facetith opacity in political systems and
violent repression of protests.

2.2. Post-colonial approaches

Although Greece as a state since 1830 has not foegrd under typical colonial
regime (even if we consider the occuparion by Naatimany from 1941 to 1944 as colonial),
is an example of internal colonisation, both ecowoas well as political and cultural. The
construction of a nation-state is also a tool gditedist patriarchy which has been used in
Western Europe first and then in other regionsheflanet, and it adopted colonial policies
and tactics against its own population, which & 'thation" for the sake of which the state is
created. Particular emphasis was given to the w#gin or even the abandonment and
contempt of indiscriminately all practices whicle anconsistent with the capitalist agenda,
under an ideology of national economy. Accordinghis ideology, all citizens will benefit
from national economy if it finally finds no obstes because of old unproductive practices
and of conservatism attributed by propaganda tom@ywho does not want or can not
participate in a capitalised economy.

This is how communities and their political-econorsiructures which do not support
capitalism, became a target. Even more there hagr b target or concealed, or covered by
the official patriarchal and Western-European-aritggislative framework, any community
practices which do not belong to the patriarchdlieasystem. With a general accusation of
obscurantism and exploitation, any practice or comity method for redistribution, for
smoothing inequalities or for women’s emancipatiwas considered as equally devastating
to the national economy as the feudal practicespmactices for exploiting the poor people.
Greece has been an example of this division aratifsation of the progressive centralised
state and the “primitive” regions (Hechter 1974clam R.S. 2004).

In this context of internal colonisation, produgeren and women, are not considered
to be passive beings. Rather, they are people ahe imdividually and collectively their own
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agenda, but also ideas and expertise which theynpttto maintain, develop and expand,
regardless of what the policy of colonisation wantachieve (Eduards 1994).

In contrast to classical revolutionary theory, post-colonial approaches examine the
resistance not only through organised action opfgeand communities. They also accept that
there may be resistance without formal organisagitimer with horizontal actions, adapted to
the living but also to colonial repression condigp or with spreading and adopting of
practices that aim to achieve the demands of pewple suffer from the national or
transnational colonial policies (Bayat 2000).

Therefore, my analysis does not seek a revolutioeabject who is no-matter-what
aware of themselves as such, and is also selfigexbeas revolutionary. It seeks
antipatriarchal and anticapitalist practices thdtteae to the basic rule of resistance, which is
to prevent social strife between producers, whethey proceed in direct and clear acts of
resistance or in everyday practices that facilimtencrease the survival chances of social
groups placed at the societal margin or under #patalist blackmail policy of poverty. This
is exactly the tool to judge what is resistance waheat is not, because it certainly prevents
producers from turning the poor against one anothedl because it does not accept
hierarchical and exploitative practices among wagkclass (eg the female workers work
double shifts at the factory and at home and thisetseen as fitting and fair to their husbands
who do not work at home). It is also the startimgnpfor claiming public funds expropriated
by the nation state in benefit of capitalist agemamely the powerful of the political-
economic system. The claim may not be done diretily in reality, even re-connecting
electricity lines or collectivising abandoned pohliands to become playgrounds are serious
resistance and grievances which allow both soamligal and shift of social struggle against
true perpetrators (Bayat 2000).

This perception of people resisting in many waysxactly the opposite to the non-
flexible human model as presented by colonial edipit patriarchy, which cannot but be
male, white, of European descent, middle classh) wa social connections and definitely
onwer of property (Agathangelou & Ling 2006, Bhan@®11, Richardson 2010). | will
discuss this model again in section 3.1.

2.3. Social reproduction as minor priority of the gstem (feminist theory again!)

It is a fundamental feature of any exploitative teys to seek by all means its
reproduction. However, talking about patriarchygemeral and in particular about capitalist
patriarchy, it is clear that the expansion of tpditical-economic system is inherently in
conflict with the reproduction of society as a \eabonstruct, where all members can freely
survive, develop their personalities and improveirthives for themselves and their
communities.

The expansion of patriarchy through private propem bodies (women, children,
slaves, serfs, workers, citizens, protesters eandl land (privatisation of commons,
enclosures, ecosystem fragmentation, environmesiegradation, etc.) showed from the
beginning that the reproduction of society is dermst only in the background, and to the
extent that it is absolutely necessary for the isatvof the patriarchal system. Any other
claim that would bring balance between nature amddn society is considered to be not only
strange, absurd, non-existent or sinful, agairstihl of god who gave the land (or women)
to exploit it; but also completely opposite to theed of patriarchy to deprive its slaves of
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production means so that it can blackmail themréalpce for the system under the terms that
patriarchy wants.

Already mentioned, patriarchy and, even more, aépih devalue everything related
to the reproduction of society, to the point of yiag the value produced by work without
pay and of imposing very low wages and appallingking conditions to those working for
the reproduction of society. At the same timeyirwalues what is related to the reproduction
of the dominant political-economic system. Thus, dlccumulation of wealth in a palace or in
an offshore company is considered good, produ@at is reinforced by institutions, either
directly, by legislative guarantee, or indirectby, not applying supposedly strict laws or by
general indifference to the exploitation concealeder a specific accumulation.

What makes capitalism a historically very specaésecis that in comparison with other
forms of patriarchy, capitalism is the first caskiatn has no economic and cultural limits to
the destruction of nature and the destruction opfgeand communities. That does not mean
that in previous historical times there existedpoaverful people who decided to destroy a
forest or massacre entire villages and towns. Hewethis has never been the dominant
practice or ideology covered with ethical-moralneésts, such as development (or productive
capabilities), economy growth (for the benefit #j and “civilising” domestic and foreign
producers either within the same European countoes formal colonies outside Europe.
The expansionary practice of capitalism, therefbes, been unprecedented and the geometric
progression of growth inherent in this politicabaomic system has already led to dead ends.
The environmental stalemate has become an undaésguitblem, even by devotees of the
modern method of economic management. Now, we &quer undoubtedly the full
deployment of social reproduction crisis (Peter$887, 2010).

3. The greek societies and capitalist patriarchy

| use the term “societies” instead of its singdtam, because greek society is quite a
generalisation which does not represent the diftesecial and economic structures among
communities and regions in the country. Greece triighmore homogenised now that 150
years ago, but this does not make the homogenisaitial and perfect, quite the opposite. |
do not mean to analyse capitalism in Greece az@amoenic system that has been introduced
by the greek state only; greek people had quitead gicture of capitalism, even of early
capitalism, under Venitian and then under Ottomaa. rHowever, for the purposes of this
paper, my analysis will focus to changes and psdiavhich have been adopted after 1830,
when the greek state has been established anedseqppanding in geographical but mostly in
institutional and political terms.

3.1. Capitalist patriarchal successes in Greece

Given that Greece has been an area with mostlyapatal structures prevailing,
capitalist patriarchy found enforcement fields thaere already available in several
communities and strengthened them. Patriarchattsiies of local communities were very
useful in disciplining the population for the newgime who aspired to capitalise the



Sotiropoulou Irene (2014) Greek economy as a faihfrcapitalist patriarchy 8

economy, because it was not only women and childtem were “objects” of the system, but
also all men who for any reasons (f.ex. they weren lafter the firstborn boy of the family)
were not self-sufficient or had no means to prodimethemselves. In many cases, those
patriarchal structures were also combined with lldeadal and clientelist relations, which
apart from being patriarchal, exploitative and seppive, gave the powerful of each
community the first (accumulation) tools to adapérhselves to capitalist intensification
(Sakellaropoulos 2010).

Institutional and economic tools to turn socigttoia capitalised economy have been
more than explicit and are impossible to ignoree Tdgal system of Greece has been a copy
of Western and Central European legal systems,hwhad already been in an advanced
industrial capitalist phase. It is not a coincidertisat the modern greek Civil Code has been
introduced in 1946, actually in times of undeclaced war. The introduction of the modern
Civil Code included the banishment of all old formf private property, particularly on
agricultural lands, which permitted more balancetritbution of land use among people than
the absolute perception of modern private propestyat least permitted some space of
contestation over property.

The introduction of new production processes wapriarity of the greek state,
although it did not become very successful butlés¢ decades and of course after WWII,
particularly after the civil war (1949). Apart froexternal and internal immigration and the
proletarianisation of the population as a consecei@rh those both wars (1940-44, 1947-49),
we have not any clear picture on their impact asdpction modes (Sakellaropoulos 2010).
Even worse, we have no information about the effe€wars and their giving the greek state
more tools with devastated countrysides, loss opufaiion, poverty and increased
international debt, to impose new production motlest had not been adopted during
previous eras. Unfortunately, the disdain to ryedduction modes was also part of the
marxist tradition (Hammen 1972: 700, Szporluk 1988 65, 190, Todorova 1994: 470) and
has had negative results for understanding everggiagtances by peasants or for conducting
research with this scope.

Another pillar of attacking communities in Gredwes been the education system. Of
course, no-one says that having a population wisighostly illiterate is a good thing. Yet,
the promotion of how people would perceive language culture, science, and even their
relationship to the state and to the capitalisth wihich they would deal, was about to be
constructed through the education system. Womemxtample, were conditioned in such a
way, so that they were receptive of their new matiorole, as nurturers and workers
(Madytinos ). Another example is the suppressibriocal dialects and even other
languages which existed (and even exist) in thelgepace, as non-fitting in the national-
language projett

The most important axis, though, concerning thtaksation of the greek economy,
has been the evaluation of the work and tasks libtdre 1830 were performed within a
completely different context. The devaluation ofrastic labour and all labour performed

! A language and a dialect, contain, apart from nathgr things, political and economic knowledge hisdory
that is developed and transmitted through the fiskeolanguage parallel and sometimes in opposttiomany
official knowledge sources.
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without pay for other household members and forabmunity has been detrimental for

those who perform it. The domestic labour has egher feminised, while even generations

70 or 100 years ago, considered normal that a wak ¢are of children, educated them, or
took care of himself and his household at leaginies of emergency and he was ready, i.e.
trained to do this (Dunaway 2001, Kalantaridis|et999).

To this direction, major contribution (or disagtérought the colonial ideology as
translated through the national idea in the cagereéce. Just like in the colonised world, the
model of human creature has not multiple expressarrexamples nor is it at least inclusive.
To the contrary, it serves the capitalist patriatcdgenda: the human is male, white, middle
class, able to make things and people around hibetproductive for his own purposes, he
has no social commitments nor liabilities but hemsindividual more than anything else,
guite similar to mainstream economic theory’s agaké homo oeconomicus (Agathangelou
& Ling 2006, Bhandar 2011, Mayes 2003, Pateman 1B&hardson 2010).

Moreover, this model has been enhanced in Greedepeomoted vastly since the
1970s, which has been a decade coinciding witltitdirship and with solidifying capitalist
democracy in the country and stabilising economiations with western European economy.
Capitalist patriarchy and its misogynistic hetenonative axes have been strengthened the
last decades despite the change in family law B819he model of the ruthless and profit-
seeking-at-all-costs man has been supported itistidlly and systemically by both the elite
and the mass media as the model of personal ache@weand success.

3.2. Capitalist patriarchal failures in Greece

Despite the dismal picture, the people who livadthe country were not passive
receivers of all those policies, although theorgl @ven movements, have not recognised
resistances that have been undertaken againstathitalsation of the economy and the
enhancement of patriarchy.

First of all, women exploited the internal conictibns of capitalist patriarchy trying
to game the system as well as they could. Thidokas quite easier for women of the middle
classes who case by case might have more chanascéss land, capital and education.
However, all women reduced reproductive work whiclklepreciated in capitalist patriarchy
by reducing the number of children and by delaymagrriage (Technological Institute of
Athens__ , Left.gr 2014). Moreover, women wouldhttm education as much as possible,
which is a completely rational choice by people veieek some property title and have not
any capital, therefore, the easiest investmenttiem is education. Here property has no
literal meaning but only the meaning of “professibnights” understood as the possibility to
access a better paid job and better living condltiby taking advantage of one’s higher
education degree. Although women’s wages are lalwvan men’s, the less education a
woman has the more the wage gap with men (butedscated women) increases (OECD
2013, 2014a, 2014b: 57, 61, 67).

The industrialisation of food production has neeb complete. First of all, small
property and small landlots, wherever availablearessible were used for food production,
at least “for the kids”. That means, even peasais undertook industrial agriculture for
trade, also kept the previous production modedjcpdarly if they wanted to provide good
guality food to the kids of the family. Second, uistfial agriculture demands capital in order
to be performed and this has not been availabbeailable at reasonable terms for the poor
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rural workers. Many traditional plants for agrieuk, cultivation methods and traditional
know-how have been preserved because poor peoptehe old ways of cultivation as the
new ones were too expensive for them to afford.rdlhpeople are conscious of the
environmental degradation industrial agriculturedps, and this is how they tried to preserve
the old cultivation modes as much as they coul@ géography of the country, the dispersion
of small properties and micro-climate variety prolyahelped that industrial agriculture,
which needs very big fields, not to be really eagybe implemented, i.e. it facilitated
resistance (Chatzikiriakou et al. 2011). No redeauivalent for example to the one done by
Taussig (2010) for Latin America, has been doné&smeece on how those non-capitalist
production modes really function in the economy.

Small property in particular was not only an ington which supported the
capitalisation of the economy only. Actually, smphoperty in Greece has functioned in
many ways depending on the community in which istsx For example, communities in
Greece where women’s social position is better rdifferent distribution of land property
and land management than communities where womgosstion is suppressed. Small
property in general, is very common in Greece dmsl has been criticised by people who
belong to the so called modernisation or neolibside as a very bad feature of the economy,
which did not permit the creation of proletarian®iovnwould sustain capitalist growth
(Doxiadis 2010).

Despite private property being the basic patridrofsditution, within certain contexts

it did not aggravate the proletarianisation of plogulation but to the contrary, it worked as a
means of resistance to that same proletarianisa@brcourse, this did not happen without
constant effort by peasant everyday practices Isotraovements who had to face at the same
time, the land concentration propensity of the ritle national and international trade terms
and the policies of the greek state, who wanteddastrialise the economy (Chatzikiriakou
et al 2011, Seferiadis 1999). Moreover, in seveoahmunities in Greece, particularly in the
islands, private property rights are absolute ajaihe state, but among the community
members there are other rules for common use of ish&gistered as private property, for
common cultivation and for sharing produce.

Finally, Greece, despite being in Europe, had mhwhunt at all, let alone that
women are still today considered normal to knowjcate each other and use traditional
medicine, although of course conventional medigirevails and is provided in most cases as
the appropriate treatment method. Even medicin€neece has a different mentality with
doctors of both sexes being somehow respectfubttitional medicine. If we add to this the
different property systems that existed in Greelteqtite recently (let's say at least till
WWII) and the different property practices in varsocommunities which go beyond or
against the official legal system, we have an eopnand society which cannot be so eaily
dissected into the disciplined proletariat one wobbpe to have for a typical capitalist
economy.
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4. The choice of dystopia

The conditions in Greece were never good in tesheconomics and finance, both on
government level and on level of living conditidias the majority. Through field research |
have encountered several people who narrated dakirg conditions even in decades like
1980s which are described as prosperous in thestneam political narration about Greece.
No historical research has been done concerniregdiation of working legislation but from
my own findings, it seems that this has startedegearlier than 2008 or 2000 (actually, in
early 1980s) and it was gendered too much to bietty the mainstream male-centred
political discourse, whether this was neoliberahticapitalist.

4.1. Dystopian policies before 2010

However, even if we look at Greece for example,|l#s decades, we find the same
pattern: deregulation of labour relations at theesse of women, whose poor wages and
precarious jobs served the patriarchal householvinways. First, women were bringing
cash income the household but without subvertiadjyréhe hierarchy of the provider male.
Second, they were providing unpaid domestic lalvzhich assisted the household and male
workers to make ends meet without salary raiseuning salary cuts. The lower-paid and
precarious jobs for women also forced them eitbeypt for a job only if this was absolutely
necessary or to accept part-time positions, giham they were already overworked at home.
So, capitalist patriarchy paid women as little asgible by maintaining women’s wages
lower than men’s, particularly if women had notheg education, and kept the male workers
happy that they would have their free labourerahé secured as she would not be able to
find a better full-time job far from household (lkataridis et al 1999, OECD 2013, 2014a).

To this deregulation one should add migration aaffitking, because Greece has
been a country to receive immigrants or to functisriheir middle stop in their effort to reach
Western European countries. In other words, cagiitphtriarchy needs producers to be as
poor and de-connected from their communities asiples Local producers in Greece could
not be submitted to absolute poverty as easilyeasled, because of the structures described
in the previous section. Then, capitalist patrigrdimports” producers, men and women, in
order to exercise pressures on them which cann@xbecised on local population, and to
achieve the corresponding profits and wealth temist favour of the few rich. The almost
lethal attack with acid on Konstantina Kuneva, okrain Athens metro station and trade
unionist, in December 2008 (Walsh 2013) markedttadse policies at the expense of the
working class and showed in a very clear way what aim of the capitalist system is:
reproductive work must be very cheap and women arsrkave to do this otherwise theis life
is in danger.

Unfortunately, patriarchal attitudes within the mawents did not allow (with some
very few exceptions) the analysis of highly gendameoliberal policies in Greece as central
for the attack on the class of producers in genérahis context producers are overt working
class like workers in a factory, or covert workiolgss, like petty professionals and free
lancers who depend on their work without having @myployees for production of their
everyday income.
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4.2. Dystopian policies after 2010

The above has been a major political and strategstake of the part of producers,
movements and even activists and theorists of atalist struggle. The adoption of the
austerity policies led to full deregulation of labelations for all working class and to the
"feminisation” of work exactly because the estdi#d lower position of women in the job
market worked and works to the detriment of workoanditions of everyone (Barker &
Feiner 2010).

| keep the term “feminisation” here because no endtbw | would like that women are
not the part of working class where neoliberal ges have by priority been imposed on, |
cannot disregard the gendered choices of neolieerdb attack the most vulnerable part of
producers first. And women are vulnerable all timetbecause patriarchy assigns to them
certain tasks and then devalues both the taskswaimden. In practical terms, capitalist
patriarchy makes the working conditions of womergeneral pattern for all workers,
irrespective of gender.

The conditions under which migration and traffiakitake place have deteriorated
even further. Unemployment in Greece and a pralifeg nationalist mentality, promoted
further by a nazist party who attacks immigranterewn plain daylight, brought most
immigrants into very bad situation. Moreover, ieyhhave not a certain amount of social
security contributions per year, they lose theirkvpermits, so many immigrants work for
free just to receive their social security stampwvassure their liberty. Many have left the
country and many others are in slavery status, soras even formally. Detention camps for
migrants are just the places where any migransteuewithout residence permit is jailed for
indefinite time without access to adequate footealthcare. At the end, the detention camps,
named informally “concentration camps” in Greeses spaces of incarcerating unemployed
people (Smith 2014). For the moment, the unemplqyeaple are citizens from Asia and
Africa, i.e. citizens of the global South and thégtention marks the inherent colonial aspect
of neoliberalism.

There is sharp increase of violence of against woofeall classes (ThePressProject
2013). Violence in household is paired with systemolence against women. An example is
the various implications for women’s health due th® general decrease in healthcare
provision by public services. Deprivation of heattlre covering, even for serious illnesses
such as cancer or heart illnesses and for mangptiee medical tests and reduction of extent
and quality of social services affect women in @asi ways, particularly because their health
faces serious dangers due to their reproductiveityotVenizelos 2014).

The attack in spring 2012 on HIV-positive poor wameho have been presented as
“a hygiene bomb at the basement of greek familyd #rey have been falsely accused of
illegal prostitution and of transmitting HIV to tineclients marks the intensified policies
against the working class. The women were acquiaktedhey have been proved not to be
prostitutes and not to be committing any illegalagart from being poor living with a serious
illness. Nevertheless, their story (they were sttly@ to obligatory medical tests, their photos,
names, addresses and family details were publishide) worked as terrorisation of poor
people who might be ill or might be actually worgim sex industry and now cannot seek
medical care because they are afraid of being sidgjeto the same criminilisation and
humiliation process (EnetEnglish 2014).

To all this, one should add the heavy privatisappoogramme which is an essential
axis of the Support Mechanism. Natural resourcespablic infrastructure are being swiftly
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privatised, usually at very low price, so that f@/ernment appears to have some income.
Privatisations of course deprive all people but thgadbe poorest among the population from
their ultimate means of (re)production, which is tommons (Baland & Francois 2005).

Finally, the sharp decrease in public expendituegs to the reduction of social
services and benefits that covered a lot of theodrprtion work needed for households and
society to survive. The shrinking of public sendgabliges the producers (mainly women in a
patriarchal society, as they are considered thedufals” of domestic work) to produce
themselves anything that the retreating welfareesaes not provide anymore. Poverty has
increased sharply, which means that household menhla&e to work more and satisfy needs
with less means while receiving much less inconam tivhat they received five years ago. In
other words, the reproduction of society has beansterred to a greater extent on the
shoulders of the poorest, particularly women, arel reproduction of those same people is
done with much less expenses by capitalists andtéte.

5. Dystopia is choice. Now what?

As if the conditions described in the previous ieest were not enough already, the
dystopian policies chosen have to reinforce thewesein order to make sure that there is no
effective resistance or even if there is some,ithitot able to substitute main axes of thought
and action in the place of the existing politicabeomic system. Greece has not ever been a
feminist anti-nationalist paradise but during thestl four years sexism, patriarchy and
nationalism have been promoted as dominant and faestired ideology by the elites, the
government and the mass media. Actually, sexisrmiapehy and nationalism are not only
intertwined but they are the easy solution for reamng the capitalist hierarchy and
exploitation regardless of any organised resistdhaemight emerge in the future. We have
already pointed out that patriarchal and sexigiudtts prevented the theoretical and practical
resistance against deregulation of women’s workiogditions and this led to the easy
deregulation of everybody’s working conditions. Tésmme mentalities give theoretical and
practical tools to anyone or any group who wanteproduce the system, to do so by gaining
priviledges, at least the priviledge of transfegrtheir own disenfranchisement onto a person
more disadvantaged than they are.

Restructuring the economy in a way that attacksntiagority and transfers wealth
from them to the few, cannot happen without anitutsdnal and political drift where
institutions and political life just turn into seng the neoliberal agenda and this only. There
are continuous constitutional violations by nonstdntional legislation adopted in non-
constitutional ways. In Greek legal terminologystis called parasyntagmacpoctvtoayua),
para-constitution. This is a term initially useddescribe the non-constitutional legislation
adopted by the greek state during turbulent, uguralh-democratic times, where communists
and leftists were persecuted and capitalists neet®@ guarantees to assure their profits
(D.M. 2014). In other words, political oppressiastbecome the new official normality.

Depriving the population of basic goods, such argy) water, food, heating, health
care, education is also a tool in itself to permdre neoliberal policies to be implemented.
People have to keep occupied with covering bassds@nd have no time, means and stamina
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to think in a more global way or to organise resise practices. The majority is trapped in
this basic defense exactly because without it daynot survive. So, the policy is to keep
them occupied with everyday survival- a practicat thas been quite effective in the entire
post-colonial world.

Nevertheless, are there no other options? | analetto state any solutions, as this is
and should be a collective project. However, frdra &bove it is obvious that we need to
revisit theory, in particular the questions relatedvho produces what, whether displayed in
GDP or not, and to recognise resistances or cegtiactices that made the capitalist attack
be more aggressive here than in other parts ofgeurd/e also need to discuss the policy
stance of movements that do not address the intengv of patriarchal and capitalist
structures and how capitalism used this disregarthie rights of women against the working
class as a whole. Revisiting theory would be pecattin that respect, and it would be even
more effective if we reconsidered the racist elenmncapitalist patriarchy which usually
goes forgotten (Peterson 2012).

Finally, we need to re-assess non-capitalist kndgdeand structures which survive or
emerge one or another way in the country and seehvaf them and under which conditions
can be adopted, modified or improved in order tostact any possible alternatives. Even
during my PhD research, | had to face data whigkaked that there exist economic practices
or structures which are mistakenly stereotyped airtaken into account so that capitalist
advancement is facilitated. | have also found bg ttcasion of my research on non-
mainstream transaction modes that we ignore vastgbeeconomic and social knowledge
exactly because we are trained to see and unddretdp what we are allowed to, unless a
shock, like the so-called crisis, makes people,neaeademics, reconsider their views
(Sotiropoulou 2012). Movements and subversive alagrycollective practices, despite their
weaknesses, are the only we have to fight backalsd to learn beyond the provided
mainstream knowledge (Icaza & Vazquez 2013).

6. Conclusion

Apart from political economic question, the dissios of the hypothesis whether the
economic conditions in Greece are a deliberatecehmgainst the producers who already were
resisting capitalist patriarchy, there are sevamgilications in terms of theory and research.
First, we saw that we cannot anymore ignore thedgeu structure of capitalism. If an
analysis needs to be anticapitalist, it will alssed to be antisexist and antipatriarchal. And
this means that we cannot ignore anymore the expeeiof all social groups who even in
anticapitalist movements are working hard but theice is not listened to or is silenced as
“fragmenting the movement”. women, homosexuals, ignamts, children, the elderly, people
with disabilities.

Second, we need to turn to the people and the mewes outside Europe and to the
theory and practice they proddce understand better the policies imposed in Eeirop

1| call it in brief post-colonial in this paper, titiis more than that. At the end, we cannot giffine creative
work outside Europe with colonialism as its markaign.



Sotiropoulou Irene (2014) Greek economy as a faihfrcapitalist patriarchy 15

(Beverley 2004). Colonial ideology did a good jobpersuading European people that they
are somehow different or better ideologically eqeig than the rest people of this planet —
which is wrong in terms of reality and racist imnbs of politics. We need therefore, to de-
orientalise and de-eurocentricise anticapitalisuigght, not only because anticapitalism means
that Europe is just a minority but also because amlthat way our anticapitalist struggle
might become effective.

Third, we need to conduct research, whether iemw#a or within the movements,
having all the above in mind. Historical researshan emergency as we miss important
information about the capitalisation process incallintries as a gendered, colonial and racist
procedure of creating and grabbing wealth for thlkesof the few who belong to specific
social groups. But, it seems that it is urgent daduct research in various disciplines, not
only the social ones, searching for what altermstihave been destroyed through the
capitalisation process and what alternatives aleastilable. At the end, if dystopia is a
choice so is a collective project which is not dpsan.
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