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Country report

The ambiguities of social and cultural geography
in Greece

Dina Vaiou
Department of Urban and Regional Planning, National Technical University of Athens, Greece

Writing a country report on social and cultural

geography in Greece has proven quite a

tortuous exercise. On the one hand, geography

is in many ways new in Greek universities, the

academic and professional community of

geographers is quite small and dispersed in

various higher education departments and

different fields within the discipline are in the

making; in addition, research and writing in

this field is by scholars who have ‘become

geographers’ as a post-graduate degree, with

undergraduate studies in other, related fields.

On the other hand, it seems to me that much of

the research and writing lie in-between

different geographical fields, including social

and cultural, and has not taken the form of an

opposition between approaches identified

with one field or the other, as seems to be the

case in the Anglo-American literature.

In this report then, I discuss the ambiguities

of social and cultural geography in Greece,

after a brief reference to a historical back-

ground, which, to my view, helps put them in

context. This ‘country report’, like any other,

is of course a narrative constructed by its

writer/myself who is, unavoidably, also

ambiguously positioned in this field (see also

Simonsen 2003) and embodies most of the

ambivalences associated with the development

of the discipline in Greece.

A necessary historical parenthesis

The first department of geography (then

human geography) was established in the

University of the Aegean in 1986 and took in

its first undergraduate students in 1994. Until

then geography courses were taught in various

departments within the university system:

physical geography in departments of

Geology, urban/regional geography and

applied geography in departments of Archi-

tecture and Planning, cartography in depart-

ments of Surveying, economic geography in

departments of Economics etc.1 This situation

has been, to a large extent, an outcome of the

ways in which higher education was institu-

tionalized and developed since the formation

of the Greek state, in the early nineteenth

century. The underdevelopment of geo-

graphical education and research is, I would
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argue, closely related to the changing geogra-

phy of the state over a period of more than a

hundred years.

The Greek state, which was formed after a

war of independence against the Ottoman

Empire (1821–24), was only a fraction of

what is Greece today (it included only the

Peloponnese, Central Greece and the Cyclades

islands) and an even smaller fraction of the

geographical area in which prosperous Greek

communities had an active economic, social

and cultural presence—in the Eastern Medi-

terranean and the Black Sea. It reached its

present territorial size incrementally until

19472 (Svoronos 1972). In this process,

interest in geography peaked at times of

extensions of the borders, when geographical

knowledge about the new areas was con-

sidered necessary in order to consolidate their

integration, and stagnated in-between.

Although geography was identified as one of

the ‘basic sciences’ in the constitutional decree

of the University of Athens (1836), no chair

was established which would lead to the

development of courses/teaching and research

and, prospectively, of a degree (Rentzos 1984).

At university level, geography never really

took on board the scholarly tradition of the

Greek Enlightenment and the rich geographi-

cal production of Greek scholars in the

diaspora since the eighteenth century

(Koulouri 1988). While the borders of

‘Greek territories’ remained uncertain

throughout the nineteenth century, history

was given an overwhelming primacy at all

levels of the education system. Recourse to an

uninterrupted ‘continuity’ with ancient Greece

and to the achievements of classical times

counterbalanced the formation of a nation

state far smaller than national expectations.

It also kept alive and legitimized internally

arguments about the liberation of ‘un-

redeemed territories’.

Throughout the nineteenth century, there

was a sustained debate on the importance and

directions of geographical education, focusing

on the need for a balanced development of

human and physical aspects, with frequent

references to German geographers. Following

these debates, teachers retained contacts with

international geography, at that time mainly

German, due to the origins of the educational

system, and geography was taught continu-

ously in primary and secondary schools, but as

a ‘servant of history’, in combination with

history and with varying emphasis in the

curricula. There are numerous reports of

school inspectors who lament the conditions

of teaching geography in schools and the

deplorable results (Katsikis 2001). It is only in

1913 that geography became an independent

topic in primary education at a time when, after

the Balkan Wars, the national territory almost

doubled, when Macedonia was included, and

the need arose to become acquainted with the

‘new lands’ (Koulouri 1988).

The first half of the twentieth century was

characterized by major political and geo-

graphical instability, following which curri-

cula and teaching remained more or less

stagnant at all levels of education. A relatively

dynamic development of geology contributed

to the introduction of the first physical

geography courses in those university depart-

ments. Human geography courses started

being introduced in the 1950 s in departments

of Economics, Surveying, Architecture and

Planning (Myridis 2001; Psycharis and Petra-

kos 2001). A major push forward to geo-

graphic research was initiated in the 1960s, by

a group of French geographers—among them

B. Keyser, Y. Pechoux, M. Sivignon,

E. Kolodny and G. Burgel—who came to do

research in Greece, affiliated with the National

Centre of Social Research in Athens3

(Hadjimichalis 2001).
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Their research activity and publications

opened a channel of contacts, which did not,

at the time, find room to develop in the Greek

universities due to the dictatorship of the

colonels (1967–74); but contacts were fol-

lowed by many young university graduates

who went for post-graduate studies in France

and, later also in the UK. It is this generation of

scholars who revived geographical debates

from the 1980s onwards. They have entered

the university thanks to its opening up after a

major reform in 1982 in a variety of

departments and finally played a key role in

the establishment of, and staffed, the first

geography departments with undergraduate

and post-graduate programmes (University of

the Aegean, 1994 and Harokopio University,

2000).

Social and cultural geography: ambiguities
and trends

The geographical research and debate of the

1960s, which was stopped abruptly by the

advent of the dictatorship, was taken up again

from the late 1970s onwards. This happened

in a climate of high politicization and wide-

spread radicalism in the context of which

uneven regional development, urbanization

and urban problems, particularly in Athens,

location of major industrial investments,

popular mobilizations over spatial questions,

homogenization and ‘Americanization’ of

local cultures, dominated not only scientific

debates, but also the central political scene.

Apart from the influence of the

political conjuncture, I would argue that

three developments have been important for

the directions of geographical production

since that time.4

First, the academic communities in the

context of which Greek scholars have become

geographers had a great impact on local

trends. The traditions and particular

approaches of primarily French and British

and, to a lesser degree, German, Italian and US

geographies can be traced in Greek geographi-

cal research and, later, teaching. Second, the

different backgrounds of Greek scholars who

studied geography as a post-graduate degree

influenced the foci of research and the kinds of

geography which were produced. For ex-

ample, it is no coincidence that an Architec-

ture and Planning background led many to

urban geography, or that most cartographers

have a background in Surveying. Moreover,

the fact that these scholars got into various

university departments as teachers and/or

researchers meant that they had to combine

their geographical interests with other dis-

ciplinary constraints. Third, openness to

international debate/s and contacts has gone

hand in hand with a sustained concern with

local determinants and a focus on the different

ways in which space/geography is locally

produced and modified.

In the light of these developments, the topics

of research and the approaches developed by

Greek geographers, more often than not, lie

in-between disciplinary fields (social and

economic, social and cultural, economic and

environmental, and so on). Indeed, I wonder

to what extent it is relevant to speak of distinct

fields/areas within the discipline, even though

particular emphases and foci of research do

exist and become clearer over the years and as

the academic community becomes more

numerous and consolidated. In what follows,

I discuss briefly three topics which have a

strong presence in research and teaching

broadly in the field of social and cultural

geography, pointing at those features which

bridge across disciplinary fields—which, to my

view, has contributed to enrich the outcomes

so far.
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A predominantly urban focus

In the late 1970s and early 1980s, Athens and

its development was a major issue in academic

and professional debates, as well as in national

politics. Among planners and politicians one

could identify a widespread concern about the

patterns of development of the metropolitan

area, which were ‘getting out of control’. Some

of the early, formative research in the field of

social geography probably originated from

these concerns and debates. However, it

contributed to push interest away from

approaches which viewed Athens, and other

Greek cities, as a ‘deviation’ from European/

North American experiences, or as a case ‘not

conforming’ with dominant theoretical re-

presentations and explanations.5

This research emphasizes the social relations

which produce particular features in/of Athens

and account for the ‘problems’ identified in

planning reports (Leontidou 1989, 1990). Here,

the social geography of Athens isdiscussed in the

light of social and cultural features, which

determine, and are determined by, economic

developments at a micro and macro level. Social

segregation is an important area of research

approached in terms of index measures applied

on small-area census data. Suchdata, along with

more qualitative material on the geography of

social infrastructure and welfare services, are

used to map urban change and develop

explanations of the relevant patterns in Athens

andother cities (Economou and Maloutas 1992;

Maloutas 1993, 1995, 2000).

In later research and publications, several

geographers took part in the Anglo-American

debate/s on the cultural turn. Examples can be

found among the contributors of two of the

recent Seminars of the Aegean (see Note 4)

with general themes respectively: ‘Space,

Inequality and Difference. From “Radical”

to “Cultural” Formulations?’ (Milos, 1996)

and ‘Towards A Radical Cultural Agenda for

European Cities and Regions’ (Paros, 1999).

At the same time, there is a more sustained

effort to develop theoretical formulations

based on local knowledges, in which cultural

issues, such as identity and difference, are

taken up and explored in the context of critical

social theory, while the links with other

disciplinary fields are kept open and re-

worked (Lafazani 1997; Leontidou 1996;

Terkenli 1996b). The use of culture as a

means to ‘revitalize’ and transform urban

space/s is a most recent concern in view of the

major transformations which took place in

Athens as part of the preparations for the 2004

Olympics.6

The pervasiveness of ‘the informal’7

Since the mid-1980 s there is a line of research

and theoretical engagement with the workings

of ‘the informal’ and its relevance for

geography (Chronaki, Lambrianidis, Hadji-

michalis and Vaiou 1993; Leontidou 1993;

Mantouvalou, Mavridou and Vaiou 1995;

Vaiou et al., 1995). Here, ‘the informal’ is

detached from the grip of economists, who

approach it as an exception, a sign of

backwardness or a survival of archaic econ-

omic patterns. Through the contributions of

geographers and their emphasis on the

importance of space and place, ‘the informal’

has gradually moved away from an exclusively

economic determination, to include a multi-

plicity of social and cultural aspects which

account for its key role in Greek society and

politics.

The authors involved in this kind of research

necessarily engage with, or stand in-between,

economic, social and cultural geography. Their

approaches bring forcefully into the picture

an economy which is ‘not conforming’ to
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the norms of international debate, as well as a

set of activities which are constitutive of

different local culture/s and identities.

‘The informal’, then, is theorized as a multi-

faceted term which refers to ways of organizing

economic activity and relations with the

state, to the development of a know-how of

survival in the absence of welfare policies and

support mechanisms, to a whole set of mean-

ings and social practices outside of which it is

impossible to explain, among other things, the

social construction and transformation of

space.

More recent research here engages with the

different twists and developments of ‘the

informal’ in view of the influx of immigrants

from Eastern Europe, the Balkans and the

Third World. Questions of culture in the sense

of meanings and practices developed in this

context meet the concerns of social anthro-

pologists and engage in a multi-disciplinary

dialogue in the social sciences.

Feminist perspectives and everyday life

Geographical work carried out in Greece

from feminist perspectives contributes in a

different way to social and cultural geo-

graphy and illustrates the bridging of

social – economic – cultural divisions, to

which I have referred earlier. It has to be

underlined that women who work from

such perspectives come from what has been

called radical or Marxist approaches (see

also Garcia-Ramon, Albet and Zusman

2003). This radical tradition in Greece

draws much more from Gramsci than from

structuralist variants, which are more

common in the Anglo-American context;

as a result, questions of culture, ideology

and power are central in the study of social

relations. On the other hand, feminist

approaches in the field have developed in

the context of broader women’s studies

networks within the social sciences, in

which questions of theoretical formulations

and methodological choices are widely

debated.

In line with the points raised in the

previous sections of this paper, it is no

surprise that most of the work in this area of

research has a clear urban focus and an

ambiguous position in-between various geo-

graphical fields (Vaiou 1990, 1996). From

this early research, a line of argument

started to develop around urban life,

emphasizing the plurality of temporalities

and spatialities involved in the social

construction of the city. These approaches

take inspiration from work on everyday life

by such theorists as H. Lefebvre, A. Heller,

J. Roberts and have an explicit commitment

to the development of theory and to

theoretically informed empirical research

(Terkenli 1996b, 1999).8 Women’s life-

histories and in-depth interviews are used

to argue for the diversity of urban life and to

challenge gender-blind and over-generalizing

explanations (Lykogianni 2002; Simonsen

and Vaiou 1996; Vaiou 2003).

More recent contributions include a series

of Masters theses already completed and PhD

dissertations in the making which bring in a

younger generation of scholars and broaden

the circle of research(ers) (e.g. Bournazou

2004; Hatzivassiliou 2002). Here, everyday

life is a key issue in the context of which

different foci of research include gender

divisions of labour, gendered uses of urban

space, the cultural construction of diverse

gender identities in (paid and unpaid) work or

leisure, the embodied character of practice

and the constitution of urban life and the city.

Again the divisions between different fields

are loose.
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Prospects

Research and teaching, along the lines already

identified, reflect ‘local’ concerns, debates,

ways of theorizing and ways of doing (social

and cultural) geography in a small academic

community and in a minority language. At the

same time, there is a continuous effort to keep

up a constant and productive interaction with

European and international debate/s. Contacts

and networks, as they have developed and

intensified since the early 1980s (through post-

graduate studies in other countries, through

cross-European research projects, through

Erasmus staff and student exchanges in the

European Union) indicate an open academic

community and a dynamic formative process,

along with personal aspirations and initiatives.

Now that young generations of geography

graduates are emerging from the Greek

education system, the academic/professional

community is growing and diversifying, with

new interests and lines of research and with,

perhaps, clearer field divisions at a time when

the local/international scene in geographical

studies and debate/s is characterized by the

hegemony of Anglo-American production.

In our case, this hegemony is intensified by

more graduates opting for studies in English-

speaking countries and by a generalized and

almost exclusive access to English-language

literature. It is also characterized by the

imperatives of new technologies which cease

to be a tool and assume a life of their own,

pushing human geography in general and

social and cultural geography in particular

‘out of fashion’, as more undergraduate

students see in GIS a better ‘passport’ to the

labour market.

In these changing conjunctures, and in

a general climate where neo-liberalism dom-

inates, my hope is that the new generations of

geographers will continue to develop the

interactions between local and international

concerns, to open new fields and meet the

challenges of our times, without losing the in-

between-ness of research and teaching which

has developed for historical reasons, but has

proven most fruitful in furthering our under-

standings about the spatiality of social life in

Greece and beyond.

Notes

1 For a detailed presentation, see the special issue on

‘Geographical Education’ of the journal Geographies,

No. 2, 2001, guest edited by C. Hadjimichalis (in

Greek).

2 The Ionian Islands became part of the Greek state in

1864, Thessaly in 1881, Crete in 1897, Macedonia in

1913, Thrace in 1923, the Dodecanese Islands in 1947.

3 Their research continued a tradition started already at

the beginning of the twentieth century by J. Ancel and

M. Brunhes.

4 Important for the development of geographical debate

have been, on the one hand, the publication of the

journal City and Region (1983–87), and on the other,

the series of bi-annual international conferences under

the title ‘Seminars of the Aegean’ (since 1983). These

initiatives were later followed by the ‘Geosymposia’

(since 2000) and by the publication of a new journal,

Geographies (since 2001).

5 For a similar and sustained effort in other geographical

and related fields, see also Hadjimichalis (1987),

Mantouvalou (1980) and Mavridou (1987).

6 See the special issue on ‘Athens 2004. In the Tracks of

Globalisation’ of Geographies, No. 7, 2004, guest

edited by D. Vaiou, M. Mantouvalou and M. Mavridou.

7 ‘The informal’ is an umbrella term which has led to

confusion both at the level of theoretical formulations

and at the level of policy, mainly as an adjective

followed by ‘economy’, ‘sector’ or ‘activities’. Here I

use it in quotes as a general reference to activities as well

as widespread social practices which escape the

control/regulation of the state without being in the

realm of social anomy. For a detailed discussion see

Vaiou and Hadjimichalis (1997).

8 Th. Terkenli has also written extensively on cultural

landscapes (see e.g. Terkenli 1996a).
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Oi amwishmí16 th6 koinvnikh́6 kai
politismikh́6 g1vgrawía6 sthn Elláda

Ntína Baïoy
Tom1́a6

Q
ol1odomía6 kai Xvrotajía6, Eunikó M1tsóbio

Q
olyt1xn1ío, Auh́na

H syggrawh́ mia6 1́ku1sh6 gia thn koinv-

nikh́ kai politismikh́ g1vgrawía sthn

Elláda apod1íxthk1 ark1tá sýnu1th doy-

l1iá. H G1vgrawía 1ínai m1 mia 1́nnoia

«n1́o» 1pisthmonikó p1dío sto 1llhnikó

pan1pisth́mio, h akadhmaïkh́ kai 1pagg1l-

matikh́ koinóthta tvn g1vgráwvn 1ínai

polý mikrh́ kai diásparth s1 diáwor16

sxol1́6, 1nv́ oi 1pí m1́roy6 kládoi th6

G1vgrawía6 sygkrotoýntai stadiaká. Epí

pl1́on, h 1́r1yna kai syggrawikh́ doyl1iá

sto p1dío aytó pro1́rx1tai apó 1pi-

sth́mon16 poy «1́ginan g1vgráwoi» m1́sv

tvn m1taptyxiakv́n toy6 spoydv́n, 1́xoyn

dhladh́ proptyxiak1́6 spoyd1́6 s1 álla,

sx1tiká m1 th G1vgrawía, 1pisthmoniká

p1día. Parállhla, pist1ýv pv6 m1gálo

m1́ro6 th6 1́r1yna6 topou1t1ítai sta

1ndiám1sa diawor1tikv́n kládvn th6

G1vgrawía6, symp1rilambanóm1nh6 kai

th6 koinvnikh́6 kai politismikh́6, 1nv́ h

1pisthmonikh́ syzh́thsh d1n 1́x1i láb1i th

morwh́ antíu1sh6 anám1sa s1 pros1ggís1i6

poy taytízontai m1 ton 1́na h́ ton állo

kládo, ópv6 ísv6 symbaín1i sthn agglo-

sajvnikh́ bibliograwía.

S’ ayth́ thn 1́ku1sh loipón paroysiázv

ti6 amwishmí16 th6 koinvnikh́6 kaipoliti-

smikh́6 g1vgrawía6 sthn Elláda, m1tá apó

mia sýntomh anaworá sto istorikó plaísio

m1́sa sto opoío, katá thn ápoch́ moy,

diamorwv́uhkan ayt1́6 oi amwishmí16. Ayth́

h «1́ku1sh gia mia xv́ra», ópv6 kai káu1

állh, 1ínai b1́baia mia awh́ghsh, poy

katask1yáz1tai apó ton/thn syggraw1́a

th6/1m1́na, poy topou1t1ítai m1 1́na sygk1-

krim1́no trópo sto 1j1tazóm1no p1dío (bl.

1písh6 Simonsen 2003) kai 1n-svmatv́n1i

poll1́6 amwibolí16 poy synartv́ntai m1 thn

1j1́lijh th6 G1vgrawía6 sthn Elláda.

Mia anagkaía par1́nu1sh

To prv́to Tmh́ma G1vgrawía6 (tót1 Tmh́ma

Anurvpog1vgrawía6) idrýuhk1 to 1986 sto

Pan1pisth́mio toy Aigaíoy kai ph́r1 toy6

prv́toy6 proptyxiakyí6 woitht1́6 toy to

1994. M1́xri tót1 mauh́mata g1vgrawía6

didáskontan s1 diáwora Pan1pisth́mia kai

Sxol1́6: wysikh́ g1vgrawía s1 Tmh́mata

G1vlogía6, astikh́/p1riw1r1iakh́ g1vgra-

wía kai 1warmosm1́nh g1vgrawía s1

Tmh́mata Arxit1któnvn, xartograwía s1

Tmh́mataTopográwvn, oikonomikh́ g1vgra-

wía s1 Tmh́mata Oikonomikv́n klp.1

Ayth́ h 1j1́lijh 1ínai, s1 m1gálo baumó,

apot1́l1sma toy trópoy m1 ton opoío

u1smou1th́uhk1 kai anaptýxuhk1 h trito-

báumia 1kpaíd1ysh apó thn ídrysh toy n1́oy
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1llhnikoý krátoy6, sti6 arx1́6 toy 19oy

aiv́na. H ypanáptyjh th6 g1vgrawikh6

1kpaíd1ysh6 yposthrízv óti synartátai

m1 th m1taballóm1nh g1vgrawía toy

krátoy6 gia p1rissót1ro apó 1kató xrónia.

To 1llhnikó kráto6, poy idrýuhk1 m1tá

apó 1́nan pól1mo an1jarthsía6 1nántia

sthn Ouvmanikh́ Aytokratoría (1821–24),

h́tan 1́na mikró tmh́ma th6 shm1rinh́6

Elláda6 (p1ri1lámban1 móno thn

P1lopónnhso, th St1r1á Elláda kai ti6

Kyklád16) kai 1́na akómh mikrót1ro tmh́ma

th6 g1vgrawikh́6 p1rioxh́6 sthn opoía

yph́rxan 1yhm1roýs16 1llhnik1́6 koi-

nótht16, m1 1́ntonh oikonomikh́, koinvnikh́

kai politistikh́ drasthrióthta—sthn ana-

tolikh́ M1sóg1io kai ton Eýj1ino Pónto. To

n1́o kráto6 apókths1 to shm1rinó toy

m1́g1uo6 stadiaká m1́xri to 19472 (Svoronos

1972). Sth diadikasía ayth́, to 1ndiaw1́ron

gia th g1vgrawía anazvpyrvnótan sti6

p1riódoy6 1p1́ktash6 tvn synórvn, ótan

1u1vr1íto anagkaía h g1vgrawikh́ gnv́sh

gia ti6 n1́16 p1riox1́6 prok1im1́noy na

1draivu1í h 1nsvmátvsh́ toy6, kai adra-

noýs1 sta 1ndiám1sa.

Parólo poy h G1vgrawía anaw1́r1tai v6

mía apó ti6 «basik1́6 1pisth́m16» sto

idrytikó diátagma toy Pan1pisthmíoy

Auhnv́n (1836), d1n idrý1tai 1́dra, poy ua

odhgoýs1 sthn anáptyjh mauhmátvn/dida-

skalía6 kai 1́r1yna6 kai, proroptiká, s1

an1járthto ptyxío (P1́ntzo6 1984). S1

pan1pisthmiakó 1píp1do, h G1vgrawía

d1n 1nsvmátvs1 pot1́ thn parádosh toy

1llhnikoý Diawvtismoý kai thn ploýsia

g1vgrawikh́ bibliograwía tvn 1llh́nvn th6

diasporá6 apó ton 18oy aiv́na (Koyloýrh

1988). ‘Oso ta sýnora tvn «1llhnikv́n

xvrv́n» par1́m1nan ab1́baia s’ ólh th

diárk1ia toy 19oy aiv́na, h istoría apo-

spoýs1 th m1́gisth prot1raióthta s1 ól16

ti6 baumíd16 th6 1kpaíd1ysh6. H proswygh́

s1 mia ad1iál1ipth «syn1́x1ia» m1 thn

arxaía Elláda kai m1 ta 1pit1ýgmata tvn

klassikv́n xrónvn antistáumiz1 th

dhmioyrgía 1nó6 1unikoý krátoy6 poy h́tan

polý mikrót1ro tvn 1unikv́n prosdokiv́n.

Akómh, diathroýs1 kai nomimopoioýs1 sto

1svt1rikó toy krátoy6 1pix1irh́mata yp1́r

th6 ap1l1yu1́rvsh6 tvn «alýtrvtvn»

p1rioxv́n.

S’ ólh th diárk1ia toy 19oy aiv́na

1ntopíz1tai mia syn1xh́6 syzh́thsh gia th

shmasía kai ti6 kat1yuýns1i6 th6 g1vgra-

wikh́6 1kpaíd1ysh6, ópoy ypogrammíz1tai h

anágkh gia isorrophm1́nh anáptyjh th6

anurv́pinh6 kai wysikh́6 pl1yrá6, m1 syxn1́6

anawor1́6 s1 G1rmanoý6 g1vgráwoy6. M1́sv

ayth́6 th6 syzh́thsh6, oi dáskaloi dia-

throýsan 1pawh́ m1 th di1unh́ g1vgrawía,

thn 1poxh́ 1k1ính kyrív6 g1rmanikh́6 pro1́-

l1ysh6, ópv6 kai to ídio to 1kpaid1ytikó

sýsthma. H g1vgrawía didaskótan

syn1xv́6 sto dhmotikó kai to gymnásio,

allá v6 «u1rapainí6 th6 istoría6», s1

syndyasmó m1 thn istoría kai m1 m1tabal-

lóm1nh barýthta sto 1kpaid1ytikó pró-

gramma. Poll1́6 anawor1́6 1piu1vrhtv́n

1kpaíd1ysh6 di1ktragvdoýn ti6 synuh́k16

didaskalía6 th6 g1vgrawía6 sta sxol1ía

kai ti6 xamhl1́6 1pidós1i6 (Katsíkh6 2001).

Móli6 to 1913 h g1vgrawía gín1tai

an1járthto máuhma sto dhmotikó, s1 mia

p1ríodo ópoy, m1tá toy6 Balkanikoý6

Pol1́moy6, sx1dón diplasiáz1tai h 1́ktash

th6 xv́ra6 m1 thn prosárthsh th6 Mak1do-

nía6, kai ypárx1i anágkh gnvrimía6 m1 ti6

«n1́16 xv́r16» (Koyloýrh 1988).

To prv́to misó toy 20oy aiv́na xara-

kthríz1tai apó m1gálh politikh́ kai g1vgra

wikh́ astáu1ia, m1 apot1́l1sma na mhn

parathr1ítai 1j1́lijh tvn 1kpaid1ytikv́n

programmátvn kai th6 didaskalía6. Mia

sx1tiká dynamikh́ anáptyjh th6 g1vlogía6

symbáll1i sthn 1isagvgh́ tvn prv́tvn
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mauhmátvn wysikh́6 g1vgrawía6 sti6

antístoix16 pan1pisthmiak1́6 sxol1́6.

Mauh́mata anurvpog1vgrawía6 arxízoyn

na 1iságontai sth d1ka1tía 1950 s1 sxol1́6

Oikonomikv́n, Topográwvn, Arxit1któnvn

(Myrídh6 2001, Cyxárh6 kai P1tráko6

2001). M1gálh v́uhsh sth g1vgrawikh́

1́r1yna dín1tai sth d1ka1tía 1960, ótan mia

omáda gállvn g1vgráwvn—m1tajý tvn

opoívn oi B. Keyser, Y. Pechoux, M. Sivignon,

E. Kolodny, G. Burgel—1́rxontai na kánoyn

1́r1yna sthn Elláda, s1 syn1rgasía m1 to

Eunikó K1́ntro Koinvnikv́n Er1ynv́n (EKKE)3

(Xatzhmixálh6 2001).

H 1r1ynhtikh́ drasthrióthta kai oi

dhmosi1ýs1i6 toy6 ánoijan 1́na díaylo

1pikoinvnía6, o opoío6 thn 1poxh́ 1k1ính

d1n brh́k1 di1jódoy6 gia parap1́ra aná-

ptyjh sta 1llhniká pan1pisth́mia 1j

aitía6 th6 diktatoría6 (1967–74). Allá oi

1paw1́6 syn1xísthkan apó polloý6 apówoi-

toy6 1llhnikv́n pan1pisthmívn poy ph́gan

gia m1taptyxiak1́6 spoyd1́6 sth Gallía kai,

argót1ra, sthn Agglía. Ayth́ h g1niá

1pisthmónvn an1́ptyj1 th g1vgrawikh́

syzh́thsh apó th d1ka1tía 1980 kai m1tá,

mpaínonta6 dynamiká kai sto pan1pisth́-

mio m1 th m1tarrýumish toy 1982, s1 mia

plhuv́ra sxolv́n. T1liká ayth́ h g1niá

1pisthmónvn 1́paij1 k1ntrikó rólo sthn

ídrysh kai st1l1́xvsh tvn prv́tvn sxolv́n

g1vgrawía6 m1 proptyxiaká kai m1tapty-

xiaká prográmmata (Pan1pisth́mio

Aigaíoy 1994, Xarokóp1io Pan1pisth́mio

2000).

Koinvnikh́ kai politismikh́ g1v-
grawía: amwishmí16 kai tás1i6

Ta nh́mata th6 g1vgrawikh́6 1́r1yna6

kai syzh́thsh6 th6 d1ka1tía6 1960, poy dia-

kóphk1 apótoma m1 th diktatoría, jana-

piásthkan apó to t1́lo6 th6 d1ka1tía6 1970

kai m1tá. Aytó syn1́bh s1 1́na klíma

1́ntonh6 politikopoíhsh6 kai sx1dón

g1nik1ym1́noy rizospastismoý, sto plaísio

tvn opoívn h ánish p1riw1r1iakh́ ana-

´ptyjh, h astikopoíhsh kai ta problh́mata

tvn pól1vn kai idiaít1ra th6 Auh́na6, h

xvrou1́thsh tvn biomhxanikv́n 1p1n-

dýs1vn, oi laïk1́6 kinhtopoih́s1i6 gia

zhth́mata toy xv́roy, h omog1nopoíhsh kai

«am1rikanopoíhsh» th6 topikh́6 koyl-

toýra6, kyriárxhsan óxi móno sthn 1pisth

monikh́ syzh́thsh allá kai sthn k1ntrikh́

politikh́ skhnh́. Ektó6 apó ti6 1pirro1́6 th6

politikh́6 sygkyría6, ua yposth́riza óti

tr1i6 1j1líj1i6 h́tan shmantik1́6 gia ti6

kat1yuýns1i6 th6 g1vgrawikh́6 paragvgh́6

1́ktot1.4

Prv́to, oi akadhmaïk1́6 koinótht16, sto

plaísio tvn opoívn 1́llhn16 1pisth́mon16

1́ginan g1vgráwoi, yph́rjan kauoristik1́6

gia thn 1j1́lijh tvn topikv́n tás1vn. Oi

paradós1i6 kai oi idiaít1r16 pros1ggís1i6

kyrív6 th6 gallikh́6 kai agglikh́6 kai, s1

mikrót1ro baumó, th6 g1rmanikh́6, th6

italikh́6 kai th6 bor1ioam1rikánikh6

g1vgrawía6 mporoýn na anixn1yuoýn sthn

1llhnikh́ g1vgrawikh́ 1́r1yna kai, argó-

t1ra, didaskalía. D1ýt1ro, h diawor1tikh́

1pisthmonikh́ pro1́l1ysh tvn 1llh́nvn poy

spoýdasan g1vgrawía v6 m1taptyxiakh́

1idík1ysh 1phr1́as1 ti6 kat1yuýns1i6 th6

1́r1yna6 kai to 1ído6 th6 g1vgrawía6 poy

paráxuhk1. Gia parád1igma, d1n 1ínai

tyxaío óti 1́na prv́to ptyxío Arxit1kto-

nikh́6 odh́ghs1 polloý6 sthn astikh́

g1vgrawía, h́ óti oi xartográwoi pro1́rxon-

tai kyrív6 apó sxol1́6 Topográwvn.

Akómh, to g1gonó6 óti oi 1pisth́mon16

aytoí 1ntáxuhkan s1 diawor1tik1́6 pan1-

pisthmiak1́6 sxol1́6 v6 didaktikó-1r1ynh-

tikó prosvpikó odh́ghs1 sthn anágkh

na syndyásoyn to 1ndiaw1́ron gia th

g1vgrawía m1 áll16 1pisthmonik1́6
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kat1yuýs1i6. Tríto, to ánoigma sth di1unh́

syzh́thsh kai ti6 1paw1́6 symbádis1 m1 1́na

stau1ró 1ndia- w1́ron gia toy6 topikoý6

prosdiorismoý6 kai mia 1́mwash stoy6

diawor1tikoý6 trópoy6 m1 toy6 opoíoy6 o

xv́ro6/h g1vgrawía parág1tai kai

m1tabáll1tai topiká.

Sto wv6 tvn pio pánv 1j1líj1vn, ta

antik1ím1na 1́r1yna6 kai oi pros1ggís1i6

poy anaptýxuhkan apó toy6 1́llhn16

g1vgráwoy6, synh́uv6 1ntopízontai sta

1ndiam1sa tvn 1pí m1́roy6 kládvn th6

g1vgrawía6 (koinvnikh́ kai oikonomikh́,

koinvnikh́ kai politismikh́, oikonomikh́

kai p1riballontikh́ klp). Málista anar-

rvti1́mai s1 poio baumó 1́x1i nóhma na

milám1 gia diakritoý6 kládoy6/p1riox1́6

m1́sa sthn ídia th g1vgrawía, an kai,

b1́baia, idiaít1r16 1r1ynhtik1́6 kat1-

yuýns1i6 kai ypárxoyn kai gínontai

saw1́st1r16 kauv́6 h 1pisthmonikh́ koi-

nóthta 1draiv́n1tai kai di1yrýn1tai

ariumhtiká. Sth syn1́x1ia paroysiázv

synoptiká tría u1́mata poy 1́xoyn shman

tikh́ paroysía sthn 1́r1yna kai th

didaskalía sto p1dío th6 koinvnikh́6 kai

politismikh́6 g1vgrawía6 m1 thn 1yr1ía

1́nnoia, 1ntopízonta6 1k1ína ta xarak-

thristiká poy diap1rnoýn ta ória m1tajý

kládvn th6 g1vgrawía6 kai m1́xri tv́ra

1́xoyn, katá thn ápoch́ moy, symbál1i

ston 1mploytismó toy6.

Mia kyríarxh 1́mwash ston astikó
xv́ro

Sto t1́lo6 th6 d1ka1tía6 1970 kai sti6 arx1́6

th6 1póm1nh6, h Auh́na kai h anáptyjh́ th6

apot1loýs1 kýrio u1́ma, sthn akadhmaïkh́

kai 1pagg1lmatikh́ syzh́thsh, kauv́6

kai sth diamórwvsh 1unikh́6 politikh́6.

Pol1odómoi kai politikoí diatýpvnan mia

g1nik1ym1́nh anhsyxía gia ton týpo

anáptyjh6 th6 mhtropolitikh́6 p1rioxh́6,

poy briskótan «1któ6 1l1́gxoy». M1́ro6 th6

prv́imh6 1́r1yna6 sto p1dío th6 koinvnikh́6

g1vgrawía6 katá pása piuanóthta pro1́r-

x1tai apó t1́toioy 1ídoy6 anhsyxí16 kai

syzhth́s1i6. Ómv6 syn1́bal1 sth m1táu1sh

toy 1ndiaw1́ronto6 apó ti6 pros1ggís1i6

1k1ín16 poy antim1tv́pizan thn Auh́na, kai

áll16 1llhnik1́6 pól1i6, v6 «apóklish»

apó thn 1yrvpaïkh́ / bor1io-am1rikánikh

1mp1iría h́ v6 mia p1ríptvsh poy «d1n

symmorwv́n1tai» m1 ti6 kyríarx16

u1vrhtik1́6 anaparastás1i6 kai 1rmh-

n1í16.5

H 1́r1yna ypogrammíz1i ti6 koinvnik1́6

sx1́s1i6 poy parágoyn idiaít1ra xara-

kthristiká th6 Auh́na6 kai mporoýn na

1rmhn1ýsoyn ta «problh́mata» ta opoía

anaw1́royn oi pol1odomik1́6 m1l1́t16

(L1ontídoy 1989, Leontidou 1990). Edv́ h

koinvnikh́ g1vgrawía th6 Auh́na6 m1l1tá-

tai sto plaísio tvn koinvnikv́n kai

politismikv́n xarakthristikv́n ta opoía

kauorízoyn, kai kauorízontai apó, oiko-

nomik1́6 1j1líj1i6 s1 mikro- kai makro-

1píp1do. H koinvnikh́ diaír1sh toy asti-

koý xv́roy apot1l1í shmantikó p1dío

1́r1yna6 poy pros1ggíz1tai m1 posotikoý6

d1íkt16 sth básh statistikv́n d1dom1́nvn.

Ta d1dom1́na aytá, mazí m1 poiotikoý

xarakth́ra ylikó gia th g1vgrawía tvn

koinvnikv́n ypodomv́n kai tvn yphr1siv́n

prónoia6, xrhsimopoioýntai gia na xarto-

grawh́soyn ti6 allag1́6 toy astikoý xv́roy

kai na bohuh́soyn sthn anáptyjh

1rmhn1iv́n gia ton týpo anáptyjh6 th6

Auh́na6 kai állvn pól1vn. (Maloutas

1993, Maloýta6 1995, 2000, Oikonómoy

kai Maloýta6 1992).

S1 m1tag1n1́st1r16 1́r1yn16 kai dhmo-

si1ýs1i6, polloí g1vgráwoi symm1t1íxan

sthn agglo-am1rikánikh syzh́thsh gia

thn «politismikh́ strowh́». Parad1́gmata
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mporoýn na anazhthuoýn m1tajý tvn

symm1t1xóntvn s1 dýo apó ta di1unh́

syn1́dria m1 to g1nikó títlo «S1minária

toy Aigaíoy» (bl. kai shm. 4), m1 g1nikó

u1́ma antístoixa: «Xv́ro6, anisóthta kai

diaworá: apó ti6 ‘rizospastik1́6’ sti6

‘politismik1́6’ pros1ggís1i6;» (Mh́lo6

1996) kai «Pro6 mía rizospastikh́ poli-

tismikh́ u1matología gia ti6 1yrvpaïk1́6

pól1i6 kai p1riw1́r1i16» (Páro6 1999).

Taytóxrona, ypárx1i mia pio stau1rh́

prospáu1ia na diatypvuoýn u1vrhtik1́6

protás1i6 sthrigm1́n16 s1 topik1́6

gnv́s1i6, ópoy politismiká zhth́mata,

ópv6 h taytóthta kai h diaworá, di1r1y-

nv́ntai sto plaísio th6 kritikh́6 koinv

nikh́6 u1vría6, 1nv́ oi synd1́s1i6 m1 álla

p1día th6 g1vgrawía6 awh́nontai anoikt1́6

kai 1pan1j1tázontai (Leontidou 1996,

Terkenli 1996b, Lawazánh 1997). H

xrh́sh th6 koyltoýra6 v6 m1́so gia thn

«anazvogónhsh» kai m1tabolh́ toy asti

koý xv́roy 1ínai mia polý próswath

1r1ynhtikh́ kat1ýuynsh, sthn prooptikh́

tvn m1gálvn m1tallagv́n poy symbaínoyn

sthn Auh́na ahó thn pro1toimasía th6

Olympiáda6 toy 2004.6

H diáxyth paroysía «toy átypoy»7

Apó ta m1́sa th6 d1ka1tía6 1980 anaptýs-

s1tai 1́na6 1r1ynhtikó6 ájona6 kai mia

u1vrhtikh́ 1nasxólhsh m1 th l1itoyrgía

«toy átypoy» kai th shmasía toy gia th

g1vgrawía (Chronaki, Lambrianidis, Hadji-

michalis and Vaiou 1993, Leontidou 1993,

Mantouvalou, Mavridou and Vaiou 1995,

Baïoy k.á 1995). Edv́ «to átypo» apo-

spátai apó thn arpágh tvn oikonomo-

lógvn, poy to pros1ggízoyn v6 1jaír1sh,

shmádi opisuodrómhsh6 h́ 1pibívsh

arxaïkv́n oikonomikv́n protýpvn. M1́sa

apó th symbolh́ tvn g1vgráwvn kai thn

1́mwash poy 1́dvsan sth shmasía toy

xv́roy kai toy tópoy, «to átypo» sta

diaká apomakrýnuhk1 apó 1́nan apokl1i-

stiká oikonomikó prosdiorismó kai

p1ri1́lab1 mia pl1iáda koinvnikv́n kai

politismikv́n param1́trvn poy 1rmh-

n1ýoyn ton k1ntrikó toy rólo sthn

1llhnikh́ koinvnía kai politikh́.

Oi syggraw1í6 poy 1r1ynoýn aytó to

p1dío kat’ anágkh syndial1́gontai m1, h́

brískontai anám1sa s1, oikonomikh́,

koinvnikh́ kai politismikh́ g1vgrawía.

Oi pros1ggís1i6 toy6 w1́rnoyn dynamiká

sto proskh́nio mia oikonomía poy «d1n

symmorwv́n1tai» m1 ti6 arx1́6 th6 di1unoý6

syzh́thsh6, kauv́6 kai 1́na sýnolo dra-

sthrioth́tvn poy sygkrotoýn diawor1tik1́6

topik1́6 koyltoýr16 kai taytótht16. «To

átypo» loipón u1vrhtikopoi1ítai v6 1́na6

polýpl1yro6 óro6 poy anaw1́r1tai stoy6

trópoy6 m1 toy6 opoíoy6 organv́n1tai h

oikonomikh́ drasthrióthta kai oi sx1́s1i6

m1 to kráto6, sthn anáptyjh mia6

t1xnognvsía6 1pibívsh6 1n apoysía krá-

toy6 prónoia6 kai mhxanismv́n koinvnikh́6

yposth́rijh6, s1 1́na sýnolo shmasiv́n

kai koinvnikv́n praktikv́n 1́jv apó ti6

opoí16 1ínai adýnato na 1rmhn1yu1í,

m1tajý állvn, h koinvnikh́ katask1yh́

kai m1tallagh́ toy xv́roy.

Pio próswath 1́r1yna asxol1ítai m1 ti6

diaworopoih́s1i6 kai 1j1líj1i6 toy «áty-

poy» s1 sx1́sh m1 thn auróa paroysía

m1tanastv́n apó thn anatolikh́ Eyrv́ph,

ta Balkánia kai ton Tríto Kósmo.

Ervth́mata gia thn koyltoýra, m1 thn

1́nnoia tvn shmasiv́n kai praktikv́n poy

anaptýssontai s’ aytó to plaísio,

synantv́ntai m1 ti6 prot1raiótht16 tvn

koinvnikv́n anurvpológvn kai diamorwv́

noyn 1́na poly-1pisthmonikó diálogo sti6

koinvnik1́6 1pisth́m16.
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F1ministik1́6 optik1́6 kai kauhm1rinh́

zvh́

H g1vgrawikh́ 1́r1yna poy gín1tai sthn

Elláda apó w1ministik1́6 optik1́6 sym-

báll1i m1 1́na diawor1tikó trópo sthn

koinvnikh́ kai politismikh́ g1vgrawía kai

d1íxn1i pv́6 mpor1í na g1wyrv́nontai oi

diair1́s1i6 koinvnikh́6-oikonomikh́6-politi-

smikh́6 g1vgrawía6, sti6 opoí16 anaw1́ruhka

pio pánv. Ajíz1i na ypogrammist1í óti oi

gynaík16 poy doyl1ýoyn s’ sytó to p1dío

pro1́rxontai apó ti6 l1góm1n16 rizospa-

stik1́6 h́ marjistik1́6 pros1ggís1i6 (bl. kai

Garcia Ramon, Albet and Zusman 2003).

Ayth́ h rizospastikh́ parádosh sthn

Elládaantl1í p1rissót1roapó tonGkrámsi

pará apó ti6 stroyktoyralistik1́6 1kdox1́6

toy marjismoý, poy 1ínai pio diad1dom1́n16

ston agglosajvnikó xv́ro. V6 apot1́l1sma

ta zhth́mata koyltoýra6, id1ología6 kai

1joysía6 1ínai k1ntriká sth m1l1́th tvn

koinvnikv́nsx1́s1vn. Akómh, oi w1ministik1́6

pros1ggís1i6 sth g1vgrawía anaptýxuhkan

sto plaísio 1yrýt1rvn diktývn gynaik1ívn

spoydv́n sti6 koinvnik1́6 1pisth́m16, ópoy

syzhtoýntai 1yr1́v6 u1́mata u1vría6 kai

m1uodologikv́n 1pilogv́n.

Sýmwvna kai m1 ósa an1́ptyja sti6

prohgoým1n16 1nótht16, d1n 1ínai tyxaío

poy h 1́r1yna ston tom1́a aytó 1stiáz1i

kyrív6 ston astikó xv́ro kai kin1ítai

m1tajý kládvn th6 G1vgrawía6 (Vaiou

1990, 1996). Hdh apó thn palaiót1rh

1́r1yna, arxíz1i na anptýss1tai mia

kat1ýuynsh gýrv apó thn astikh́ zvh́, poy

dín1i 1́mwash sti6 xvrikótht16 kai xroni-

kótht16 oi opoí16 sygkrotoýn thn pólh.

Ayt1́6 oi pros1ggís1i6 1mpn1́ontai apó th

doyl1iá gia thn kauhm1rinh́ zvh́

u1vrhtikv́n ópv6 o H. Lefebvre, h A. Heller,

o J. Roberts kai 1́xoyn mia sawv́6 dia

typvm1́nh strát1ysh sthn anáptyjh

u1vría6 kai 1mp1irikh́6 1́r1yna6 poy synd1́1-

tai m1 ayth́n (Terkenli 1996b, 1999).8 Oi

biograwí16 gynaikv́n kai oi syn1nt1ýj1i6 s1

báuo6 xrhsimopoioýntai gia na d1íjoyn thn

pollaplóthta th6 astikh́6 zvh́6 kai na

antikroýsoyn ti6 yp1r-g1nik1ytik1́6 kai

áwyl16 1rmhn1í16 (Lykogianni 2002, Simonsen

and Vaiou 1996, Vaiou 2003).

Oi pio próswat16 symbol1́6 p1rilambá-

noyn kai mia s1irá m1taptyxiak1́6 1rgasí16

kai didaktoriká s1 1j1́lijh poy 1nsvmatv́-

noyn mia n1v́t1rh g1niá 1r1ynhtriv́n kai

di1yrýnoyn ton kýklo th6 1́r1yna6 (bl. gia

parád1igma Mpoyrnázoy 2004, Xatzhbasi

l1íoy 2002). Edv́ h kauhm1rinh́ zvh́ 1ínai

u1́ma-kl1idí, sto plaísio toy opoíoy ana-

ptýssontai 1rynhtiká antik1ím1na poy

p1rilambánoyn toy6 katá wýlo katam1-

rismoý6 1rgasía6, ti6 1́mwyl16 xrh́s1i6 toy

astikoý xv́roy, thn politismikh́ katask1yh́

diawor1tikv́n taytoth́tvn wýloy sthn (am1i

bóm1nh kai mh) 1rgasía h́ sxólh, ton 1n-

sv́mato xarakth́ra th6 praktikh́6 kai th6

sygkróthsh6 th6 astikh́6 zvh́6 sthn pólh.

Kai páli oi diair1́s1i6 anám1sa s1 kládoy6

1ínai polý xalar1́6.

Prooptik1́6

H 1́r1yna kai didaskalía, sto plaísio poy

h́dh di1́graca, antikatoptrízoyn «topik1́6»

anazhth́s1i6, syzhth́s1i6, trópoy6 dia-

týpvsh6 u1vría6 kai trópoy6 na kán1i

kan1í6 (koinvnikh́ kai poltismikh́) g1vgra-

wía s1 mia mikrh́ akadhmaïkh́ koinóthta

kai s1 mia m1iochwikh́ glv́ssa. Taytó-

xrona, ypárx1i mia diarkh́6 prospáu1ia na

diathr1ítai mia stau1rh́ kai paragvgikh́

sx1́sh m1 thn 1yrvpaïkh́ kai di1unh́

syzh́thsh. Oi 1paw1́6 kai ta díktya, poy

anaptýxuhkan kai 1ndynamv́uhkan apó ti6

arx1́6 th6 d1ka1tía6 1980 kai m1tá (m1́sv

mataptyxiakv́n spoydv́n s1 áll16 xv́r16,
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m1́sv diakratikh́6 1́r1yna6 s1 1yrvpaïkó

1píp1do, m1́sv tvn antallagv́n woithtv́n

kai didaktikoý prosvpikoý sthn Eyrv-

païkh́ ´Envsh) ypodhlv́noyn mia anoixth́

akadhmaïkh́ koinóthta kai mia dynamikh́

diadikasía sygkróthsh́6 th6, parállhla

m1 prosvpik1́6 stox1ýs1i6 kai prvto-

boylí16.

Tv́ra poy bgaínoyn n1́16 g1ni1́6

g1vgráwvn apó to 1llhnikó 1kpaid1ytikó

sýsthma, h akadhmaïkh́/1pisthmonikh́ koi-

nóthta m1galv́n1i kai diaworopoi1ítai,

kauv́6 anaptýssontai n1́a 1ndiaw1́ronta

kai 1r1ynhtik1́6 kat1yuýns1i6 kai aposa-

whnízontai oi diakrís1i6 kládvn s1 mia

p1ríodo ópoy to topikó/pagkósmio sti6

g1vgrawik1́6 spoyd1́6 kai syzh́thsh xara-

kthríz1tai apó thn hg1monía th6 agglo-

sajvnikh́6 paragvgh́6. Sth dikh́ ma6

p1ríptvsh h hg1monía 1nt1ín1tai apó mia

g1nik1ym1́nh kai sx1dón apokl1istikh́

prósbash sthn agglówvnh bibliograwía.

Xarakthríz1tai akómh apó ti6 1pitag1́6

tvn n1́vn t1xnologiv́n poy paýoyn na 1ínai

1rgal1ío kai apoktoýn mia dikh́ toy6 zvh́,

pi1́zonta6 thn anurvpog1vgrawía g1niká

kai thn koinvnikh́ kai politismikh́ g1vgra-

wía 1idikót1ra «1któ6 móda6», kauv́6

polloí woitht1́6 g1vgrawía6 bl1́poyn sta

G1vrawiká Systh́mata Plhroworiv́n 1́na

kalýt1ro «diabath́rio» gia thn agorá

1rgasía6.

S’ayth́ th m1taballóm1nh sygkyría, kai

sto g1nikó klíma ópoy kyriarx1í o n1owi-

l1yu1rismó6, h 1lpída moy 1ínai óti oi n1́16

g1ni1́6 g1vgráwvn ua syn1xísoyn na ana-

ptýssoyn th diantídrash topikoý-pagkó-

smioy, na anoígoyn n1́a p1día 1́r1yna6 kai

na syndial1́gontai m1 ti6 proklh́s1i6 tvn

kairv́n, xvrí6 na xásoyn thn topou1́thsh

sta «1ndiám1sa» sthn 1́r1yna kai th

didaskalía—topou1́thsh poy diamorwv́-

uhk1 istoriká, allá apod1íxthk1 idiát1ra

gónimh gia thn katanóhsh th6 xvrikóthta6

th6 koinvnikh́6 zvh́6 sthn Elláda ki óxi

mónon.

Yhoshk1iv́s1is

1 Gia mia l1ptom1rh́ paroysíash, bl. to 1idikó t1ýxo6

toy p1riodikoý G1vgrawí16, awi1́rvma sthn

«G1vgrawikh́ Ekpaíd1ysh sthn Elláda», t. 2/2001,

1pim. K. Xatzhmixálh6.

2 Ta Iónia nhsiá 1́ginan m1́ro6 toy 1llhnikoý krátoy6

to 1864, h Q1ssalía to 1881, h Mak1donía to 1913,

h Qrákh to 1923, ta Dvd1kánhsa to 1947.

3 H 1́r1yná toy6 syn1́xis1 mia parádosh poy 1íx1

j1kinh́s1i h́dh sti6 arx1́6 toy 19oy aiv́na m1 ton

J. Ancel kai ton M. Brunhes.

4 Gia th diamórwvsh kai 1j1́lijh th6 g1vgrawikh́6

syzh́thsh6, shmantikó rólo diadramátisan apó th

ia l1yrá h 1́kdosh toy p1riodikoý Póh kai

P1riw1́r1ia (1983–87), akuv́6 kai h s1irá tvn

di1unv́n syn1drívn m1 to g1nikó títlo S1minária

toy Aigaíoy (apó to 1983). Ayt1́6 oi prvtoboylí16

symplhrv́uhkan argót1ra apó ta «G1vsympósia»

(apó to 2000) kai apó thn 1́kdosh toy n1́oy

p1riodikoý G1vgrawí16 (apó to 2001).

5 Gia mia parómoia kai 1j ísoy stau1rh́ pros

páu1ia s1 álloy6 kládoy6 th6 g1vgrawía6

kai s1 sygg1n1í6 1pisthmonik1́6 p1riox1́6, bl.

Hadjimichalis (1987), Mantouvalou (1980) kai

Mayrídoy (1987).

6 Bl. to t1ýxo6 awi1́rvma «Auh́na 2004. Sta mono-

pátia th6 pagkosmiopoíhsh6;» toy p1riodikoý

G1vgrawí16, t. 7/2004, m1 1pim. ti6 Nt. Baḯoy,

M. Mantoybáloy, M. Mayrídoy.

7 «To átypo» 1ínai 1́na6 óro6-ompr1́lla poy syxná

1́x1i odhgh́s1i s1 sygxís1i6, tóso s1 1píp1do

u1vrhtikv́n diatypv́s1vn óso kai s1 1píp1do

diamórwvsh6 pólitikh́6, kyrív6 v6 1píu1to poy

akoloyu1ítai apó ta oysiastiká «oikonomía»,

«tom1́a6» h́ «drasthriótht16. Edv́ xrhsimopoi1ítai

1ntó6 1isagvgikv́n v6 g1nikh́ anaworá s1 dra-

sthriótht16 allá kai g1nik1ym1́n16 koinvnik1́6 pra-

ktik1́6 poy 1kw1ýgoyn toy 1l1́gxoy/rýumish6 toy

krátoy6, xvrí6 na brískontai sto p1dío th6

koinvnikh́6 anomía6. Gia mia di1jodikh́ syzh́thsh,

bl. Baí̈oy, Xatzhmixálh6 (1997).

8 H Q. T1rk1nlh́ 1́x1i grác1i ark1tá gia to polit-

ismikó topío (bl. gia parád1igma T1rk1nlh́

1996a).
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Baḯoy, Nt. kai Xatzhmixálh6, K. (1997) M1 th

raptomhxanh́ sthn koyzína kai toy6 polvnoý 6
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Lawazánh, D. (1997) Xv́ro6 kai koinvnik1́6 sx1́s1i6.
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1poikismó6 toy astikoý xv́roy , Auh́na kai P1iraiá6
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sthn Auh́na. Q1ssaloníkh: Parathrhth́6.
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