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Osnbra banmkuua
Yuusepcumem JléseHa, benveus

YT0 TaKkoe 1eMOKPATHS U YTO TAKOE PABEHCTBO — BOT JIB€ OCHOBHbIE
TeMbl KHUT «VICKakeHMs JeMOKpaTuu: MHeHNe, UICTUHA U Hapony» Hamu
Vpounatyt u «O6I1iecTBo paBHbIX» I[Ibepa Po3aHBa/sioHa. ABTOPbI He
TOJIBKO 33/JA0TCS 11e/1bI0 OTIpeZe/IUTh 3TM TeCHO CBSI3aHHbIE APYT C Ipy-
TOM TIOHSITUS (AeMOKPATHsI M PaBEHCTBO), HO TAK)Ke 00€IaloT 1aTh OlleH-
Ky OOHOBJIEHHOMY 3HAU€HUIO 3TUX MJIeil B COBpeMEHHOM MUpe U TpeJ-
JIOKUTH CITOCOOBI BOCCTAHOBJIEHMSI UX YTACHYBIIETO MOTeHIMAa.

Bo BBemeHUM K CBOei KHUre YpOMHATH IpedJjiaraeT UCIIOIb30BaTh
meTacdopy GUrypbl, Wi ob6pasa, py aHalIu3e AeMoKpaTuu: «SI mpuHu-
Malo “o06pas” (figure) Wiy BUAMMOE OYepTaHMe KaK MHIVKATOP ITOIUTH-
YeCKOro Mmopsiika, GeHoTuIl, 6;arogapss KOTOPOMY Mbl Y3HaeM 3TOT I10-
PSIOK KaK OTIMYHBIN oTApyrux» (1). Jedurypatus, unugedopmupoBanme
(disfigurement), Takum 06pa3oM, — 3TO TaKMe U3MEHEHUS B AeMOKpaTHU-
YeCKMX TpoleLypax, KOTOpble TOAPBIBAIOT BECh CMBICI N@MOKPATUM U
MCKaKaloT ee QyHKUMOHMpoBaHMue. CxomHbIM 06pazom PoszaHBasioH,
paccMaTpuBasi PaBeHCTBO Kak OJIHY U3 1IeHTPaIbHbIX XapaKTePUCTHUK Jie-
MOKpaTUM, 3aMeUaeT, UTO «Mbl CTOJKHY/IMUCh C KPM3MCOM PaBeHCTBa |...]
CUTYyalusl, B KOTOPOJ Mbl HAXOOMMCS, HECOBMECTMUMa C CaMoii uieeit ne-
MOKpaTuu — uzeeit, Kotopas 6p11a M300peTeHa 7151 OObSICHEHUST TAKOTO
SIBJIEHMS, KaK peBomonus» (7).

O6a aBTOpa KOHCTATUPYIOT KPU3UC TEMOKPATUM, HO BCE K€ 0ObSIC-
HSIIOT €r0 M0-PasHoMY. YPOMHATY OMVChIBAET MHOTOYVICIIEHHbIE ITPOo6JIe-
MbI IeMOKPATUU U TILITAETCS IATh IPaKTUUECKe COBETbI, COracylollue-
Cs1 ¢ ee COGCTBEHHBIM OIpe/iesieHreM ieMokpaTu. OCHOBHbBIE ITPOGIEMBbI
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JIeMOKDPATHH, TI0 €€ MHEHMIO, — 3TO HePaBHbII TOCTYII K 06IeCTBEHHBIM
MPOCTPAHCTBAM U, KaK CJIe[ICTBME, OrpaHMUYEeHHAas BO3MOXXHOCTb MJIsI
rpaskIaH BbIpaxkaTb cBoe MHeHMe. KHura Po3aHBa/l/IoOHa, XOTS U He CO-
BHAJAET 110 AYXY C KHUTOi YpOMHATH, OXBAThIBAET TOT JKe KPYT ITPobIeM:
B Heil maeTcs 6osee MogpoOHbIil pa3bop MOHSITHUS PaBEHCTBA, 0OCYKIa-
eTCsl, KaK 3TO IMOHSITHE U3MEHSJIOCh M Yero ke He XBaTaeT JJisl ero Co-
BPEMEHHOTO OXuBjeHus1. I Yp6uHaT, 1 PO3aHBA/UIOH BBICTYIAIOT C
KOHKPETHBIMU TPEIJIOKEHUSIMY, KaK TOJDKHA QYHKIIMOHMPOBATH IEMO-
Kpatwusi, yToObI B Hell cOaTaHCMPOBAHHO COYETAIVCh BA €€ OCHOBHBIX
J7ieMeHTa — MHeHue U Boist (YpOUHATH), M KaK BOCCTAHOBUTD €€ PeBO-
JIIOLMOHHBIN IyX (PO3aHBaIOH).

VpOMHATK HaUMHAET C TOTO, YTO YKa3bIBAET Ha IBOICTBEHHYIO ITPU-
pony IeMOKpaTUi: paBHOBeCKE MeXAY MHCTUTYLIMOHATU3UPOBAHHBIMU
(BBIOOPBI) M HEMHCTUTYIIMOHAIM3UPOBAHHBIMY (061IeCTBEHHOE MHEHUE)
dbopmamu nonmuTmyeckoro yuactus (16). ToabKo CBOGOIHOE U He OrpaHu-
yyBaeMoe QYHKIMOHMPOBaHME 3TUX IBYX COCTABHBIX YacTeil U cracaeT
TpeiCTaBUTENbHYIO 1€MOKPAaTUI0O OT BCEBO3MOKHbBIX MyTallMit. YIPO3bl
IIeMOKPATUY COMIePsKATCS B MI3MEHEHMY COOTHOIIEHMSI MEXITY BIOOpamMu
¥ 001I[eCTBEHHBIM MHEHVEM. YPOMHATK BbIIE/ISIeT TPU TaKye YIPOo3bl, KO-
TOpPbIE, XOTS OHU U HE BJIEKYT 3a COO0I M3MeHEeHUs PeXKIMa, TTOCKOIbKY
He 3aTparMBalOT MHCTUTYT BbIOOPOB, BCE K€ «TPAaHCHOPMUPYIOT CYII-
HOCTb I€MOKpPaT!K, B HE MeHblileli CTelleH OCHOBAaHHYI0 HA MHEHUU, U
TaKUM 06pa3oM MCKaskalT o6pa3 memMmokpatum» (7).

BOT 9TM yrpo3bl: SKCIIepTHAST JeMOKpaTHsl, TOMY/IN3M U T1Ie6MUCIIu-
Tapu3M. I[ocKo/ibKy YpOMHATM MOHMMAET O[] IOJUTUKON «UCKYCCTBO
y6IMYHOTO 06CYKIeHMS B Tpaauiuu Apucrorensi» (81), ee aHanu3 cBO-
IATCST K 0OBSICHEHUIO TOTO, KaK 3TU HedopMaluy JeMOKPaTU TIPErsIT-
CTBYIOT TyOMIMYHOMY OOMEHY MHEHUSIMU. DKCITIepTHAsI MOZEJb IeMOKpa-
TUM YTPOSKAET €ii B CUJTy TOTO, UTO He cuuTaeT (GopMMUpPOBaHMe MHEHMS
JIETUTUMHBIM 3aBeplieHreM IMOAUTUYeCKoi auckyccunu. Ecnm He Heus-
MeHHas UCTMHA, TO 0 KpaiiHeil Mmepe CTpemMJieHMe K TOUHOMY 3HaHUIO —
BOT MOIUTUYECKUIA Maeasn 3MUCTEMOIOTMYeCcKoro noaxona. [losromy Ha-
CTOSIIME peIleHMs] MOTYT IMPUHMMATh TOJBKO 3KCIEPThI. YpOMHATU
WJUTIOCTPUPYET 3Ty CUTYAIUIO, TIpeijiarasi CpaBHeHMe Cy1e6HOTO U MoK -
TUUYECKOTO npolueccoB (123). B ornmnune oT pelieHns B Cyze, TOBOPUT OHA,
MOMUTUYECKOe MHEeHMe BOBCe He JO/IKHO HOCUTb XapaKTep 3aBeplieH-
HOCTH.

Opyras medopmManysi JeMoOKpaTUM — TIOMYAM3M — OCIab/seT 3Ha-
YMMOCTh Pa3Hoo6pasusi MHeHMit. OpUeHTUPYSICh JUIIb Ha TO, YTOObI
rapaHTUPOBATh AOCTATOYHYIO MOLLEPXKKY JINAEPY, «IIOMYyJIU3M CTaBUT
CBOEIJi 1IeJIbI0 OojIee IITyOOKOe OTOKAECTBIIEHNE U30MpaTeie ¢ UX mpe-
CTaBUTEISIMY, UEM 3TO IMO3BOJISIIOT BhIOOPHI» (136). Tak Kak Hapom — ca-
MblIii BasKHBIN 2JIeMeHT B 60pb0e 3a BJIaCThb, ero 00beIMHSIOT ICKYCCTBEH-
HBIM 00pa30oM, 4YTOObI HOOUTHCS €AMHOITIACHONM ITOAJepsKKM BMECTO
MOAJEepPKaHusT pasHOOoOpasusi MHeHMii. VICTMHHO [JeMOKpaTu4ecKuit
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TpoI1iecc, FOBOPUT OHA, He MOApasyMeBaeT IOoJsipu3anuy obiiecTBa u
MIPOTMBOIIOCTaBIEHNS OLHO TPYIIIbI APYTOii. «[J1aBHAs uepTa TeMOKpa-
TUU He B TOM, YTO JIFOAU KOJUIEKTMBHO BOBJIEUEHbI B ITIOJIMTHKY, HO B TOM,
YTO OHVM BOBJIEYEHBI KaK OTAe/bHbIe MHAUBUABI» (163).

Haxkownerr, TpeThsl yrpo3a JeMOKpaTUy — Iie6ucuTapmusm. SIBsisich
«ITOJIUTUKOI TTAaCCUBHOCTI», OH TIOJ06HO MOITY/IM3MY OTChIJIAeT K HapOJ-
HOJ ToAIep)KKe Juaepa. YpOUHATU YTBEPKIAeT, UTO TuIeGuCIMTapHast
MOJIUTUKA HOCUT UCKIIOUYUTEIBHO ICTETUUECKUIA XapaKTep, Bellb OHA He
TpebyeT HMKAKOIi IPyroi opMbl aKTUBHOCTHU, KPOME BbIPasKEHMSI COTJIa-
cust. TTockombKy [y1st YpOMHATY BasKHO TIOAUYEPKHYTh 3HAYMMOCTh 060MX
3JIEMEeHTOB JIeMOKPaTUy (BOJISI M MHEHMe), TIe0MCIUTAp3M, OTBepraio-
it cepy MHEHMSI IOTHOCTHIO, «<BOCXBAJISIET TaKyl0 (GOPMY MOIUTHYE-
CKOT'O IeJICTBYS, B KOTOPOJ JII0OAY pearupyroT Ha IpeJjiokKeHne U MHe-
HMe, UMI He BbipaboTaHHOoe» (189).

VpO6UHATK He YCTaeT MOBTOPSITh, KAK BayKHA POJIb MHEHMS U KaK €ro
HMU B KOEM CJTyyae HeJTb3s1 TOJIHOCThI0 3aMEeHSTh BbIibopamu. Tak Kak MHe-
HIe — 3TO HeMHCTUTYIMOHAIM3MPOBaHHas (opMa IMOIUTUIECKOTO yJa-
CTVS, OUeHb TPYLHO YIOBUTD ITOTEHIMAJ €r0 MOIUTUYECKOTO BAUSHUS U
3aMeTUTh, KoTaa 06MeH MHeHusiMu orpaHudeH. Cama Yp6uHaATH cuuTa-
€T, UTO IVIaBHOE, UTO MelIaeT CBO60/ie MHEHNSI, — 3TO HEPABHbIN TOCTYI
K CpeicTBaM MaccoBoi mHpopmairuu. Ee mpakTudeckasi peKoMeH/a-
IMsI — YCWINUTDb TOCYIAapPCTBEHHBIN KOHTPOb Haju CMU u gpyrumvu o6iie-
CTBEHHBIMM TUIOMIAIKAMM, YTOOBI CHU3UTH BIANSIHIE IKOHOMUYECKUX He-
paBeHCTB Ha chepy 06IeCTBEHHOTO MHEHMSI.

KHura Po3HaBa/isioHa — 3TO pa3BepHYTHIN aHaAM3 M ey PaBeHCTBa.
«O611eCcTBO paBHbBIX» MpeJiaraeT Kak MCTOPUYUECKUI, TaK U TeopeTnye-
CKMi1 pa3bop MOHATKS PaBEHCTBA. PO3HABA/IOH MOCBATWI 3HAYUTEb-
HYIO 4YaCTh KHUTY (TPU IVIaBbI U3 MSITU) MUCTOPUU PABEHCTBA, ITOSIBJIEHUIO
UIeyn pacripenennuTebHOTO PAaBEHCTBA U OMMCAHUIO TOTO, TIOUEeMy 3Ta
upes ceituac yke He paboraer. To, uto «de facto HepaBeHCTBa OTPUIAIOT-
€S, HO MeXaHM3M, ITOPOXKAAIOIINIi 5T HepaBeHCTBa, pu3HaeTcs», Po-
3aHBaJIVIOH Ha3bIBaeT «COBpeMeHHOI mm3odpeHneir» (5). ITo ero mbiciau,
BMeCTe C MCUe3HOBEHMEeM MOHMMAaHMS CIIpaBelIMBOCTM KakK pacripene-
JleHusT 6OraTCTBA, TIOSBUTCST U UJlesk PaBEHCTBA, Hecylast B cebe HOBBI
PEeBOIOLMOHHBIN MOTEHIMAT.

B oTnnume OT mpeXHEero paBeHCTBA, OCHOBAHHOIO Ha MPUHIMUIIAX
CXO[ICTBA, HE3aBUCUMOCTM UM TDAXOAHCTBA, HOBOE DABEHCTBO [OKHO
ObITh OPraHM30BAHO BOKPYT MPUHIIMIIOB €OMHUYHOCTY, B3aMMHOCTU U
oburHocT. [IPOTMBOIIOCTABIISAS JBE STU UAEW PaBeHCTBa, Po3aHBa/IOH
CTPEMMUTCS TI0Ka3aTh, UTO IepBasi HOCUT MHAMBUAYAIbHBIN, a BTOpast —
KOJUTEKTMBHBIM XapakTep. ITOCKONbKY «MAeana 00IecTBa aBTOHOMHBIX
VIHOVIBUJIOB MOTEPS/I CBOK 3HAYMMOCTh» (260), PO3aHBa/ZIOH MbITAETCS
MPUGIU3UTHCS K TOHVMMAHUIO PABEHCTBA KaK KOJUIEKTVBHOTO YUaCTHSI.

TIpUHIUIT eIVHUYHOCTY MMEeT JIeJI0 C IIpU3HaHMeM OCOOeHHOCTH,
HO OTpMLIAHMEM aBTOHOMMM. PO3aHBa/ZIOH XapaKkTepusyeT KJaccuue-
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CKOe TPaBo KaK CyObeKTMBHOE U MPU3BIBAET Cle/IaTh IPaBo MpOoLeayp-
HBIM, T. €. ODMEHTUPOBAHHBIM He Ha MHAMBUAYaTbHbIE XapaKTePUCTUKU
JUYHOCTH, & HA PAaBEHCTBO B MpMMeEHeHUM NpaBa. [IpMHIUI B3aMMHO-
CTM — 3TO PaBEHCTBO B3aMMOOTHOLIEHMI U MOHMMAaHMUE TOTO, UYTO BCE
o6I1IecTBeHHbIe 6/1ara MOXKHO JMCIIO/Ib30BaTh TOJBKO c00061a. 3mech Po-
3aHBAJIJIOH, KaK ¥ YpOUHATH, IPU3bIBAET K TOCYAapCTBEHHOMY BMella-
TEJIbCTBY: «3aKOH JIOJIKEH CTPOTO HaKa3bIBaTh Bce (hOPMbI OCKOPOIEHNS,
YHVDKEHMS M IPUTECHeHMS JOCTOMHCTBA U paBeHCTBa Jwojei» (272). Ha-
KOHELlI, TPeTUI MPUHIUIT — OBGIITHOCTh — TaK)Ke MOXO0XK Ha MPeJIOKEeHNe
VpbuHaTH: HY>KHO CO3/1aBaTh OObIE OOIEeCTBEHHBIX TTPOCTPAHCTB JIJIsI
00Cy)KneHust U 06MeHa MHEeHMSIMI. DTO IIPOCTPAHCTBO «B3aMMHOTO TI0-
HUMaHUs» M0 PO3aHBA/NIOHY «3aBUCUT OT PabOThI MHTENJIEKTYATIOB U
SKYPHaJIMCTOB, MMOJIUTUYECKUX aKTUBUCTOB U MCC/IeA0BaTeNeii, 6iorepos
" JTI0en uckyccraa» (288).

BriBog, Po3aHBa/sioHa: HOBOE NTOHMMaHMe PaBeHCTBA — 3TO PaBeH-
CTBO KakK OTHOILEeHMe, ¥ IIPU ITOM CTapoe MOHMMaHMe PaBEeHCTBa Kak
pacrpeneneHus: 3aHMMaeT 10 OTHOLIEHUIO K HEMY 3aBUCHMOe TOJIOXKe-
Hue. Kak 1 Yp6uHaTH, OH TPU3bIBAET K TPUHSITUIO MeP CBEPXY: «Bcst po-
SraJiuTapHas MOJIUTMKA AO/DKHA HAUMHATBCS C IMHAMUYHBIX TOPOACKIUX
HOBOBBE[I€HM1, UTOObI YBEJIMUMBATH KOJMUUYECTBO OOIECTBEHHBIX IMPO-
CTPaHCTB M TapaHTMUPOBATh MaKCUMaJbHOE COLMadbHOE CMelleHue»
(299).

XoTs B 06enx pelleH3MPyeMbIX KHUTaX TOpa3ao 60sbliie MHTepeCcHO-
0, 4YeM I CMOIJIa I0Ka3aTh, Yy HUX €CTb ¥ OUeBUIHbIe HefOCTaTKN. I KHU-
ra YpouHaTy, ¥ KHUra Po3aHBaUIOHA TECHO CBSI3aHBI C MPEIbIIYIIVIMU
paboTaMy 3TUX aBTOPOB. «VICKakeHMsI TeMOKpaTum» YpOuHaTH Tepe-
KJIMKaeTCs C ee CaMoii U3BeCTHOM KHUTOoI «[IpencraBuTenbHas JeMOKpa-
TSI IPUHLIMITBL 1 reHeanorus» (“Representative Democracy: Principles
and Genealogy”, 2006) 1 mpogo/KaeT aroIOrnio IIPeICTaBUTENbHO fe-
MOKpaTuy. B HOBOJ KHUTe aBTOp He IpeJJjaraeT paJuKaJbHO HOBBIX
MIEMHBbIX pellleHNni: OHa BCe TaK >Ke HacTauBaeT Ha JBYHAuaaIuUy BOIU U
cyxgeHus. [yist Tex, KTO yke 3HaKoM ¢ «IIpencTaBUTeNbHON AeMOKpa-
THEe», 9TO U3TaHMe MOXKET IT0Ka3aThCs 3aTSHYTHIM U He M300MTYIOIINM
HOBM3HOI1, HO BCE K& OHO MHTEePECHO CBOUM OoJiee TTyOOKMM TeopeTuye-
CKUM aHa/n30M. Beioupast Mmesxay «IIpeacTaBUTeNbHOM JeMOKpaTueit» u
«/ICKakeHMSIMM JTeMOKpaTuM», sI OTHAI0 IPeIrouYTeHye IIepBOi, yKe
CTaBlIeli COBpeMEeHHOM KIacCUKOM. «VCKaskeHMsT TeMOKpaTUM» TTOHO-
CThI0O UTHOPUPYET MeKOYHApOoAHyI0 chepy U He MOJHMMAaeT BOIPOC O
BO3MOKHOJ JeMOKpaTH3aLUyM HaJHAIIMOHAIBHBIX CTPYKTYP. XOTSI Ypou-
HAaTU COBMaaeT ¢ PO3aHBAJIIOHOM B OII€HKE BaXKHOCTU ITyOIMYHBIX MTPO-
CTPaHCTB, ee MpeJCcTaBleHle 0 He3aBUCUMOCTY MHEHMS U TIPeIIOYTEeHNE
VHIVBUAYATBHOTO YYACTHSI KOJIEKTUBHOMY KasKyTCsI MHe 320/ Ty)KIeHM-
eM. «O6I1IecTBO paBHbIX» Po3aHBaj/UIOHA (BIlepBbie OIMYOJIMKOBAHO Ha
¢dpaniysckom B 2011 1. (“La société des égaux”)) — mocienqHss 4acTb ero
TPWJIOTUM TI0 UCTOPUM JIeMOKpaTuu (IBe rmepsbie: «KOHTpIeMOKpATHS.
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[Monutuka B 3moxy Hemosepusi» (“La contre-démocratie. La politique
a I’age de la défiance”, 2006) n «JlemoKkpaTiueckas Jer'MTUMHOCTh: 6ec-
MIPUCTPACTHOCTD, peduIeKCUBHOCTD, 6130cTh» (“La légitimité démocra-
tique. Impartialité, réflexivité, proximité”, 2008). Ita KHura obsi3aTeabHa
K IIPOYTEHMIO [IJISl BCEX, KTO MHTEPECYeTCs TeOPUeii JeMOKPATUY U UCTO-
pueit GbpaHITy3CKOM M aMepMKAaHCKOW peBomonuii. OgHAKO CTPYKTypa
KHUTY OuY€Hb HErapMOHMYHA: CJMIIKOM CMJIbHBIM aKIeHT caeiaaH Ha
MCTOPUYECKOIf YacTH, a B TEOPETUUECKOM aHajIM3e He XBaTaeT ITyOMHBI.
XOTS1 KHUTY CTOUT MPOYECTDb 13-3a NHTEPECHOTO OGCYKAEHUS UIeu pa-
BEHCTBa, HOBBIX BBIBOJIOB JKIATh He CTOMUT. PO3aHBA/UIOH 3asIBJISIET, UTO
XOUeT BEePHYTh Miee PAaBEHCTBA PEBOJIOIVIOHHbIN TOTEHIMAT, a 3aKaH-
YYBaeT JOBOIbHO HEOINpeIeleHHbIMM «B3aMMOIIOHMMAHMUEM» U «COLM-
aJIbHBIM CMeIIeHeM».
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The book Radical Democracy and Collective Movements Today: The
Biopolitics of the Multitude Versus the Hegemony of the People was con-
ceived by its editors, Giorgos Katsambekis and Alexandros Kioupkiolis, as
a contribution to one of the major debates in contemporary political the-
ory. Recent popular mobilizations (the indignados in Spain, the aganaktis-
menoi in Greece, Occupy Wall Street, the Arab Spring, among others) carry
a number of prominent features such as a horizontal principle of organi-
zation, Internet-based communication strategies, the lack of a leading
group or personalities, spontaneity, etc., which is believed to be a sign of
a shift from the usual patterns of political and social struggle to new
forms of insurgent engagement. Attempts to analyze these movements
are marked by the authors of the volume as falling into either of two pos-
sible theoretical perspectives. The dichotomy is put in the title of the col-
lection: the biopolitics of the multitude versus the hegemony of the peo-
ple. Based on the dimension of the debate, the antagonism acquires dif-
ferent names throughout the book: transcedence versus immanence,
politics versus biopolitics, verticality versus horizontality, hegemony ver-
sus autonomy, and so on. This opposition, which concerns theoretical and
practical matters, is often set as a starting point in the chapters of the
book.

The domain in which the discussion takes place is commonly called
“post—-Marxism” by the authors, by which they mean an approach that
foregoes a classical class struggle understanding of social dynamics.
Within the context of the present book the discussion revolves around
two theoretical developments. Ernesto Laclau and his progeny shift their
analysis toward the cultural side of social antagonism and the field of dis-
course, following the course taken by Antonio Gramsci who brought about
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the conception of hegemony (e.g., see Laclau and Mouffe 2001). The sec-
ond model is elaborated mostly by Antonio Negri and Michael Hardt in
their trilogy (Hardt and Negri 2001, 2004, 2009), and other autonomist
thinkers. These authors make a transition from the orthodox Marxist view
by considering processes in contemporary society as a result of the un-
ceasing expansion of capital and a change in the mode of production that
becomes biopolitical. It is assumed that the choice between these two
conceptions in relation to contemporary social movements has two major
implications. First, it is a matter of description and understanding current
events. Second, it is a question of political strategy and the future devel-
opment of social struggle.

The volume consists of ten chapters and an introduction by the edi-
tors. Among the authors of the essays there are thinkers who are affiliated
with either or none of the “camps.” Most chapters summarize and discuss
both perspectives which makes a lot of points reoccur in the book. One
can hardly discern any particular logic behind the structure of the collec-
tion because it does not have a systematizing principle. Apparently the
editors’ intention was to give space for varied and even conflicting voices
to be heard and they have truly succeeded in that.

Benjamin Arditi’s chapter “Post-Hegemony: Politics Outside the
Usual Post-Marxist Paradigm” (17-44) and Seal Newman’s “Occupy and
Autonomous Political Life” (93-110) attempt to demonstrate the limita-
tions that hegemony theory faces when trying to explain contemporary
movements and to show how an autonomist perspective can grasp the
change taking place. Arditi (17-44), for example, criticizes a tendency in
Laclau and Mouffe’s work to narrow down all forms of political activity to
hegemonic practices, which does not leave any room for alternative po-
litical projects. He argues that the new forms of popular mobilization ex-
tend political space for new modes of insurgent participation which he
calls post-hegemony.

Richard Day and Nick Montgomery’s essay, “Letter to a Greek Anar-
chist: On Multitudes, Peoples and New Empires” (45-72) argue that it is
important for political theory to interact with and even to be addressed to
agents of social and political change. Although the authors clearly stand
on an autonomist position, they criticize the notion of multitude as they
claim that there is a hegemonic moment in it quite contrary to the aspira-
tion of the authors, who take the biopolitical position including Hardt and
Negri themselves (51-59). Abandoning the concept of multitude as a new
reincarnation of universal revolutionary subject clears space for studying
local political subjectivities, in this case the indigenous struggles that are
viewed by the authors as tokens of Exodus. Although this chapter con-
tains an interesting critique of Hardt and Negri’s theory, it also reveals an
oversimplifying attitude when it comes to Day’s and Montgomery’s own
original approach to explaining political reality. Despite discussing indig-
enous movements, little is said about their own organizational forms and
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in what ways they are an alternative to empire beyond the opposition be-
tween the local and the global. This results in the claim that there is no
difference between multitude and empire. Although Day and Montgom-
ery recognize the contradictory character of the conception of empire,
their particular attempt to solve its problems from within is dubious.
Third, the point of addressing the insurgent actors seems to be forgotten
toward the end of chapter as it is not clear how they would benefit of such
a twist in autonomist theory.

Jodi Dean’s contribution, “Sovereignty of the People” (73-92), is
also critical of Hardt and Negri’s concept of multitude for being too uni-
versal and not accounting for the internal antagonism that exists in any
kind of movement. In her essay she seeks to offer a new concept which
would make the discussion take a step beyond the dichotomy and be
constructive for the issue of contemporary radical struggle. She writes
that in the present circumstances the proletariat can not embrace the
variety of ways in which insurgency appears and it does not fit today’s
circumstances. The proletariat is just a historically specific form of a
broader kind of alliance that is of the people. She turns to Jacques Ran-
ciére to introduce a concept of “the-people-as-the-rest-of-us” could
overcome this inadequacy and become a name for a contemporary revo-
lutionary subject (76).

Yannis Stavrakakis’ contribution, “Hegemony or Post-Hegemony?
Discourse, Representation and the Revenge(s) of the Real” (111-32) is
dedicated to retorting the critique of Laclau’s theory from an autonomist
perspective. Little is said about the movements and the claims of the
other camp here. However, the subtle, detailed, and elaborate take on the
theory of hegemony makes the essay a breath of fresh air in a collection
of very similar contributions. Stavrakakis shows that the rejection of
hegemony theory and its critique stems partially from an oversimplifi-
cation and disregard of movements’ and researchers’ own ideological
prejudice.

Kioupkiolis (149-68) and Katsambekis (169-90) both try to go be-
yond the opposition, proposing notions like “hegemony of the multitude”
(Kioupkiolis, 149) or “multitudinous people” (Katsambekis, 184). Al-
though the desire to bring together both theories is understandable, it
remains unclear how to converge approaches with such different onto-
logical prerequisites. The possibility of their compatibility is reasonably
questioned by Paul Reknet in Chapter 6. It seems that the conceptions in
their analysis are to be applied to quite different planes of politics and
those new proposed concepts add little to help understand the configura-
tion of their relations. This result leaves the reader with an impression of
a sort of a trickery as the editors and authors first strictly set the dichoto-
my and then cumulatively solve it, offering it as a result instead of asking
whether there is a dichotomy at all and why we should think so in the first
place.
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While the authors are critical of each other and of the other camp’s
views, they are mostly overtly sympathetic to the movements. There are
certainly some common ways in which these movements appear but
there is also a divergence in what they aim at. It is important to realize
that there are differences between organizational forms and discourse,
aims, and self-positioning of the movements even though some of them
look morphologically similar. The “multitudinous” being of the move-
ments influence ways of political involvement that become less a collec-
tive action and more a connective one (Bennett and Segerberg, 2012),
and is sometimes accompanied by ideological leftism, but this is not nec-
essarily so. The authors’ aspirations for the volume might be too radical
or even contradictory to the actors,” as there are alternative projects in-
side these movements. While Ukrainian and Russian protests bear some
resemblance to the Arab Spring and apparently borrowed some protest
practices from movements like Occupy, they can hardly can be called an-
ticapitalist, just like the Arab Spring itself. How do we separate one type
of protest from the other if it is all about organization and not about
ideology? If we do not discuss this kind of question we are left without a
context only to engage in a hegemonic contention “aiming at securing
the consent of prospective readers,” as Stavrakakis puts it (120). Like
Stavrakakis, other contributors such as Alex Knott (191-212), and Maria
Prentoilis and Lasse Thomassen (213-34), attempt to demonstrate that
the multitudinous being of contemporary uprising is itself some sort of
belief that not only radical intellectuals but members of the movements
adopt. These authors see it as a productive idea, which can be put into
practice and effectively transform these movements. It would be a good
conclusion if we knew how this could work and there was not only dis-
cursive and strategic but also an ontological claim connected with this
view.

This book is an important attempt to answer questions of contempo-
rary politics but it turns out inconclusive. One would think that a volume
dedicated to a single problem could thoroughly organize existing views
but instead the reader is left with a multiplication of them. The motto of
the whole book is supposed to be “let’s return to politics” as the introduc-
tion suggests (14), but it sounds incompatible with the feelings left after
reading the volume. To what kind of politics are we supposed to get back
to? Do we need to wait until some sort of political teleology realizes itself
and solves our analytical predicaments? If it is all about practice why do
we need more than two hundred pages of analysis and critique? While this
book deserves praise for staking out a bold theoretical agenda overall, its
major strength is not a single message that it delivers, but its particularity
and detailed criticism of two popular perspectives on contemporary social
movements in political theory.
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