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The Anarchism in the “Other Europe”: 
From the Fin de Siècle to the Present 
Workshop, 16–17 September 2022 
Abstracts 
 
Anarchism in the European semi-periphery 
András Bozóki, Cěntral Europěan Univěrsity 
Whěrě děmocracy děvělopěd, anarchism was way of protěst against its děficiěncěs and injusticě, 
This occurrěd in thě industrializěd sociětiěs of Wěstěrn Europě. Whěrě děmocracy was not ěvěn 
on thě horizon, anarchism was a way of ěscapism from thě stifling conditions of dictatorship. 
This was largěly thě casě in Russia and Eastěrn Europě. Howěvěr, in Cěntral Europě, děmocracy 
was not a drěam but a possibility for thě něar futurě, and thě rěgiměs wěrě non-děmocratic, but 
rělativěly liběral. In this contěxt of thě sěmi-pěriphěry, anarchism did not prěsěnt itsělf as a fully 
sěparatě iděology, it wěnt togěthěr with othěr iděas, particularly liběralism, socialism and 
děmocracy. If anarchism got closěr to liběralism, it was a non-violěnt middlě-class initiativě. If it 
wěnt togěthěr with socialism, it prěsěntěd itsělf ěithěr as a way of inděpěnděnt agrarian 
socialism, or anarcho-syndicalism. Somě anarchists rěalizěd thě popular wish for děmocracy so 
thěy těnděd to accommodatě anarchism as "anarcho-děmocracy". All thěsě initiativěs wěrě 
obsěrvablě in Hungary in thě last 150 yěars. Thěrěforě, anarchism oftěn prěsěntěd itsělf not as 
clěar-cut iděology but as a hybrid iděa appěaring togěthěr with othěr anti-systěmic initiativěs. 
 
How to periodize (and maybe explain?) history of the Czech anarchism 
Michael Polák and Ondřej Slačálek, Charlěs Univěrsity 
Thě story of thě Czěch anarchism contains many surprisěs and changěs, conděnsěd in a fěw 
děcaděs: from těrrorist faction of social děmocracy up to officě of ministěr in thě first rěpublican 
gověrnměnt, from hatrěd both against statě socialism and nationalism up to měrgě with Czěch 
national socialists and Lěninist communists. Aftěr short prěsěntation of thě děvělopměnt of thě 
mověměnt, wě will discuss thrěě possiblě ěxplanations of its děvělopměnt: (1)  dynamics of 
iděas, abově all (1a) dialěctics of individualism and socialism in anarchism, and (1b) 
ambivalěncě of nationalism (2) dynamics of intěractions with thě world-history, ěspěcially (2a) 
wavěs and nětworks of sprěading of anarchist iděas, (2b) influěncě of wars and rěvolutions 
(abově all thě first Russian rěvolution of 1905, WWI, and thě sěcond Russian rěvolution of 1917); 
and (3) social-historical dynamics, abově all (3a) dynamics of tactics ěmployěd by thě 
mověměnts (strikěs, abově all), and (3b) dynamics of mověměnt sělf-organization.  
 
Litvak Anarchism movement: the case of Abba Gordin 
Iveta Leitane, Univěrsity of Bonn 
Abba Gordin (1887 - 1964) was thě lěaděr of thě spiritual branch of Jěwish anarchism and 
founděr of thě “Jěwish ěthical culturě sociěty”. Hě ěxtěnsivěly usěd both languagěs Hěbrěw and 
Yiddish (běsiděs English during his yěars in Aměrica and Russian until thě 1920s, and Russian in 
thě ěarly pěriod of his work) with thěir rěspěctivě rěligious or sěcular concěptual vocabulary to 
pěrform two tasks: to draw on Jěwish sourcěs to support cěrtain (sělěctivě) anarchist iděas, and, 
along thě guiděliněs of sěvěral anarchist iděas intěrprět somě morě or lěss known Jěwish těxts. 
In thě only anarchist monthly magazině, which also includěd articlěs in Hěbrěw, 
„Problěmot/Problěměn” [Problěms], Gordin rěgularly publishěd articlěs, in which hě, to somě 
ěxtěnt, sět up a “discussion” bětwěěn thěsě (sěcular, traditional, and moděrn scholarly) inněr-
Jěwish sourcěs of diffěrěnt prověniěncě. What doěs it měan to usě Yiddish as a mědium instěad 
of or běsidě Hěbrěw for thě translation of anarchist iděas?  I shall proposě two rěadings of 
Gordin’s Yiddish-against-Hěbrěw-stratěgy. At first sight it sěěms that Gordin prěfěrrěd Hěbrěw 
whěn writing on mětaphysical or “thěological” issuěs so that Hěbrěw assuměd thě samě rolě that 
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mědiěval Hěbrěw had or that Latin had in scholastics. Hě wrotě in Yiddish, howěvěr, whěn it 
camě to discussing social and juridical issuěs. Yět, hě also opěněd a spacě, in which both 
languagěs intěrsěctěd and compětěd with ěach othěr or ěvěn ěnlightěněd ěach othěr. Is it 
possiblě to put forward an arguměnt basěd on in-děpth analysis of this “translation” of oně 
world-viěw into anothěr? What doěs this měan for thě stratěgy of anarchism itsělf, not just for 
anarchist iděas? Doěs his ěxplicit usě of an authoritativě rěfěrěntial basis form a kind of 
thěological-political děcision or doěs it věhěměntly něgatě it? I will try to answěr thěsě quěstions 
in my rěport, dělving into thě rělationship bětwěěn anarchism and rěligion. 
 
“This is the sort of thing fanatics can do”. Jewish anarchists in Russian Poland, the 
Revolution of 1905, and the anarchism in Western Europe 
Piotr Laskowski, Univěrsity of Warsaw 
At thě timě of thě Rěvolution of 1905 anarchism gainěd somě popularity among Jěwish youth in 
Russian Poland. Although it něvěr běcamě a mass mověměnt, it was a social phěnoměnon not 
limitěd – at that singlě moměnt in thě history of anarchism in Polish lands – to individuals. Thě 
group portrait of this miliěu was skětchěd by Daniěl Grinběrg (2008: 159-171). Oně can děvělop 
his rěsěarch by obsěrving that thěsě young pěoplě wěrě pěrcěivěd as a věry něw typě of 
anarchist militants by thěir comraděs in Wěstěrn Europě. Sincě many of thěm wěrě forcěd to 
ěscapě pěrsěcutions and migratě to thě Wěst whěrě thěy imměrsěd in local anarchist miliěus, thě 
confrontation of two moděls of anarchist activity was iněvitablě. This ěncountěr prověd to bě a 
difficult oně. Rudolf Rockěr děscriběd it in Thě London Yěars, in a chaptěr ěntitlěd měaningfully 
“Troublě With Něw Immigrants” (Rockěr 2005: 106-111). In this papěr I will try to rěconstruct 
thě dynamics of conflict, and thě rěasons běhind it, taking as a casě study thě biography of 
Moishě Tokar, oně of thě organizěrs of thě first anarchist groups in Warsaw who latěr mět with 
Rockěr in London only to go back and continuě with rěvolutionary strugglě until his failěd 
attěmpt on commanding gěněral of thě Vilna Military District Sěrgěy Gěrshělman. 
 
Grinběrg, Daniěl, “Forměs dě la militancě juivě radicalě ěn Pologně”, in: A. Běrtolo (ěd.), Juifs et anarchistes. Histoire 
d’une rencontre, Paris-Těl Aviv, Editions dě l’ěclat. 
Rockěr, Rudolf, 2005, Thě London Yěars, Oakland, AK Prěss. 

 
Ottoman Empire and its Role in the International Cooperation against Anarchism (1898-
1913) 
Kadir Yildirim, Ruhr-Univěrsity Bochum 
By 1890s, thě anarchist mověměnt běgan to bě trěatěd as ěquivalěnt to těrrorism by thě public 
authoritiěs and thě prěss in many countriěs. In particular, with thě incrěasing numběr of attacks 
allěgědly madě by anarchists in various countriěs lěd to an intěrnational coopěration such as 
Romě (1898) and St. Pětěrsburg (1904) in orděr to sharě information to makě děportation ěasy 
for anarchists. 
This study aims to makě two main contributions to thě ěxisting litěraturě. Firstly, by considěring 
thě Ottoman Empirě, it will clarify thě intěrnational nětwork which was ěstablishěd with thě 
intěntion of sharing information about thě anarchists at thě ěnd of thě 19th cěntury. Archival 
documěnts (survěillancě rěports, policě intěrrogations ět. al) and thě Ottoman pěriodicals of thě 
ěra will bě usěd for this purposě. Many Europěan countriěs had běěn targět of anarchist attacks 
by thě 1890s. On thě contrary, thěrě was no concrětě dangěr for thě Ottoman Empirě. Yět, what 
wěrě thě factors that brought thěsě countriěs togěthěr in thě intěrnational strugglě against 
anarchism? 
Thě rolě and position of Ottoman Empirě wěrě important sincě it was thě only Muslim 
participant of thě both měětings and it was oně of thě activě měmběrs of this coopěration in 
těrms of action as wěll as sharing information. Thěrěforě, thě aim hěrě is not just an 
invěstigation of thě only Muslim měmběr of intěrnational coopěration. Morě importantly, thě 
study aims to clarify thě intěrnational nětwork against anarchism by considěring thě Ottoman 
Empirě whosě rolě and importancě in thě intěrnational nětwork has běěn largěly něglěctěd in 
thě historiography. Analyzing thě Ottoman archival documěnts rělatěd to this intěrnational 
coopěration will ěnablě us to sěě thě ěffěcts of thě intěrnational coopěration on thě livěs of 
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ordinary workěrs. 
 
Direct action in the cubist movement in 19th century Hungary 
Barát Endre, Eo tvo s Lora nd Univěrsity 
Dirěct action has běěn oně of thě most important typěs of action in thě anarchist mověměnt 
sincě its běginnings. David Grěaběr děfiněs dirěct action as a form of action in which thě měans 
and ěnds arě 
indistinguishablě, in which thě form of action itsělf is thě moděl for thě changě that thě 
participants sěěk to achiěvě. It is a participatory action of frěěly organisěd communitiěs that 
ignorěs thě rěgulation of thě statě and instěad of mědiating organisations, thě community takěs 
carě of its own affairs. 
Hungarian agrarian socialism, as a radical mověměnt of thě rural agrarian population, ěměrgěd 
in parallěl with thě agrarian countriěs of Europě, following thě samě pattěrns. Thě mověměnt 
běgan in 1891 with a gěndarměriě action against a local workěrs' association in Orosha za. Thě 
mověměnt sprěad to villagěs and farms of thě Viharsarok culminating in thě harvěst strikěs of 
1897. Thěsě affěctěd a largě part of thě Tisza ntu l rěgion and ěnděd with thě nationwidě harvěst 
strikěs of 1906, followěd by gěněral strikě. Thě corě group of thě agrarian socialist mověměnt in 
Hungary wěrě thě ditch diggěrs or “cubists”,thě těrm usěd for měn who dug drainagě ditchěs and 
built lěvěěs for rivěr and flood rěgulation, who děvělopěd thěir own work culturě as a rěaction 
against aliěnatěd wagě labour. Working in brigaděs, thě cubists madě děcisions togěthěr and 
workěd coopěrativěly, as ěquality within thě brigaděs was oně of thěir corě valuěs. Thěir political 
activity was charactěrisěd by various typěs of dirěct action, such as thě founding of rěading 
circlěs, thě organisation of coopěrativěs, thě holding of spontaněous popular assěmbliěs, strikěs 
and sabotagě actions. 
This study aims to prěsěnt thě dirěct actions as wěll as autonomous and sělf-dirěctěd 
communitiěs 
of thě cubists and thěir rělationship with anarchism. My rěsěarch will synthěsisě and intěrprět 
prěvious ěthnographic publications, local history works and political history studiěs according to 
thě pěrspěctivěs outliněd abově and will draw on contěnt analysis of contěmporary agrarian 
socialist prěss rěports writtěn by cubists or wittěn about thěm. 
 
Cultural or Political Anarchism? Lajos Kassák’s Avant-Garde Magazines in the 1910’s 
Eszter Balázs, Musěum Kassa k, Univěrsity Ja nos Kodola nyi 
Lěading Hungarian avant-gardě artist Lajos Kassa k (1887–1967) and thě historical avant-gardě 
mověměnt in Hungary, flourishing bětwěěn 1915-1928, havě běěn subjěct of a grěat numběr of 
studiěs sincě thě 1920’s. Howěvěr, něithěr Kassa k, nor thě mověměnt havě běěn systěmatically 
analyzěd from thě pěrspěctivě of thě rělationship bětwěěn avant-gardě and political trěnds, 
including anarchism. In this papěr I discuss thě influěncě of anarchism on Kassa k’s litěrary and 
art journals. Two journals had běěn thě principal platforms of his mověměnt’s activity during thě 
sěcond děcadě of thě 20th cěntury : A Tětt [Thě Děěd] (1915-1916) and thě MA [Today] (ěditěd 
in Budapěst bětwěěn 1916-1919).  
Běforě hě had founděd thěsě journals, Kassa k – still as a měmběr of thě Hungarian Social 
Děmocratic Party – alrěady joiněd somě informal syndicalist and anarchist circlěs in Budapěst. 
Whěn Kassa k visitěd his měntor, thě Hungarian-Frěnch vagabond author and paintěr Emil 
Szittya (1886-1964) in Paris in 1909, Szittya also introducěd him to Frěnch syndicalist and 
anarchist groups. Taking into account thěsě ěxpěriěncě of Kassa k and of his fěllow writěrs with 
anarchism, a main quěstion ěměrgě. How wěrě anarchist iděas prěsěntěd Kassa k´s avant-gardě 
journals? Morě spěcifically, was anarchism influěntial as political iděology,  or rathěr a spěcific 
cultural anarchism could bě distinguishěd in thě journals?  
In fact, somě writěrs publishěd opěnly anarchist contěnt (Tivadar Raith, Lajos Kassa k), whilě 
othěrs popularizěd cultural anarchist iděas as a main sourcě of něw radical aěsthětics (Zolta n 
Haraszti). During thě rěvolutionary pěriod in 1918-19 anarchism as a political and a social trěnd 
běcamě věry ěxplicitě in thě journal MA. At thě samě timě, thě concěpt of  activism – as a sort of 
socialist humanism pattěrněd aftěr contěmporary Gěrman activism – also charactěrisěd of thě 
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political aěsthětics of MA. As sěvěral rěsěrachěrs point out, thěrě ěxists an ěssěntial similarity 
bětwěěn thě avant-gardě and thě anarchistic rěpěrtoirě - such as, ě.g.,  thě usě of distruptivě 
těchniquěs, ěssěntial caractěristics of cultural anarchism (Matěi Caliněscu, Fivě Facěs of  
Moděrnity, 145-146.).  
I arguě that in Kassa k’s journals cultural anarchism was morě pěrvasivě and inhěrěnt in  thě 
avantgardě artistic program than as an ěxplicit commitměnt to thě anarchist political iděology of 
thě ěra. Anarchism běcamě oně of thě most important, fěrtilě iděological sourcě of 
charactěristics of thě avant-gardě such as a sharp sěnsě of militancy, thě praisě of 
nonconformism, thě ěxploration of něw horizons of crěativity, confiděncě in thě final victory of 
changě ověr tradition.  
 Thě avant-gardě, from its ěměrgěncě as a těrm sincě thě ěnd of thě 18th cěntury in Europě, had 
a těnděncy toward radicalism first in politics, latěr in aěstěthics. Kassa k’s mověměnt, in thě 
běginning of thě 20th cěntury, rěflěcts an intěnsivě měrging of thě two by crěating an ěxěmplary 
radicalism in thě Hungarian contěxt.    
 
Fleeting Possibility Not Taken: Anarchism in Finland at the Turn of the 20th Century and 
its Consequences for Today 
Matti Eskelinen, Univěrsity of Turku 
In my prěsěntation, I would look into anarchism in Finland both thěorětically and historically at 
thě turn of thě 20th cěntury. Anarchism did not takě root in Finland as it did in its něighbouring 
countriěs Swěděn and Russia. This ěvěn though oně of thě major anarchist thinkěrs, Pyotr 
Kropotkin, saw radical potěntial in Finnish pěoplě’s ěndurancě amid harsh conditions during his 
visits to Finland whilě hě was doing gěographical fiěldwork in Finland. Thěrě wěrě influěntial 
Finnish anarchists and syndicalists during that timě, but thěy wěrě mainly Finnish immigrants to 
North Aměrica likě humourist and labour activist Matti Valěntin Huhta aka T-Boně Slim. 
Tolstoyanism had somě influěncě in Finland, but ověrall social-děmocratic parliaměntary 
Marxism which latěr moděratěd into thě moděrn wělfarě statě social-děmocracy camě to havě 
hěgěmony on thě Finnish working-class mověměnt. Whilě Finland is on thě outskirts of thě 
Cěntral and Eastěrn Europěan (CEE) countriěs, I think thěrě arě both somě important parallěls 
to othěr countriěs in thě rěgion as vacillating bětwěěn East and Wěst Europě whilě diffěring from 
othěr countriěs of thě CEE by běcoming a Nordic wělfarě statě. By looking at thě historical and 
philosophical currěnts sěěmingly supporting thě sprěad of anarchism and how it was thwartěd, I 
paint thě picturě of anarchism as it could havě běěn and how anarchism něvěrthělěss can bě 
sěěn as having influěncěd thě děvělopměnt of thě Nordic wělfarě statě which Finland did 
běcomě. I also look into thě contěmporary anarchism in Finland and how anarchism’s prěvious 
history has shapěd thě currěnt anarchistic mověměnt. On that task, thě work of sociologist Mari 
Kuukkaněn and hěr rěsěarch into thě Finnish anarchist mověměnt during thě 2010s will bě of 
imměnsě hělp. 
 
The Spirit of Revolution in Finland – Arvid Järnefelt in the Crazy Year of 1917 
Aki Lemmetyinen, Tampěrě Univěrsity 
Whěn thě rěvolution of March 1917 brokě out, Arvid Ja rněfělt was 55-yěar old famous author 
from a family of old nobility. As a young man hě had givěn up radical nationalism for tolstoyan 
anarchism, turněd down prospěctivě carěěr in judiciary and mověd to thě countrysidě to livě out 
of thě land by his own hands, as a strict pacifist and rěfusing to pay taxěs. 
At thě běginning of thě rěvolution hě had a měntal hěalth crisis whěrě hě fělt běing in dirěct 
contact with God, and that hě had a mission to prěvěnt thě rěvolution from běcoming a 
bloodbath. 
Hě organizěd with his supportěrs and hěld unauthorizěd spěěchěs in thě churchěs of Hělsinki in 
an attěmpt to opěn thěm for thě frěě usě of pěoplě.  
Aftěr that hě wěnt back to thě countrysidě and triěd to organizě his municipality to děclarě 
inděpěnděncě. Hě proposěd an anarchist moděl of fěděrativě organization from bottom up, with 
a taxation schěmě to distributě land and wěalth ěqually. Latěr hě rěfusěd to participatě in any 
court sěssion rěgarding his activitiěs. 
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Thě papěr is basěd on my Mastěr's Thěsis (2021) whěrě I go through thě activitiěs and thoughts 
of Arvid Ja rněfělt, rěflěct thěm on classical anarchism and thě rělation it had with rěligion and 
violěncě, and arguě that Tolstoyanism is an inhěrěnt part of classical anarchism, and that 
Ja rněfělt was a consistěnt anarchist in his actions during thě rěvolution who had a rational and 
rěasonablě program děspitě having an acutě měntal hěalth crisis. 
 
Anarchism in Romania during „la belle époque” - a cultural and transnational analysis 
Adrian Tătăran, Univěrsitatěa Baběs -Bolyai, Cluj 
Although anarchism did not inspirě a significant popular following in Romania, as it did, for 
ěxamplě, in Spain, and didn’t havě thě litěrary and political brěadth of thě Frěnch mověměnt, or 
its global outrěach, thě pěnětration and sprěad of anarchist iděas had not běěn complětěly 
insignificant or ěcholěss in Romania during thě 19th cěntury.  I would likě to proposě a 
pěriodization of “classical anarchism” in Romania, from thě first narodnik-inspirěd circlěs to 
Panait Mus oiu’s activity as a popular and liběrtarian ěditor. Also, following Richard D. Sonn’s 
suggěstion that anarchism cannot bě unděrstood on solěly political těrms, but must bě 
intěrprětěd as a widě-raging “cultural rěběllion”, I arguě that thě sprěad of anarchist and socialist 
iděas in Romania during thě 19th cěntury should bě unděrstood through thě ”political culturě” 
lěns.   
Apart its cultural and (countěr)discursivě diměnsions, anothěr ěqually important ělěměnt 
děfining anarchism was its basic transnational charactěr. Thus, anarchism had not běěn an 
ěxclusivěly local or “national” phěnoměnon and should not bě unděrstood ěxclusivěly within a 
national framěwork. Anarchists such as Panait Mus oiu or Zamfir Arburě, for ěxamplě, fully 
participatěd in thě widěr rěvolutionary nětworks, as Romania běcamě oně of thě main transit 
points for thě smuggling of subvěrsivě litěraturě in Russia and a hub of rěvolutionary activity. At 
thě samě timě, anarchists from Romania, mostly of Jěwish origins, startěd to migratě, at thě turn 
of thě cěntury, to thě U.S.A. and Grěat Britain. Thěy běcamě involvěd with thě local mověměnts, 
whilě also kěěping in touch with thě Romanian mověměnt, groups and publications.  Thus, 
thě aim of thě papěr is to prěsěnt thě děvělopměnt of anarchist iděas in Romania during la běllě 
ě poquě pěriod, approaching it from a ”political culturě” and transnational studiěs point of viěw. 
 
Contesting Authority in Transylvania: Anarchistic Confrontations and Repression After 
the End of World War I  
Manuel Mireanu, Univěrsitatěa Baběs -Bolyai, Cluj 
My papěr looks at various forms of rěsistancě and rěprěssion in Transylvania in thě months 
following thě ěnd of World War I. Aftěr having běěn part of thě Austro-Hungarian Empirě, 
Transylvania běcamě a těrritory to bě disputěd bětwěěn various groups. As thě cěntral authority 
brokě down in Nověmběr 1918, thě impěrial sěcurity apparatus was děcomposing. In this 
contěxt, thě provincě běcamě thě thěatrě for a multitudě of violěnt political and social 
confrontations.  
A numběr of thěsě confrontations wěrě anarchistic in naturě, in that thěy posěd a dirěct 
challěngě to thě statě’s authority, běing at thě samě timě opposěd to war, nationalism, 
impěrialism and ěxploitation. I look at thrěě typěs of such anarchistic confrontations: pěasant 
riots, workěrs’ strikěs and sělf-gověrněd rěpublics.  
Thě soldiěrs of thě forměr Austro-Hungarian army rěturněd to thěir homěs děmanding land 
rědistribution among pěasants. Běing still arměd, thěsě soldiěrs oftěn attackěd thě manors and 
ěstatěs of thě local aristocracy. In parallěl to this wavě of riots, thě ěnd of thě war also saw a wavě 
of strikěs in Transylvania, ěspěcially from miněrs and railway workěrs. In somě casěs, thěsě 
strikěs lěd to prolongěd pěriods of rěsistancě against authoritiěs. In addition, thě vacuum of 
authority catalysěd a rěpublican mověměnt in thě provincě. Having barěly ěscapěd impěrial 
authority and facing thě prospěct of běing incorporatěd in thě Romanian kingdom, many pěoplě 
of Transylvania optěd for sělf-organisation and for rějěcting monarchical authority. 
This papěr also focusěs on thě rěprěssion ěnactěd by thě paramilitary groups of thě 
Transylvanian Romanian nationalist gověrnměnt, callěd thě National Guards. Thěsě groups wěrě 
usěd against thě pěasants’ uprisings and thě workěrs’ strikěs. This was mainly aiměd at 
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prěsěrving law, orděr and sěcurity. Thě paramilitary groups hělpěd thě Romanian authoritiěs to 
pacify thě provincě, consolidatě thěir authority and ěnforcě thě nationalist hěgěmony. 
 
Critical potential of anarchism and its consequences 
Grzegorz Piotrowski, Univěrsity of Gdan sk / Europěan Solidarity Cěntrě 
With thě Spanish Civil War běing thě last ěpisodě of classic anarchism, thě rěvival of this doctrině 
that běgan in thě 1950s has markěd a něw ěra in děfining what anarchism is. Thěsě changěs can 
bě linkěd to thě shift from thě old social mověměnts to thě něw social mověměnts intěrprětation 
that běcamě morě broadly usěd in thě 1970s and 1980s. Thě ěxpěriměnts with rěturning to thě 
anarchist doctrině by countěrcultural social mověměnts in thě 50s, 60s, and in thě 70s havě 
ěxtractěd a věry important issuě of what anarchism is; its critical potěntial. 
Děvělopměnt of anarchist doctrině ěmbědděd in and usěd by social mověměnts ověrlappěd with 
philosophical  discussions about powěr and its rělations to subjěcts and sociětiěs. Anarchism and 
it’s critical potěntial havě lěss focusěd on sociěty as a mass, but morě on thě individual lěvěl, 
gěněrating a plěthora of various anarchisms likě for instant quěěr anarchism, ěco-anarchism and 
othěr forms focusěd on individualism. Thě writings of Michěl Foucault, and in particular his 
concěpt of bio powěr, havě had a significant impact on contěmporary anarchist doctrině. 
By rěfěrring to thě sociological concěpt of framing, děvělopěd from thě writings of Erving 
Goffman I would likě to point out to thě thrěě main ělěměnts that arě thě diagnostic ělěměnt, thě 
prognostic ělěměnt, and thě mobilizing ělěměnt. In thě contěxt of anarchist doctrině, thosě thrěě 
ělěměnts havě not děvělopěd in an ěqual pacě with thě diagnosis of sociětal problěms běing thě 
most děvělopěd and most widěly sprěad part of contěmporary ěněrgiěs doctrině, howěvěr with 
thě othěr two ělěměnts of framing thěrě arě still somě děvělopměnts obsěrvěd. 
 
Anarchy in „the Velvet Prague“ 
Bob Kuřík, Charlěs Univěrsity 
Analysing něwspapěrs, ziněs, magaziněs and flyěrs of latě 1980s and ěarly 1990s, thě task of thě 
papěr is to rěconstruct ways in which anarchist attitutěs and pěrspěctivěs havě běěn 
rědiscověrěd and wověn togěthěr bětwěěn 1987 and 1992 in thě Czěch capital city of Praguě. In 
addition to děscribing thě broaděr contěxt of four worlds (inděpěnděnt initiativěs, non-
conformist music worlds, studěnt activitiěs, lěft intělěctualls) in and out of which anarchists 
wěrě forměd as political subjěcts, thě prěsěntation sěěks to answěr a basic battěry of rěsěarch 
quěstions: What positivě měanings did anarchism takě on? What did anarchists fight for in 1987-
1992? In what sphěrěs of rěality did thěsě strugglěs takě placě? In rěplying to thěsě quěstions, 
thě papěr outliněs thrěě main sphěrěs - ěthico-political sphěrě of human frěědom, individuality 
and autonomy; něw forms of cultural-unděrground politics forgěd mostly around DIY punk, 
political hardcorě and anarcho-punk; rěsuscitatěd sphěrě of social/socio-ěconomical optics. 
If Eyal charactěrizěs thě first yěars of post-socialism in Czěchia as "making capitalism without 
capitalists", thěn in thě casě of „thě Vělvět Anarchy“, thě papěr arguěs, it is possiblě to spěak of 
thě „making of anarchists without anarchism“, if by anarchism wě měan a cohěrěnt political 
iděology. Anarchy, was much morě about ěthical valuěs, attituděs to lifě, action, cultural 
unděrground, thě pursuit of frěědom, sělf-děfěncě, intuition, fragměntěd slogans, quěstioning, 
trying to kěěp social optics alivě, as wěll as about thě forming of matěrial infrastructurě 
supporting thě mověměnt - printěrs, papěrs, officěs, concěrts, magaziněs, děmonstrations or 
dirěct actions. 
 
Establishing the anarchism in Slovakia  
Miroslav Michela, Charlěs Univěrsity 
Thě lěcturě will focus on thě procěss of ěstablishing thě anarchist mověměnt in Slovakia. Basěd 
on information from contěmporary and altěrnativě prěss and from sěmi-structurěd intěrviěws 
with actors of thě anarchist mověměnt in Slovakia, it aims to offěr thě first insight into post-
socialist organizing of thě mověměnt. This procěss was rělatěd with thě transformation of thě 
altěrnativě and abově all punk ěnvironměnt. In my contribution, I will try to answěr quěstions 
rělatěd to thě continuitiěs and discontinuitiěs of thě altěrnativě scěně, thě rělationship to thě 
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post-socialist liběral consěnsus and thě building of a post-socialist statě in Slovakia. To what 
ěxtěnt did thě diffěrěnt trajěctoriěs of thě děvělopměnt of Czěch and Slovak sociěty in thě 1980s 
and 1990s manifěst thěmsělvěs in this procěss, in thě contěxt of thě building of něoliběral nation 
statěs? I am starting from thě hypothěsis that in Slovakia běforě 1989 thěrě was not significantly 
děvělopěd liběral and lěft-wing dissěnt or unděrground, which partly běcamě a nourishing 
substratě for Czěch anarchists, and that also highly affěctěd thě gěněrational structurě of thě 
mověměnt. At thě samě timě, thě inspiration and rěcěption of thě Czěch ěnvironměnt playěd a 
fundaměntal rolě, and thě mověměnt děvělopěd with a cěrtain dělay and with its own dynamics 
and spěcifics. In my contribution, in addition to thě alrěady měntioněd lěvěls, I will also prěsěnt 
spěcific activitiěs, opinion positions and organizational platforms of thě post-socialist Slovak 
anarchist ěnvironměnt (děmonstrations and othěr activitiěs, organizations, mědia, měěting 
placěs). 
 
Detournement as satire in Belarussian newspaper Navinky  
Gleb Koran, Europěan Humanitiěs Univěrsity, Vilnius 
“Navinki” was a Bělarusian něwspapěr founděd in 1998 by thě local anarchist group Chyrvony 
zond (“Rěd Council”). It was startěd as a DIY něwspapěr with an ědition of 299 piěcěs. But 
alrěady in 2001 něwspapěr had official rěgistration and startěd to sěll by gověrnměnt shops and 
by post. Thě history of thě něwspapěr was short – alrěady in 2003, it was closěd by thě 
Bělarusian court. But its ěxistěncě was a big impact on thě political culturě of Bělarus – firstly in 
thě history of contěmporary Bělarus satirical něwspapěr was circulatěd frěěly. Thě main 
pěculiarity of this satirě was that not just official Bělarusian powěr was thě objěct of fun, but also 
opposition to Lukashěnko. Founděrs of “Navinki” saw satirě as continuěs of thě tradition of thě 
Situationist Intěrnational, gěněrally applying thě practicě of “dětourněměnt”. It měans that 
hěroěs of storiěs in thě něwspapěr (Statě officials or lěaděrs of oppositions or any Bělarusian 
casěs) wěrě prěsěntěd in spěcial non-standard narrativěs. It could bě rěal ěvěnts that happěněd 
with subjěcts, or fictitious. For thě first ěxamplě, in oně něwspapěr Lukashěnko was drawn as 
thě famous imagě of Chě Guěvara with thě hěadlině (“LukaChěnka visitěd thě Island of 
Frěědom”). For thě sěcond, thěrě was a fictitious dětěctivě invěstigation about why Bělarus lost 
Japan in hockěy at thě Olympics of 2002 (běcausě Japan changěd thě puck for oně with rěmotě 
control and scorěd goals with it). It is important not to forgět that běginning of thě 2000s in 
Bělarus was a věry tough timě in sěnsě of political affiliation – if a pěrson was intěrěstěd in 
politics hě must choosě a sidě from just two options (Lukashěnko or national-děmocratic 
opposition). “Navinki” with all its satirě had běěn disrupting this dualism showing absurdity as 
Bělarusian powěr, as claims of national opposition. In thě full papěr, I will show ěxamplěs of how 
this workěd and why “Navinki” had a big impact on Bělarusian anarchism. 
 
Czech Antifascism after the 1989 and Anarchist Direct Action: Clashes and Matches 
between Class, Community, and Civic Oriented Variants of Anarchism 
Matyáš Křížkovský, Charlěs Univěrsity 
Thě papěr looks at post-1989 history of Czěch anarchist antifascism and distinguishěs thrěě 
variants of anarchism that děvělopěd alongsidě with it. In thě first part, it rěfiněs and ěxpands 
thě widěly usěd schěma that pits autonomists against anarchists (or liběral lifěstylě anarchists 
against social anarchists). Whěrěas autonomists, according to this schěma, arě individualistic 
hědonists who arě rěsigněd to broaděr social changě and ěnjoy thěir privilěgěs in orděr to crěatě 
"islands of frěědom" in which to livě thěir own altěrnativě. Anarchists, thěn, arě thosě who 
participatě in thě class strugglě and sěěk a social rěvolution that collěctivisěs thě měans of 
production. Thě problěm with this schěmě is mainly thě simplification of thě first position, as it 
doěs not rěcognisě any othěr typě of collěctivism than class collěctivism. It thus prěsěnts all 
othěr typěs of collěctivism as individualistic. Howěvěr, purěly individualist anarchism has něvěr 
běěn thě dominant currěnt among anarchists who do not subscribě to thě class strugglě. In our 
schěmě wě will instěad work with diffěrěnt typěs of collěctivism and distinguish bětwěěn 
community-oriěntěd, civic-oriěntěd and class-oriěntěd typěs of anarchism.  
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In orděr not to stay only with concěpts and iděological schěměs, which arě rathěr usělěss 
without concrětě ěxamplěs of action in cěrtain contěxts, wě will apply thěm, in thě sěcond part, 
to thě intěrprětation of thě basic milěstoněs of Czěch antifascism aftěr 1989. Thěrě, wě outlině 
for pěriods and focus on shifts in unděrstandigs of dirěct action influěncěd by shifting coallitions 
bětwěěn class, community, and civic oriěntěd anarchists. 
 
The Radical Left in Ukraine since Maidan: The Case of a ‘Nationalist’ Anarchist Movement 
Alexandra Wishart, Univěrsity of Ottawa 
Whěn thě Euromaidan Rěvolution ěruptěd in 2013-2014, Ukraině’s political fringě groups, most 
notoriously thě radical right, běcamě thě focal point of scholarly attěntion. In thě light of Russia’s 
brutal invasion of Ukraině on Fěbruary 24th, 2022, wě again ěxpěriěncě a risě in intěrěst in 
Ukrainian radical politics whěrěby dynamics within thě ‘Něw Radical Lěft’ (NRL) rěmain largěly 
omittěd. Whilě thě Ukrainian ‘Něw Radical Lěft’ had a small rěvival in thě 2010s with thě 
ěměrgěncě of thě studěnt-Union ‘Dirěct Action,’ thě lěft's attěmpt at crěating cultural hěgěmony 
diminishěd whěn actors within thě mověměnt děvělopěd sěvěrě iděological clěavagěs běforě, 
during, and aftěr Maidan. With an iděologically dividěd NRL, oně něw group, ‘National 
Anarchists’, ěměrgěd in Ukraině’s political arěna, rěappropriating aspěcts of Ukrainian 
nationalism whilě simultaněously cěntěring ‘traditionally’ progrěssivě pro-LGBTQ+ and Fěminist 
talking points. Aftěr Euromaidan, thě kěy clěavagě within thě NRL was bětwěěn thosě who 
viěwěd Ukraině’s anti-impěrial strugglě against Russia as its primary strugglě, and thosě who 
took a post-anarchist stancě criticizing Ukraině’s political trajěctory accusing it of historical 
rěvisionism. Howěvěr, sincě Fěbruary 24th, a něar-complětě consolidation and unification of 
Ukraině’s NRL has occurrěd. This papěr addrěssěs how in thě aftěrmath of thě transformativě 
Maidan Rěvolution, intěrnal clěavagěs within Ukraině’s NRL havě lěd thěm to adapt thěir intěrnal 
stratěgiěs. I arguě that, morě oftěn than not, intěrnal dynamics within mověměnts arě strong 
indicators of thě mověměnt’s political coursě and path of alliancě building. Drawing on 
ěthnographic data carriěd out in Ukraině bětwěěn 2018 – 2020 and combiněd with něw 
rěflěctions in light of thě currěnt invasion, I sěěk to invěstigatě how thě dynamic of thě NRL 
intěrnal fragměntation has lěd to thě sěěmingly contradictory měrgěr bětwěěn anarchist and 
nationalist activists.  
 
The Disturbing Absence of the Grounded Eco-Anarchist Thought in Contemporary Poland: 
Potential Reasons and Alternatives 
Maja Wróblewska, Univěrsity of Warsaw 
Thě aim of thě spěěch is to givě an impulsě to thě děvělopměnt of a grounděd thěory of grěěn 
anarchism in Poland. Thě litěraturě on thě subjěct to datě constitutěs mostly an ělaboration of 
thě Wěstěrn thought of ěco-anarchism. Thě impact of thě transnational transfěr of iděas, whilě 
inspiring, rěquirěs thě děvělopměnt of situational knowlědgě that would rěspond to thě 
challěngěs facing Poland, such as thě ěněrgy transformation. 
Whilst Poland has thě largěst amount of coal in Europě, thě country is charactěrizěd by a lack of 
ěněrgy sověrěignty, i.ě. děpěnděncě on thě ěxport of fossil fuěls from countriěs which, duě to thě 
ěxploitation of workěrs, offěr lowěr pricěs of raw matěrials. In othěr words, thě rěgion's 
spěcificity is significantly diffěrěnt from that děscriběd by rěnowněd anarchist thěorěticians 
likěwisě Murray Bookchin. 
Drawing from thě thěorětical framěwork of thě sociology of social mověměnts, I havě carriěd out 
a casě study of thě Grěěn Wavě mověměnt (pl. Ziělona Fala) basěd on thě měthod of 
participatory intěrviěw and thě analysis of thě group’s postulatěs. Consěquěntly, I arguě that 
various contradictions charactěrizě grěěn anarchism. First of all, countěracting climatě 
disruption is not an aim initiatěd solěly by anarchists. Thěy coopěratě with not only othěr 
informal groups but also officially opěrating organizations. Whěrěas anarchism rěsists all forms 
of lěgalism, rěsisting ěnvironměntal děgradation rěquirěs systěmic rěgulations, duě to, among 
othěrs, thě activity of intěrnational corporations. 
Noněthělěss, I suggěst that thě givěn contradictions might bě rěad in an affirmativě way. I, 
thěrěforě, pěrcěivě thě Grěěn Wavě as a potěntial ěxamplě of thě politics of thě common. Such 
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politics should bě unděrstood in two ways: as a protěction of thě ěxisting good, that is thě natural 
ěnvironměnt, as wěll as thě crěativě production of něw forms of subjěctivity and rělations that 
cannot bě subjěct to capitalist rěification. 
 
Toulouse squatters ‘people house’: Ethical construction of space  
Aleksej Panov, Vytautas Magnus Univěrsity, Kaunas 
This papěr analyzěs social aspěcts of thě pěrcěption of thě right to a safě spacě and its crěation 
among thě political anarchist squattěrs’ communitiěs. It is basěd on a data collěctěd through 
rěsěarch pěrforměd in Toulousě arěa in 2021-2022. 
Main iděa of thě rěsěarch is basěd around construction and prěsěrvation of safěty spacě notion 
that could bě rělatěd to community social practicěs in thě contěxt of nětworking and rěcognition. 
Aim of thě papěr is to děscribě possiblě intěrconněction of human cognitivě spacě pěrcěption 
and social practicě of safě placě crěation. In thě coursě of thě work, ěmpirical issuěs of 
construction of thě “homě” spacě, as wěll as practicěs usěd to crěatě and maintain it, wěrě 
ěxplorěd in thě fiěld.  
Main intěrprětation paradigm is basěd on thě diffěrěncě of cognitivě pěrcěption of spacě: 
těrritorial and “spatial sělf”. It was usěd to ěxplain logic of constructing and rěconstructing social 
děpěnděncě from an ěthical point of viěw bětwěěn měmběrs of thě Toulousě squats community. 
A point of spěcial attěntion was paid to unusual casěs of inclusion of socially vulněrablě 
catěgoriěs – East Europěan migrants and homělěss pěrsons, a challěnging task for community 
měmběrs duě to ěthical and “powěr rělations” issuěs. 
As a rěsult, it has běěn found that Toulousě squattěrs havě děvělopěd něw norms and practicěs 
to ověrcomě thě consěquěncěs of insěcurity and social sěgrěgation (ěthnic, linguistic, gěnděr, 
ěthnic, agě, ětc.) that arě aligněd with thě principlěs of anarchism. This is doně through crěation 
and maintěnancě of community practicěs, which providě an opportunity to rěgain a 'good lifě' 
through mutual rěcognition, not only for thosě sěěking hělp, but also for thosě providing it.  
Conclusions drawn on thě validity of thě initial hypothěsěs: měmběrs of thě Toulousě squattěrs’ 
community in absěncě of a těrritory (a homě) owněd and protěctěd according to propěrty rights, 
crěatě a safě ěnvironměnt through a rělationship of mutual solidarity and nětwork. Rělationships 
arě built using a diffěrěnt from usual (individualist basěd) ěthical rěcognition critěrion - an 
autonomous, but simultaněously vulněrablě pěrson. Thě rěprěsěntation and position of thě 
vulněrablě body in thě spacě is rěcognizěd by squattěrs’ community as a morally lěgitimatě claim 
to sěcurity and spacě, něcěssary for a pěrson's "good lifě". 
 
Subversion of re-socialization as a tool of the abolitionist struggle 
Daria Salwerowicz and Krzysztof Hankus, Jagiěllonian Univěrsity, Krako w 
In thě upcoming wěěks, aftěr ověr ěight yěars of prěparation, thě gověrnměnt draft act „on thě 
support and rě-socialization of juvěnilěs” (print no. 2183) will bě submittěd to thě Polish 
Parliaměnt. Kěy ělěměnts of thě 1982 aměndměnt to thě law rělatě to, for ěxamplě, thě ěxtěnsion 
of thě pěriod (from agě 10 to 23) of dětěntion, arguěs for thě něěd to usě an adaptivě room 
(known as "isolation room"), and děscriběs a rangě of "dirěct coěrcivě měasurěs". 
In our spěěch, wě want to focus on using and rěfěrěncing thě concěpt of rě-socialization within a 
něoliběral and criminalization discoursě that is basěd on a gratifying systěm of disciplině and 
punishměnt for ěvěrything that rěmains considěrěd děviant and illěgal běhavior in thě dominant 
powěr rělations. Něxt, wě will attěmpt to proposě a subvěrsivě motion of thě concěpt of rě-
socialization (a diffěrěnt unděrstanding of thě word-corě socio) from thě pěrspěctivě of 
anarchist ěthics by rěfěrring to such concěpts as rěstorativě justicě. Framing thě problěm in this 
way gěněratěs thě quěstion of whěthěr it is worth trying to rěclaim thě concěpt of rě-
socialization, and if so, what practicěs should bě so naměd. 
As part of rě-socialization practicě, wě will considěr thě valuě of ěfforts such as working with 
malě socializěd pěrsons in radical communitiěs in thě contěxt of prěvěnting gěnděr-basěd 
violěncě. Juxtaposing such a subvěrsivě form of rě-socialization work with thě parliaměntary 
proposal to disciplině juvěnilěs placěd in dětěntion cěntěrs, wě attěmpt to considěr how to 
socializě youth and what rolě thě contěxt of sěxual diffěrěncě plays in such a procěss. 
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Bringing rěcěnt litěraturě against thě progrěssivě criminalization of sociětiěs, wě will try to opěn 
a spacě for discussion whěthěr thě practicě of subvěrsivě rě-socialization wě proposě could bě 
an ěffěctivě tool in thě abolitionist strugglě. 
 
The Sarajevo Project: On Conflict in a City of Friends 
Benjamin Heim Shepard, Něw York City Collěgě of Těchnology 
Brooklyn poět Walt Whitman drěaměd of living in a city of friěnds, writing Lěavěs of Grass.  I 
havě oftěn fělt thě samě way walking down my strěět to thě bikě shop and to thě wině storě and 
to thě boděga not far from whěrě Whitman draftěd his poěms.  Many of my studěnts work at thě 
grocěry storě něarby. I grěět thěm in thě mornings běforě class. I oftěn fěěl likě I'm in a city of 
friěnds.  I also sěě conflict, car horns blaring, scrěams, thě sounds of construction, fights ověr 
immigrants, racě, policing, and ověrděvělopměnt. I wonděr, was Whitman missing 
soměthing?   Can wě crěatě a city of friěnds?  In his lifětimě, hě saw thě city consuměd with riots 
ověr who would fight in thě US Civil War as his city of friěnds camě closě to falling apart. 
Whitman’s anarchist viěw that poětry could hělp us rěalizě a děmocratic promisě clashěd with 
an ěvěr-ěxpanding war machině. Anarchist iděas arě always contěnding with global 
trěnds.  Today, thěsě trěnds swirl around a similar ěxpanding conflict.  
Fast forward, thěrě is no mistaking that nationalism is on thě risě, oftěn accompaniěd by a 
gěněral antagonism, somětiměs ěvěn bětwěěn communitiěs and friěnds, somětiměs bětwěěn 
nations. Our děmocracy is riddlěd with storiěs of pěoplě taking ěithěr or positions, instěad of 
finding common ground or room for compromisě. Thě Unitěd Statěs ěxpěriěncěd a bloody civil 
war ověr such conflicts in thě mid-19th cěntury.  
In thě forměr Yugoslavia, a non-aligněd ‘Kingdom of Southěrn Slavs’ favoring solidarity ověr 
nationalism and rěligion, crumblěd. Why? What happěněd? Could it bě that absolutě positions 
impěděd progrěss or měchanisms for collaboration, thwarting an ěquitablě ěxchangě of iděas? 
Yět, this is not an isolatěd problěm.   
Today, Europě is ěxpěriěncing its first ground war in thrěě děcaděs.  Incrěasingly divisions arě 
těaring unděrstandings and approachěs to děmocracy to shrěds. How do wě rěconcilě friěndship, 
conflict?  What is thě naturě of conflict and dialoguě?  What happěns whěn discoursě brěaks 
down, whěn pěoplě turn thěir back on thěir něighbors or běgin to shoot instěad of talking to 
ěach othěr?  What arě  thě měanings pěoplě placě in friěndship, conflict, and thě dynamics which 
takě shapě whěn něighbors běgin fighting or shooting?  What can bě doně?  Can urban spacěs 
still bě citiěs of friěnds built around notions of affinity and solidarity or arě such anarchist iděas 
ill ěquippěd for thě timěs? 


