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1. IIporoyog

H napovca nruylakn epyacio apopd T LETAPPOOT Kol TO GYOAACUO TOL ApHpov Tov
Stefan Collini kpitikov Aoyoteyviag Kot apOpoypdpov petald dAlmv Kot 6Tov
opyavicpd London Review of Books. To cuykexpipévo dpbpo tov avapépetatl 6to
BiBArio Tov Alexander Zevin, “Liberalism At Large” Koi v 6QOdpT KPLTIKN TOV
OGKEITOL G 0L OO TIC TTLO YVMGTEG KO EMTUYNUEVES QN UEPIdES, TOV Economist.
[Ipdkertar ovolactikd Yo éva dpBpo mov aglohoyel éva PiAio mov pe v cepd Tov
aokel kpirikn o pia epnuepioa. Kroaiafaivovpe, Aowmdv, nwg dev mpokeLTo yio pia
ATTAY] LETAPPAOT) EVOG GLYKEKPLUEVOL EIOOVG (T.). TEYVIKO, OIKOVOULKO, AOYOTEYVIKO
Keipevo). Aev Ba cuvavtnoovpe, Aowmdv, TV KAAGGIKN dOUT|, TO GYESIOYPAUUATO, TO
aVGTNPO VOOG, TNV EKTETAUEVT] OpoAoyio Kot To e€edkevpévo AeEhdyio. Baoikn|
emdimEn Katd TV EKTOVNON TG TTLYLNKNG EPYOCING NTOV 1) KATOVONGT EVOG
KEWWEVOL OIKOVOLKOV TEPLEYOUEVOV OAAG LLE LOPPON IGTOPIKNG AP YNONG KOt 1
dnpovpyia VO KEWWEVOL 6TOYOL OOV Bol UTOPEL VO LETAPEPEL TNG OTOPOITITEG

TANPOQOPIES KoL UMvO AT,

H dopn g epyaciog amoteleitol amd 600 péPT. XT0 TPAOTO UEPOG TOPATIOETL TO
KelEVO 6TOY0G Kot akoAovbel To Keipevo Tnyn. 1o 6e0TEPO PEPOG YiveTan £vag
OOMAGUOG TV dVO Keévav. [Ipokettat yio pio avéAvor tov d00 KEWEVOV, P
LKPY| TOPOVGIOGT) TV ONULOVPYDV TOL KEWWEVOL TTNYN, KOOMOG Kol TOV GTOXWOV TOL
TOVG 001 YOOV GTNV GLYYPAPT] TOV KO PUGIKA TNV GVYKPLOT] LETAED TOV KEWUEVDV
Kot TV Vapén Kot EXIAVCT TOV OOV LETAPPACTIK®OV TPOPANUATOV TPOEKVY OV

KOO TNV €KTOVNON NG EPYOciag.




2. Metdopaopa

‘Ocov apopd TNV wpaypaTiKy yvijero nadotnTa, or Ayyiou
OgV £Y0VV avTiTULO.

‘Tlog yphoet xovelg ocav apBpoypdeog tov Economist;” pdtnoe éva véo PEAOG TNG
OCLYYPAPIKNG Opddag KabmG EeKVOVGE VO GUVTAGGEL TO TPMTO TOV GNUAVTIKO GpOpo
oV gpnuepida pepikd ypévia mpwv. ‘Tlposmomoov mwg eicat 0 ®edg’ andvinoe Evag
o EUTEPOG cvvePYaTNS. Agdopévov OtL 1 omota Bedtnta dev telvel va oyoldlet
dpeca eni Tov mapdvtOV NTMUATOV GTIG HEPES HOC, O AYYOUEVOS VEAPOS 10MC va
JVOKOAEVTNKE VO EQAPUOCEL OVTH TNV GVUPOVATY. Mo Tepynon o€ NYETEG Ao TIG
mponyovpeves dekaetieg Oa pmopovoe va €xel dMGEL pia O G aicOnon tov Tt
avalntovce. @aiveror 0T M movioyvecio gival €va amd To YOPAKTNPIGTIKA TNG
OMTIKNG Hiog OelkNg vmocTaong, evd €va GAAO elvar M vepPoAikn avtomenoibnom.
‘Eneita, vadpyel évo Aoikd otod mov mpoékvye and to. obiter dicta! tov 1oyvpdv
aToOp®V, KoOMG Kol [ TAoT Vo ETOVOAAPOVUE HEPIKEG OOTNPES EVIOAES, TIC OTOTEG
Kamwo1og Ba pavtaldtav wg: «Agv eumodilels TV OKOVOUIKT avATTUENY. «Agv TPEMEL
va gloot eavoTikogy. «Agv mpémel va AOTPeVES TOVG YEVLTIKOVG Be0Vg - Ko unv

pooToleicat 0Tt dev EEPELG TOLOVE EVVOOVLEN.

Tig tehevtaieg dexoetieg 10 Oeikd poviédo €xel eEummpetnost eEaPeTIKd KOAL TV
epnuepida. Xe a&loAoyes TOANGELS TOV GYeOOV AyyiEav to 1,5 exatoppdplo avritvma,
o Economist wétuye Aettovpykd kEPON VYOLG 54 €KATOUUVPIOV MPOV GTEPAMVAOV
TApAAANAO. LE TIG BUYATPIKEG TOL EMYEIPNOELS, TAPA TO YEYOVOS OTL OMOTEAEL T
poag PBropnyaviag Omov ot oAoéva Kol LEYOADTEPEG OMMAELEG glvarl MON O KOVOVOG
(TopOAO OV Ol TOANGELS EVIVTTOV PLAALOWMV EYOVV LTOYMPNOEL KATMS Kot To £5000.
amd Jowpnuioslg pewwdnkoav amodtopa). Kot otovg avoyvooteg tov @oivetor vo
ocounepthapupdvovior moAlol, i6mC o1 mMEPIGGOTEPOL, €K TOV OMOi®V, AdY® TOV

TAOVTOL 1 NG €E0VGIOG TOVG, £XOVV GNUOAVTIKY EMPPON| GTO UEAAOV TOL KOGHOUL.

! obiter dicta: pio évvota mov anyalet and 1o ayyAocoEovikd dikaio, 6o [, SIKAGTIKT amdpact
yopiletar o€ 2 pépn, ratio decidendi kau obiter dicta. Ocov a@opd T0 SIKOVOLUKS TPOTYOOLEVO
(judicial precedent) o mp®dTOG OpOG vl VOLIKG SeGUEVTIHOG, V(D 0 deHTEPOG OYL.




Befaiog, ¢@aivetar va ovveyiler va €yel Eexopiot) mpoOGPocn o€ aLTOVG TOVG
avOpodmovg. Ot moAttikol Kol EMLXEPMUATIKOL NYETEC TOL TAMVITI] TOPEYOVY GTNV
epnuepido. TV VIEPTATH TOVG OLAOPPAOVNOT: OEYOVIOL ONAMG M KANGN TOV
dnuocloypapov tov Economist. Xt Bpetavia, o cvvtdktng tov Economist givan
Tapodootakd PeTaEh TOV aTOU®MY OV TOLG SIVETAL Lol IOIMTIKN EVIUEP®OOT] OO TOV
Ymovpyd Owovopuk®v tnv emndpevn pépa amd TNV mopovciocn &vog VEoL
TPoUTOAOYIGHOV. X oplopéva onueia g wotopiag g epnuepidas, o Economist
{owg eavotav cav o Sactadpwon petald tov epnuepiowv Spectator ko Banker |
o GAha éva apddyopo tov meplodikov Time and Investors’ Chronicle, aAld TOpO.
éxel o povadikn 0€om 610 TayKOGHUIO TOTo TOV HEGMV EVIUEPOGNS TOV UTOPEL VoL
ekppootel og €ENg ¢ av Bélete va pudbete 11 cvpPaivel otov KOGUo, dwPdote TV
epnuepida New York Times. Av 0élete vo pabete L mdel oTpafd 6 aVTd TOV KOGLO,
dwpaote v Guardian. Av 0élete va pdbete 1 B cupPet ot cVVEXELD GTOV KOGHO
(ekTOG av 01 aviKovol aploTePOl KOTAGTPEYOLVV T ThvTa), dtaffdcte tov Economist.
E&dALov,  movioyvooio enekteiveTan Kol 6T0 HEAAOV, TN LOVT| YPOVIKT TEPIOd0 Yia

TNV 07010 EVOLOPEPOVTOL TTPOLYLOTIKEL O ETEVOVTEG.

Ao 116 apyég Tov Economist, xkovelg dgv Ba pmopovoe va pavtactel Tmg 1 emituyio
g epnuepidag Ba Eptave oe 1060 LYNAA emimeda. Katd m didpketo g avatapoyng
EVOVTIOV TOV VOU®OV TOL KOAGUTOKION OTIS apyEg G Oekaetiag Tov 1840, ot nyéteg
tov kwnuatog, Richard Cobden kot John Bright, evBdppovav v mpdtaon evidg
veapold Xkwtoélov, ovopartt James Wilson, va ompovpyncer po gfdopodiaio
epnuepida mov Ba vroompile TG eAe0Bepec cuvarrayés. AAAG o Wilson dev &iye
Kapio tpdbeon va givar Eva “ypovdall otn punyavi” Tov KIVAUATOG EVAVTIO TOV VOU®V
TOV KOAQUTOKIOV, empuévovtag OtL M epnuepido tov Bo émpeme va givol pua
aveEapm oovr. H gponuepida Eexivnoe tov Adyovsto tov 1843, apywd pe v
ovopaocia “Economist: 1§ T0 TOMTIKO, EUTOPIKO, YeWPYIKO Kai eAevbepo eumdpio”.
Kotd to mpodto €tog g, é9tace oe kvukhoeopia 1750 aviitvmov kol eixe Mon
amodeiel T YPNOWOTNTA TNG Yo AVOPEG TOV EMYEPNOE®V, AOY® T®V GLAAOY®OV
OTOTIOTIKAOV GTOLYEIV GYETIKA [LE TO EUTOPLO KO TG €MEVOVTEIS. MéGa Gg dVO Ypovia
o Wilson dAla&e tov vrotitho oe Efoouadiaiovs Eumopikois Xpovovg, n epnuepioa

v pomefitwv kar 1o Railway Monitor, o molitiky, loyoteyvikn Kol YEVIKH




epnuepioa, onuotodotdvrog TV - avavopevn  eurodosio tov. H - pavotkn
npookdAAnon tov Wilson oto Aeydpevo “laissez-faire’ dev tov gunddice va yivel
BovAevtng ko va dgytel KvPepvnrikd oaiopa, @Tavovtog, HaAMoto, v yivel
OKOVOUIKOG  YPOUUOTENS OTO LIovpYeio OKOVOUIK®V Kol YEVIKOG S1evbuvng
TINPOUGV péEYPL To TéA0G TG dekaetiag tov 1850. Katdpepe emiong vo cvvdvdoet
avtdv ToV TpOdmo okéYNG (“laissez-faire”) otig HILA pe pilomorepkéc mopeppdoetg
ot0 e€mtepkod, vrootnpilovtag cbevapd tov Kpyoikd norepo to 1854. To yeyovdg
avtd odnynoe oe orokAnpotikny pNnén pe tovg Cobden kon Bright, ot omoiot ftav
avtifeTol o€ OAEG AVTEG TIG TOAEMIKES KIVITOTOW]OELS KOl GUVETMG GOKNGOV GKANPN
KPUtikn otV eonuepida. Tloté dev maparxoiovbw tov Economist,” omdvince o
Cobden 6tav potOnke ywoo ™V Amoym TOL GYETIKA pHE TNV TEAELTOIM EKOOTIKY
opoPpovtio, ‘av kor t0 €y oTyv ovveionon pov TS HUovy vredOvvog YL THY
onuovpyia. . Ilavra nrav wioa aviepn, avonty epnuepioo, OKOUG Kol OTAV HTOV
eLMKPIVIG. AAAG va 1060w GOPIoTIKG, ETLYEIPHUOTO. KOl TOGO UAALOV UE TOV TPOTTO
éxppaons tov Wilson, eivar évog aBiog tov omoio doev Ha katadikalo va vmootel ovte
okviog.” Mia 1600 EekdBopn dmoyr Kot POAMGTO amd €vay Omd TOLG TVEVUATIKOVG
yoveig tov Economist, gaivetot vo, unv €ival, ®GTOGO, OVTITPOGOTEVTIKY], OIUTEPMG
peTall TV EUTOPIKMV KOl YPTLLOTOOTKOVOHIK®V TAEEWMY, Ol OTOoiol - eV Umopel va
UV NTav omoAVTOS GOUP®VOL PE OAEG TIG TOPAOOEEG TMOMTIKEG MEMOONGELS TOL
Wilson- £€Bpiokav v dnpocicvon tov Economist pio mnyn ypoiuov TANPoQopLoV :
Ho HEAAOV SLOKPLTIKY OVTOTOKPLOT) TOV EMOVOAOUPBAVOTOV OO TIG ETOUEVES YEVIEG

aVOYVOGTOV.

4

H 1otopia tov Economist €xel pepikdg okotewvidoet 1 mapopopembel amd v
TPOCHOTIKOTNTO TOL 7O OoNnuUov ocvvtdktn tov, Walter Bagehot, mov 1rtav
vrevBovvog ™G epnuepidag and to 1861 g to 1877. ‘O Bagehot kou o Economist
etvar ovamdonaocta cvvdedepévol’, ONAwoe n Ruth Dudley Edwards oty emionun
wotopia g epnuepidag, mov dnuoctevdnke 1o 1993, kot o Economist moté dev
diotaoce va yoptéoet T cvvoeon. O Bagehot tav ovcactikd péLog g okoyévelag,
ovtag mavtpepévog pe pio amd T Kopeg tov Wilson. Emiong, 1o yeyovdg mmg to

enayyeld tov Ntav tpamelitng, Tov Tapeiye VIOGTAOT GTI GLUVAVUGTPOPES TOV LE

2 “laissez-faire”: moltikn 1 KoTELOVVTNPLO YPALUUT COUPOVE LLE TNV OO0 EXTPENETOL 1) OTTOLNL
eEEMEN TV TpayudTeV Yopic Tapepfoin




avlpomovg TV emyepnoemv. AkOpo, Kotd TN Owdpkew S Onteiag Tov
dnuovpyndnkav otevéc oxéoeic pe v II6AN tov Aovdivov (1 Zitt tov Aovdivov)?.
AAMG M oAnBea elvar 6t M vymAn petaBavatio eNun TV yportodv tov Bagehot
opeiletal HAAAOV Alyo 610 pOAO TOV MG GLVTAKTN. AVTIOETMOC, TO O YVOOTH Ao
aLTA T YPOMTA OV MTAV OVIUTPOCMOTEVTIKO TOV TEPIEXOUEVOVL TNG EQMUEPIONS.
[Ipdypatt, 6tav o idtog o Bagehot n0eke va yphyet ektevadg yio ta peydio epOTHLOT
TOV OTOGYOAOVGAV TN PIKTOPLOVY] TVELUOTIKY €AiT, TO ékave OTIG GEAdEC peydAwv
TOMTIOTIK®OV  TEPLOJIKAOV, OnwG N AdexamevOnuepy Avaoxomnon M m  EOvikn
Avobewpnon ot Oyt ommv Ok Tov gEnuepida. QoTOGO, 1 OVOTTLGGOUEVT
AOYOTEYVIKY] TOL OTACN Ogv €lye TOV TOAPAUIKPO 0OPYNTIKO OVTIKTUTO YL TOV
Economist : n xuxhogopia g epnuepidag Ntav katd péco 6po 3.500 avtitvma oto

terevTaia xpovia g apylovviasiog Tov.

Y11c tedevtaieg dekaetieg tov 190v awdva, M gpnuepida emikevipmOnke oe PeyaAo
Babud ommv acedieln TOV PPETOVIKOV ENEVOVOCEMV OTO €EMTEPIKO KOl OTOV
avéovopevo prloomactiopd tov Gladstone evtdg ocuvvopwv, evBappvivovtdg Tov
Economist vo. vrootpi&el 10 KOUUO TOV ZVVINPNTIKOV OTIS TEGCEPLS TEAELTALES
YeEVIKEG exAOYEG ToL oudva. AAAG 1o 1907 o1 oyéoelg g pe TV QLAEAEDBepN
mapadoon avoveddnkav pe 1o dtoptopd tov F. W. Hirst og exdotn. v €moyn tov
«Néov DuherevBepiopovy, o Hirst ntav évag moladg DikerehBepog, évag avotnpog
VrooTNPIKTNG TG Bewpiag Tov Cobden yia eAevBepo epmodPLO, EPNVT, TEPLOPIGUO TOV
e€0dmv ko petappvbon. Eved vroompiée 11 apyés g «vylong ¥pnuotodoTnono»
le Tpomo mov gvyapiotoe tovg tpameliteg g City of London, o Hirst katyynie v
KepOOoKOTi Kol TN dleBappévn emppon kepdookdnmv 6mmg o Cecil Rhodes. Avtog
o mepiepyog cuvoLOCUOG apydV elxe B¢cel Tov Hirst kTG TG peydAng mieioymoiog
TV PhehevBepmv cuvepyatdv tov o 1914, Kabdg avtitdydnke éviova oty €i60d0
¢ Bpetaviog otov mOAEH0 Kol 0TN GLVEKELD KATEKPIVE TNV €EEMEN OV akoAovONGE
Kot {NTNoe SamPayLATEVOT) HE OKOTTO TNV EIPNVN. TNV GOPIVIGTIKY ATUOGOALPO. TTOV

EMKPOTOVCE TO TPMOTO XPOVIOL TOV TOAELOL, VTN TOL 1] GTACT GTEPNCE OTNV

3 ¥iti tov Aovdivov: pia éktacn, mepinov 1,5 TeTpaymvikoD yIMOopETPOV, TOV PPIcKETOL GTNV KAPIIE
oV Aovdivov. Eivar puo avtévoun oviotnra, péso oto Aovoivo, pe SIK1 TG 0GTUVOLIKY Kot
GTPATIOTIKY dVVa, KaOdG Kot vopobesio. Arotelel v BAcT TOV VOUIK®V, AOYIGTIKAOV Kol
YPNHOTOOTKOVOUIK®Y DINPESLDY TOL AoVEivov, mov emiong dwoyelpileTal TV GLUVTPITTIKY TAEOYNQin
TOV KEPaAaimV Tov Aovdivov.




epnuepida oyvpodc ¢ilovg. O Hirst avoaykdotnke va moportnfel 1o 1916,
apetavontog péxpt o téhog. (H telikr evBhvn yia tétoteg amopdoelg Ppiokdtav 610
SoKNTIKO cLUPovAo, £va chpe Tov amaptiloviav apykd amd TOLG amoyOVOLS TOV
Wilson kat apyotepa amd 16xvpovg dvipeg g Zitt Tov Aovdivov). H apyiovvtaio
tov Hirst amotedel po €voeEn Ot 1 epnuepida dgv LITOTACCOVTAV TAVTO GTNV
emionun moMtiky] ¢ ypouun. H amopdkpuven tov omd t 6éom tov, pmopel va
VTOONA®VEL OTL VINPYAV OpleL TEPAV TMOV OTOIWV OEV UTOPOVGE VO EMTPOTEL La

TETOLO0L €100VC Slapmvia.

Ot vrepPoikd ebkoAeg voBécels Yo 10 otafepd GLVINPNTIKO TOMTIKO TPOPIA TOV
Economist apgiofnrovvtol emiong pe yovipovg tpomovgs, e€etdlovrag v eEEMEN TG
epnuepidoc vd tov Walter Layton, £vav amd Tovg o onUavTIKOUSE GVVTAKTEG Tov. O
Layton &iye NN avaAidfet onuavtikés OnUoOcleg vNPecieg TPy O10p1oTeEl EKOOTNG TO
1922. Katd tovg pecomorepkois ypovous (mapépeve cvvtlxtmg péxpt to 1938),
LETAKOMIGE €DKOAD GTOVG LYNAOTEPOVG TOALTIKOVG KOl OLOIKNTIKOVG KOKAOVLS NG
YOPAG - NTOV 1O104TEPO CNUAVTIKOG O€ eMioNUEG TPMTOPOVAIES Yo TV TPomONnon
dlebvov ovvepyaoidv -Kot katd T Swdpkewr S Onrtelag Tov ®g €kdOTNG TOL
Economist vimpétoe eniong wg mpodedpog g nyetikng OlerevBepng epnuepidog
News Chronicle.

‘Eva. amd 1o ToAAG ToAévia avTtod Tov 1Kavod oAAd mapdéeva “kpvov” avOpmdTov
Ntav 1 wKavotnta vao evromilel Tahévio og dAlovs. Ipaypoatonouwwvrag, Aowdv, pa
oEPa TPOCAMYE®V, £dmoe 6Tov Economist 10 €0puTATO TVELUOTIKO TTEPO®PLO GTO
omoio péypt tote eixe EAdewym. H onuavikodtepn mpodOGANyN Tov NTaV 0 16TOPIKOG
Arnold Toynbee, o omoiog &ypage éva TP®TOGEAISO0 GpBpo kot dvo M Tpia
VIOUVALLATO, OLGLOCTIKG KAOe efdopdda petald 1922 wor 1939. AAAé o Layton
doploe emiong vedTEPEG TPOCHOTIKOTNTES, OGS 0 Douglas Jay, mov empdketto va yivel
vrovpyog Epyaciag, kot o Graham Hutton, wov ftav @ottntig tov Harold Laski oto
LSE (London School of Economics), o1 0moiotl ayKaAaoay TIg TPOOdEVTIKES 10EEG Kol
odfynoav v epnuepido vo mhpel o COUTAONTIKY GTOYN Yl TIS EVOAAOKTIKES

AMOGELG, EVOVTL TOV TTOPMYNUEVOL GUVTINPNTIGUOV TG TEPLOoov Baldwin.

To Bektiwpévo, av kot mo ploonactikd, Tpoeid tov Economist vd tov Layton dev




gvyapiooe OAOVG TOVG 1GYVPOVG VITOCTNPIKTES TOV, GALL Ol OPOL LLE TOVG OTOIOVG
éva LELOG TOL TPOCMOTIKOV OMAVINGE GE TETOEG KPOVYES OMOKAAVTTOVV TIG AAAAYES
ot otdon tov. O Aylmer Vallance, pokpvd ond 11 dnpocieg dpactnploTNTES TOV
OLVTAKTY TOV oL £PAayav TV epnuepida, vmoot)pie OTL ‘10 TEASvTOLO YpOVIQ O
Economist oev eivar mAéov, onwe Nrov komote, o (oviavy kot aypwun gfdouadiaio
pvAAGOa, amoteloduevy o ueydlo fabuoc amd apbpo «povtivoy, 0ALG Evo TOAD GOPES
"opyavo )¢ Ko1vig yvaoung”, mov cuVOLeTal oe 0LOKANPO TOV KOGUO UE TO OVOUO EVOS
OVVTAKTH, TOD O€V EIVAL TOGO ONUOCLOYPOPOS OGO UI0, OIEOVIS ONUOTIO TPOTWTIKOTHTO, .
H éupaon wotdéco oty debv] vmdéotaon tov Layton Mrav SwatoAoynuévn: 1
KukAogopio ¢ epnuepidag durhactdomke ota 10.000 avtitvra ved tov Layton, ek
tov omolwv, ta ol Mrav oto eEmtepwo. Tavtoypova, amd Ot eaiverol, peydio
HEPOG NG EPNUEPIdOG amoTeAOVoAY Ol DEpaTIKEG e eEEIOIKEVUEVES TTANPOPOPIES Yial
AMATPEIC NG YPNUOTOOIKOVOUIKNG EMCTAUNG Ko Bewplag, evd T TPOTOGEADN
neplelyav Alotec pe mepieyduevo pe oSompdoektovg tithovg Omwg “H exkpepng
oLyy®vevot tov Toéviov” N “Eva axopa doyelo mAnpopopiaov;”

O yapoKTNpog TG EQENUEPIdNG amElXE OPKETA OMO TO EKAEMTIGUEVO TEPLOJIKO TTOV
etvar onuepa. I[TAéov o Economist dev elvar amhd €va TPoidv ovayvoong Kot
TANPOQOPNONG YO TOL ETLXEPMUATIKA GTEAEYT G OAOV TOV KOGHO, 0AAG emiong £vag
GTUAGTIKOG 00NYOG Yo dtopa pe peydin meprovcia, to avtoiotiyo Cosmopolitan v

TNV KEQPOANLOVYIKT TAEN.

H obyypovn 1otopio tov Economist Egkivd pe to dopiopd tov Alastair Burnet mg
ovvtéxtn 10 1965. Ynd tov mpokdtoxd tov, Donald Tyerman, n epnuepida eiye
avtitayfel oty kpion tov Zovél* 1o 1956 kot evékpive to Epyotikd Kopua tov
Harold Wilson oTtig yevikéc ekhoyég Tov 1964. AALG o Burnet , évog £101k0g €1010£mV
tov kavaiol ITV, dev evBdppuve T€T01EG AUPETIKEG amOYELS, e TNV €PnueEPidn va
vrootpiler 6Bevapd 1o Xvvimpriikd koppa. To mo onpavtikd Ouwg Nrov, OTL M
epnuepida €yve évag evBovoiddng vrootnpiktng twv HITA, deopevpévog mAnpwg
oV andéeacn tov Yuypov TloAépov kot 6,11 pétpa anopdoice n Ovdotyktov mwg
ntav amapoitmre, Kabdg emiong kot &vag eMKpving BOVHOGTAS TOL OUEPIKOVIKOD

KOMTOAIGHOU (€£XOVTOG KAVEL MO TPOGEKTIKEG KIVIGELS TPOG QLT TNV KatevOuvon

4 H kpion tov Lovél, 1 0 debtepog apafikdc-topanAtvoc TOAENOG, NTav pa loBoin oty Alyvrto ota
éAn 0V 1956 and 1o IopanA, akolovBoduevn and to Hvopévo Baciieto kat t I'odria. Ot 6to)0t
NTAV Vo VOKTNGOVY TOV EAEYX0 TNG SIdPLYAS TOV LovEL 01 AVTIKEG AVVALELS KoL VO, OTOUaKPOVOVY
tov I1p6edpo g Atyvmtov ['kapdh Apnvtél Ndooep, o omoiog eiye LOAG eBviKomom el TNV ddPLYA.




€00 kot kapd vwd v empéreto tov Geoffrey Crowther peta&d tov 1938 kou Tov
1956). To 1965, éva apBpo avaknpvée tig HITA «nv mo d1ebvag vrehBovvn yodpo
OTOV KOGLOY», OE o €n0YN, Onw¢ emonuaivelt o Alexander Zevin oto Biiio Tov
“Liberalism at Large”, 6mov ot HITA oamédeiov avtiv v €ufovn avédvovtog Toug
BouPapdiopodc oto Bopelo Bietvap, oA xor otédvovrog 42.000 melovavteg ot
Aopwvikav Anpoxpatio. O Burnet, pe v aicOnom evdg dvopa g tmiedpoong,
ONpovpyNce mePLocoTEP aSl0mPOcEKTA eEMPLAAL Ko Eexivnoe tn petafaoon amd
£V VNEAAL0 avONTO TTEPLOOIKO OLKOVOUIKOD KO ¥PTILOTOOIKOVOLLKOD YOPAKTPO, GTO
amopoitnto aEEcoLAp TOL OoNpEPO. XTo evvEd ¥pdvia NG apylovvtasiog tov, M

KukAogopio avéndnke katd 60 toig exatd oe 123.000 avritvma.

To 1974, tov Burnet 6wdéytnke o Andrew Knight, dnpocioypdeoc mov elye
amolovoet o Toxeio avéMEN oty epnuepida, dvtag cuvtdktng poAg o nhkio 34
etav. O Knight elye ©g otdy0 TV KATAKTNGN TNG OUEPIKOVIKNG ayopds, 6ToMEoVTag
™ YOpo pe maocdpikeg dtapnuicels. Eniong, kaAlépynoe v aiyAn kot amokdAvye
™mv TpoOcPacn mov Tov £0woe M BEom TOL GTOVG MNYETEC TOL €AELOEPOVL KOGUOL:
«Mmnopovoa va mam otov Agvkd Oiko dmote MOy, Kavydtayv. Méypt ™ otiyun
Tov 0 01ad0Y6g Tov, Rupert Pennant-Rea, épuye and v B€om tov cuvtaktn to 1993
v va yiver avomAnpotig kvPepvntng g Tpdmeloc g AyyMog (okdpo pio
emPepaioon tov otevov deoumv g gpnuepidag pe v II6An tov Aovdivov), M
KukAogopia eiye ptacetl ta 530.000 avtitvma, mepimov 80 T01C EKOTO TOPA EKTOG TOV
Hvopévov Baciieiov. O Economist evvon|dnke amd 1o tepAoTio KOO KEQAAAIWV TOV
anelevfep®Onke and v amoppvBuion kar to «Big Bang»® g dexaetiog tov 1980.
Méypt to 2006, o6tov o emduevog ovviaktng, Bill Emmott, maportbnke, 1
KukAogopio Tov avtitvrev giye oimhaciactel Eava. To 2014 or towAncelg aviitvnwv
Eemépacay Ta 1,5 ekatoppipia kot TapOA0 TOL HEMONKAY KATW®S TO EXOUEVA XPOVIQ,
N okpPn niextpovikny €kdoom eixe Pondnoel ommv avtictdbuon. H €pguva g
epnuepidog delyvet 611, extdg 0V Hvopévov Baciieiov kot tov HITA (6mov 10 péco

E1GOOM L0 TOV VOIKOKLPIDOV TOV avoyveooT®V Tov Economist givor vymAdtepo akoun

5 Big Bang: 1 Eapvikn omelevbEépmon TV ¥pNUATOTIGTOTIKOV ayopdv. O 6pog dnovpyndnke yuo va
TEPLYPAWEL LETPOL, CUUTEPIAAUPAVOLLEVIG TG KOTAPYNOTG TOV TAYIMV TPOUNOEIDV Kot TG d16KPIoNG
UETAED YPNUATICTNPI®V KoL ¥PNUATIGTOV 6TO XPNUATIOTHPLO TOL A0oVEivoy Kot aAlayn amd ovolyt
KatayyeAio o€ NAeKTPoVIKO, cuvaALayES BAcel 000vNc, Tov TpaypaTomTomOnKay and ™ Bpetavida
mpmBvrovpyd Margaret Thatcher to 1986.




Kot ond avtd g Wall Street Journal), €vog GTOVG TPES OVOYVAOGTEG TOL &lvan

EKATOUHVPLOVYOG.

Agdopévng avtig g emttvyiog, Oa nTov 0KoAo va. Bewpnoovpe TV eENUEPIdN ®C
Evav VIEPPOAIKA LTOYOPNTIKO VANPETY TOV KEPAAAIOV, OAAL LEPOS TNS dVVAUNG TNG
epnuepidoc, €ykertoar otov Tpdémo mov oatnpel po aveEdptntn Ko Oyt mhvto
wpofréyiun eovh. EvBoppovinke n €viovn cu{tnon 6€ GLVTOKTIKEG GUVOVTGELS
KOl Ol 16YVPOL GUVTAKTEG TUNUATOV OLGKOVGAY KATO KOpovg onuavTikn aveéaptnoia:
dev NTOV TPOTOYVOPO, ApOpa GE SUPOPETIKE TUNHOTA THG EENUEPIdAS VO EKPpAlovv
onuavtikd amokiivovoeg omdyelg. Emumiéov, oav kol 10 mopadociokd HETPO NG
avovoptag pmopet vo evBoapplivel Lol CLUYKEKPUYEV] OUOLOYEVELDL GTOV TOVO TING
EKppaong, otnv mpacn €xel emrpéyel 1000 TNV EMyEPNUaToloyion 66O Kol TNV
ouvepyacio HETAED TOL TMPOCMOMKOV Vo OONYNGEL GTO OCLVIOIGTO ATOTEAECLLOL
KUKAOQOpiog endvupmv apdpmv. Onwg onueldvel £vag omd TOVG TPONY TOALTUKOVS
OUVTOKTEG TNG €PNUEPIONG, OTO TANIGIO OLTOV TOL GULOTNUOTOC ‘% ovvepyaoio
ovTIKOOLoTO, TOV €0WTEPIKO aVTOYyOVIoUO Kol - avtibeto, ue v @Liocopio Tov
Economist ko1 twv coviokT@v 100, OTOOEIKVOEL OTL )| GOVEPYOOTIO. UTOPEL VO TOPAYEL
KOADTEPO TPOIOV amd avTO TOL E0MWTEPIKOD avTaywviouod.” X1o Tapeldov, 1
atpoceapo ota ypoeesioo Tov Economist cuykpinke pe v atudceaipo evog
TOVEMOTNUOKOD YOpov (Otav vanipyov TéTow mPAypata), Mol GUYKPLoN 7OV
evlappbvetar omd 10 Yyeyovdg OtL TOGOL TMOAAOL  Omd  TO  TPOCHOTIKO,
coumepthappavopévav €61 and Toug eNTE TEAELTOIOVS GLVTAKTES, GTOVONCHY GTNV
O&PopdN. H adrayn evdg gldovg onpatodoteital omd 10 yeyovog OTL 1 To TPOGEOTY
amd avtovg, n Zanny Minton Beddoes, givol n mpdn yuvaika mov avérafe 1o poro

TOVL GLVTAKTN.

To va yphoeic v otopion KGOe TePlodkoD elvarl OVOTOQELKTA [0 OKOTAGTOTN
emyeipnon. Ot aAloyég GTO GTLA, TNV TOALTIKY], TOVG GUVTAKTESG, TNV WOOKTNGI0 Kot
ovt® kabelng, onuaivouv OTL dgv givol mAvVIO cAMEG €0V LIAPYEL ML OLOLPKNG
ovtotta éPa omd tov amhd titho. To €0pog TV cuVTELEGT®V KOO1GTA SVOKOAN TNV
eCaymyn pog otabepnc ypappung 1 0Eong Kot OAEG o1 TPOSTADELES YAUPUKTNPIGHOD TNG

aVayVOOTIKOTNTOG 1) EKTIUNONG TG €Midpaong TéTolmv dnpoctedcewmv ivol dfonta




évtroveg. Tig tedevtaieg dekaetieg VINPEE EMOTNUOVIKY EVAGYOANGT GYETIKE LE TNV
16TOplo. TV TEPLOJKAOV, EPYO OV OVIYLETOMICE OVTEG TIG OVOKOAES YmPIc va Tig

EemepAGEL EVTEADC.

"Towg to Mo cvvnbicuévo, av kat To mo Bound, povtéro etvar N 1oTopia g eTopeiog.
Avtd minowler ota apyelo Tov GOV TOL OPYAVICUOV, EMIKEVIPAOVETOL OTIC
10100VYKPOGIES TOV GLVTOKTMOV KOl TMV GUVIEAEGTAOV KOl OeV VITOPAALEL dSVOAPECTEG
egpotoels. Eival 1o €180¢ g 10T0piag mov 0 mpdedpog Tov SotkNTKoH GLUUBOVAIoL
pumopel vo GLOTNOEL €YKAPOWL G€ o OeEiwon Yy vo. ONUOTOd0TNOEL KATO
ONUOVTIKN €METE0 (1 TOEOTAAKA TOV YMAdwv 6eAidmv Tov Ruth Dudley Edwards,
7oV cLVEPTM Tpog Ty ™¢ 150ng eneteiov kau pe tov titho The Pursuit of Reason,
éva povtélo pe katabAmtikny motoétta). ‘Eneta, vrdpyel n tpoonddeia yprong tov
TEPLOOKOD Yo Vo QOTIOTEL (o @AoT TVELHOTIKNG 1oTopiag. Avtd pmopel vo
Aertovpynoet KaAd yuo. oxeTikd PpayOfia Teplodkd pe 10xVPOVS CLVTAKTES Kol GOEN
TOVTOTNTO, OV KOL OKOUN KOl O OVTEG TIS TMEPUTTMOELS YOPOKTNPIOTIKO TOV Ogv
amodidovV T0 6MOTO €100G OMOOEIKTIKGOV oTOlXElmV Teivouv va ayvoovvrtatl. ITwo
TPOcPUTA, Eytvav mepimAokeg mpoomdbeleg TomobEétong evog meplodwkod ce éva
diktvo 1 pla  owovopios TOPAAANA®V  KOL  OVIOY®OVIGTIKOV  ONUOCIEVGEWYV,
JEPELVAOVTOC TN OLVOUIKY] €VOG TTESIOL KOl TNV TOAMTIOTIKY AOYIKN TOL O1€mEL TNV

TAPOYWYN SOPOP®V EWOMV HECOV.

To Piprio Tov Zevin dev avtiotoryel o kovéva amd OLTE TO HOVTEAQ. XTnV
TPAYHOTIKOTNTA, gV gival, avatnpd, po wotopio Tov Economist. Tlepiéyet Alyo vAwko
OYETIKA LE TIG £0MTEPIKEG AELTOVPYieC TG epnuepidag N Yo Bépata ok Giog,
TOPAYOYNG, HOPKETIVYK, avVOyvOOTOV Kot oVt kafefng. Oa Ntoav mo axpPéc va
movpe Ottt to "Liberalism at Large"” wxotaypa@el TTUXEG OPICUEVOV OO  TIC
ONUOVTIKOTEPEG TOMTIKEG CLLNTNCELS TOV TEPAGUEVOL EVALIGL oudVa, KLPIwg 6TO
Hvoupévo Boaociiewo oArd xor otic HITA emiong, 6moc dwbAdotnke péow Ttov
npiocpotog tv apbpwv oty epnuepida, Kot oe dpbpa edwotepa. [Ipospépetl a
oEPl KOAG TEKUNPIOUEVOV GULVEICQOP®Y OTN Ol0VONTIKY 10TOPI0l TOV TOALTIKOD
EMYEPNUATOC, LE TNV TT0 AemTopepn eotioon ot Bpetavia ota téAn tov 190v aidva

Kot 6Tig apyég Tov 2000. Kot to kdvel amd kpitikn amoyn, PAETOVTOG ATOPAGIGTIKA
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tov Economist wg “éva avveyéc koir evomoiuévo épyo”, toviovtog tn dwopkn Kot
vevfovn avtictacn Tov otV €EAMAMGT TNG OMUOKPOTING, TNV EUTAOKN HE N
ouovey®g oav&avopevn  dvvaun  ¥PNUOTOSOTNONSG Kol TNV VTooTNPEn NG

QVTOKPATOPING - EMION IO Kot GTLTTA.

O Zevin gyel pa évtovn patid 6€ HEPIKES amd TIG TO OUPLGPNTCUES GUGTAGELS KOt
gYKPIoELS TNG ePNUEPIdG Kol £xel O10PAoEL EUMEPIGTATOUEVO TOGO GE TPMTOYEVELG
060 Kol og OgVTEPELOVGES ONUOGLELUEVEG TnYEC. Q0TOGO, €ival SVGKOAO Vo
kataldafovpe yori €xer Porer oxeddv Ohec Tic mopabicels Tov and TéToleg TNYEC,
TOAEG amO TG omoieg elval HOKPES, 0 UEYOAEG VTOCT|UEWDGELS Kol Oyl 6TO KUPLO
Keipevo. Qg mOMTIKO KATNYOPNTNPLO - 0 Zevin GUUUETEXEL OTN CLUVTOKTIKY EMLTPOTN
tov New Left Review - 10 BifAio tov givar cuvapractikd (Titdog: “Ti ovufaiver oo
okxolovbei¢ mota tig mpodiaypopés tov Economist”), d6mov ypdeet yioo v IpAavoikn
netva g dekaetiog Tov 1840, éva ovtomikd Kovwvikd meipapo 16000VOLO LE T TO
YVOOTA TPayKd cuppdvia tov 2000 atdva 6mwg o OlokavTopo. AAAG ©G 16TOPIKO
€pyo, €xel dVO TPOPANUATIKA YopaKTNPLoTIKd. To TpdTo £ivon TG 0 Zevin Telvel va
KOTAYYEAAEL TPOCOTIKOTNTEG TOL TOPEABOVTOS vy TV advvapio Tovg Vo
avTomokplovv Gg TPOTLIAL OV EAVTALOVV GKPWG TPOOJELTIKA OKOUO KOl Yiol
onuepa. H petaysipnon g mpoc tov Bagehot pog mapéyst €va avnouyntikod
mapaderypa. O Bagehot, évag ovyypoaeéoc pe aoteio, €AaQPOG EPDVIKO Kol
TOLYVIOLAPIKO YopaKTpa, OV VINPEE TOTE POvVATIKOG Kat Yo kavéva Adyo. To 1851,
ToAD mpwv yivel cuvtdktng tov Economist, vrootpiée 10 mpaonnuo tov Louis
Napoléon, pe v oartioroyioo g ot I'dAdot ftav €vag 1660 aoTabng Aadc, TOGO
TAPOSOUEVOC GTO SYOCHO KOt OTNV EAAELYT EAEYYOV TOV CLUVOLGONUATOV TOVG, TOVL
dev Mtav og 0éom va SyEPIOTOLV  ONOWONTOTE  HOPPY] OVIUTPOCMTEVTIKNG
onpokpatiog Kot Teg xpetdloviav o auotnpy] KuPépvnon yo va d1aTnpricovV 10
omoto eminedo otabepottag. Hrav koatd ) dibpkelo avtodv Tov apdpov otnv apyn
™m¢ KoplEpag Tov, 6mov o Bagehot €0sce v 10éa g “évag elevBepog Aadg, Tov
omoiov n eievbepio onuaivel TwS €IvVal TPOOIEVTIKOG, TPEMEL VO, EXEL IO, THUOVTIKN
WOYIKN X0pN OV EIvol Uoviun kot o€ ueydro Pobud... v nlifiotyta,” K4t mov dev
oéBetav ot I'dhiol. O Bagehot pe tov 01kd T0L EEYWPLOTO TPOKANTIKG TPOTO
COUTANPOVEL “AV Kol EIVOL TEPLTTO VO, TO TW, OALG GTHY TPAYUATIKY YvHolo. nli1010tyTo,)

o1 Ayyior dev éyovv avtimalo.” Ot dikomeg epwveiec tov Bagehot pumopodv va
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tomofetnBovv d1aKkTiKd pall pe dALEC, MO GTOYUCTIKES PIKTOPLOVES EKKANGELS Yo
mv Wéa tov €BVIKOL YopakTApa, OAAL elvar Alydtepo capég OTL Umopovv va
ypnowonomBodv Yy va deiovv KAmOw cLumay] OYECT UE TS OVTOPYIKES
KuPepvioelg and mievpdg tov Economist. 'H, méi, o Bagehot ciyovpa dev ftav
evlovodong yoo pePIKA amd avtd Tov Oempohvtay YEVIKOTEPO MG Ol MO AyPleg
TOMTIKEG (QOVIOCLDGELS TNG EMOYNG, OMMC Yo TAPAdEYUA 1 KOBOAMKN ynoogopio
evniikov. Exkepdlovtag v €évvoin tov Whig, n oavtimpocdnevon  OmAod|
CLUPEPOVTOV Kol Oyl amAdv aplBumv, o Bagehot 0nmg kot GAAol yoyvay TpOTOVG
YO VO OmOTPEYOLV TNV VIEPIGYLON TOV avideov cuvvalcOuotog £vavtt TG
OTOYUOTIKNG YVOUNG Kol droyng. Avth i moltiky erocogio tov Whig® umopei va
punv etvar Wotépmg cvopPatn pe to Twpvd dedopéva, MoTOCOo KaTd TIG deKaETiEG TOV
1850 ot tov 1860, dev Mrav mapdroyo yia tov Bagehot vo Bempeiton dedopévn
KOO0 LOPPY] TEPLOPICUEVOV TTOAMTIKMOV SIKOLOUAT®V, KOl GE OPICUEVES TEPIMTMOCELS
oavtale mpotpdtepo. Opmg, eivar vrepfoikd vo YPNGLUOTOU|GOVHE OVTEG TIG
TPocOTIKES anoyelg Tov Bagehot ¢ amokAelotikd omodeiktikd otoyyeia yuoo v

EVTOVN OVTIONLOKPOTIKY GTACT TG EPMUEPIDOC.

O kbp1og, kot iowg oYeTIKOC, TEPLOPIGHOG TOV PIAlOV amoppéet amd TV KEVIPIKY TOV
@ odo&ia va Tapabécel TV 1oTopia TG EENUEPTISAG YO VO SLUPOTIGEL TNV TPOYLA
uog Wéog mov o Zevin amokaAel «piiedevfepiopon. Tpokertar yia éva Bddto mov
gxel MON amacyoinoet moAAES akadnuaikés Cméc. O 6pog €xet d1ad00el pe 1660
JPOPeTIKODS KOl QUEIGPNTOvHEVOLG  TPOTOVG, Tov £yl yivel  oYEdOV
aYPNOUOTOINTOG, EKTOC OV KATOLOG TPOGILOPIGEL T YPOVIKA KOl YEDYPUPUKH OPLOL [E
oAb ovykekpuévo Tpoémo. H chyyvon elvar BEPato 6Tt Ba axolovbnoet dv Kamolog
mv  avortuéel ©¢ ol dypovikny  Katnyopio mov onuoivel, mepimov, «oyt
cocaAopooy. Ot Apepikavol avayvaotes, eWdkotepa, pumopet va otpafokortd&ovy
ue mopa&evo TpdémoO TN YPNoN avTn, dedopévov 6Tl 10 "PLAedenBepo" eivar 1 évvola
7ov ypnopomoteitanr ovyvd otic HITA yia mpoodevtikég kot kavotdpueg molrtikég. O

Zevin givat moA £EVTVOG GLYYPAPEAS Yol VO NV KataAaBoivel TNV acheElo TOV OPOV,

& Whiggism: givot pio ToAMTIK) @IA0G0Pio TOV ovamrtdyOnKe 0md TV KOwoBoVAELTIKY OUAd0 GTOVG
TOAEUOVG TV TPV Pactieiav (1639—1651). Ot Bacikég TolTikég TOVg BEGELG TAV 1) VIEPOYT| TOL
KowoPovAiiov (o€ avtifeon pe ekeiv tov Baciitd), n avoy T@V TPOTESTAVIIKMOV AVTIPPOVOVVTIOV KOl
N avtictaon anévavtt o€ Evay «Ilomucd» (Popoiokabolikd) oto Bpdvo, edikd tov James 11 1 Evav amd
TOVG ATOYOVOLG TOV.
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0AAG M TpooTABEd TOV VO AmOPVYEL TN GUYYION TG akpifelag avtov ToL OpOV,
dtvovtog éupacn o€ avtd mov o 1010¢ amokoAel “mpoyuatike  vmapywv
piledevlepiouog” eivar KOTOOWKOOUEVT] VO amOTOYEL. ATAMG OEV VTAPYEL KOATOLO
0LGLOOTIKY aicOnon cuvéyelag petald g moATIKNG oknvng g Bpetaviag katd v
dekoetio Tov 1840 kot Tov KOGUOL OTIC apyég Tov 210V CudVe, MOTE VO pIopel
Kamolog va e&dyel o cuvenn KatevBuvinpla ypouun mov va akoiovdeitor amd v
epnuepida. Noi, o Economist, oe yevikéc ypappés, €xet Ogier v tdom va
vrootpilel To KEPALOLO, Vo eVOAPPOVEL TIG AYOPES, VO dEXETAL TNV OVTOKPATOPIO Kot
va TopafETel o pnTopikn peOAGHoD, dALL eV UTOPOVUE VO TOVUE OTL NTAV HOVOG
Tov g atd, ovte LVINPEe Ot EekdBOPOC KOl OUOPOVOG GTIG O GLYKEKPLUEVEG
tomoBetnoelg Tov. [T cvykekpléva, dev operel oe TImOTOL O YOPAKTNPIGUOG OVTDOV
TOV EAELOEPMG EVVOOVUEVOV GLUPOPTCEDV TOV GTACEDV «PIAEAELOEPIGLOV» KOt M
emryelpnuatoroyia 4t 1 décpevoT 6g ot TNV WeoAoYia LINPEE 1 KvnTHPLL SLVOUN
otV 1otopia g epnuepidas. O yapakINPIETIKOS TG PEAAIGUOS UTOPEL VO Unv MToV
amePLOPIoTOG, OAAL Ta Optd Tov €xovv OAAAEEL TOAD TEPIOCOTEPO O’ OTL KATOLOL

emAg&yovv va Bopovdvrat.

O1 dvokorieg mov dnuovpyovvTal amd TN GTPATNYIKY ToL Zevin eaivovtol EekdBapa
amd GAAN omtikn yovio, Aapfdvovtog vToYn OPIGUEVES OO TIG TPOCHOTIKOTNTES TOV
vpEay HETOED TOV ONUOVTIKOTEP®OV Oupdtov Kpitikng tov Economist pe v
ndpodo twv gtdv - Cobden kor Bright ot dekaetia tov 1840 kou 1850, Gladstone
tov 1880 kar 1890, Keynes 1t oekaetio Tov 1920 o 1930. Xe kébe mepintoon, ot
AOYOL Yo TIG KPITIKEG TNG epNUePidag elvar kaTovontol kot givol eniong ainbeia 0Tt
KaBévag omd ovtohg TOLg aVOPAOTOVG TPOGEAKLOE KOl HE TO TOPOUTAVE TIG
avTuapafEécelg avTéc, cuuneptlapnPavouévev, LOMoTa, ETBEcE®V 0md KATO10VE TOV
Y. GAAovg Adyovg, Ba pmopovoav vo BempnBodv Kot euotkoi cvppayot. AkOpa Kt
£T01, VITAPYEL KATL EVIEADS AavOOGUEVO GE L0l YEVIKT EVVOLla «PILEAELOEPITLODY, TTOV
mapovctaletal g TNV Weoloyia mive oty omoia Pacictnke 1 epnuepion, n omoia
epnuepida KotaAnysl vo ackel kpitiky o€ gketvoug mov OBewpodviav oamd TOvg
OUOTOEATEG TOVG UEPIKOL OO TOLG OMUOVTIKOTEPOVG EKTPOCMHTOVS TNG EVVOLOG TOV
«pLelevbeplopot» OTMG EKEIVOL TNV KOTOVOOUV. XVVETMG, N KOTIYOPLOTOINGT TOV
opov “piiedevbepionog”, Tapovctdlel Tov Kivouvo va TEPIAAUPAVEL ElTE TEPIGGOTEPQ

elte Myotepa amd 0o TPETEL.
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O amoloyiopdg tov Zevin eniong pog tpokarel SUGKOAID GTO VL KATAVO|GOVUE  TO
AOyo mov TOGOL SloKEKPLUEVOL avVOyVDOTEG 68 OAO TOV KOGHO Aapfdavouv kot Oa
ovveyiocovv va AapBdvovv tov Economist coPapd vadywv tove. Agv copfaivel avtd
puovo emewdn o Economist elvol vrepaomicTig TOV AyopdvV 1 UEYAQMOVO Yl TNV
eEotepkn moMtikn tov Hvopévov Tolteidv (06td60 10 16T0pKd TS £pMuepiong
dev meplopileton e avTo). AOTL KOt AAAEG EKOOTIKES EMXEPNOELS £XOVV AKOAOLONGEL
AUTEG TIG YPOUUEG TAEVONG YOPIG Vo etvarn Wwaitepa emttuynuéves. Xiyovpo €yl va
Kéver pe to yeyovog 01t 0 Economist mapéyer mo €&umvn, mo aveEaptnn kot
KOADTEPO, EVIUEPMUEVT] AVAALGT TOV TAYKOCUIOV €EEMEE®V, TOL SUTLTTAOVETOL LIE
€va YONTELTIKO aAAG awBevTikd TOVO, 68 GUYKPLoT UE KABe GALO HEGO oL HImopEl va
etvar evkoda 1 TakTiKA TpocPaotipo. O Eleyyoc ™G 1oTopiog TS EPMUEPIdNS G TPOG
TIG AMOWYELS TTOL €YEL EKPPACEL GTO KUPLO TOMTIKE {nTraTa TS NUEPAS, Kabotd Eva
ELOVAYVOOTO KOTNyopnTiplo, oAAG Oev dlvel apketd Pdapog oto TL vanpée mo
dlakpltd, KobmMG kot mboavotota, ovtd oL Elxe TV peyoAvtepn oio Yoo TNV
TAELOYN PO TOV OVOYyVOGSTOV TOL O ovTd To Ypdvia. Kdmolog Oa vébete 6t1 morhol
oo TOVG OVAYVAGTES, 0V daffalovv tov Economist yio va pdBovv yiati, og moOeE, M
Thatcher ftov koAvTepn emroyn and tov Kinnock 1 yati o Saddam Hussein énpene
vao apadmoel o (Katd oyvplopdv) omha poalikng koataotpoepns tov. [libavotara,
EVOLAPEPOVTOL VIO TO OVOALTIKA GpOpa GYETIKG HE TIC TPOONTIKEG Yo SLAPOPOVG
TOUEIC TNG TOYKOGLLOG OIKOVOLIOG 1 GYETIKA e TIS TAGES TOL Bo AvadILHOPPDOGOLV
TIG AYOPEG TOV UEAAOVTOG 1) GYETIKA pe T petafoaridpeva dnpoypaeikd ctotyeio mov
Ba KotaoTpéyouy Eva Tpoidv, pia fropmyovia 1 TV KLPEPVNON GE pia YOPO Kot Oyt
o€ GAAN - dNAOON, TO AETTOUEPN OTOLYEID KOl OVOAVGELS TOV JEV TPOGPEPOVTOL Y10,

po €DKOAT] avadPOLIKT KaTayyeAio TV «deEldvy BEcewV.

Mmnopet va givat tkavomomtiko, av Kot 0ev TPoKaAel kdmola pueydin Ekminén, to va
dwmot@vovpe Ot 0 Economist €xel g enl to mieiotov vroostnpi&etl v mTAgvpd Tov
KEPAAAIOV OTIC LEYAAES TOMTIKEG GLYKPOVGELS ToL TtapeABovtog. TTo evolapépov OBa
NTaV Vo TPOGTOONGOLVE VA KOTOAGBOVE YioTl TO KOONUEPIVO TTEPLEYOUEVO TOV £)EL
BewpnOel 1060 a&OTIGTO KOl OTAPAiTNTO, TV DPO TOL OEKASEG LKPOTEPOL EKOOTIKOT

Opthotl mov potpdlovtal evpémc v 0w ToMtikn pali tov, dgv elyav v dwa Toym. O
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Oedg 0 1010¢ pmopel va dExeTOL KPLTIKN Yo TIG OVTAPYKESG TOV amdWeLS Kot ot BEcelg
Tov oyetkd pe Oépata mepli eOA®YV, emotung kot mepl Twopiag umopel va pnv
YivovTol amodeKTEG GE MO TPOOSEVTIKOVS KUKAOVG. AAAA akOLo Kot ov KAmolog dgv
TOTELEL TNV OAN TTpoTaydvda, 0 ®edg éxel acvuvnOlota peydAn emppon, Kol eivot
yopic kopio opeiporior kdtt mov cvuPaivel o eopd kol Oyl kat’e&okolovOnon.
I'papovtac, Aowmdv, mapiotdvovtag tov Oed eivan omovdaio Tpocdv kat Ba NTav KoAO

Vo dMGOVUE TPOGOYN GTO TMG YiveETal GMOOTA.
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3. IIpototoro Keipevo

In real sound stupidity, the English are unrivaled!

‘How do you write like the Economist?’ a new member of staff asked as
he began to compose his first leading article for the paper some years ago.
‘Pretend you are God,’ a senior colleague replied. Given that the deity
tends not to comment directly on current affairs these days, the anxious
recruit may have struggled to put this advice into practice. Browsing
leaders from the previous couple of decades might have yielded a more
concrete sense of what was wanted. It would appear that omniscience is
one attribute of the God-like perspective; absence of self-doubt is another,
Then there is a lapidary style leavened by the obiter dicta of powerful
individuals, plus a tendency to reiterate a few stern commandments,
which one might imagine as: ‘Thou shalt not inhibit economic growth.’
“Thou shalt not be parochial.” ‘Thou shalt not worship false gods — and

don’t pretend thou knowest not the ones we mean.’

In recent decades the divine model has served the paper exceptionally
well. On remarkable sales of just under 1.5 million copies, in 2017
the Economist generated operating profits of £54 million alongside its
subsidiary enterprises, despite being part of an industry where
increasingly large losses are already the norm (though print sales have
since fallen back somewhat and advertising revenue has declined sharply).
And its readers seem to include many, perhaps most, of those who, given
their wealth or power, have decisive influence on the world’s future.
Certainly, it appears to continue to enjoy special access to such people.

The globe’s political and business leaders pay the paper their ultimate
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compliment: they take an Economist journalist’s call. In Britain, the
editor has traditionally been among those given a private briefing by the
chancellor of the Exchequer the day after a new budget is presented. At
some points in its history, it may have seemed like a cross between

the Spectator and the Banker, at others an amalgam

of Time and Investors’ Chronicle, but it now has a unique position in the
global media landscape that can be expressed as follows: if you want to
know what’s happening in the world, read the New York Times. 1f you
want to know what’s wrong with what’s happening in the world, read
the Guardian. If you want to know what’s going to happen next in the
world (unless tinpot leftists wreck everything), read the Economist. After
all, omniscience extends to the future, too, the one period of time that

investors are really interested in.

Nothing about the Economist’s beginnings could have suggested that it
would ever ascend to such dizzy heights. In the course of the agitation
against the Corn Laws in the early 1840s, the movement’s leaders,
Richard Cobden and John Bright, gave encouragement to a proposal by a
young Scotsman, James Wilson, to set up a weekly newspaper that would
argue for the cause of free trade. But Wilson had no intention of being a
mouthpiece for the Anti-Corn Law League, insisting that his paper should
be an independent voice. Launched in August 1843, it was initially
entitled the Economist: or The Political, Commercial, Agricultural and
Free Trade Journal. In its first year it attained a circulation of 1750 and
was already proving its usefulness to men of business for its compilations
of statistics about trade and investment. Within two years Wilson altered
the subtitle to the Weekly Commercial Times, Bankers’ Gazette and
Railway Monitor, a Political, Literary and General Newspaper,

signalling its growing ambition. Wilson’s own fanatical attachment to

17




laissez-faire didn’t prevent him from becoming an MP and accepting
government office, rising to be financial secretary to the Treasury and
paymaster general by the end of the 1850s. He also managed to combine
laissez-faire at home with bellicose intervention abroad, vigorously
supporting the Crimean War in 1854. This led to a final break with
Cobden and Bright, who opposed all such military adventurism and so
came in for fierce criticism from the paper. ‘I never see the Economist,’
Cobden answered when asked what he thought of its latest editorial
broadside, ‘though I have it on my conscience that I was mainly
concerned in starting it. It was always a dull stupid paper even when it
was honest. But to read sophistical arguments in no better style than
Wilson’s is a task I would not condemn a dog to.” This less than ringing
endorsement by one of the Economist’s godparents seems not to have
been representative of opinion among the commercial and financial class,
who — while they may not have agreed with all of Wilson’s political
crotchets — found his publication a fount of useful information: a
discriminating response perhaps repeated among subsequent generations

of readers.

The history of the Economist has been partially obscured or distorted by
the personal standing of its most famous editor, Walter Bagehot, in
charge from 1861 to 1877. ‘Bagehot and the Economist are inextricably
fused,” Ruth Dudley Edwards declared in the paper’s official history,
published in 1993, and the Economist has never been slow to celebrate
the connection. Bagehot got a foot in the door by marrying one of
Wilson’s daughters; the fact that he was a banker by profession also gave
him standing with men of business, and his tenure saw closer links forged
with the City of London. But the truth is that the high posthumous

reputation of Bagehot’s writings owed rather little to his role as editor and,
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conversely, the best-known of those writings were not representative of
the paper’s contents. Indeed, when Bagehot himself wanted to write at
length about the large questions that exercised the Victorian intellectual
elite he did so in the pages of major cultural journals such as

the Fortnightly Review or the National Review rather than in his own
paper. Still, his growing literary standing can have done the Economist no
harm: the paper’s circulation averaged 3500 copies in the later years of

his editorship.

In the closing decades of the 19th century the paper was much exercised
about the security of British investments abroad and Gladstone’s
increasing radicalism at home, both issues encouraging it to support the
Conservatives in the last four general elections of the century. But in
1907 its links with the Liberal tradition were renewed by the appointment
of F.W. Hirst as editor. In the era of ‘the New Liberalism’, Hirst was an
unrepentant old Liberal, a stern advocate of the Cobdenite creed of free
trade, peace, retrenchment and reform. While upholding the principles of
‘sound finance’ in a way that pleased City bankers, Hirst denounced
profiteering and the corrupting influence of speculators such as Cecil
Rhodes. This quirky mix of principles was to set Hirst apart from the
great majority of his Liberal associates in 1914, since he vehemently
opposed Britain’s entry into the war and thereafter criticised its conduct
and called for a negotiated peace. In the jingoist atmosphere of the early
years of the war this stance did not win the paper friends in high places:
Hirst was forced to resign in 1916, unrepentant to the last. (Ultimate
responsibility for such decisions lay with the board of trustees, a body
initially dominated by Wilson’s descendants and latterly by City
grandees.) Hirst’s editorship is one indication that the paper has not

always kowtowed to official policy; his removal from his post may
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suggest that there were limits beyond which such dissent could not be

allowed to go.

Too-easy assumptions about the Economist’s consistently conservative
political profile are also challenged in fruitful ways by considering the
paper’s development under Walter Layton, one of its most influential
editors. Layton had already seen considerable public service before he
was appointed editor in 1922. In the interwar years (he remained editor
until 1938), he moved easily in the country’s higher political and
administrative circles — he was especially prominent in official initiatives
to promote international co-operation — and during his time as editor of
the Economist he also served as chairman of the leading Liberal daily,
the News Chronicle. One of the many talents of this capable yet oddly
bloodless man was an ability to spot talent in others, and he made a series
of appointments which gave the Economist the wide-ranging intellectual
heft it had hitherto lacked. His star signing was the historian Arnold
Toynbee, who wrote a leading article and two or three notes practically
every week between 1922 and 1939. But Layton also appointed younger
figures, several of whom, such as Douglas Jay, a future Labour minister,
and Graham Hutton, who had been a student of Harold Laski’s at the LSE,
embraced progressive ideas and agitated for the paper to take a
sympathetic view of alternatives to the insular conservatism of the

Baldwin years.

The Economist’s enhanced, if also more radical, profile under Layton did
not please all its powerful backers, but the terms in which one member of
staff responded to such grumblings are revealing of the changes in the
paper’s standing. Far from its editor’s public activities damaging the

paper, Aylmer Vallance argued, ‘in the past few years the Economist has
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become no longer, as it once was, a staid and colourless City weekly,
made up largely of “routine” articles, but a very definite “organ of
opinion” associated throughout the world with the name of an editor who
is not so much a journalist as an international public man.” The emphasis
here on the international dimension was justified: circulation doubled to
10,000 during Layton’s reign, half of it overseas. At the same time, large
sections of the paper still seemed to consist of the higher trainspotting for
financial nerds, the front page carrying a detailed listing of contents under
such gripping headings as ‘A Pending Cement Merger’ or ‘Another Tin
Buffer Pool?’ It was far removed from the large glossy magazine that is
today not just a staple of executive reading the world over, but also
something of a style guide for high net worth individuals

— Cosmopolitan for the capital-owning classes.

The modern  history of the Economist begins with the appointment of
Alastair Burnet as editor in 1965. Under his predecessor, Donald
Tyerman, the paper had opposed the Suez adventure in 1956 and
endorsed Harold Wilson’s Labour Party at the general election of 1964,
but Burnet, an ITV news anchor, didn’t encourage such heresies,
positioning the paper as strongly pro-Tory. More important, it became an
enthusiastic champion of the US, fully committed to the Cold War and
whatever measures Washington decided were necessary to prosecute it, as
well as a frank admirer of American capitalism (having made more
cautious moves in this direction under the long editorship of Geoffrey
Crowther between 1938 and 1956). In 1965, an article proclaimed

the US ‘the most internationally responsible country in the world’, at a
time when, as Alexander Zevin points out in Liberalism at Large, it was
demonstrating this responsibility by stepping up its bombing of North

Vietnam while also sending 42,000 marines into the Dominican Republic.
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Burnet, with a TV man’s feel for the visual, produced more eyecatching
covers and began the transition from a sober if dull journal of economic
and financial record to the must-have status accessory of today. In the
nine years of his editorship the circulation increased by 60 per cent

to 123,000.

In 1974, Burnet was succeeded by Andrew Knight, a print journalist who
had enjoyed a meteoric career on the paper, becoming editor at 34.
Knight set his sights on conquering the US market, blitzing the country
with catchy adverts. He also nurtured the glamour and revelled in the
access his position gave him to the leaders of the free world: ‘I could go
to the White House anytime I wanted,” he boasted. By the time his
successor, Rupert Pennant-Rea, left the editor’s chair in 1993 to be
deputy governor of the Bank of England (yet another affirmation of the
paper’s intimate links with the City), circulation had shot up to 530,000,
around 80 per cent of it now outside the UK. The Economist was surfing
the giant wave of capital unleashed by deregulation and the ‘Big Bang’ of
the 1980s. By 2006, when the next editor, Bill Emmott, stood down,
circulation had doubled again. In 2014 print sales topped 1.5 million, and
though they fell back somewhat in subsequent years, the highly priced
electronic edition has helped to compensate. The paper’s own research
suggests that, outside the UK and the US (where the median household
income of its readers is higher even than that of the Wall Street Journal),

one in three of its readers is a millionaire.

Given this success, it would be easy to write the paper off as the
too-pliant handmaiden of capital, but part of its strength has lain in the
way it has retained an independent and not always predictable voice.

Vigorous debate at editorial meetings has been encouraged, and powerful
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section editors have at times exercised considerable independence: it has
not been unknown for articles in different sections of the paper to express
significantly divergent views. Moreover, though the tradition of
anonymity may seem to encourage a certain homogeneity of tone, in
practice it has allowed for both argument and co-operation among staff in
ways not common at more byline-conscious publications. As one of the
paper’s former political editors wryly noted, under this system
‘co-operation replaces competition and — rather contrary

to Economist editorial philosophy — it turns out that co-operation can
produce a better product than competition.’ In the past the atmosphere in
the Economist offices has been compared to that of a university common
room (when there used to be such things), a comparison encouraged by
the fact that so many of the staff, including six of the last seven editors,
went to Oxford. Change of a kind is signalled by the fact that the most
recent of these, Zanny Minton Beddoes, is the first woman to occupy

the role.

Writing  the history of any periodical is inevitably a messy business.
Changes in style, policy, editors, ownership and so on mean that it isn’t
always clear whether there is an enduring entity beyond the mere title.
The range of contributors makes it hard to extract a consistent line or
position, and all attempts to characterise the readership or estimate the
influence of such publications are notoriously fraught. In recent decades
there has been a lot of scholarly work on the history of periodicals, work
that has struggled with these difficulties without altogether

overcoming them.

Perhaps the most common, though also the dullest, model is the company

history. This sticks close to the organisation’s own archives, concentrates
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on the idiosyncrasies of editors and contributors, and doesn’t ask
uncomfortable questions. It’s the kind of history which, ominously, the
chairman of the board can heartily recommend at a reception to mark
some significant anniversary (Ruth Dudley Edwards’s thousand-page
tombstone, produced for the 150th anniversary and cringingly titled 7The
Pursuit of Reason, cleaves to this model with depressing fidelity). Then
there is the attempt to use the periodical to illuminate a phase of
intellectual history. This can work well for relatively short-lived journals
with strong editors and a clear identity, though even in those cases
features that don’t yield the right kind of evidence tend to be ignored.
More recently, there have been sophisticated attempts to place a
periodical in a network or economy of parallel and competing
publications, exploring the dynamics of a field and the cultural logic

governing the production of various kinds of media.

Zevin’s book corresponds to none of these models. In fact, it is not,
strictly speaking, a history of the Economist. It contains relatively little
about the inner workings of the paper or about questions of ownership,
production, marketing, readership and so on. It would be more accurate to
say that Liberalism at Large charts aspects of some of the major policy
debates of the past century and half, mainly in the UK but latterly in

the US as well, as refracted through the prism of articles in the paper,
editorials especially. It offers a series of well-documented contributions
to the intellectual history of political argument, the most detailed focusing
on Britain in the late 19th century and early 20th. And it does so from a
critical perspective, determinedly viewing the Economist as ‘a continuous
and unified project’, emphasising its sustained and culpable resistance to
the spread of democracy, engagement with the ever growing power of

finance and endorsement of empire — formal and informal.
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Zevin has a sharp eye for some of the paper’s more questionable
recommendations and endorsements, and has read assiduously in both
primary and secondary published sources, though it is difficult to
understand why he has put nearly all his quotations from such sources,
many of them lengthy, into baggy endnotes rather than in the main text.
As a political indictment — Zevin is on the editorial committee of New
Left Review — his book is a stirring read (‘The result of following

the Economist’s prescriptions,” he writes of the Irish Famine of the 1840s,
‘was a utopian social experiment on par [sic] with the better-known
holocausts of the 20th century’). But as a work of history it has two
problematic features. The first is that he tends to arraign figures in the
past for failing to live up to the most progressive standards of the present.
His treatment of Bagehot provides a troubling instance. Bagehot, a
teasing, playful writer, was no zealot for any cause: in 1851, long before
he became editor of the Economist, he welcomed the coup by Louis
Napoléon on the grounds that the French were a people so volatile, so
given to abstraction and overheating, that they were not fit to manage any
form of representative democracy and needed the smack of firm
government to maintain a modicum of stability. It was in the course of
these early articles that Bagehot threw out the idea that ‘the essential
mental quality for a free people, whose liberty is to be progressive,
permanent and on a large scale ... is much stupidity,” which the French
lack, adding in his best provocative manner: ‘I need not say that, in real
sound stupidity, the English are unrivalled.” Bagehot’s two-edged ironies
can instructively be set alongside other, more ponderous Victorian
appeals to the idea of national character, but it is less clear that they can
be used to illustrate some abiding affinity with authoritarian governments
on the part of the Economist. Or, again, Bagehot was certainly not an

enthusiast for some of what were generally regarded as the wilder
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political fantasies of the day, such as universal adult suffrage. Expressing
the Whig notion of representing interests rather than numbers, he and
others looked for ways to prevent thoughtful opinion being outweighed
by ignorant emotion. This confident Whiggism may not be all the rage
today, but Bagehot was not unusual in the 1850s and 1860s in taking for
granted that some form of limited franchise was preferable, and it seems a
stretch to put him forward as a prize piece of evidence for the paper’s

persistently anti-democratic stance.

The book’s main, and perhaps related, limitation derives from its central
ambition to deploy the history of the paper to illuminate the trajectory of
something Zevin calls ‘liberalism’. This is a swamp that has already
claimed any number of scholarly lives. The term has been thrown around
in such various and contested ways that it has become more or less
unusable unless one specifies temporal and geographical boundaries quite
closely. Confusion is bound to follow if one deploys it as a transtemporal
category signifying, roughly, ‘not socialism’; American readers, in
particular, may squint quizzically at this usage given that ‘liberal’ is the
label often applied in the US to progressive and redistributive policies.
Zevin is too intelligent a writer not to be aware of the slipperiness of the
term, but his attempt to escape the coils of definitional purity by
concentrating on what he calls ‘actually existing liberalism’ is doomed to
fail. There simply isn’t enough substantive continuity between the politics
of 1840s Britain and the world in the early 21st century for one to be able
to extract a consistent line followed by the paper. Yes, the Economist has,
broadly speaking, displayed a tendency to support capital, encourage
markets, accept empire, and deploy a rhetoric of realism, but it has hardly
been alone in that, nor has it ever been univocal in its more specific

interventions. More tellingly, nothing is gained by labelling this loose

26




congeries of attitudes ‘liberalism’ and arguing that a commitment to that
ideology has been the animating force in the paper’s history. Its
characteristic pragmatism may not have been limitless, but its contours

have been more shifting and uneven than such pigeonholing allows for.

The difficulties generated by Zevin’s strategy are illuminated from
another angle by considering some of the figures who have been among
the Economist’s major targets over the years — Cobden and Bright in the
1840s and 1850s, Gladstone in the 1880s and 1890s, Keynes in the 1920s
and 1930s. In each case, the reasons for the paper’s criticisms are
understandable, and it is also true that each of these figures attracted more
than their share of controversy, including attacks from some who might,
on other grounds, have been considered natural allies. Even so, there is
something badly wrong with an overarching category of ‘liberalism’,
presented as the constitutive ideology of the paper, which ends up being
deployed against those who would have been seen by contemporaries as
among the most prominent representatives of what they would have
understood by ‘liberalism’. As an organising category, it risks

encompassing either too much or too little.

Zevin’s account also makes it hard to understand why so many
discriminating readers around the world have taken, and continue to take,
the Economist so seriously. It isn’t just because it has been a champion of
markets or a megaphone for US foreign policy (its record has in any case
been more varied than that): a number of other publications have
followed those lines without being anywhere near as successful. It surely
has something to do with the fact that the paper provides more intelligent,
more independent and better-informed analysis of global developments,

couched in a punchy yet authoritative tone, than can be so easily or
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regularly accessed anywhere else. Auditing the paper’s history in terms of
the views it has expressed on the headline political issues of the day
makes for a readable indictment, but it undersells what has been most
distinctive as well as what has, quite possibly, been of most value to the
majority of its readers over the years. Many of them, one suspects, have
not read it in order to be told why, say, Thatcher was preferable to
Kinnock or why Saddam Hussein had to be dispossessed of his (alleged)
weapons of mass destruction. More likely, they have turned to its
in-depth articles about the prospects for various sectors of the global
economy, or about trends that will remake the markets of the future, or
about the shifting demographics that will doom a product, an industry or
a government in one country and not another — that’s to say, the
bread-and-butter pieces of detailed reporting and analysis that don’t lend

themselves to an easy retrospective indictment of ‘right-wing’ positions.

It may be satisfying, though it isn’t terribly surprising, to find that

the Economist has mostly come down on the side of capital in the major
political conflicts of the past. More interesting would be to try to
understand why its everyday content has come to be seen as reliable and
indispensable where that of dozens of lesser publications which broadly
share its politics has not. God may be criticised for having somewhat
authoritarian views, and His position on issues such as gender, science
and punishment may not pass muster in the most enlightened circles. But
even if one does not believe all the propaganda, He has surely been
unusually influential, and He is, undeniably, a one-off. Writing like Him

is a neat trick and it would be good to show how it’s done.
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4. Xyoho.

4.1 IepreyOPevo KoL KOWVOVIKOOIKOVOULKO vTofa0po

To keipevo mnyn mov petappaletal oty TopovLGa TTVYLOKY epyacia gival éva dpBpo
anod tov Stefan Collini mov dnpocievtnke 6to London Review of Books otig 27
Iavovapiov Tov 2020. [Tpdkettan yuo pia kprrikn evog Pipriov. To Piiio oo omoio
avaeépetol 1o apbpo ovopdaletan “Liberalism at Large: The World According to The
Economist” tov Alexander Zevin.

O Stefan Collini eivon kaBnyntg 1otopiog kot ayyAkng Aoyoteyviag, £xovtag mTuyio
a6 GIoLdNio TAVETIGTNILOKA TPoYpappata énwc ovtd Tov Cambridge kot Tov Yale.
Metd amd T 6TOVSEG TOL EEKIVIGE TNV OKAONULAIKT TOL KAPIEPO GTO YDPO TNG
dwackaAio oto mavemoTito Tov Sussex to 1974 péypt to 1986. 'Eneita 1 kapiépa
Tov Tov 0dnynoe oto Cambridge 6mov didae pnéypt o 2015. [TAéov, apBpoypagel o
HEYAAOVG OPYOVIOHOVS KPITIKNG AOYoTEXVING Kot E10NGE0YpaQEiag HETAED TV 0TOimV
N mactyvootn epnuepioa The Guardian, to London Review of Books kot 10 Teplodikod
The Nation. To medio épevvdg Tov givar “H ayéon s Aoyoteyviog kai tng TVEDUATIKHS
1atopiog atov 200 aicwvo.”’, 00NyOVTOS TOV 6TV LEAETN £pY®V GTTOVdAi®V
CLYYPUPEDY TOV TEPAGUEVOL atdva OTtwg ot 7.S. Eliot, F.R. Leavis, George Orwell,
Raymond Williams xon Richard Hoggart. H akadnpaikn Tov EpEVVel EMKEVTPMOVETAL
KLPIOG GTOV TOMTIGUIKO POAO KO TIG ATOYELS GYETIKA LLE 1GTOPIKE YEYOVOTA TNG
KpLtikng Aoyoteyviag Kotd v mepiodo peta&y to 1920 kan to 1970. Akdpo Aapfavet
HEPOG o€ dLAPOPES OMUOCIEG GLLNTNOELG CYETIKA LE TNV GNUOGIO KOl TOV pOLO TNG
avatotng eknaidevong ot Meydin Bpetavia.

O Stefan Collini 6to apBpo Tov 61NV 16TO0GEAIdA TOV London Review of Books ue
titho “Cosmo” for Capitalists emAéyel va. oyordoet TG andyelg Tov Alexander
Zevin oyeTIKA P TOV pOA0 VOC amd T LEYAAVTEPO KO IGYLPOTEPQ LEGOL
€10MGE0YPOPEING KOl TOAITIKOOTKOVOUIKNG OVAAVGTG TOL TAAVIT, TOV Economist,
oV €€EMEN TG avOPOTIVIG KOWVmVIG KOl K0T ETEKTOGT TOL OVOPAOTIVOU
TOMTIGHOV amd TV évapér| g KukAogopiag Tov péypt onpepa. O Alexander Zevin
péosa amod to PiPiio Tov TaPEYEL GTOVG AVOYVAGTES P ASTTOUEPT] IGTOPIKT| OVOOPOUN
010 TapeABOV Tov Economist Kot TG OmOYELS TOL VITOGTNPIEE O GLYKEKPIUEVOG

opYavVIGHOG KATA TN SIAPKELN CNUOVTIKDV YEYOVOT®V. OVCIUGTIKA, O GUYYPOUPENS
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elvat €vag kPTG Tov onueptvod KOGLOL Kot Tt el PTAcEL va ektpocmnel. Kot
omocoMmote avayvopilel Tog £vag opyaviolds cav tov Economist, [Le TNV TEPACTIHL
EMPPON TOV TOGO GTN YEAPOEN KLPEPYNTIKOV TOATIK®OV OGO KOl GTI TPOTY| TOV
maipvel N TayKOGa otkovopio, eivot vTOAOYOS Kol LEPIKMG VTELOVVOG GTNV
oLYYXPOVI TPOLYUOTIKOTNTO.

O Stefan Collini, oand v GAAN TAELPAE, OeV glvar TOGO ATOAVTOG LE TV TPOGEYYIoN
ToV. XPNOLUOTOLEL TNV 1GTOPIA TOL OPYOUVIGLOD Y10l VO LETOOMGEL £VOL SLUPOPETIKO
uvopo. EEnyet pe tov 6ukd tov Eexmptotd Tpomo Ot Taporo mov 0 Economist €xel
dtnpnoet pio cLYKEKPIUEVN KATELOVVTINPLL YPOUUUN GTO TEPUAGHA TOV YPOVAOV KoL
£XEL LIOGTNPIEEL CLYKEKPLUEVO CLLPEPOVTOL, Ol QAAAYEG OTNV apylovvTasio Tng
ePMUEPIdOS Kot KOT’ EMEKTACT GTY AgtTovpyia TNG LOVO amapatnpnTeg dev eival. Me
T YPOVIN, KAOE 0pYIoLVTAKTING TOL Economist £xel apNGEL TO O1KO TOV EEXWPIOTO
OTOTOTMUO GTOV OPYOVICUO KOl GTIC OTOWELG KOl 10EMON TOV VTOG EKTPOCMOTEL.
d1avel, Aoumdv, o€ éva onpeio mov ToALol TpooTePVAY N TaPAPAETOVV EK TPMOTNG
Oyemg M o opBd ek TPMOTNG avayvdcemc. Zvueovet pe tov Alexander Zevin nog
1otopia Tov Economist deiyvel ampoKGALTTO TNV VTOCTNPLEN TOV KEPUANIOL 1)
CLYKEKPIUEVOV TOMTIKOV OPLAS®OV, OGTOCO KATAVOEL TOG: TPMTOV, TOALEG POPES M
apyrovvtasio kot 1 VToAonn epnuePid deV NTAV AVEKAOEV Kol OTOPOITHTOGC
CULPMOVOL HETAED TOVS Kot OEVTEPOV, 1 KPLTIKN Ko 1) “emiBeom”, av umopovue va. tnv
yopokInpicovpe €101, Tov Zevin avtalel ToAD o GKANPN Kot VITOKEWEVIKT amd OTL
0o avaroyovoe otov Economist. Duoikd, o Collini avayvopilel tog o Zevin
xpnoomotel yeyovota mpocmadmvtag vo Tayudoel TNy entyepnpatoroyia tov. Opwmg)
o Collini @tdvel 6TV KOPHPWOGT TG KPLTIKNG TOV, EENYDVTOS WG TO EMLYEIPTLA TOV
Zevin pumopei va fociletor o€ amodektikd ototyeior aALL Tapapével adLVOLLO.
Ovo100TIKd, EVEO TOALL TPAYHOTA TTOL avapépoviot 6To PiAio Tov elvar aképoata kot
adtapenofrnta koAvmtovv pépog g “otopiag”. Eivol yvootd dAlmote Tmg To o
TEGTIKA YEUPOTA TEPLEXOVV pa 1oyvpn 06om aAnbetog. Katainyovpe, Aowmdv, 610
CUUTEPOC O, TTOV TOAAOTL NONUOVES TOV YDPOL KOl TOV AVTIKEILEVOL VITOGTNPILoVYV,
avapeoa tovg kot o Collini. To Biprio “Liberalism at Large: The World According to
The Economist” givon éva £pyo yia 1o omoio £yve Pabid kot 01e£odikn Epevva Kot T
YEYOVOTA TOV TPOKEITTOVY ad QL TV GLVOLALOVTOL [UE TNV EKQPAUCTIKT XAPT| EVOG
e€aipetov ovyypaéa. [Ipdkettar yio Eva AKpmG eVOLPEPOV £PYO TTOL TEPLYPAPEL TNV
1otopio TOV HOVTEPVOL KOGUOL HEGO OPMG OO Pt GUYKEKPIUEVT] OTTTIKN YOVIaL.

MdéMota, o David Runciman avagépet oe éva apBpo tov nwg 1o “Liberalism at
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Large: The World According to The Economist” anoteAel pio vmevOOon yio to mwg

dvBpomotl Tov givar menecUEVOL TG £X0VV 81K10, KATOEG POPES Kévouv AdBog.

4.2 Avaivoon Tov KEPEVOL INYN

Aoppdavovtog voy Tig mapamdve TAnpoeopies eipacte oe BEon va avTiAneBodue
Ta afTio Kot Toug 6TOYOVGS e BAcT TOLg 0moiovg cLVOEBNKE TO Kellevo Tyn Ko e
avTdV TOV TPOTO Vo 001 yNBovE GTNV AVAALGT] TOV GUYKEKPIUEVOD KEUEVOU.
>opeova pe v Christiane Nord, to keipevo mnyn eivot owtd mov “mopéyet Tic
TANPOQOPIES TOV GLVIGTOVV TO GNUEID EKKIVIONG Y10 TNV TOPOYT TANPOPOPLDV Y10, TO
keipevo otdyog”’(Nord 6.x.: 142). H avdAivon tov K.II. avtavakid to debtepo pnépog
NG KEWEVIKNG avaAivong cvpepmva pe v Nord kot £xet (oTikn onuacio otnv
TPAYLOTOTTOINOT EVOG AEITOVPYIKA 0pBoV KEWWEVOL 6THY0G. Zopupmva pe tnv Nord
VILAPYOVV OVO KOTNYOPIES KEWUEVIKDYV GUVTEAEGTAOV: 01 EVOOKELEVIKOT KO OL
eEokeyevikol ocvvtedeotés (Munday 2002: 139).

EeKIVOVTOG LE TOVS EVOOKELLEVIKOVS GUVTIEAECTEC, TPOKELTAL Y10, TO OEa, TO
TEPEXOUEVO TOV KEWWEVOL, TIG TPOVTOOETELS, TN ohVOeDN, TO Ae&IAdY10, TNV SoUN TV
npotdoewv, kKabmg kot To vepTepayloKd eovopeva (Munday 6.xm.: 139). Onog
avaeépeTol Kot 6tov Tporoyo 1 Ogpatikn tov KLIT. mepiéyel moAld pépn o etvon
EVIEADC VTOKELUEVIKO TOV UTOPEL Vo €6TIACEL 0 KAOE avayvadGTNG, YEYOVOS TOL TO
KAvel Kot Akpwg evolapépov. I'evikdtepa, moTO60, TPOKELTAL Yo £VA KEILEVO TOL
TPOYUATEDETOL TNV EMLPPOT] TTOL EXEL EVAG TEPAGTIOS OPYUVIGLLOG E1O0NGEOYPOPIOG KOl
OLKOVOLLKT|G aVAALGNG Kot TANpo@Opn o Onwc o Economist otnv e£EMEN g
TOALTIKOOTKOVOIKNG SOUNG TNG avOpOTIVIG KOWVMVIOG LLE TO TEPAGLO TOV XPOVOV.
O)lo To Topamived GUVEEOVTOL LLE TNV 1GTOPI0 AVTOV TOV OPYOVIGLOV Kol O
OLYYPAPENS TV XPNOLUOTOLEL Y10l VO EKPPAGEL TNG AVTIOEGELS TOV KOl TNV KPLTIKT] TOV
oxeTIKA pe to {ntnua mov tifetan oto Pifdio “Liberalism at Large: The World
According to The Economist” tov Alexander Zevin, kafd¢ KoL TNV KPITIKT TOV TPOG
70 1010 T0 PB1Aio. OdevovTag mpog Tig TpohmobEselc, Ta TPAyUATO ATAOTOLOVVTAL,
KaBdg mpdkettar yua éva apOpo mov aockel kprtikn o€ £va PiPiio Oewpnrtikng
O1KOVOMIOG KOt TOATIKOKOWVMVIKTG 1otopiag. Ot dékteg dev yvapilovv dpeca tov

GUVTEAEGTI TNG EMKOWMOVIOKTG Katdotaons. Ocov agopd tnv chvleom Tov Kepévou,
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etvar ToA0 mo eAevBepm o€ oYM LE £val OpLYDG OIKOVOULKO 1) TEXVIKO KELLEVO TTOL
B elye o o cvvInpNTiKNy Kot guykpotnpévn doun|. Etvar, Aowmdv, dvokoro va
dwakpivovpe pa Egkabapr Oloipecn TOV KEWWEVOL GE PEPT) OTMG: 0PN, LEST Ko
1éA0G. 61660, axorovdel pio mopeia, Kupimg ¥povikT, Kot KATOANYEL GTO
CLUTEPOC O, TOV GLYYPAPEN. ATOVGLALEL OTTOLUONTOTE HOPPY| T AEKTIKMDV GTOLYEI®V
Omwg ewdves kar oyedwypappota. To Ae&ihdylo Ba propovoe va yopokTnplotel
WATEPOS EKAETTIGUEVO KOl TAOVGL0, OAAL TAVTOYPOVA KOl KOTOVONTO. AgV VITAPYEL
KOO0 EKTETOUEVT TTAPOVGIO EWOIKNG OPOAOYING 1) OIKOVOUIKNG YAMOOAS, XOPIg anTo
va onuaivel 0Tt dgv ekepdalel cwotd to BEpa mov TpaypatedeTat. PTAvovTog otV
TPOTOGIOKN OOUT), GUVAVTALE WOUTEPWOS LOKPOOKEAEIS KL TUKVOYPOUUEVES
nep1odovg. TéLog, OGOV aPopd 10 VYOS TOv KEWWEVOL, glvar averionio, kabmg dev
AVOPEPETOL OE KATOLOV GUYKEKPIUEVA, OAAAL EKPPALEL TIG ATOYELS KOl GKEWYELS TOV
oLYYPAPEN GYETIKA e TNV OEUATIKY Kot TNV emyelpnpatoroyio Tov BifAiov To onoio
a&lohoyel. MdAota, o apBpoypdeog dev mapareinel EPOVIKES EKPPACELS Kot NTEL
Kooun T emiBeta (m.y. stupid, idiot) divovtog o apesdTnTO Kot i6mG EAKpiveLla

oTOV AOYO TOV.

O1 eEmkelpevikol GLVTEAEGTES 0POPOVV TNV TPAYUATOAOYIC LETAED TOUTOV KO OEKTN
v TpAHecT TOL TOUTOV, TO HEGOV, TNV TPAYLLATOAOYIN TOTTOV KO XpOVOV, TNV
aQOpUN NS emKovoVviag Kot T Asttovpyio Tov keyévov (Nord 2005: 42). Tty
TpoKeipevn mepinTmaon, Toundg kot apbpoypdeog Tov keyévov eivar o Stefan Collini,
eV 0€KTNG etvat ot avayvaoteg g 1otoceridog tov London Review of Books. O
TOUTOG YPAPEL TO KEIUEVO OWTO e GKOTO Vo 6YoAdceL To épyo (“Liberalism at Large:
The World According to The Economist”) Kol TV €TUEPNUATOAOYIOL TOL GLYYPOAPEN
tov, Alexander Zevin, Tdve 6to BEpa Tov BAlov Tov TOL Elval GE YEVIKEG YPOUUES
¢ 0 Economist 6g OAeG TIG LOPPES TOL [LE TO TEPAGLO TV YPOVOV Kl GE OAN TOV
mv e£EMEN emmpéace Kot iI6mMG SIUOPPMOCE TOV TOMTIKOOIKOVOLKO KOGLO KOt

KOT’ ENEKTOOT TNV AvOpOTIVY KOvmvio Tov cuvavtape 6to onuepa. O Topmog Kével
L0 16TOPIKT avadpoun 6to TapeABdv Tov TpoavapepBEVTOg opyavicod 1060 pe
oKomd va, a&loroyicel Tig amdyeLg Tov Zevin 660 Kot v EKPPAcet TG 0kég Tov. To
HEGOV OV YpNoLonoleiTon Eivat 1 ONpocisvon Tov apHpov 6TV 16TOGEADA TOV
London Review of Books. Epocov mpokettat yio dnpocievpévo apbpo dev vdpyet
OLYKEKPIUEVOS TOTOG OIS O cuVEPavE €AV ETPOKELTO Y10l KATOLO OLLIALQL

napadelypatog xapn. Guoikd vapyet ¥povikd TAaiclo Kot 1 pépa dnpocicvong eivat
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6 OePpovapiov 2020. Térog, oyeTkd e TNV Agttovpyio TOL KEWWEVODL, TO ApHPO TOV
Stefan Collini €yet1 Oumhd yapoktipa. Ta yopakpioTikd Tov propovv vo
napatnpnOovV gite o€ Kelpeva e EKPPASTIKN OAAGL Ko TpoTpenTIK Asttovpyia. O
Stefan Collini ciyovpa avtitiBeton o€ ToAAG onpeia Kot exyelprpata tov Zevin,
oG etvat EEKAOOPO TOC SLUTLTTAOVEL KO Lot TPOCOTIKN TOV GO, XWPIG VoL £YEL ™G

OTOPOATNTO GKOTO VA amoppiyel TIC amdOWELS TOV Zevin.

Me v 0AOKANP®ON TOV EVOOKEUEVIKDV KOl EEOKEYUEVIKOV GUVIEAEGTAOV, PTAVOLLLE
0TO KOUUATL TOV HETOPPOCTIKOV TPOPANUAT®V, SNAadN To TPOPA LT TOV

TPOEKLY OV KATE TNV S100IKAGT0 TNG LETAPPACTC.

4.3 Metagppacstika [pofipata

2opeova pe v Nord 1o tpito 6TAd10 TOL HOVIELOL TNG KEWEVIKNG avAALONG
OOYOAEITOL LLE TNV KOTNYOPLOTOINGT) TOV HUETAPPOUCTIKMOV TPOPANUATOV TOV KEWEVOL
oTOYOV OOTE va givat o ot 1 StadtKacio AVIHETOTIONS Tovg. O daywpiopudc,
ocvpewva pe v Nord Eekva amd To TPOUYUATOAOYIKO EMIMESO TOV KEWEVO,
aKoAovOel TO TOMTIGUIKO KO 1) avOAVOT) OAOKANpOVETAL HE TO YAwoowkd (Nord
2014:153). Xe avtég T1g katnyopieg n Nord coumeptiiapfavet kot to dtdlovia

wpofApata (.. Aoyomaiyvia) To omoio OPMG OEV GLYKATAAEYOVTOL GE OVTEC.

Apyika mpénel va anopacicbel n Asttovpyia g petaepaong mov 1 Nord dtaympilet
0€ TEKUNPLOTIKY Kot epyarelakn]. H avdivon 6to mponyoduevo Koppdrt Tov
OYOAOGLOV LOG 0ONYEL GTO CLUTEPAGLO TTMG 1) KAAVTEPT EMAOYN O Tay N
gpyarelaxn LeTdepaon Yo To keipevo otodyo. Katd v epyaielaxn petdopacn o
OEKTNG deV YVOPIlel T TPOKELTAL Y10 TNV LETAPPACT] TOV KEWWEVOL O L0 YADGGO
PO pio GAAN Kot KoTé GUVETELD TO KEIEVO GTOYOC TPUYUOTEVETAL TOV {010 GKOTO LE

10 Keipevo Ty (Munday 2002:137).

2opeova, Aomdv, pe v mapondve Bempntikn TPocEyYIoT, LTOPOVLE VA

€0TIAGOVUE GTNV OmOot, VIapén TV TPoPAnudtmy mov cuvovtOnKay Kotd tnv
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LETAPPOCTIKN S10dIKAGI0, GTOVG TPOTOVS AVIYLETMMIGNS TOVG KO GTIV OLTIOAOYN O
NG EMAOYNG TNG O GLUPOUTAG KO ATOTELEGUATIKNG AVONG. XTO TPAYLATOAOYIKO
eninedo 6mov cuumepthapdvovtal Ta TPOPANUATO TOV TPOKVTTOLV O TNV
oVYKPLON TOV EEMKEUEVIKMV TOPAYOVTOV TOL ApOpov (Toumdc, SEKTNG, ¥POVIKO Kot
Tomiko mhaicto KAm.) (Nord 2014: 148) mapatnpnOnke ovclooTiKa £va pHeydlo Hépog
TOV LETAPPACTIKAOV eumodinv. H petdopacn dpwv mov oyetilovron pe Eva
OGLYKEKPLUEVO TOMTIGUO, EVOL 1IGTOPIKO YEYOVOS OV LETAPPALETOL SIAPOPETIKE GE
KGOe yoOpo 1 Kot avOpeVa Tov cuVIEOVTOL GTEVA pe pia emotnun (otkovopda,
TOALTIKT), 16TOPI0L, KOWMVIOAOYiO KAT.) 0AAG Ol EKAGTOTE NONIOVES YPNCYLOTOLOVV
TOPAAANAIGHLOVS TTOVL Oa Yivouv KatavonTtol oty 1k Tovs YA®Goa (T.y. xpNon
Aoyomoyvimv Kot 10®UATIKOV EKQPACEMV) LETOPPACTNKAV AaUPAvovVTag VIO TV
OKELOTNTA TOV JEKTY LE AT TNV EKPPOCT KOl £TGL KATOLES POPEG EMAEXONKE M
YPNOMN UEYAANG Voo UEiwoN G Tov eneényovoe d1e&odikd v epdon/opo. '
napadetypa, o 6pog I10An n Litv tov Aovoivoo givan po EKEPAcT GYedOV AyvmoT
OTOV PEGO EAANVO OVOYVOGTN KoL 1) U1 S1EE001KT 0VAALGT) TOL 1) 1] OTAT] aAvapopd Tov
¢ I10An tov Aovoivov Ba TPoKaAoVGE GUYYIOT Kol TAPOTANPO@OpNoN. Mia GAAN
mepinton givorl o Aatvikog 0pog obiter dicta, 0 omoiog 6vTog LIOPKTOS GTO
ayYAOGAEOVIKO KOVOOiKa10, Elval Ayv®GTOG GTOV TANBLGUO LG YDPAG TOV ACKEL TO
NreP®TIKO dikato. ['a avtd Tov Adyo mpoTiuOnke Ko TaAL 1) ¥PNON LITOCNUEIWONG

Y TV Aemtopepn eneENynomn evog 1060 TOAVTAOKOV OpOv.

211 ovvéyeta, TopovotdlovTol KATolo TOMTICUIKA LETOPPACTIKE TpofAnaTa, pHiKpd
o€ ONUOGIN TOL TPOEKLYAV OO SLAPOPES GTN AEKTIKY] KUPIMG CLUTEPIPOPA LETAED
TV 000 ToAticpdV (Nord 0.7.: 149). Evdeiktikd, ot avapopég ToADY epnuepidmV,
QLAAAS OV Ko TEPLOdIKMV TNG emoyns ard tov Collini givor duokolo va petapepHodv
omv eAvikY| (m.y. the Spectator, the Banker, Time and Investors’ Chronicle givol
AVOTAPKTEG EKPPAGELG GTNV EAANVIKT] KOWVOVI, OTMG OVTIGTOL(0 KOt 01 EAANVIKEG
QVAAGSEG Omtwg M| Kabnuepivy, n EAevBepotomio kAm.). To 1010 cvuPaivetl kot pe to
“Cosmo” mov vapyetl otov titho (mapoanéunel oto Cosmopolitan, TeplodIKO
TOYKOGLLOG 0VOyvOPLonG) 1 1o KOP1o péco Haliknig evnUEPMOTG Kot KEVIPIKO
avTIKEIpEVO Tov apBpov, 0 Economist. X 00TEG TIG TEPUTTMOGELS TPOTLUNOMNKE 1
dTnpNnon Tov ayyAkol 6pov 1 KAAVTEPO TNG ayYAMKNG ETmVViog glte yiotl

TPOKELTOL Y10 TOAMES EPNUEPIOEG YMPIG aVTIOTOTYNON OTOV EAANVIKO TOMTIoUO it
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YTt TPOKELTOL Yol SIEBVDG avaryvVOPIGLEVOVG OPYAVIGLOVG TTOV UETAPPALOVTOL [IE

v popen daveiov kot ivat evpéwg KaTovonTol.

Téhog, 6T0 YA®GG1KO EMMESO TOV KEWEVOD KO GTO TPOPANLOTA TNG YPOUUOTIKNAG
doung kot Tov Ae&thoyiov, Ta TPoPANHATH OVTE Kot €6M NTAV KATMG TEPLOPIOUEVL
KOl G€ YEVIKESG YPOUUES E0KOA avTipeTonionua. To yeyovdg mwg dev mpoKetTon yio
QLY DG OIKOVOLKO KeIeVO, 0AAG OVGLOGTIKA Yl £vaL ApBPO [Le AOYOTEYVIKT
Tpocéyylon Tave o Eva PiPAio OempnTiknig oukovopiog SikaloAoyel TIC LOKPOGKEAEIS
TPOTACELS TOV TOpovGialovian 6 OAN TV £ktacn Tov dpBpov. [Ipotacels, paiiota,
TUKVOYPAUPEVES TTOV YpetdleTor peydin Tpootadeia yio va petapepfodv vonuotikd
oo YAOGG0o o€ YAOoo. [0 TV avTIHeTOTION 0V TOD TOL POVOUEVOV, ETPETE O
LETOPPOGTNG VO AmOKTNGEL ol Bafetd Kotavonon Tov TEPIEYOUEVOL KOt OTTOV LINpEe
duvatoV va YopiceL TNG LOKPOOKEAEIS TEPLOSOVE GE UIKPOTEPES TPOTATELS. DLGIKG,
VINPEAY TEPMTMOGELS TOV 1] VONLLATIKT] GLVOYN TOL KEWEVOL deV Tapeiye avTo TO
npovopo. To Heog dev NTov WBNTEPMG EMIGNLO, EVA VINPYOV KOl OTOCTAGLLOTA TTOV
HeTaPépnkay avTovoLa amd TNV SNA®ON VO ATOLOL, TPOGHIOOVTAG LU0 AUESOTNTO

Kot pio TpoPopIKOTNTA GTO AOYO.

4.4 Emiloyog

Ev xotaxAieidt, n mopondve troylok tpaypoatonomdnke oe 600 puépn: to Bempntikd
LéEPOG oL KaBodNYNGE TN UETAPPUGT KOl TO TPAKTIKO LEPOG TNG LETOPPACTIKNG
dwdkaciog. [Tapd to yeyovog 6Tt vanpée kot peretnOnke pio Oempio pe ) fordeia
NG omoiag EMAVONKAY To OTTOL0L LETAPPACTIKE TPOPANLLATO, GTNV TPOYLATIKOTITO TO
dvoPato pEpog NTav avtd TG KOTOVONoNG TOL KEWEVOL. O GLVOVAGHOS TOV
yopiopatikod apBpoypaeov Stefan Collini kot tng eEapeTikng XpNoMG TS YAOCGTOG
Ao LEPOVS TOL LE EVOL OUPIAEYOUEVO OVTIKEIUEVO HEV AL AKPWOS EVOLOPEPOV,
INULoVPYNGE Eva KEIPEVO TTNYN TTOV OTALTOVGE TEPIGGOTEPO TPOGOYT, GLYKEVTIPMON
KO 0QOGimoN Tapd eKTETAUEVT LEAETN Kot paployn Bewpldv. Ziyovpa T0 LOVTELOD
KeeviKng avaivong g Christiane Nord amotélece pio orovdaio forbeia ot
JOUNON KOl OVTIUETOTION KATOIOV VIUPKTMOV LETAPPUCTIKMY TPOPANUATOV, ®GTOGO
Omw¢ O TOPOTNPNOETE KO GTO GYOAA 1] LETAPPACTIKT dtodikacio EKmoviOnKe pe

Kamolo “elevbepia”.
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