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Abstract

The neoliberal period consists of the application of a series of restructuring policies, including rapid
change of economy, politics, culture, and social environment. Socialist movements are at the forefront
of the opposition to neoliberal policies, which have been applied in many countries after 1980 and almost
all over the world in the 2000s. Marxism was marginalized and in crisis in this period on the counter of
neoliberalism. Intra-Marxist discussions also led to the emergence of new arguments and different in-
terpretations. This study will try to create a theoretical framework about which issues stand out and the
orientation of socialism through focusing on intra-Marxist discussions. The approaches and distinctions
of reductionism and class analysis among theoretical debates will be emphasized, and how these funda-
mental issues were discussed by Marxists in the neoliberal period will be examined. Another important
issue is the different Marxist interpretations that have been formed as a result of new arguments. In this
regard, what the issues that constitute the agenda of trends such as the new left and the radical left are
and in what context they will be discussed will be examined.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Neoliberalism, Socialism, Social Class, the New Left, the Radical Left.

1 This article was produced as a part of PhD thesis entitled “The Justice and Development Party in the
Discourse of the Socialist Opposition in Turkey” (2016) at Institute of Social Sciences, Selguk University,
Konya, Turkey.

OPUS © International Journal of Society Researches
ISSN:2528-9527 E-ISSN : 2528-9535
http://opusjournal.net


mailto:bedirsala@aku.edu.tr
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6892-2664

ISSN:2528-9527

E-ISSN : 2528-9535

> Yil Year: 11
Cilt Volume:18

Say Issue :42

Uluslararasi Toplum Arastirmalari Dergisi Ekim October 2021
International Journal of Society Researches Makalenin Gelis Tarihi Received Date: 26/01/2021
Makalenin Kabul Tarihi Accepted Date: 05/06/2021

Neoliberal Cagda Sosyalizm: Tartismalar ve Arayislar

Oz

Ekonomi, siyaset, kiiltiir ve toplumsal alanin hizli bir sekilde degistigi neoliebral donem bir dizi yeniden
yapuanma politikalarinin uygulanmasmdan olusuyor. 1980 sonrasinda bircok iilkede ve 2000 lerde ise
neredeyse tiim diinyada uygulama alan: bulan neoliberal politikalara yonelik karsit hareketlerin basinda
ise sosyalist hareketler gelmektedir. Ancak bu donem aymi zamanda Ortodoks Marksizm’in kuramsal
yonden elestirildigi, reel sosyalizmin yikildig: ve sosyalist hareketlerin kitlesel olarak zayifladig: bir do-
nem olmugtur. Neoliberalizm karsisinda Marksizm'in marjinallestigi ve krize girdigi bu donemde
Marksist igi tartismalar aynmi zamanda yeni arayislarin ve farkli yorumlarin ortaya ¢ikmasina yol
agnugtir. Bu ¢alisma Marksist ici tartismalara odaklanarak, hangi konularin 6ne ¢iktigini ve sosyalizmin
yonelimi hakkinda teorik bir cerceve olusturmaya calisacaktir. Teorik tartismalardan indirgemecilik ve
sinif analizine iliskin yaklasimlar ve ayrimlar iizerinde durularak bu temel konularin neoliberal do-
nemde Marksistler tarafindan nasil tartisildig1 incelenecektir. Bir diger énemli konu da yeni arayislar
sonucunda sekillenen farkli Marksist yorumlardir. Ayrica yeni sol ve radikal sol gibi egilimlerin giin-
demini olusturan konularin neler oldugu ve hangi baglamda tartisildig: incelenecektir.

Anahtar kelimeler:  Neoliberalizm, Sosyalizm, Toplumsal Sumif, Yeni Sol, Radikal Sol.
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Introduction

Neoliberalism is an economic model that includes marketization of free
investment, privatization and public funding in order to remove all obsta-
cles to private capital. The concept of neoliberalism used to characterize a
set of economic regulations packages refers to the current form of capital-
ism for Marxists (Peters, 2001; Berlin, 1996, p.193-204). Also, Marxist ana-
lysts associate globalization with neoliberalism. The phenomenon of glob-
alization is accepted as a result of neoliberalism (Harris, 2000). Accord-
ingly, globalization causes new social inequalities due to its composed
regulation. Upon this regulation, developing countries' state support for
social service areas such as health and education has been decreased (Dea-
con, 2011, p.109). Mainly privatizations constitute the central tendency of
neoliberal economic policies. Because the primary purpose of neoliberal
policies is to leave employment to private capital instead of the state.
Hence, the International Monetary Fund and the World Bank prepared
privatization programs for developing countries after 1980. Privatizations
are based on the grounds that the international market will liberalize,
productivity will increase and capital will spread to the base, public.
Therefore, the social state has been weakened because of privatization pol-
icies (Senkal, 2011, p.507-509; Robinson and Harris 2000, p.43).

Marxists qualified these applied economic policies as the renewal of
the capitalist system itself. There are also those ones who define the period
starting with the end of the 20t century and including today as "neoliberal
market civilization" (Gill, 1995). The socialist countries have integrated
into the capitalist world-system through applying neoliberal economic
policies upon entering into a crisis of the statist economic model used in
socialist countries in this period. Thus, neoliberalism was spread as an
"unrivaled" model towards the 1990s. The period when neoliberalism was
strengthened was the period when Marxism was also marginalized ac-
cording to those ones who define neoliberalism as "the most successful
ideology of history," which has not encountered any serious opposition in
the West for the first time and the world since the reform (Callinicos, 2005,
p- 25).
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Neoliberalism does not include only economic regulation. The political
and social spheres were shaped together with the economy and also so-
cialist movements and parties lost their power in this period. The weak-
ening of socialism both at the level of thought and at the level of action
brought many discussions along with it. On the other hand, the criticism
of poststructuralist and post-modernist approaches to modernism and
grand theories played an important role in the marginalization of Marx-
ism. The common point of these approaches is to start a discussion around
new concepts such as the new state of capitalism, consumer society, the
irrational tendency of the individual, pluralism and multiculturalism
through problematizing modernism. Marxism was influenced from en-
lightenment philosophy and so it carries the basic characteristic of
modernism. Accordingly, it has received its share of criticisms of modern-
ism. In addition, the basic foundations of Marxist politics, such as the sub-
ject-structure relationship and the revolutionary role attributed to the la-
bor force, have also been problematized.

Socialists entered government in many countries in the 20t century,
especially in Russia. Thus, a socialist bloc emerged against the capitalist
bloc under the leadership of the Soviet Union after the Second World War.
Anymore, socialists have the opportunity to realize ideals such as the rule
of the labor force as a hegemonic force determining international political
balances, a new form of social organization, and the construction of a so-
cialist order alternative to the capitalist system. The communist parties
were engaged in an active political struggle within close relations with the
Soviets in the countries where the socialists were not in power. However,
at the beginning of the 1980s, the economic model implemented by the
Soviet Union regressed against the liberal economy. This situation caused
unrest in many socialist countries and increased social reactions towards
the socialist system, especially in Eastern European countries. In this case,
the blockage of the system, the Soviet Union applied the policies of "glas-
nost" and "perestroika" under the leadership of Mikhail Gorbachev in
1985. However, these policies could not prevent the dissolution of the so-
cialist bloc and the Soviet Union, which started to dissolve due to the
blockage of the system in 1991.
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Real socialism has been an important experience for socialists. How-
ever, besides this experience, the collapse of real socialism meant the de-
feat of the socialists. This defeat led to the disintegration of communist
parties, which were strongly organized in many countries, and the weak-
ening of the socialist movement's influence on the masses. Socialist politics
has entered into a period of withdrawal against to both the collapse of real
socialism and post-modernist and poststructuralist currents. It is possible
to read this process as a "self-criticism" and renewal process for the left.
Also, there has been a period of depression in which the left has weakened
and lost its self-confidence, which was subjected to similar accusations
that the left thought and politics "did not match the facts" or "lagged be-
hind reality" (Laginer, 2000, p.27). This study aims to create a general
framework about the pursuit and orientation of socialists by focusing on
the internal discussions about socialism in this depressing period.

Theoretical Debates: Economic Reductionism and Social Classes

As a theory of social analysis, Marxism claims that it shapes social rela-
tions and social institutions of the economy as its substructure, in general
terms. This approach, which causes to define Marxism as a reductionist
social theory, is also used as a strong argument in criticisms of Marxism.
In addition, Marx's attempt to explain historical processes with a dialecti-
cal materialist method and presenting this method in a scientific frame-
work supports the criticisms that Marxism is reductionist. The clearest
place where Marx's reductionist approach is seen is Marx's views that ma-
terial life determines social, political and intellectual life in his criticism of
Hegelian philosophy (Marx, 1979, p.25).

Marx's criticism of Hegel's idealist philosophy constitutes the basic
model of his theory for Marxists. Most Marxists or non-Marxists define
Marxist theory in this context. This model constitutes the weakest point of
Marxist theory. Because if social facts do not fit this model, then the weak-
ness and inadequacy of the model will emerge. On the other hand, some
Marxists claim that the Marxist theory is not solely this model. The con-
cepts composing this model are only the conceptualizations of certain phe-
nomena.
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Franz Jakubowski (Fiiredi, 2001, p.226) defends that concepts such as
infrastructure, superstructure are the accessed results of Marxist theory,
not the theory itself, against those who see Marxist theory as solely this
model. British Marxist Edward P. Thompson, who put a critical distance
to the approach that the superstructure determines the superstructure
does not affect the infrastructure in any way, emphasizes that the super-
structure can also affect the infrastructure and states that the political con-
text is also important in shaping the consciousness of the labor force
(Blackledge, 2014, p.260). The views of Jakubowski and Thompson are like
a response to the Marxists who squeeze Marxism into the infrastructure-
superstructure model and to those who criticize Marxism with reduction-
ism over this model. Post-Marxists, who interpret the basic concepts of
Marxism differently and defend that the labor force has become insignifi-
cant through describing the concept of class, one of the basic concepts of
Marxism, as "essentialist" (Laclau and Mouffe, 2001; Geras, 1987, p.50-51),
they also considered the policy as an important factor through redefining
the economy (Adakli, 2001, p.13-14).

Althusser's evaluations reinterpreting Marxism and questioning the re-
lationship between economy and politics have become important refer-
ences for Post-Marxists. According to Althusser, the infrastructure was
not more determinant than superstructures such as economy, politics and
ideology (Althusser, 2003; Resnick and Wolff, 1987, p.81-95; 2006, p.39-48).
This thesis of Althusser denying the determination of the economy has
opened the door to discussions that highlight political and cultural ele-
ments and emphasizing the priority of political struggle. According to the
Post-Marxists that emerged from these discussions, the failure of state cap-
italism executed by Stalin was accepted as the defeat of real socialism,
while the dissolution of the labor force showed that traditional Marxism,
which attributes revolutionary meaning to the labor force has archaized.
Therefore, Post-Marxism, which alleged for the failure of real socialism
and the obsolescence of traditional Marxist theory, tended towards a dif-
ferent political strategy. This strategy was based on carrying out a radical
struggle away from violence, democratically, and to form an anti-capital-
ist hegemonic bloc at the global level, thanks to the formulation of Laclau
and Moulffe (2001).
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Intra-Marxist debates around reductionism were briefly mentioned
above. In fact, similar discussions are continuing in the Turkish Left. The
post-Marxist tendency becoming significant majorly in the year 1990 in
Turkish Left emphasized that revolutionary role which was loaded to
class movement by the socialist movement act was exaggerated, the class
fashion got behind, civil socialism and mass democracy became forefront,
socialism standing close to political equality claims of different ethnic and
religious identities. This trend was labeled as "liberal left" and was defined
as a "deviation" from Marxism and "bourgeois democracy" by other so-
cialist movements.

One of the most important issues discussed in relation to economic re-
ductionism is the concept of "class." Social and political analyses in Marx-
ism are implemented in the context of the class. Social class, one of the
basic concepts of Marxist thought, is used as an analytical concept that
explains and makes sense of the interrelated layers of this regulation. Ac-
cordingly, society consists of a class distinction basically. The emergence
of this class distinction has developed in parallel with the emergence of
private property. This situation is not special to a particular society. It is a
qualitative condition that exists in all societies where private property
arose. In brief, the class separation and conflict that arise in parallel with
private property in Marxist thought is a theoretical approach that explains
the structuring of social regulation.

The concept of social class, which became popular again in the 18 cen-
tury, turned into one of the dominant concepts of social sciences upon the
theoretical approach of Karl Marx. Marx contributed to the concept of so-
cial class in three aspects. These are: the class struggle of all history is his-
torical, a class in itself does not have to be a class for itself, and that the
main conflict of capitalist society takes place between those who have the
means of production and those who do not (Wallerstein, 2000, p.145). Ac-
cording to Marx, social regulations are products of historical processes.
History is an inter-class struggle rather than an impersonal process led
through goals that people cannot comprehend. There is an irreconcilable
contradiction between the class that owns the means of production and
the class that makes a living on its labor.

In addition to the transformation of the labor force, the new middle-
class theory discussed in the middle of the twentieth century has become
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an argument that undermines the absolute conflict thesis between the la-
bor force and the bourgeoisie established by Orthodox Marxism. Classical
Marxist class analyses included the prediction that capitalist society has
been basically composed of two classes, and the other rest of the social
sections would eventually disappear. These social sections, which were
described as new middle classes and were not expected for Orthodox
Marxism, consist of those labor forces in the service sector of developed
countries. On the other hand, there is a common approach that the labor
force transforms into middle classes

over time, adopts lifestyles of the middle class, and the majority of the
population forms a homogeneous section living at a certain welfare level
(Yaniklar, 2010, p.215). Therefore, approaches to the new middle class in-
dicate that the previous class analyses are no longer valid, and the role of
classes in social change is diminishing.

The most distinctive feature of this class, which is described as the new
middle class, is its being "consumer class" as emphasized by Kharas (2010,
p-10). This new middle-class remains an ambiguous class for Marxist class
analysts because of not having the means of production and being differ-
ent from the labor force in terms of living standards. Therefore, it is mostly
analyzed in the context of Weberian class theory (Yildirim, 2012, p.74).

Undoubtedly, there was an emphasis on the intermediate class, corre-
sponding to the middle-class in Marx's class analysis. However, Marxist
analysts considered this stratum as an intermediate class between the
bourgeoisie and the proletariat. Since this intermediate class could not
break out of the antagonism between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat,
so it would weaken against capital and joined the proletariat. However,
upon the growth and development of the middle-classes, which have been
described as intermediate classes, the approach of socialist politics on this
issue has also changed. The Marxists, who considered the middle classes
as the social foundation of fascist movements in the early period, accord-
ingly began to allege that forwarding to socialism could be possible with
the alliance with the labor force and the middle classes. In the 1970s, the
communist parties of Europe have been expressing the necessity of ad-
dressing the new middle class and establishing new alliances for political
success (Bottomore, 1991, p.180).
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The concept of new social movements is used for movements that
emerged independently of class relations and class identities of social
movements upon becoming outdated of the old social movements, the la-
bor force movement. However, Alain Touraine uses the concept of new
social movements for the movements in the post-industrial society that
emerged together with the new power relations and new relationship
form (Cayir, 1999, p.16). Touraine (1999, p.51) opposes the separation of a
social movement from a class phenomenon; he states that the difference
between social movement and class is the definition of class as a "situa-
tion," whereas social movements are the "action of an actor questioning
historicity."

Although Touraine does not acknowledge a distinct difference be-
tween social movements and class, most analyses about the subject in so-
cial sciences evaluate new social movements independently of class rela-
tions. Most of the studies on this subject do not even mention the class.
Because it can be very difficult to determine the nature of the class of these
movements that sometimes emerge as an environmental movement, a
feminist movement, a student movement, or an anti-war movement. On
the other hand, new social movements replace class-based social move-
ments with identities such as ethnicity and gender.

Arguments: From the New Left to the Radical Left

American political scientist Francis Fukuyama caused a new discussion
due to his published work, "The End of History and the Last Man" includ-
ing the theses in 1992. Fukuyama (2006) claims that the ideologies of so-
cialism and fascism that he positioned against liberalism have ended, that
liberalism has survived in the ideological struggle, and that history has
ended with the best system, liberal democracy. Fukuyama, who claims
that humanity finds its ideal order in liberalism, closes history by predict-
ing that no political power will emerge anymore and that liberal values
will become universal. Socialism lost its political power and theoretical
weight in this period, but Latin socialism, which started to rise in the late
1990s, caused the despaired socialist movements to revive and gain confi-
dence again. Socialist movements, which focus not only on the labor force
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but also on other areas of social struggle, continue their existence both in
the social and political spheres in many countries today.

This assertive thesis of Fukuyama becomes controversial when the suc-
cessive crises of liberalism are considered. Upon the global crisis of liberal
economy in 2008, the unemployment rate increased in many European
countries. Countries like Spain, Italy, and Greece were almost bankrupt.
On the other hand, the increase in discriminatory policies towards foreign-
ers, such as Islamophobia in the West shows that liberal democracy is also
in crisis. The widening of the social base of the left parties with the effect
of the crises experienced by the liberal world in both the economic and
political fields is seen in the election results in the 2000s. When the election
results in Europe after 2008 are considered, the Socialist Party candidate
became the president after 17 years in France, while the Labor Party in
Britain was getting the highest vote in general and local elections. Except
this, leftist parties came the power in many European countries such as
Portugal, Norway, Denmark, Romania, and Greece. However, leftist par-
ties in these countries did not come to power due to the politicization and
organization of the labor force. Rather, they were parties that had the sup-
port of the petty-bourgeois class. In general, the distinctive feature of the
leftist parties engaged in internal politics is their having a discourse that
includes the petty bourgeoisie as well as the labor force.

Latin America is one of the regions where the left has arisen. In the
early 2000s, parties that defined themselves as socialist became to power
one after another in Latin America. The dominant discourse of the Latin
American Left is opposition to America's hegemony in the region. In ad-
dition, "The most common feature of left orientations in Latin America is
their emphasis on social participation. Their preference for radical democ-
racy over liberal democracy and their emphasis on a new unity through
defending national symbols are among the other important headings of
the common features they share" (Ozugurlu, 2012, p.15). The cultural in-
digenization of the left composes the main factor in the massification of
left politics as seen in the Latin American Left. Different interpretations,
such as the new left and the radical left that emerged as a result of new
arguments have an important role in the massification of the left.

The concept of the new left appears as an alternative left movement
and interpretation attempt of the European Left against the real socialism
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led by the Soviets and Orthodox Marxism after the Second World War.
The new left contains many different discussions within itself. However,
the reason why these discussions are described as the new left is that it’s
manifesting as separating from traditional Marxism. Basically, it empha-
sizes the society-state contradiction rather than the labor-capital contra-
diction of traditional Marxism. There is a heavy emphasis on inequality in
society, but it does not reduce this inequality to the labor-capital conflict.

The new left defended a non-dogmatic interpretation of Marxism,
based on the qualitative change of capitalism and the labor force. As cap-
italism has changed, the masses could not influence the political system
anymore through democratic means. The Labor Force had many things to
lose. As it was emphasized by Herbert Marcuse (1979, p.3), one of the im-
portant theorists of the new left movement of the 1970s with his interest
in politics and social struggle compared to other Frankfurt School mem-
bers, the dimensions of this new change were not only economic and po-
litical change but different modes of production and new institutions. On
the other hand, the traditional left criticized the new left parties, claiming
that those parties lacked a mass base and became far from the labor force.

The main issue where the new left breaks from traditional Marxism
was class analysis. In the post-1980 period, class analyses around the
world were described as reductionist and so they lost their reputation
(Ogiitle, 2014, p.7). One of the reasons why class analysis has been dis-
credited, lost reputation was the change of the society that has undergone
from the classical industrial society to the advanced industrial society. So-
ciety was no longer a society in which capitalism continuing its crude he-
gemony as Marx and Lenin conceptualized. From this point of view,
Marxists such as Herbert Marcuse, Raymond Williams, and Stuart Hall
broke off from the social analyses of classical Marxism and turned to dif-
ferent analyses.

One of the political movements influenced by new left thought is the
so-called "third-way" movement represented by the British Labor Party.
Its theorist is the British sociologist Anthony Giddens. The idea of the
third way arose with the claim of being an alternative to capitalism and
socialism. Giddens (1998) expresses this situation as "beyond of the right
and the left". The idea of the third way is in a political seek beyond both
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the right and the left, but it also cares about Marxist values. It is an idea
that emphasizes mostly the humanist side of Marxism.

The third way considers ideological systems as obsolete, rather than
creating a new ideological system - has been in an effort to produce solu-
tions within the existing system and to get their support by taking into
account the demands of the constituency. Some of the distinguishing fea-
tures of the third way thought are as follows: the belief that "top-down"
state socialism is now dead; emphasis on community and moral responsi-
bility; socialism's accepting the idea of reconciliation in society rather than
conflict in society; replacing traditional socialism's commitment to equal-
ity with social inclusion; neoliberals' defending of the competitive market
state rather than the idea of the state as a balance against capitalism by the
minimal state and social democrats (Heywood, 2013, p.154-157).

The radical left against the new left, which criticizes traditional Marx-
ism especially based on the argument that a new social order exists, claims
that this new social regulation is only a formal change of capitalism and
that capitalism has not undergone any qualitative change. Fredric
Jameson's approach to this new social order in particular post-modernism
is also the common approach of the radical left. Jameson (2011, p.13) ar-
gues that post-modernism is not the cultural dominance of a new order
called post-industrial society. It is merely a reflection of another transfor-
mation that capitalism has undergone.

In the neoliberal era, socialism ceased being an ideology against abso-
lute capitalism and entered different orientations. Identity politics was
prime among those orientations (Bauman, 2002, p.471-482). The new left
sought a policy against oppression on different identities rather than
merely criticizing absolute capitalism and class conflict in capitalist soci-
ety. It was insensitive to identities such as traditional left ethnic, gender,
etc. While the class division was being taken as a basis, other social divi-
sions were either ignored or considered secondary. However, in the ne-
oliberal era, when the left was weakened and the civilian sphere came to
the fore against the state, some of the identity-based social movements ex-
pressed themselves in a leftist discourse. The class conflict has left its place
to identity struggle. In addition to identities such as ethnicity, language,
gender, environmental protection, animal rights, etc., social movements
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began to constitute the new agenda of leftist politics. Therefore, organiza-
tions that are smaller and often focusing on the concerns of the petty bour-
geoisie can shape left politics.

Today, there are not only class inequalities such as poverty and une-
qual development, but also problems such as discrimination and exclu-
sion that cause human tragedies. On the one hand, there is the unfair dis-
tribution of income and wealth among social sections; on the other hand,
there are marginalizing problems such as the inability of people with dif-
ferent cultural identities to benefit from equal rights or exclusion
(Keyman, 2008, p.216). This situation causes social displeasure and social
reactions. Social responses are transformed into social movements by or-
ganizing apart from the class context. Some socialist movements, espe-
cially those who share the approach that the labor force is outdated, inte-
grate with these social movements, expanding the scope of socialist poli-
tics and publicizing socialism by reinterpreting it out of the class analysis.

The theorists such as Jurgen Habermas and Alain Touraine, who come
from the leftist tradition, have contributed to the replacement of the labor
force by new social movements that make cultural identity forefront (Lee,
2007). There is a claim that new social movements emerged in the society
described as post-industrial by these theorists and that the proletariat class
lost its revolutionary subject and integrated into capitalism (Fuat, 2014,
p-19). At the end of the theoretical approaches of Marxist theorists affirm-
ing new social movements and social demands far from class dynamics, it
was seen that socialist movements have turned towards different social
movements and in some countries, socialist movements have almost re-
moved the labor force from the agenda and turned towards identity poli-
tics in the post-1990 period.

The globalization phenomenon, which improves transportation and
communication, integrates and converges the world economically, politi-
cally and culturally, also constitutes an important place for the left. Espe-
cially how to define globalization and the nature of the relationship be-
tween globalization and capitalism are the main topics of discussion on
this matter. The basic approach to globalization for socialist thought is the
thesis that "globalization is a new stage of imperialism" (Timur, 2002,
p-213).
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Antonio Negri and Michael Hard stand out among the most important
socialist theorists who approach critically to globalization. These theorists
claim that the era of nation-states is over upon the globalization of capital
through crossing national borders easily without encountering any obsta-
cle and that a decentralized and landless market that seizes the world has
introduced a new mode of domination. The theorists who call this mode
of domination as "Empire" explain the concept as follows:

“The concept of Empire is characterized fundamentally by a lack of
boundaries: Empire’s rule has no limits. First and foremost, then, the con-
cept of Empire posits a regime that effectively encompasses the spatial to-
tality, or really that rules over the entire ‘civilized” world. No territorial
boundaries limit its reign” (Negri and Hard, 2000, p.XIV).

The theorists alleged that imperialism has ended and the imperial pe-
riod has begun on the basis of post-industrial social theories. This work of
Hardt and Negri is considered the most radical theoretical text of anti-
globalization socialism.

Unlike the traditional left, one of the issues on which the new left
thought emphasized was the urban and space analysis led by Henri
Lefebvre and David Harvey. Lefebvre and Harvey initiated a discussion
within the left, mostly with the interpretation of "geographical material-
ism," caused to a reinterpretation of the concept of space in a Marxist
framework. The concept of space was generally designed in Marxist anal-
ysis to serve the interests of the bourgeoisie and to maintain the privilege
of the bourgeoisie.

Lefebvre considered space as social production and argued that space
production practices should not be considered as only physical, but also
the daily interactions of people. Space is an economic and social outcome
for Lefebvre and also space is not neutral. Harvey, another Marxist theo-
rist on space, discussed space and urbanism in the context of industrial
capitalism. He tried to reveal the decisiveness of space on the social sphere
by analyzing the conflict between social mobility and the formal structure
of space. Harvey, who explained his fundamental approach about space
in his work titled "Social Justice and the City" (2009, p.310), expressed how
space was constructed ideologically as follows:
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"We have already acknowledged that the organization of space can re-
flect and affect social relationships. But created space has a deeper mean-
ing than just that. In the ancient city, the organization of space was a sym-
bolic re-creation of a supposed cosmic order. It had an ideological pur-
pose. Created space in the modern city has an equivalent ideological pur-
pose. In part, it reflects the prevailing ideology of the ruling groups and
institutions in society. In part, it is fashioned by the dynamics of market
forces which can easily produce results that nobody in particular wants.
Created space is an "ethnic domain" in only a very limited sense. Yet cre-
ated space is an integral part of an intricate sign-process that gives direc-
tion and meaning to daily life within the urban culture.”

The views of Lefebvre and Harvey provided important theoretical con-
tributions to the left in the period after 1980 when the urban and environ-
mental struggles were the carrier of socialist opposition. The leading leftist
groups that came to the fore in social movements and actions are defined
as radical or ultra-leftist groups in the 2000s. Radical leftist groups are de-
prived of the quantitative power that can come to power through demo-
cratic means, but they can force the governments with their opposition
actions in the civilian arena and protests on various issues. Radical leftist
groups present solutions at a fully solidaristic and egalitarian level
through opposing many social discriminations produced by the capitalist
system against both the traditional left and the liberal left. This leftist ap-
proach advocating radical democracy criticizes the compromising politics
of both the new left and the liberal left with bourgeois democracy.

Ernesto Laclau and Chantal Mouffe (2001), who established intimacy
to radical democracy and the left, defend the radical democracy thesis for
socialist strategy against neoliberal hegemony. Radical democracy focuses
mainly on identity differences. Despite the fact that identity difference
turns into a cause of conflict, it advocates the construction of a public en-
vironment that can recognize these differences mutually and can be rep-
resented without any obstacle. The socialists who regarded the class strug-
gle as insufficient and paid attention to the identity struggle turned to the
radical democratic theory in the post-Soviet period.
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Conclusion

The fundamental social services such as health and education were tried
to be rearranged in a way that everyone could reach equally in countries
where socialism was in power in the 20" century. The foreign capital con-
trol over natural resources was eliminated and expropriation was
adopted. The policies aiming for equal life standards and distribution of
wealth were tried to be applied. However, even though other socialist
countries, primarily the Soviets, advocated a classless society, they could
not prevent the emergence of new classes. Ultimately, socialism was dis-
solved through suffering similar structural crises.

The change in the social and economic order after the Second World
War revealed the theoretical inadequacy of Marxism. Therefore, Orthodox
Marxist class analysis lost its importance as workers' working conditions
changed and they gained new rights and adopted a more prosperous life-
style. The capitalist system abolished the revolutionary transformation
force expected from the labor force through including the labor force in
the system and adopting it with reforms.

All these developments led to an increase in theoretical debates and
new arguments in socialist movements. The new arguments on the left,
starting with the new left and reaching different interpretations, such as
the radical left, also changed the agenda of the socialist movements. The
outstanding trend due to the new arguments emphasized that the revolu-
tionary role the socialist movement attributed to the class movement was
exaggerated, that class fashion was left behind, that civil socialism and
mass democracy were emphasized, and socialism that stood close to the
demands of different ethnic and religious identities for political equality.
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