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ABSTRACT

This is a working paper which belongs to a greatgyoing field research project concerning
economic activity in Greece which is performed withthe use of any official currency. The scope
of the paper is to present the geographical digpers the schemes studied within Greece and to
discuss the issues raised by the connection afchemes to the locality of their users.

Several patterns already emerge, concerning witicbnses work or develop in which areas
and which areas seem void of any working initisgiv8ig urban centres seem to attract most of the
schemes or at least, cities provide the base $chame to develop. The nature and structure of each
scheme seems to affect its geographical expansis localisation.

Therefore, several questions are raised: What maleescheme members’ decide about the
localisation or the expansion of a scheme? How etmgraphical conditions affect those decisions
and how does economic activity within the schenfeescttheir function in space? How the scope
and structure of a scheme might influence its gealgical picture?
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I. INTRODUCTION: MAPPING AS A METHOD BETWEEN QUALIT ATIVE AND
QUANTITATIVE

This paper has been prepared in an attempt toecpgaitires about the dispersion in space of
schemes and initiatives which exist in Greece ardhji their members not to use official currency
for their transactions. The data gathered havenragtaied within the framework of an ongoing
research project titled “Exchange networks and ljgraurrencies in Greece: Theoretical
approaches and the case of Greece”.

The project comprises fieldwork which is dividedtwo parts; the first one has been mostly
concluded and it consisted of ethnographic metljoldservation, observation by participation, text
analysis, free interviews with scheme coordinatorsnembers who have a global view about the
scheme they take part in) so that we could poittssmme major themes that would explain the
theoretical background or views of the scheme mesnfde second part of the project consists of
an investigation by the use of questionnaires erstitial characteristics and whenever possible, on
the volume and nature of the transactions themselve

Between the first (qualitative) and the second fgtetive) part of the project, there stands
the geography question. Given that the project itee entire geographic area of Greece and
many of the schemes also have a country-wide digperit seemed interesting to put the
information we have gathered so far on the map.

We chose this approach as we could not ignorentiperitance of space. Moreover, literature
on parallel currencies often uses space and geograp an analytical tobl The problem in our
case was that it is not only parallel currenciesame studying. This has several implications in
terms of literature and methodology (how one shetldly a free bazaar or an exchange network?)
but also in terms of possible comparison amongrmeleof different structure. The first indicator
we used was membership. Of course, membership meseveal much about real function of a
schemé— however, as a participant pointed out a scheigatralso have among its aims to create
“little by little a social web who might believe Exchange” and to ensure “someone, feeling that
there exists something like this, that | can at ament to send an email and exchange services

with someone else, might have more inner balantbérefore, we kept the membership as an

! see for example, Barnes, T. J. (1989), Bates, land.J. Lepofsky (2005), Danson, M. W. and M. Paei{999),
Gelleri, C. (2009), Haughton, G. (1990, 1998), Kexty1 M. and B. A. Lietaer (2008), Lee, R. (1996pyshon, A. and
N. Thrift (1997), North, P. (1996), Pacione, M. 7@, 1997b, 1999), Soder, N. T. (2008), Willia@sC. (1996,
1997), Williams, C. C. and J. Windebank (2003).uadtly, the most difficult part of using this litétae was to think
what questions should one raise concerning geografpreek schemes. At the end, the choice madeéama®ate the
maps and see what questions emerge from them afsw

2Hodges, J. and M. Stott (1996), pp. 266.
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important indicator, even if we have no data yeiwlthe real, material activity within the schemes
and about the economic safety the schemes mighidertheir members with.

Therefore, the paper presents the geographicaédi®n of schemes and their members in
Greece compared to the population dispersion otthmtry. At the last unit, we also compare the
geographical dispersion to the unemployment ratesdch region during the last five years.

To prepare the maps, we used the Quantum GIS &eftand the maps of locating villages,
towns and cities as well as the boundaries of itise drade counties as are available online by the
Hellenic Statistical Authority. We also used thepplation data as of the census of 2001, again
available by the Hellenic Statistical Authority. &hdata about the schemes have been either
available on the web or provided by the schemesiskbres. In some cases, the data were pretty
raw, so the author had to work on accumulatingriétion in quantitative way from membership

lists. More details about the data of each scheitidevpresented below.

Il. THE MAP OF GREECE

There has been a major change in local and relggmvernment in 2011 in Greece, given
that many municipalities have been unified in teohmanagement and administration, and several
counties were integrated into larger administraiveas who can elect their local council instead of
having this appointed by the central governmentweéiger, given that villages, towns and cities
have not changed at all in terms of geography, dates and population we use the maps of the
Hellenic Statistical Authority as they are availgbé.g. keeping the geographical boundaries for
local counties as they were a year ago. So, wey shelmap of Greece as having 52 counties, each
one with its own capital city.

In unit IV, quantitative data is presented on oegi basis according to both the old and new
regional division of Greece.

Below one can see the map of Greece with the gdaorders, the name of each county and

point where the capital city of each county is.
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Map 1: Counties of Greece and their names
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A major difficulty was to create maps that could imore or less comparable with the
population dispersion but also comparable among e#twer. Given that according to last census
held in 2001 the population of Greece is 10.964.p20ple, comparing total membership of a
scheme, even if that membership consists of somges#nds of members, to the overall population
would not help much. Moreover, it would not be fiwiito compare just the number of members for
schemes of different nature, structure and scope.

Thus, we created maps where we can see a) theagdacpl points a scheme might have
members at and b) the percentage of membershipumtyclevel, as this was the simplest way to
compare the general population dispersion witmtleenbership dispersion of each scheme. To this,
we have the exception of free bazaars, where thereno members, but just... visitors or users.
Free bazaars have been mapped with a differentothetlescribed in the related unit.

Below one can see the map we created by calcgldtenpercentage of total population who
live in each county of Greece according to cendu2081 as they have been provided by the
Hellenic Statistical Authority

! The website of Hellenic Statistical Authorityvisvw.statistics.grFor easier access to population data, as wédl as
GIS maps created by the Hellenic Statistical Autlipone can use the websh#p://www.geodata.gov.gr/geodata/
where the Hellenic Statistical Authority has puldid main statistical data and GIS maps.
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Map 2: Percentage of total population in each cougtof Greece
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The peculiarity of Greece is that it has about bélits population in the Greater Athens nd
Greater Thessalonike area. Generally, big urbarresmttract major part of the population,
therefore the simplest question we could raisehisther the schemes we study follow this general

pattern.

lll. THE SCHEMES

To study the schemes and initiatives, we stilldallthe draft typology we created for the
project. The typology obviously is used for analytical peses only and not as a fair description of
reality. The main criterion for this is the objefteach initiative — by the word “object”, we mean
the transaction aimed by the scheme patrticipaimstefore, we distinguish those various grassroots
initiatives in a) parallel currencies, b) exchahgeter networks and c) free bazaars and free

networks. To those categories, four (!) sui genssteemes can be added, also described below.

http://www.geodata.gov.gr/geodata/index.php?optimms_sobi2&catid=21&Itemid=10In English, the same data is
published heréttp://www.statistics.gr/portal/page/portal/ESYE
! Sotiropoulou, I. (2010a) pp. 1-6.
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[1l. A. Parallel currencies

By “parallel currencies” we mean any currency ulsggeople in their transactions, without
this being official in any country. A parallel carcy might have only a virtual or digital
appearance (f.ex. units credited in a computerbdats) or it might take a physical appearance in
notes, issued by the currency users. In Greecall@acurrencies are digital or virtual and theseai
recent attempt in Magnesia county to create mateaapons that will be used along with the
virtual local currency. There follows a brief daption of the parallel currencies which are now

running in Greece.

[I.LA.1. The Ovolos currency

The Ovolos is based in Patras tityhe effective launch of Ovolos currency was dione
late March 2010 and despite the expanding memlgeistieady more than 5000 in November
2010, although only a part of them are actuallyhexging), its organisers consider the project to be
still in beta-phase.

Moreover, Ovolos is used by several people who dblive or work in Patras and
Thessaloniki, but they prefer to transact with paraurrency. This has created a peculiar situmtio
where locality of transactions is not linked neeeg to the “base cities”. The Ovolos organisers
see this as a positive feature, which will turn @gao be an online technology platform available
to all people living in the country, enabling thdm experiment using parallel currency while
transacting locally no matter where they live.

The main idea of the Ovolos scheme is that the neesnban use the Ovolos currency
(which is virtual) instead of euro currency forithieansactions with scheme members. The Ovolos
currency is managed by a non-profit associatiboufiteio) based in Patras city and named
“Ovolos Research and Documentation Center for $dCiarency” which supervises the entire
scheme. This association structure has creategdbgliar situation where most members of the
scheme keep their participation online, but theyehaot become official members of the
Association. The Association has also membersédcat other countries, like UK and Cyprus.

For the purposes of this research, Ovolos Assoaidias provided us with data concerning
the location of the official Association memberdionare 332 in Greece only. We did not count the
members located in countries other than GreecevBehe can see the members of the Ovolos

Association. We have no detailed data about theedsson of members within greater Athens and

! Information in this unit that is not attributedweitten sources, has been provided by personahuamication with
Ovolos founders. See the websitew.ovolos.gr There is also a group with the same name at Bagelwhere the
members discuss issues about their currency. ¥ &@re so far in Greek only.
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Thessaloniki area. Moreover, we have not any datagoncerning the dispersion of all Ovolos
members throughout Greece.

The curious thing in this map is that there aremmembers in the islands apart from Crete
and Dodecanese. In Crete, there are no memberkani&city, which is the second major city of
the island. There are no members in the centrdl gfamainland Greece neither in the northern
counties. However, given that we have no data lom@mbers of the currency, we cannot reach any
safe conclusions yet. Especially about areas wisrelos Association has one or very few
members only, one could ask the question whethemethre any other members for the official

member to transact with or this membership hasangeo be practically non-active.

Map 3: Members of the Ovolos Association as of Now®er 2010
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The percentage of members in each county is sh@how. The geographical points which
have no percentage are those that belong to the sanmty.

It is obvious that urban areas attract the mgj@itmembers. The interesting feature is that
the general population pattern is not followed|atTdessalonike and Patras attract more members
than their share “should” be. This is connectethtfact that Ovolos currency is based in Patras
and has as a second basis the city of Thessalohitie.major surprises have been Larissa and
Rethymnon cities. Especially about Rethymnon, andccsay that participation in Ovolos currency
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might explain the weird situation where we haveadata about Rethymnians’ heavy participation in

any other scheme.

Map 4: Percentage of Ovolos Association members @ach county
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[11.LA.3.The Local Alternative Unit of Volos city

The Local Alternative UnitTomkn Evollaktiky Movéda — TEM) was formally launched
on June 18 2010 in the city of Volos, on the East Centralstazf Greece. The Unit will be used
within the framework of the Exchange and Solidahgtwork' which covers the entire county of
Magnesia. Local businesses are also welcome tipate and actually it is a local business that
offered to host the server of the network.

However, its membership is still limited (about M@mbers in November 2010) due to the
fact that the coordinators have not proceeded hatfvy publicising yet, given that the scheme is
on the process of resolving several practical ssdée most important problem has been the
practicality of the digital currency. Many people dot feel comfortable with using personal

computers and internet for their transactions. &ulation had been so far to keep several TEM

1 www.tem-magnisia.gr
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trading points hosted in the city’s Social Centvdsere people can ask for support in order to
register and trade within the network.

The solution they are currently working on is tsue “order for payment” bills, so that
transactions are made easier and handier, witheutise of a PC being necessary. The map shows
below the location of the TEM scheme, although \aeehno data concerning the exact dispersion
of the scheme members in the entire county of MsignéVhat is sure is that Ovolos Currency

Association has no members in Magnesia whatsoever.

Map 5: The TEM currency in the county of Magnesia
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[1ILA.1. The Athens Time Bank

This is the oldest parallel currency in Greece T8nae Bank based in Athens and run by the
Greek branch of the European Network of Wofremd started working in October 2006 following
the general structure of time banks: it is a “net@f individuals who are offering services to
other members of the group. In reward, each memdias “time” so that he/she is able to ask for

the other members’ services.

! www.enow.gr
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The Time Bank covers the entire Greater Athens @reanty of Attica), e.g. the port of
Pireaus is included as well all suburbs of the malman area. We have not received yet all data
necessary for the purposes of mapping the Time 'Bankmbership. There are also other Time
Banks or affiliate Time brokers in other Greek asti for which the data we have so far is not

possible to be processed in order to construct@ ma

[11.B. Exchange networks

By the term “exchange networks” we mean structumsch facilitate non-monetary
exchange for their members and they are eithereabi@l nature or specialised in one sector of
activity. To this type of activity, there belongveeal groups of exchange which have not assumed

any network or any other “form” of structure.
[11.B.1. The Peliti network

Peliti is the biggest and oldest netwbend covers the entire country, both urban and rura
areas. Founded in 2002, its structure consistw@feparate but intertwined networks: the firsg is
general network for exchanging goods and serviadsle the second, is a specialised network
which enables its members but also anyone intetegieexchange or just find for free traditional
varieties of plants(either fruit or decorative trees, vegetableswéios, etc) and to acquire (at the
cost of breeding only) several traditional speciedomestic animals.

The data we gathered from Peliti were in raw forneag. we had access to the public lists
concerning the members of both networks. Partibylave used the list of the general exchange
network named “From hand to handA#o Xépr oe Xépt) as it has been published online in
November 2010 on the Peliti website, and we usedinformation for the specialised network
named “Localities of Farms"Klté tomovg aypoktiuate’) from the annual journal of Peliti
network as it has been published for years 2010-20he data we processed concerning
“Localities of Farms” include all farmers as ergidtin the network, without distinction between
agriculture farming and domestic animal breedidignoaigh Peliti journal gives information as if it
is about two networks, one for plants and one fomals. In many cases, same farms undertake

both activities, so we avoided double entries.

T www.peliti.gr
2 Another term already used for them is “landraces”.
® Translation of network names is done accordinguialications of Peliti in its English website vensi
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Below we can see the locality and number memberbotti networks in Greece. The
general network “From hand to hand” has 177 memipetstal and from the map it is obvious that
in each locality members are very few. The spesadlinetwork “Localities of Farms” has 213
members in total. At this point, we should notet tibaboth networks, we kept data concerning
farms and members as given by Peliti. In many ¢casaaember does participate with its entire
household; in other cases, both husband and wifieediousehold are members of the network. We
count names of members as appearing in Peliti, Isiswe did not researched the household

participation through one member only.

Map 6: Membership of “From hand to hand” network (general exchange network):
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Map 7: Membership of “Localities of Farms” network (specialised network)
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It is obvious that comparing absolute numbers ith Im@tworks shows only that the general

_.t?N

exchange network tends to attract more memberseiatgy urban areas or around them, while the
specialised network for preservation of traditionakieties of plants and traditional species of
domestic animals has a more dispersed membershignuse, one could also say that the data we
have is limited as a sample, so we might not haweespatterns if members were more numerous.

Moreover, from observation and free discussion& wiembers and non-members of Peliti,
we know that many people use both networks witthaing official Peliti members. This works in
a more or less practical way: an official Pelitimizer lets his or her relatives and friends know
about Peliti and then they exchange through thieiaffimember’s contacts and “name”. In addition,
| have also met people who have exchanged throatyt fetwork facilities for their own activities,
without ever registering as official members of thetwork. So, membership might be fairly
indicative of the real activity or of the real nuenb of people involved.

In some cases, same people participate in bothonketwHowever this is not as common as
we expected. Membership disparities are more evideen we compare the maps of membership
percentage as dispersed in each county. The fallptwo maps show that the specialised network
does not follow at all the general population pattdhe general exchange network, does attract
more members in Athens and Thessaloniki area, buteptage in Athens is still low (22,3%)

instead of 34,31% of Athens population, while Tlssiki county attracts far more members
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(20,58%) than the general population concentratiomber (9,65%). Therefore even in the case of

the general exchange network, population dispernsaiterns do not match the general population

pattern of the country.

It seems that particularly the specialised netvaitkacts members in the islands, and in the

Northern part of the country. The county of Thessidi attracts a percentage (9,86%) near the

general population percentage, while Athens, desst population, attracts only 5,16% of the

specialised network’s membership.

Map 8: Percentage of “From hand to hand” network menbers in each county
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Map 9: Percentage of “Localities of Farms” networkin each county
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[11.B.2. The Logo-Timis network

The Logo-Timis network (Aéyo Twic — by word of honour, in Greek) which started its
function on June22010 is based in Athens and covers the GreatesnAtrea (county of Attica).

We have not received yet the necessary data fopimgymembership of this network.
[11.B.3. Other exchange groups and networks for preervation of traditional varieties

Apart from Peliti, there are several (actually eadt 6 active) schemes and initiatives for
preservation and dissemination of traditional uégethroughout Greece. Most of them cooperate
with Peliti but some have opted for acting locallyly. Some of them are not even networks, but
they just use local proximity of their members teate an unofficial group of people who are able
to find traditional seeds whenever they need atlyofAhem provide the seeds for free and there is
only a (loose) obligation of the receiver to culti® the seeds, renew the variety for next year and

provide any other person with seeds for free.

L www.logo-timis.gr
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The schemes are the following: the Association daftive Citizens of Aegina; the
Association for Protecting the Environment of KediCorfu; the Spori Lemnou group (Seed of
Lemnos); the Network for Exchanging Native Varist@f Lesvos; the Group coordinated by the
Park of Preserving Flora and Fauna at Chania (Tieehiniversity of Crete); and finally, the
Group of cultivators in Herakleion county. This @Gpowill be presented in detail in a following
unit', as they have more to tell us about non-monetarsactions. The map does not comprise
membership data, but locations only.

Map 10: Local groups and networks for preservatiorof traditional varieties
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Sotiropoulou, EAVETAT, QGIS 2010

What is important in the case of independent groapd schemes which exchange
traditional varieties is that they are all locatedislands; not really very small islands, neither
islands that rely mostly on tourism (although orauid ask the question, why small islands are not
that active, so that they are able to cover béteneeds of both their habitants and visitors)h&t
same time, the mainland country has no such grotps.answer that Peliti covers their needs in
information and varieties-exchange is not enoughamsargument, given that the islands also

participate with high membership in the specialisetvork of Peliti. What is happening, then?

1 See Unit I11.D.2 of the present paper where thiggeneris schemes are presented.



Irene Sotiropoulou 17 January 2011

llI.C. The free-exchange bazaars y@protika-ovroiloktikd maldapre) and free networks

(yaproTika dikTva)
[11.C.1. The free-exchange bazaars

The term free-exchange bazagtpiotiko-avtailaxticd maldpt) is the one used by bazaars
where people can bring things (clothes, petty maehishoes, toys, books, CDs, etc) to exchange
them or just give them away and take anything thedieve it is useful to them. To bring something
is not obligatory, but we learn that there is aniuitten” rule in one-day bazaars that to partitépa
you should bring at least something. This rule du®shold in permanent bazaars, because a person
can bring something one day and take somethingatiseseveral months. However, in no case is it
necessary to equalise the value of what you offdrwhat you get, which means that you are free
to take as many or as valuable things as you ceny eath you. It is very common that free-
exchange bazaars are organised within the framewbriither activities, like feasts, festivals,
concerts, workshops, etc. Even the permanent mziarconnect this main activity with other
activities of the organising groups

For the purposes of this research and given theddra have no members, but just visitors
or users and the only regular participants assegtiatith them are the organising groups, we
decided to study bazaars in a different way thawaorks. First, we created a draft typology, e.g. a
set of categories, just for analytical purposey @md for being able to trace “quantity” in space,
without needing membership data. Therefore, weingjgish free-exchange bazaars into a)
permanent, e.g. those which have a stable placeewdtaff for free provision and exchange is
stored and displayed for any visitor or bazaar ,useregular, e.g. those which are repeated by the
same organisers, not necessarily at the same flatausually within the same area); repetition
does not require an tight event schedule, but dméyact of repetition itself, and c) occasional
bazaars, e.g. bazaars that are organised onceibytbanisers and they have not been repeated by
the same organisers within the last two years. Qsly, bazaars might turn from occasional to
regular or permanent and vice versa — which mehas dome of the bazaars might belong to
another category after six months from now.

Second, we created individual maps for each onimefabove categories, in order to see
which type of activity is concentrated where. Irattltsense, we have collected data from the
“official” announcements about the free bazaarsfam observation where this was possible to be

done.

! For more information on this, one could see Sptirdou, |. (2010b), pp. 5-7.
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lll.C.1.a. The permanent free-exchange bazaars

The first free-exchange bazaar in Greece has beggmised by Sporos Cooperative in
downtown Athens since 2003 but now, while stillfgepart of the same cooperative, it has moved
to its own place and is named Skdr¢Scopoc, moth, in Greek). There are other four permanent
free bazaars in major cities of the country (Thiesski, Chania, loannina and Rhodes). Below, the

map shows the points (all urban areas) where thada are located:

Map 11: Permanent free-exchange bazaars
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l11.C.1.b. The regular free-exchange bazaars

Free bazaars are regularly organised in severghbeurhoods of Greater Athens area, but
also in many other cities of Greece. Their disersvolume and regularity have greatly developed
since 2009. Among the regular bazaars, there isiorélkis city, well supported by the local
municipality. Support from local authorities is @lgiven to the regular bazaars organised by

Charise-to free network (see unit 111.C.3 below)several points of the Greater Thessalonike area.

! http://skoros.espiv.net/
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A special type of regular free bazaars is swislpagdies faptv avioliayng povymv) which
emerged in Atherissince 2009 and Thessalorikn 2010. Swishing is a term created out of
swapping and shopping to describe parties wherpl@dwing their clothes, shoes and accessories
and can take other clothes, etc for free. It is bBkfree-exchange bazaar, focusing on clothing. Fo
the purposes of this research, all regular fre@&az(organised with or without support by local

municipalities, swishing parties, etc) have beatuded in the same map.

Map 12: Regular free-exchange bazaars
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[11.C.1.c. Occasional free-exchange bazaars

However, most free-exchange bazaars are organaednf afternoon or a day, usually
combined with other activities (like collective ¢ong points, handicraft fairs, etc). Moreover, ter
are cases where the free-exchange bazaar is diretdted to an event which is a social protest,
f.ex. the bazaar is organised by people who haea beft unemployed after massive firings in a
company or when they have been left unpaid for bl a public institution. The most curious

thing is that the people who are supposed to bleeimarshest economic situation are those who are

T www.swishing.gr
2 http://swishing-thess.blogspot.cam/
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going to offer for free from their stuff (althoughainstream economics would think this as an
irrational action). The map below presents occaditvazaars that have taken place the last two
years. Each point on the map shows one occasiezakb, the exception is the main urban area of
Athens, where we count eight occasional bazaaraghéwo years.

Map 13: Occasional free-exchange bazaars
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To see better the activity in Greater Athens atezre is a detailed map

Map 14: Occasional free-exchange bazaars in Atticeounty
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One can easily see that free bazaars are a feaftumban areas — actually, the greater the
urban centre, the greater the free-bazaar actwhich emerges there. Moreover, regular and
occasional bazaars tend to concentrate in big udmnires (Athens prevails in that sense),
following the general population pattern, desphte tact we have no information about the visitors
and participants on all bazaars.

However, one could note the following:

a) Bazaars usually have a lot of visitors, origimgatin all age groups, purchasing-power groups,
gender and ethnicity (this information is based alrservation done by the author in several
bazaars).

b) Given that the bazaar organisers do not keepenords about the bazaar visitors, a bazaar may
attract visitors from a larger area than the neoginbood or the city the bazaar is located in.
Therefore, to label free bazaars as a strictly mgildenomenon would obscure the fact that bazaars
in smaller cities might attract visitors from seanban or rural areas as well.

c) The location of the bazaar does really show soimg probably the urban or urbanised
perception of free giving and taking. This is imjaoit especially for the Greater Athens area, where

most free bazaars are located in the main Athetys asiea (and actually not in the richest
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neighbourhoods) and in suburbs which usually bate feconomic hardship (in terms of per capita
income). The project has not accessed yet thelel@tgeographical data about income as processed
by the Greek Ministry of Finance, so this remairfsypothesis to be checked during the following
months.

d) The distinction made by Masoudi Nejdmetween commercial and social bazaars might be ver
useful in this case, especially if one takes intocoant research results from observation and
participation of the author in several bazaar #wis”. According to Masoudi Nejad’s distinction,
free bazaars are social bazaars. However, givernrdhaarch has not been concluded yet, it would
not be wise to stick with such distinction only,vas do not have full and clear picture of the free

bazaar activity in Greece.

[11.C.2. The free networks

The free networks have a different pattern: theyanline networks, the members of which
can notify when they want to give something awayffee or when they need anything that might
be available but not yet announced online, or getyinstantly notified when something is disposed
by any network member. There are three free netsviorlGreece, but all of them cover the entire
country: one is Freecycldn Greece, which actually is member of the intéomal Freecycle
network that has started in USA several years thgopther isXapioé-to* (pronounced Charise-To,
Give-it-away) network, which is based in Thessdtgrand the newest of all three is Dosse-Pare
(Give-Takey.

[11.C.2.a. The Freecycle network

The Freecycle network is structured in a way teahore or less decentralised. Apart from
the main node in Athens, there are several onlatkes and coordinators in other major cities of the
country. The network had 7807 members on Decem®2r2010. The data used for this research
have been acquired from the online available in&drom on total numbers of membership in each
node, which means that we have no data on membdesgérsion within counties or big urban
centres, nor any information about members fronasarehere there is no local node (Do they

! Masoudi Nejad R. (XXXX).
2 See Sotiropoulou I. (2010b), pp. 5-7.
3 http://freecycle.wikispaces.com/freecycle gr

4 www.xariseto.gr
5 http://dwsepare.ning.com
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register with central node of Athens? Do they riegisvith the closest node to them?). The map
below shows the membership dispersion accordinietalata on Freecycle Greece website.

It is obvious that Athens gets the greater sharEBreécycle membership. To compare the
membership dispersion pattern with general popratlispersion patterns, one can also see the
map of the percentage of membership in each cowkthough we do not know where the
members from areas without local nodes registdn thié network, one can have some first picture

about this free network’s geographical dispersion.

Map 15: Freecycle Greece network members
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Map 16: Percentage of Freecycle members in each auy
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l11.C.2.c. The Charise-To free network

The Charise-ToXdapwoé-To, Give-it-away) free network works also online. Hawer, it
organises regular free bazaars in the Greater dlugske area. The bazaars have been included in
the maps of Unit Ill.C.1. However, we have not gey data about the network membership.

[11.C.2.c. The Dosse-Pare network

Dosse-Pare network is not only the most recentngnadi three, but it is also the one to have
offered first the chance to its members to exchasgeices/work. We have no further information
on this for the moment. This network has accegtatithe author registers as a network member, so
| had access to information about membership nusnlb&ywever, given that the data collected was
in raw form, the difficult part was to process thea while not all of it was available (actuallyrs®
members do not announce publicly their location #rely have not replied to the researcher’s
message asking for this information). However, atiog to the data, the network had on
December 8 2010 918 members, of which 910 could be locate¢@mmty level. The members
were located in the areas as depicted on the map.
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Some points should be made about this networkt,Rire do not have any detailed data yet
on exchange of services and work done by membecarf, membership seems to be concentrated
in big urban centres. However, the network periings provision of stuff disposed by members to
other members throughout the country. Thereforemigint see most members in urban centres, but

a part of the stuff disposed within the schemeasdferred to small urban centres. We do not have

data on those transfers yet.

Map 17: Dosse-Pare network membership location

January 2011
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Map 18: Percentage of Dosse-Pare network members @ach county
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It is obvious from the last maps in this unit 112 that both networks (Freecycle and
Dosse-Pare) not only follow, more or less, the gangattern of population dispersion in Greece,
but this pattern is quite enhanced in favour ofgheater urban centres, which receive a share quite
bigger than the population they have. The otheamrbentres attract several members, but they

usually do not keep up with percentages near gegieral population percentage.

I11.D. The sui generis schemes

11.D.1. The MoneyBackSystent

The Money Back System is a network created by aatgicompany, which also own the
intellectual property rights of the system. Masm$port companies cooperate as sponsors of the
system while other local companies (super marlketstries, clothing stores, cafés, furniture stores,

cinemas, etc) are by contract commercial partniettseomanaging company.

! More information (but in Greek only!) can be fouma the websitéttp://www.moneybacksystem.gr/home.html
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According to the project, the used tickets of magssport means, no matter in which part
of the country have been used, can be re-usea dhéir nominal value to buy goods and services
from the participating companies, but of cours@ytieannot be used again for public transport.
Each entreprise announces in public which parhefgrice a customer pays can be paid in tickets
(from 1/4 to 1/20 of the pride The only prerequisite is that the value of tickdt is written on the
ticket and it does not matter when the tickets Haeen issued or used for transportation.

Till November 2010 the map of the partner compafudsch accept used tickets as partial
payment) included the areas of Crete and Dodecaaltkeugh the tickets could have been issued
and used in other areas of Greece. In Decembert?@i® has been announced the expansion of the
scheme in Central Macedonia region, which incluthes Thessalonike county and the counties
around it. For the purposes of this research, amehghat there are no data about the companies’
customers and their geographical dispersion, we theeinformation published online on the
system’s website and concern the location of partnepanies. Most companies are concentrated
in the Herakleion city. We have no detailed dataafut the supermarket stores in other Cretan
counties, nor about the stores which will take partthe system and are located in Central
Macedonia region.

Map 19: MoneyBackSystem in Crete and Dodecanese
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[11.D.2. THE SCHEMES IN HERAKLEION COUNTY AND ARTBANK

The following three cannot be added to any oth&xgmay but the sui generis one.

One of the schemes lies in Herakleion county, aegdpite it functions for more than two
years, has not a formal name yet. It consists akntiwan thirty (30) households in Herakleion and
in villages around the city, who produce their fdbd traditional way and they use the goods they
produce the traditional way. That means, that th&yonly use traditional seeds for the cultivation,
but they also work all together in the fields. Edausehold, however, has the ownership of the
land.

The expenses (seem as) being undertaken by ther @ivttee land (f.ex., water), the seeds
are freé, fertilisers and pesticides do not exist. The wpedformed by all members together
concerns every household, e.g. it is performed byaléernately for the production of each
household. Work is not done with conditions of aho8ir working day, nor does it belong to the
classical notion of volunteering. Harvest is alemel in groups, but the sharing of food/harvest is a
decision made by the household who owns the landhndave the harvest.

The second scheme in Herakleion county is base&rchanes, which is a small town in
Herakleion mountainous area. The scheme is actaallrtistic collective, named LATHOS (error,
in Greek) who work on several projects, within themework of social intervention conceived as
artwork. The scheme managed to construct an emtivse using exchange networks instead of
money (apart from all transactions that by law #thdae done with official currency) and they
aspire to continue this same exchange activityradeioto work on more artistic projects in the
future.

The third scheme, named ARTBAKKis located in Athens. This is an art project by a
collective of artists who want to create a platfdondiscussion and debate on the terms of money,
currency, exchange and economy. Therefore, theodesacreated and exhibited by the collective
are used as money tokens or as pretexts for igvipeople to exchange views on essential

economic notions.

! The seeds are free because they are traditioriatiea (landraces) and the group members exchizwege for free
and preserve them the traditional way. They ame ial€ooperation with the Peliti network.
2 More information can one find at the group’s blbtp://orizontasgegonotwn.blogspot.com/searchliAbBank .
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Map 20: The sui generis schemes
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V. SOME INFORMATION ABOUT ACTIVITY ON REGIONAL LEV  EL

To have some picture on regional level, we creaedap of regions (each one with a
separate colour) and we also created a table vduene of the schemes’ membership is presented
on regional level. In this table, we use the data kave for schemes with country-wide
membership. In Sterea Ellada (Mainland Greece)oreghere belongs the Attica county and in
Macedonia region, there belongs the Thessalonikatgo The map follows after the table, where

each region is coloured accordingly.
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Table 1: Percentages of population and membership

30

January 2011

REGION % Total |% % Peliti- | % Ovolos | % % Freecycle
Peliti-general | specialised Association Dosse-Pare
Thrace 3,3 4 6,1 1,51 2,18 2,05
Macedonia 22,12 39,43 35,21 18,07 27,89 28,7
3,23 0,57 3,76 2,71 1,42 0
Thessalia 6,88 6,29 11,74 6,93 3,59 1,18
Sterea Ellada 41,88 30,86 12,21 22,59 51,74 55,21
Peloponnese 10,53 4 7,98 34,04 6,86 6,47
lonian Islands 1,94 0,57 3,29 0 0,76 0
N.Aegean 1,88 1,71 5,63 0 0,33 2,1
S.Aegean 2,76 1,71 6,1 2,71 2,07 1,15
5,48 10,86 7,98 11,44 3,16 3,14
100 100 100 100 100 100
Map 21: Regions of Greece (old regional division)
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To check out the same trends according to the egvomal boundaries as implemented in
January 2011 we created a similar map and tablereTiollows the map of actual administrative

regions:
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Map 22: Regions of Greece in January 2011
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Table 2: Percentages of population and scheme mentbkip according to 2011 regional maps

REGION % Total |% % Peliti- | % Ovolos | % % Freecycle
Peliti-general | specialised Association Dosse-Pare

Thrace & East.

Macedonia 5,57 10,29 11,27 1,51 4,36 2,05

Central

Macedonia 17,09 29,71 25,82 16,87 24,83 26,79

Western

Macedonia 2,75 3,43 4,23 1,2 0,87 1,91
3,23 0,57 3,76 2,71 1,42 0

Thessalia 6,88 6,29 11,74 6,93 3,59 1,18

Mainland

Greece 5,52 6,29 3,76 2,11 1,2 1,08

Western Greece 6,75 4,00 5,63 27,41 5,34 5,7

Peloponnese 5,83 2,29 5,63 6,63 2,4 0,77

Attica 34,31 22,29 5,16 20,48 49,67 54,13

lonian Islands 1,94 0,57 3,29 0 0,76 0

N.Aegean 1,89 1,71 5,63 0 0,33 2,1

S.Aegean 2,76 1,71 6,1 2,71 2,07 1,15

Crete 5,48 10,85 7,98 11,44 3,16 3,14
100 100 100 100 100 100

! Information on new regional boundaries one cad fiom the map of Greek Ministry of Internal Affaiwhich also
has been used to construct the map on new recadnaihistration
http://www.ypes.gr/el/Regions/programma/xartes/Begdmin/
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V. THE RECENT UNEMPLOYMENT TRENDS

January 2011

On January 13 2011 the Hellenic Statistical Authority announdkd most recent labour

force survey as of October 2010 with data concerninemployment in all regions of Greece, in

comparison with unemployment rates since Octob862We do not consider unemployment as a

satisfactory explanation for the turn of so manpge to the use of non-monetary or parallel

currency schemes. However, the increase of unemmaoi/ rates has been so abrupt the last years,

to the extent that we cannot neglect it either.

Table 3: Unemployment rates in % of the labour fore as of October 2005 to October 2010 in

each region of Greece (Source: Hellenic StatisticAluthority)

REGION Oct. 2005 Oct. 2006 Oct. 2007 Oct. 2008 O2009 Oct.2010
Thrace & East.
Macedonia 11,8 9,6 7,2 10,7 9,8 15,4
Central
Macedonia 11,2 8,2 9 7.6 10,1 14,8
Western
Macedonia 12 9,7 10,1 10,7 9,3 17,2
8,1 8,3 12,8 10,4 12,7 13)9
Thessalia 8,5 6,1 7,2 8,7 9,7 10,6
Mainland Greece 13,2 9,6 11,5 g 9,9 143
Western Greece 9,8 10,7 9,5 10,7 10 12,5
Peloponnese 7,3 6,8 8,1 7 9 9,%
Attica 9,1 7,5 7,3 6,1 10,4 144
lonian Islands 5 7,9 4.9 8,7 54 11,8
N.Aegean 8,5 7,2 4,7 1,9 2,2 7.7
S.Aegean 9,1 5,6 5 4,2 9,1 14,5
Crete 6,3 3,9 4 5,4 8,7 9,8
Greece 9,5 7,7 7,9 7,4 9,8 13,5

We also calculated the increase of unemploymerdesictober 2008, when the global

financial and economic crisis started and wherhatdame time, this research project was being

designed. One should also note that several sch@ikevolos currency, TEM currency, Logo-

Timis network, the Money Back System, Dosse-Pargvar&) appeared since 2009 onwards.

Moreover, there is no data for older schemes to vgeether there has been an increase in

membership since October 2008. However, if we ieViable 2 while adding the percentage of

increase in unemployment rates since October 200&an raise some very interesting questions.

1 You may find this data in English at

http://www.statistics.gr/portal/page/portal/ESYE/BKET/A0101/PressReleases/A0101_SJO02 DT _MM_10 2D10

1 _F_EN.pdfin Greek the file is available at
http://www.statistics.gr/portal/page/portal/ESYE/BKET/A0101/PressReleases/A0101_SJO02 DT _MM_10 2D10

1 F GR.pdf
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Table 4: Percentages of scheme
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January 2011

membership and uneloyment rate increasé on regional

map 2011
REGION % Total | % Peliti- [ % Peliti- | % Ovolos | % % % unemploy-
population | general specialised | Association | Dosse- | Freecycle | ment increase
Pare from 10/2008
to 10/2010
Thrace & East.
Macedonia 5,57 10,29 11,27 1,51 4,36 2,05 43,93
Central
Macedonia 17,09 29,71 25,82 16,87 24,83 26,79 94,74
Western
Macedonia 2,75 3,43 4,23 1,2 0,87 1,91 60,75
3,23 0,57 3,76 2,71 1,42 0 33,65
Thessalia 6,88 6,29 11,74 6,93 3,59 1,18 21,84
Mainland
Greece 5,52 6,29 3,76 2,11 1,2 1,08 58,89
Western
Greece 6,75 4,00 5,63 27,41 5,34 5,7 16,82
Peloponnese 5,83 2,29 5,63 6,63 2,4 0,77 35,71
Attica 34,31 22,29 5,16 20,48 49,67 54,13 136,06
lonian Islands 1,94 0,57 3,29 0 0,76 0 29,89
N.Aegean 1,89 1,71 5,63 0 0,33 2,1 305,26
S.Aegean 2,76 1,71 6,1 2,71 2,07 1,15 245,24
Crete 5,48 10,85 7,98 11,44 3,16 3,14 81,48
Total in Greece 100 100 100 100 100 100 82,43

One would also say that in this table, there atantluded the members of Ovolos currency
which are not members of Ovolos Association, neithe schemes which do not cover the entire
country. Moreover, as we miss several sets of lata some schemes, one cannot reach any safe
conclusions; apart from one: unemployment increaigt be a reason for joining a scheme, but it
cannot be the only one, as we see regions with imgmployment rates or sudden unemployment

increase and limited scheme membership or limidedllscheme creation.

VI. INSTEAD OF CONCLUSIONS

Mapping has created much more questions than iswagosed to answer: what this uneven
activity might mean? Would one be justified to donst a hypothesis, where schemes mostly
related to agricultural activities are more popdi#arfrom big urban centres, while schemes related
to excess of production are more popular in urkerires? Why are local schemes for preservation
and dissemination of traditional varieties founddai®d in islands only? Is unemployment increase

the last two years in Greece affecting the ememgasowell as the popularity of the schemes? Why

! To calculate the percentage of increase of uneynpdat rates, we used the data as provided by tHertite
Statistical Authority (see for more information Tal3 of the present paper).
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is scheme patrticipation in regions like Western &thomia and Hepeirus so low? What one could
predict for non-monetary schemes in areas, likeeaagislands and the region of Attica (where
Athens and Pireaus urban centres are located) waneraployment increase has been so abrupt the
last two years?

The first stage of the present research projeataled that the activity taking place within
all those schemes is much more complicated thaooutl ever imagine. This led us to re-assess
existing theories but also to admit that we havestjons which cannot be answered by hypotheses
like the ones who connect just rates of unemploynaen scheme activity The next stage of
research, which will include questionnaires addrdds scheme members might shed some light on

the questions raised above.
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