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ö nsoz
Elinizdeki kitap, İnsan Hakları Merkezimizin beşinci yayınıdır. Kitap,

2OO9 yılında düzenlediğimiz Beşinci Balkan Ülke|eri Felsefe Seminerine
sunulan bildirilerden oluşuyor.

Farklı etnik ve dinsel kimliklere sahip insanların birbirlerine bakışlarının
sıksıkölümcülçatışmalara yolaçtığıBalkanlarda, kimlikler konusunda insan
hakları açısından düşündürmeyi amaçlayan bu seminerde Arnavutluk,
Bul garistan, H ı rvatista n, Roma nya, Türkiye ve Yu na n istan'da n felsefeciler
ve bilim insanları bildiri sundular. Bu bildirilerden 20'sini yayımlıyoruz.

Seminerde yaptıkları konuşmaların metin|erini gönderen değerli bilim
insanlarına teşekkürlerimi sunar; konuyla ilgili bilgileri ve deneyimleriyle
seminere diğer konuşmacılar gibi değerli katkılar yapmış, ancak yazılı
metinlerini bize vermemiş olan Dimitar Denkov'un "Ulusun Dış İmgesi ve
Saklı Kimlik'l Hatice Nur Erkızanln "Nussbaum'un Kültürcülük, Relativizm
ve Gelenekçilik Eleştirisi Üzerine'| Yücel Kayıran'ın "İnsan Haklarını ve
Kimlikleri'Yıkım' Kavramından Hareketle Düşünmek", Mislav Kukoç'un
"Küreselleşme Çağında Akdeniz'in Çokkültürlülüğü ve Hırvat Kimliği'i
İlber Ortaylı'nın "Balkanlarda Kimlik'i Gueorgul Radulov'un "Günümüz
Balkanlarında Makedonya Azınlıklarının Tarihsel Görünümleri" ve

Şükran Soner'in "Çokkültürlülükten Ayrımcılığa" konulu konuşmalarını
yayımlayamadığımız için üzgün olduğumu belirtmek isterim.

Ayrıca Üniversitemizin ilgili makamlarına bu kitabı yayımlamamızı
mümkün kıldıkları için ve Mehmet Onur Yılmaz'a kitabı baskıya
hazırlamada katkıları için teşekkür ederim.

İstanbul, Kasım 2O'l 3 |oanna Kuçuradi



Foreword
The present volume is the fifth book published by our Human Rights

Centre. lt consists of papers presented to the Fifth Balkan Countries
Seminar of Philosophy, held in the year 2009.

The objective of the seminar was to promote in the Balkans reflection
on the issue of identities from the perspective of human rights, since
the approach of people of different ethnic and religious identities to
each other in this region has often resulted in deadly confrontations and
genocide. Philosophers and scientists from Albania, Bulgaria, Croatia,
Greece, Romania and Turkey presented papers in the seminar. The book
includes 20 ofthese papers.

l wish to express my sincere thanks to the authors that made available
their papers published in this volume. l regret that we were unable to
include Dimitar Denkov's paperon"The External Picture of the Nation and
the Hidden ldentıty'i Hatice Nur Erkızan's paper on "Nussbaum's Critique
of Culturalism, Relativism and Traditionalism'i Yücel Kayıran's paper on
"To Think of Human Rights and ldentities Starting from the Concept
of Destruction'l Mislav Kukoc's paper on "Croatian ldentity and Multi-
culturality of the Mediterranean in the Age of Globalization'l İlber Ortaylıt
paper on "The Problem of ldentity in the Balkans'i Gueorgul Radulov's
paper on "Historical Aspects of the Macedonian Minorities in the Balkans
Today"and Şükran Soner's paper" From Multiculturality to Discrimination'i

l also wish to express my thanks to the relevant offices of the university
for making possible the publication of this volume, as well as to Mr.

Mehmet Onur Yılmaz for assisting me in making this book ready for print.

İstanbul, November 20'l3 İoanna Kuçuradi



Summary of the Seminar
by Wi!liam L. McBride

Over the past three days, we have been treated to a pastiche -we
have treated ourselves to a pastiche- of approaches to our central theme,
which was in a sense two related themes: the themes of identity and of
human rights. To İoanna Kuçuradi, the relationship between the two is
ultimately oppositional: that is, to the extent to which one insists on the
primacy of cultural identity, at least, one is jeopardizing the universalist
claim of human rights. But l leave it to her to complete the review of our
conference and, if she chooses, to return to that theme.

For now, let me try to identify a few other strands of the pastiche. My
way of doing so will necessarily be somewhat eccentric and arbitrary: all
other participants would of course do it differently. First of all, while l shall
not say anything about my own introductory remarks during the opening
session, l would like to say a little about those of former President Zhelev.
Of all the speakers, he was the one who seemed to me to express the
greatest optimism about the concrete political future of this region. He
spoke about the changes that will be needed, particularly at the level of
laws, as the nations of this region become more and more fully integrated
into Europe, but he seemed to thinkthat they were quite feasibIe and to be
eager to see them occur. At the same time, he made at least one reference
to the philosophical issue about identity that l thought was striking as an
illustration of just how ephemeral an identity can be: namely, the total
disappearance of a supposed ideal which, whether they liked it or hated



William L. Mcbride

it, dominated the consciouisnesses of millions of human beings only a few

decades ago: the ideal of "Soviet man']

Two simple ways of dividing all the papers given in English would be

to distinguish either between the more optimistic, like President Zhelev's,

and the more pessimistic, or between the more concrete and the more

abstract. l choose the latter division, while noting that no paper was

entirely lacking in the less dominant element, and that one paper, Myrto

Dragona_Monachou's, was consciously and evenly divided between the

two.

Among the more concrete papers were those of Monday afternoon

on Bulgaria and, in one case (that of Professor Gueorgul Radulov), on the

problem of Macedonian identity; those of Mislav kukoĞ on croatia and

Bardul Çepi on Albania; and the remarks of llber ortayli on the general

problem of identity in the Balkans. Between Dimitar Denkov,s and lvan

Kaltchev's visions of Bulgaria's future especially with respect to relations

between the Bulgarian orthodox majority and and Bulgaria's religious and

ethnic minorities there was a clear division, noted by Professor Kaltchev

between pessimism and optim ism. professor Den kov,s em pi rical ly-based

studies point to a likely continuation, or perhaps even an exacerbation,

of the discriminatory practices _de facto if not necessarily de jure

discriminatory _by which the Turkish and Roma minorities in particular

are kept, on the whole, from achieving equality and being integrated

into Bulgarian society. Professor Kaltchev, on the other hand, pointed

especially to a decline in traditional custom5 and practices in the younger

generations as evidence that, as he expressed it at one point, "Tolerance

is imposed by history'i

Professor KukoĞ presented his ongoing project dealing with the

articulation of the meaning of Croatian identity along the lines of three

components: Central European, Balkan, and Mediterranean with his

own special emphasis being on the Mediterranean component. He also

emphasized the complex role of religion, the catholic church, with its

opposed tendencies of nationalism and universalism in the croatian

context.

This morning (wednesday), professor Çipi, as a medical doctor with

a special interest in bioethics, called attention to Some Very serious
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Summary of the Seminar

prob|ems in medicaland medically-relevant police practices that were the
outcomes of the upheavals in Albanian life in the 1990s and the beginning
of our own decade, with particular emphasis on the issue of torture.
Torture is, of course, as he well showed, not only a concrete phenomenon
but also an extremely serious ethical issue.

İlber Ortaylı's presentation was sui generis -aimed above all, as he said
at the end, at demolishing myths, or as he put it "slogans'] concerning
Balkan nationalities and their origins.While it is hard to summarize what he
had to say, some of his principal points were that 90o/o of Balkan Societies
Were peasant in character until quite recently; that most peasants, though
illiterate, had identities through their own |anguages, the "hagiographies"
of which, as he put it, were passed on by oral tradition; that therefore
the claim by Benedict Anderson that modern nations are "imaginary
communities'] pure constructs designed to serve some state power, is a
great exaggeration when app|ied to the Balkans; and that a number of
important figures in positions of power in the late Ottoman Empire were
clearly of non-Turkish ethnicity.

l now come to the papers that l am classifying as more abstract: those
of Petru Bejan, Zerrin Tandoğan, Pavo Bariği(, Betül Çotuksöken, Harun
Tepe, Ahmet Türkbağ, Stelios Virvidakis, Stavroula Tsinorema, Mircea
Dumitru, and Hatice Nur Erzikan.

Professor Bejan gave us, despite interruptions caused by electricity
problems, a very in-depth discussion of hospitality and tolerance as

dealt with by philosophers from Kant to Derrida. He pointed out that the
Balkans, of which Europe is in a way an image, has often mistreated the
stranger and just as often treated him with hospitality and welcome. He
urged the building of a new identity, based on a sense of collectivity and
non-alienated difference, and was one of the first speakers, if not the first,
to advocate a spirit of cosmopolitanism.

ProfessorTandoğan's short paper, though based above all on empirical
studies, seemed to me to fall in the category of being more abstract
because its principal point was to stress the role of education in creating
globally-minded people, and to attack, on a theoretical as well as a

practical ievel, the idea of cultures as closed sets of values.

,l85
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Professor Bariğii offered us an admonitory paper, warning of the

threats to democracy and to human rights that are posed by many aspects

of current globalization processes: tendencies toward centralization that

deprive individuals of any say in policy decisions, threats to the rule of

laW crises in the distribution of goods, in state welfare, and in civil society

itself. He rejected world citizenship as a utopian notion and advocated

the retention of state sovereignty and territoriality in a world of, it is to be

hoped, truly democratic states.

Professor Çotuksöken took a frankly metaphysical approach to

the tripartite relationship, as she presented it, of human being-world-

knowledge. She advocated an ontological nominalism that regards every

entity as singular. ldentity, she argued, should be considered a mere

concept with no external, empirical, concrete referent; once we start

treating ethnicity, for instance, as determinative of an individual's identity,

then conflicts begin.

Professor Tepe's paper was devoted to showing that there is no

monolithic concept of patriotism -or even of nationalism, for that

matter- so that there are versions of patriotism that are good and

perfectly compatible with the protection of human rights. lndeed, he

saw cosmopolitanism as being more of a danger to human rights than a

benign, non-Chauvinistic patriotism is.

Professor Türkbağ, as a lawyer and legal theorist, pointed out the

inadequacy of legal positivism for defending human rights and argued

for his own combination of utilitarianism, with special emphasis on its
insistence, at least in the writings of Bentham, of feeling -pleasure and

pain- and of Kantianism as a solid basis for justifying human rights

practices.

Professor Tsinorema defended a human rights theory based above

all on human agency, action, while rejecting, among other positions,

consequentialism, natural law theory, and Rawls's liberal particularism.

While dismissing the idea of a world state, she also, like some others,

supported cosmopolitanism.

Professor Dumitru suggested that, in support of toleration, Davidsont
"principle of charity", developed for understanding the relationship, or
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non-relationship, between physical causality and intentional human
action, might be brought into the area of ethics and social theory. He
concluded by raising the paradoxical problem of tolerating the into|erant.

Professor Erl<zan, colorfully and with many wonderful pictures,
elaborated certain aspects of Martha Nussbaum's neo-Aristotelean
human capabilities theory, arguing in favor of a certain form of internal
essentialism against all varieties of subjectivism, relativism, traditionalism,
and culturism.

Finally, as l have already noted, there was Professor Dragona-
Monachou's paper, which began with the more concrete issue of the
various meanings, historical and contemporary, of "Greekness" and then,
in the second half, showed the development of the notion of human rights
out of early Stoic cosmopolitanism. She is a strong advocate of both -that
is, of human rights and of (modern) cosmopolitanism.

l must say that, at the end of the day and in my mind as this rich
pastiche unfolded, cosmopolitanism and anti-essentialism retained the
upper hand over their critics. Meanwhile, of course, no one attempted to
assail the idea of human rights -for good reasons, which loanna Kuçuradi
has elaborated here and in so many other fora.
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