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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



GlobaIization, Human Rights and Democracy

Pavo Bariği(

With the Iast cut in world history occurring in 1989 and throughout
the destruction of communist dictatorships and the Soviet World Empire,
a new stage in the planetary process of globalization began, in which
most countries in the world labelled themselves as democratic states,
"ruled by the people". The increasing trend of 40 in 1972 up to the
currently estimated 1 23 democratic countries of the 192 states registered
in the United Nations may continue in the future. Speculation of various
theories, such as Francis Fukuyama's The End of Hjstory and the Last Mon
(1992)l , that liberal democratic nation-states were the universal standard
form of human society has been disproved through the globalization
process which abolished the boundaries and led liberal democracies
over the state borders to a supranational world society. Transformation
to global democracy threatens the fundamental principles of the former
liberal nation-state democracy.

The modern process of globalization was in fact conceived at the
beginning of the New Age with Columbus'discovery of Western lndia in
1492 and Magellan's expedition which set sail from Sevilla in 'l519 and
returned to the same port three years later after proving that the Earth was
indeed a round Globe.The past five centuries of connecting and netting
the great watery spheroid GIobe by way of trade and warfare, technology
and industry, science and communication, satellites and internet, global
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concerns and international organizations showed only a different form or

face and a reverse side of globalization.

Since the eighties and early nineties of the 20th Century, following the
pulling down of the world's bipolar structure, the unifying process of a

single world market and world society has been strongly accelerating.Thus

the term 'globalization' itself has been significantly used in economical,
philosophical and sociological discussions, as a notion that refers to the

economical, cultural and political integration of the national economies

and processes into the global market and new world order.

After the founding of the first modern representative democracy in

America in 1776, the previous political epoch was symbolically delimited

by two significant democratic revolutions -the French in i789 and the
'Velvet' revolution in 1989. This era was dominated by the model of the

national state and building of the representative, constitutional, social,

and liberal democracy under its frame. ln this epoch, We can distinguish

three waves of democratization:

1. The transition from a non-democratic to a democratic form of

government - 1828-1 926;

2. A gradual renewal of democratic regimes in Japan and in Central

Europe (West Germany, Austria, |taly) - 1943-63;

3. The foundation of democracy in Southern Europe (notably

the Mediterranean Area: Spain, Portugal, Greece), South America

(Argentina, Uruguay, Bolivia) - 1974-89.

After the fall of the Berlin Wall, democratization spread to Central

and Eastern Europe Countries where the model of liberal democracy
grew to a global form of government. Besides this, in the contemporary

epoch of globalization, the frame of the national is overstepped and the

supranational and global area is opened. Democracy has been designated

as the "last form of government".

However, some people are afraid that the globalization process would

diminish the area of authentic political acting and transform the public

landscape. Democracy is not only a distinctive set of political institutions

or a social and economic order, but firstly a specific process of making
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Globalization, Human Rights and Democracy

collective and binding decisions with equal and free citizens in the center.
Also, the question "ls the nature of democracy compatible with the
global trend of society?" must be addressed. Proponents of democratic
globalization, such as David Held'claimed that it was necessary to create
democratic alobal institutions. Their final goal was the establishment of a
democratic world government with wor|d services for citizens.

lt i5 my opinion that globalization destroys the institutional anchors of
the previous democracy with the destruction of the fundamental marks
ofthe national state:

*

state citizen and nation.

Sovereignty as an absolute power of decision making,

Territorial government,

Furthermore, globalization points out the role of the citizen as a world
citizen in a new horizon. This is a utopian idea attempting to establish a

global democratic 9overnment. However, it is not Utopia to see the world
order with the most democratic elements a||owing for the world citizen to
participate at numerous levels in the process of global democratic decision
making -from local, provincial, regional and nationalto supranationaland
global levels as well.

The 1990's illustrated the increased crisis of citizenship in the world
through the loss of democratic civic values and participation, a decline
in the sense of political efficacy and shift from interest on public good
to privatized life and prosperity, which is an important influence on
the democratic participation of citizens in politics. The fundamental
connection between modern democracy and market economy had
advantages for both in the era of nation states. However, with the increase
of financial power as the only authoritative truth acting on global market
and netting, the area of authentic political acting and justice, as well as
the rational regulation of public needs and institutions was reduced.

Th ree Fu ndamenta I Tra nsformatlons of Democracy

Democracy originated from the 'polis' or town republic and is a

symbol of government in the small political community where citizens
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regard one another as political equals. Ancient Athenian democracy,

which lasted nearly two centuries between 507 and 32i B.C. is a prime

example of citizen participation or participatory direct democracy with

developed institutions needed by citizens in order to govern themselves,

Robert A. Dahl calls the step from the idea and practice of rule by the few
(oligarchy/aristocracy) or by a single person (tyranny/monarchy) to the

idea and practice of rule by the many (democracy/polity) in the city-state

among the Greeks (Aristotle) the "first democratic transformation"3.

The step from the polis democracy to the national state democracy was

the result of change from the direct participation to the representative

democracy. The so-called second democratic transformation led to a

radically new set of political institutions to represent the political will

of the equal citizens. The representative democracy is a system which

combines democracy at local levels with a parliament elected by the

people at the top level and secures the consent of free citizens through

election. Basic political institutions consist of representatives elected in

national parliament and of local governments that are subordinate to the

national government.

The system of modern representative democracy originates from

Great Britain, Scandinavia, Switzerland, and areas mainly north of the

Mediterranean. Modern democracy was perfected in North America with

a system of checks and balances among the country,s major social forces

and the separation of powers within the government. Developed from

the American Founding Fathers under the influence of ideas from Char|es

Montesquieu and John Locke, the American democratic republic became

in due course something of a model for many other republics.

The third transformation from the national to the supranational and

global politics requires new essential changes in the understanding of
democracy. Development of liberal democracy in the national states Was

connected with the grounding of human rights and freedoms and the

shift in scale from the small, more intimate, and more participatory city-

state to the bigger, more representative democratic 9overnments. Today,

the question of which changes democracy needs to pass by en routeto
the supranational creations and world market, global society and world

republic is a key issue: from the complexity in the democratic social order

and cultural diversity to the difficulty of achieving an adequate |evel of
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citizen competence for a global democracy. How can today's society in
the conditions of global market establish democratic rule at large scale
and still retain the advantages and possibilities of small scale democracy?

Critical views on the effects of globa|ization firstly observe the
shortcomings of socialjustice, i.e., the distribution of goods between the
states and areas of the world. There also comes to light the crisis of the
social welfare state which was a status symbol of societies, particularly
in the Western European states, developed after the Second World War.

The merciless pressure of the g|obal market weakened the assurance of
social security which was the product of state activity. Welfare social state
divided social goods on the principles of non-market distributive justice.

New forms of injustice appeared in the global market under the label of
commutatiVe justice.

Philosophical Roots of Globalizatlon and Democracy

On the horizon of the philosophical idea of the universal mind, the
globalization process has been developing through millennia. Minerva's
owl of Western metaphysics started its flight from the coast of the
Mediterranean Sea over Athens and Rome, and alongside it Christianity
spread globally. lt was the aim of Heraclitus, and later of Anaxagoras,
to talk about the world order which was to be the same for all. plato's

and Aristotle's ideas had conquered and unified the spiritual global
spheres long before the start of the globalization process of economic
and financial market, machine technology and/or computer and global
information netting.The word'World Citizen'first appeared in the cynical
philosophical school. Asked where he came from, Diogenes from Synope
answered that he was a 'cosmopolites' -citizen of the world.

Parallel to the process of universa| thinking and the citizen of the
world, the idea of democracy was established, practiced, debated,
supported, attacked and ignored for more than twenty-five hundred
years. At the peak of the creation of national states politics in 1Sth and
'l 9th Centuries, lmmanuel Kant and Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel, two
noted philosophers, endeavoured to offer their views on the founding of
'World Society' and 'World History'. Kant, who is regarded as one of the
most influential philosophers in the history of Western philosophy and
the last major philosopher of the Enlightenment, explained the means
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to the status of "World Civility" as a "Natural Purpose". His opinion was

that the status of "World Civility" could be developed through the origin
presumptions of the human genus. He declared that the perfect citizens

are united in the world society as an act of providence and the purpose

of history. Therefore he proposed the founding of a "World Republic" as a

guarantee for world peace and global free trade.

Hegel exposed the necessity of developing world history to the

state of global freedom. HoWeVer, unlike Kant, he Wasn't inclined to

the idea of a universal world civil community. He accepted the idea of
cosmopolitanism and avoided to confirm and legitimize world citizenship

through national state life as well as to oppose them. Hegel viewed the

whole history under the aspect of universal world process which evolved

on the principles of freedom, mind and law. Hegelt metaphysical realism

confirms that so long as national sovereignty continued, there couldn't

be a judge ('pretor') between the states. lt is possible only to talk about

one kind of arbitrator or mediator between the sovereign wills. ln Hegel's

categories, globalization is the product of the widening of civil society

over political borders.

Globalization and Democracy

ln the contemporary process of globalization, we can observe the

collision of forces which show marks of both philosophical approaches.

There is a tendency to a peaceable world republic of united people

through international law, human rights, and international institutions

similar to the united Nations. lt is very interesting when you consider

the idea of founding a League or Concert of Democracies with "more than
'| 00 democracies"a, which deems the new'global system'as a mean5

to protect human rights, enforce peace, and achieve global prosperity.

This idea can be seen as a continuation of Kant,s League of People with

universal republican state forms.

Conversely, we can see clashes and conflicts of sovereign wills in the

global economical and political world market in the way Hegel described

it. lt is remarkable that democracies do not fight with one another. Robert

A. Dahl claimed that "of thirty-four international wars between 
,l945 and

,l 989, none occurred among democratic countries".5 But democratic

countries fight with non-democratic countries and interfere sometimes
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in the political life of other countries. For my part, this is an incorrect
means to spread democracy in the world by way of tanks and air forces.
Thus did Athens with its war ships under the frame Demokraih Alexis de
Tocqueville dedicated a big part of his Democracy in America to prove that
it is not possible to transplant the model of democracy to the areas where
there weren't sufficient legal and moral circumstances and factors in civic
tradition. For world democracy, it is necessary to establish appropriate
world democratic institutions which respect different cultural and national
heritages and train citizens who carry democratic ideals.

Globalization threatens liberal nation-state democracy at its core. The
idea of a liberal representative democracy is connected with territory
and borders. The definition of a modern state is based on the notion of
an organisation or political association which has effective sovereignty
over a specific geographic area. Max Weber6 laced the definition of state
up to the 'monopoly on the legitimate use of physical force within a

given territory'. Globalization loosens the border frames and shifts the
main emphasis from state territory to global institutions and processes.
Therefore, global democracy should shift the stress again on the citizen
and find the way to establish democracy as a process of making collective
and binding decisions through the free will of equal citizens.

Last but not |east, globalization can favour and harm democracy.
Wild and uncontrolled globalization threatens democracy and human
rights and may bring again mankind into the natural status of bellum
omnium contra omnes. Therefore it is important to bring the process of
globalization into the frame of democratic ideals and human rights and
thus to preserve and advance democracy and its practices.

Nofes

'lnthefamous book,TheEndof HistoryandtheLastMan('1992), Francis Fukuyama
claims thatthe development of theWestern liberal democracy may designate the
final phase of mankind's political evolution and the end of history: "What we may
be witnessing is not just the end of the Cold War or the passing of a particular
period of post-war history, but the end of history as such: that is, the end point
of mankind's ideological evolution and the universalization of Western liberal
democracy as the final form of human government".
2The British political theorist David Held from the London School of Economics
is one of the leading authors and key figures in the development of modern
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cosmopolitanism and globalization. He has written several works on that topic
e.g., D:emocracy and the Global order: From the Modern State to Cosmopolitan
Governance (1995), Cosmopolitan Democracy: An Agenda for a New World order
(with Daniel Archibugi, 1995), Gtobal Tronsformatıons: Politics, Economics and
Culturq co-author (1999), Globalizatlon/Anti_Globalization, co_author (2002).

Cosmopolitanism: A Defence (2oo3), Global Covenant: The Social Democratic
Alternative to the Washington Consensus (2004).

3Robert A. Dahl, Democracyand its Critics, Yale University Press, New Haven &
London,1989, p.1

aThe concert of democracies or "League of Democracies" is one of the most
talked about concepts for the American foreign policy community. This idea

was put forth by Democrats and, more notably, by the prominent Republican
presidential candidate John McCain. The philosophical basis is Kantt idea of
;perpetual peace'with the argument that democratic governments are less likely
to go to war5 _particularly with fellow democracies rather than autocratic regimes.

The assumption is that a grouping of about ]00 democratic nations would be

able to protect human rights, enforce peace, and achieve prosperity around the
globe _and even possibly influence nations under dictatorial rule to move toward
democratization_ and more importantly, circumvent the power of authoritarian
states like China and Russia in the United Nations Security Council. The belief is

that the "League of Democracies" could respond to the global humanitarian crisis.

ln the past decade, the idea of the league of democracies had been promoted
mostly by Democrats, including such figures as President obama's foreign policy
adviser, Anthony Lake, and lvo Daalder, of the Clinton Administration.

5 Robert A. Dahl, On Democracy,Yale University Press, New Haven & London 1 998.,

p.57
6 Max Weber, "The Profession and Vocation of Politics,i in Political Writings,

Cambridge UP, Cambridge, 1994.
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