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For more than two decades, the term globalisation has been central in discourse of world’s politicians and numerous scientists. It may seem as a paradox that despite this, the globalisation concept has not been unambiguously defined in such a way that it can be used for purposes of analysis. At the same time, globalisation is a phenomenon that scientists, politicians and individuals involved in politics have differing and some​times even opposing notions of. 


This paradox can only be understood if one has in mind some special features of glob​alisation. The concept of globalisation indicates a process of establishment of multi​plied frameworks of connections and permeations of states and societies that con​stitute contemporary world system. This is why globalisation has become a phenome​non that has been studied by various sciences.


Economic and social integration as well as permeation of different economies, socie​ties and countries is nothing new. From the very beginnings of capitalist-style produc​tion and way of life, internationalisation of economies and societies has become a vital requirement of national economies.


Economic and technological developments have, particularly in the second half of the twentieth century, incited the development of multinational economic, and later also social entities that operate as transnational entities. The consequence of this process has been a considerable transformation and, to a high degree, exploitation of less developed societies. Nevertheless, the basic characteristic of internationalisation and transnation​alisation, especially in economy, is that both of these types of permeation of diverse economies and societies presume territorial sovereignty, legal, political and cultural di​versity of world order. Indeed, even the most powerful multinational companies expect support or protection from their particular “states”.


Globalisation can be described as being historically new process and phenomenon pre​cisely because it tends to cancel these differences. It gradually comprises the whole globe and in this sense it has a spatial dimension. It is a process that appears to be al​most a necessity and seems to be inevitable. Simultaneously, it permeates ever more spheres of human life. Everything is globalised; finances and assets, markets and market strategies, technologies, science and development, consumption, life-styles and culture, chances to regulate and politically control these processes, awareness and even people’s feelings. This process changes the structure of contemporary societies and states in such a way as to make them uniform, or to be even more precise; it calls in question the now predominant entities of international business and economic order. 


National states are not subjects and main participants in the process; huge corpora​tions whose managers perceive the world as the arena of their activities are. Globalisa​tion is usually ideologically justified by values of classical liberalism. However, studies point out that these values have in most cases been interpreted in such a way as to be utilised by the new subjects of globalisation and that they have not been generalised.


Globalisation introduces nations and regions of diverse social development into one system of government. It establishes a system in which decisions are made that have existential importance for the majority of world’s population and yet, the decision-mak​ers have not been authorized by those who are concerned by the decisions. The impor​tant consequence of globalisation is the lack of global political subject that would be a partner to the present agents of globalisation as well as the lack of democratic legiti​macy in decision-making that is connected with establishment of the system of govern​ment in the world. Deficiency of democracy as a legal basis is equally evident at the level of regional integrations, such as European Union.


At the same time, the process of transcending the state as one of the basic political sub​jects has been going on. And it is not only about the fact that states’ boundaries – territorial, cultural and national – impose an additional obstacle to rational control of globalisation process. Establishment of bigger integrative units that would control the globalisation process could solve the problem. It is also about the fact that the state does not only represent a specifically modern system of government, but also, particularly after establishment of constitutional, democratic states, it has become a special, indirect means of solving social problems. Globalisation process calls in question this way of solving problems. This is why future of state and democracy is one of the key questions in the most developed countries of the contemporary world. It may seem as a paradox that this question is raised in the most developed countries at the same time when tran​sitional and undeveloped countries strive for constituting their particular states and es​tablishing democratic traditions.


By introducing nations and regions that differ dramatically in the degree of social de​velopment and have different traditions into one system of government, globalisation inevitably provokes conflicts between the developed and the undeveloped, the rich and the poor. The proponents of globalisation cannot solve these conflicts while respecting values and ideologies that they advocate. Some indicators of this situation are restrictive interpretations of rights of free flow of people and ideas and privileged status of devel​oped countries.


Globalisation instigates resistance and even conflicts because it aims at making differ​ent societies and nations uniform, similar to most developed western countries and because it destroys traditional forms of co-operation. Awareness of the consequences of this process has become evident and, as it has been so often stressed by social sciences in the last few decades, has produced changes in the motives of political engagement. As opposed to interest, being traditional fundamental principle and motive of political engagement, individual and collective identity has been stressed as a motive of political engagement. Inquiries into assumptions of different types of identities (European, na​tional, religious) and causes of different fundamentalisms have been manifested in po​litical science as a quest for new political foundations as groundwork for co-operation.


Globalisation radically changes classic subject matter of political science. This is why more and more political scientists worldwide stress the need for new methodologi​cal foundation of political science.


By exploring the relationship of globalisation and democracy, the conference should discuss four aspects of the problem: peculiarities of the process of globalisation and changes of global system of government; changes in certain regions, especially in Europe; changes in organization and performance of systems of government within na​tional, democratic states and consequences of globalisation in developed, transitional and undeveloped societies and states; justification of demands for the change of scien​tific paradigm in political science.
* The conference “Globalisation and Democracy” was held on November 8-9, 2002, in Zagreb. It was a part of the celebration of 40th anniversary of the Faculty of Political Sciences in Zagreb. Speakers at the conference were Nadia Arbatova, Zvonimir Baletić, Furio Cerutti, Goran Gretić, John Groom, Zoran Kurelić, Thomas Meyer, Claus Offe, Milan Podunavac, Davor Rodin, Dag Strpić, Inge Perko Šeparović, Zdravko Tomac and Nenad Zakošek.





