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Summary. With the collapse of great ideologies in the fasfrfascism, nazism or communism,
the concept of globalization turned into an ideglojthough globalization as such is an objective
fact, yet at the axiological level it can be peveéias another utopia which, consequently, needs to
be demystified. Two approaches to globalization lmarroughly distinguished: narrow and exten-
sive. The former, also called economic, reservesctincept in question exclusively for the eco-
nomic sphere. Extending globalization to other disiens of our life is regarded as unjustified.
The latter refers to the cultural level, showing thulti-dimensionality of globalization as such,
and producing many controversies at the same tirhe. multi-layered and multidimensional
structure of globalization makes it difficult toghtly perceive it and to explicitly determine its
consequences from the standpoint of various splodrescial life. The consequences perceived —
whether real or imaginary — relate to the axiolag@imension. That is why they are applauded or
criticized. To the supporters of globalizationajtpears as a special set of instruments and mecha-
nism that we can use to attain our own goals iff am wish to. The attempt to reconstruct the
mechanisms governing globalization processes isexad here with the search for opportunities
to utilize them. The reward for using them is aghhas severe is the punishment for refraining
from such actions. The attitude to democracy antageatic transformations has a pragmatic
dimension. Opponents of globalization are convirtted regardless of the democratic system, the
rules of the game are imposed by powerful and amog markets and transnational corpora-
tions. That is why they offer various proposals democratization of the global order. The out-
come of globalization processes is a new policypsehdeterminants were presented by M. Cas-
tells. The issue is the politics of identity, whishboth local and global, not reducible to simple
class affiliations, and able to grasp and exprafisiral changes. The crisis of democracy is a fact:
traditional political parties are being weakenedglgbal trends, there is a growing importance of
politics of identity, and the electorate is growimpre and more skeptical of professional politi-
cians, who are perceived as corrupt and ineffedtuablving many important problems. Global-
ization processes reveal and at the same time te@ighe contradictions, which liberal democracy
necessarily carries with it. In response to thesare or less utopian models of democracy on a
global scale appeared.
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When | was going to the sea-side | was given maages
of advice. One of them said that the best estaddistay of
fishing is the flood and its end. That everythiagjiven on
a silver plate then. And the sooner you repeafptioeess,
the larger the catch.

llse Aichinger Subtexte

INTRODUCTION

In one of his books, Thomas L. Friedman says timatgination has never
been more important than now, because in the faldMmany tools serving
cooperation have become a commodity available &ryewe. Today, many
more people than before can make their own comnatinits and place them on
the Internet. One thing will never be a commodityd this is imagination — that
which is the fulfillment of our dreamsBy showing examples, which apply both
to the past and the present, he argues that indivitinagination previously
caused problems to those governing within the numetralized state (it is
symptomatic that he refers to the examples ofitat@n states, such as Maoist
China, the Stalinist Soviet Union or Nazi Germangyt at present it can
threaten other people. That is why it is essenfi@alpelieves, to stimulate posi-
tive dreams. In other words, we have expectatiooooperation, elimination of
alienation, and inclusion instead of exclusion. @kudio Magris aptly ob-
served: a man plagued by anxiety escapes intoutiheef because in its rush to
the future, life incessantly burns the acute burdkits substance in order to
change into immaterial essence, which knows noesnff> Jan Szomburg
speaks of the lack of civilizational-developmeritalestar> The reason for this
is, inter alia, the so-called tunnel thinking of both individualsd social groups
that communicate within their own circles.

The above-quoted Claudio Magris seems to depladaitt that the collapse
of communism is often perceived not only as the ehigal socialism but also
of the idea of democracy and progré€onsequently, all ambitions to stop in-
justices are pushed aside. He also observes thanith of the myth of Revolu-
tion and the Grand Design should after all giveatge power to the ideals of
justice, which this myth expressed on such a gsade, but distorted them by
absolutization and instrumental treatment; it stdouhve exhibited more pa-

! T.L. FriedmanSwiat jest ptaski. Krotka historia XX| wieKiThe World Is Flat. A Brief History of the
XXI Century] transl. by T. Hornowski, Pozah@006, p. 550.

2 C. Magris,Szkodaze jutro nie jest ju dzis [It's a pity, that tomorrow is not today] ,Literata naSwie-
cie” 2001, no. 2-3, p. 187.

% J. SzomburgRozwéj przez wspélnot konkurencyjng’ [Development through Community and Compe-
titiveness][in:] Rozwdj przez wspélnot konkurencyjné’ (tezy — streszczenia wypiei — artykuty towarzy-
szce)[.... (Theses — Summaries of Reports — Accompankitigles)] Gdaisk 2007, p. 14.

4 C. Magris,Utopia i odczarowanigUtopia e disincanto]Literatura naSwiecie” 2001, no. 2-3, p. 219.
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tience and persistence, which could have made tides¢és more likely to be
realized according to human standards, or in diveland imperfect way, yet
striving after perfection. This observation prompts several reflections. tFirs
although reference to the idea of democracy in dbigext — as Magris does —
may appear somewhat strange, we should neverthelbsesve that democracy
as such is losing its causative power. Probablylaseperson who believed in
such power of democracy on a global scale was FEd&ukuyama. Second, the
concept of democracy is usually connected withdhecept of justice under-
stood, naturally, in many different ways. Third, wiould emphasize these
attributes: relative, imperfect, and striving afperfection. They place the line of
reasoning in the proper dimension. However, theywdeus unsatisfied and
prompt us to seek new ideals and new utopias.itttise same spirit that | inter-
pret another idea of Magris’s that the end andrbegg of the millennium need
utopia but also demystification at the same tirfidaey fit with the objective of
the present paper, which is an attempt to exam@meodracy, above all at the
theoretical level, and at the same time to verdldis about it, formulated under
the impact of challenges of globalization.

In the ongoing debate devoted both to the probterdemocracy and globaliza-
tion | can see some helplessnéﬁsrelates, | believe, both to scientists, colum-
nists, and politicians. They are trying to use masirequisites and instruments to
describe and understand the essence of the pheadmeguestion. What | term
globalization, others regard as identical with glidm or even universalization.
It should be emphasized that with the collapsere&igideologies in the form of
fascism, Nazism or communism, the concept of gledabn turned into an
ideology, with the result that both individuals amthole communities are
divided into its staunch supporters and vehemepbooents. This fact alone
supports the thesis that globalization cannot bdimed to economic problems.
We should observe, nevertheless, that it is irettumomic sphere that it (globaliza-
tion) is easiest to notice and assess. Althoughajiration as such is an objec-
tive fact, yet at the axiological level it can bergeived as another utopia which

® Ibidem

% lbidem p. 220.

” For more on this subject, see my other studiesVitczewska-RytkoDemokracja bezpoednia w teo-
rii i praktyce politycznefDirect Democracy in Theory and Practicepblin 2001; M. Marczewska-Rytko,
Demokracja jako ustréj mtiwosci. Czestawa Znamierowskiego poszukiwanie ideatnodteacji [Democracy
as a System of Opportunities. Czestaw Znamierowsk&arch for the Ideal of Democracy], ,PraegPolito-
logiczny” 2003, no. 4, pp. 63-72; M. MarczewskatytWolnai¢ i jej ograniczenia jako podstawa dyskursu
demokratycznegfi-reedom and Its constraints as the Basis for Reatic Discourse] [in:Kulturowe instru-
mentarium wolngci. Dziennikarstwo, Internet, ryngllhe Cultural Instruments of Freedom. Journalism,
Internet, the Market], (ed.) R. Paradowski, P@z2@04, pp. 13-24; M. Marczewska-Rytkerocesy globali-
zacji jako wyzwanie dla kultury i patwa narodoweg@Globalization Processes as a Challenge to Cuétnde
Nation-State][in:] Nardd, kultura i pa@stwo w procesie globalizadjNation, Culture and State in the Process
of Globalization] (eds) M. Bang J. Rokicki, Krakow 2005; M. Marczewska-Rytka/spotczesny dyskurs
demokratycznjContemporary Democratic Discourgel:] Sfera publiczna. Kondycja — przejawy — przemiany
[The Public Sphere. Its Condition — Manifestatiensransformationsieds) J.P. Hudzik, W. Wmiak, Lublin
2006, pp. 45-62.
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needs therefore to be demystified. In my curreséaech | concluded that the
application of Popper’s conception of spotlightiiiinating only a fragment of
complex globalization processes prevents their e/lmmplexity from being
understood. Two approaches to globalization carobghly distinguished: nar-
row and extensive.The former, also called economic, reserves theagainin
guestion exclusively for the economic sphere. Editay globalization to other
dimensions of our life is regarded as unjustifi€de latter refers to the cultural
level, showing the multi-dimensionality of globaliion as such. It should be noted
that the overwhelming majority of controversiesites to the latter approach.

It is therefore legitimate to ask what globalizatis and what it brings with
it. The answers to these questions are many. &irsll, we should say that we
are dealing with answers relating to a lower ohbkrglevel of abstraction. Take
some examples. When defining globalization Martlbréw says that these are
processes, in consequence of which world natioasiresluded in one global
society’ Similarly, Ronald Robertson maintains that thistisomplex of proc-
esses that make up a common wétidnthony Giddens, in turn, defines global-
ization as the process of extending social, econopulitical or cultural rela-
tions over the whole globe.Therefore, we can speak of some kind of feedback
when local events are influenced by events tha tdéce in a different part of
the world and the former in turn influence thedattGiddens warns us against
the misapprehension of the concept of globalizatisr{chiefly economic) rela-
tions literally encompassing the whole world. Heintains that globalization
does not, by any means or first of all, relate esigely to economic interrela-
tionships but to the transformation of time andcgpa our life. Remote events,
economic and not only, affect us more directly amwitly than ever before. And
conversely, decisions that we make as individualguently have global impli-
cations'” To his aid comes Michael A. Casey, who, havinglyzeal various
reasons and opinions, observes how significarteésripact of globalization on
culture and society. He concludes that this quegiroved more important than
the problem of economic influences of globalizafibifhe foregoing reflec-

8 Individual scholars use different concepts. Faaregle, Marek Pietéaspeaks of globalization paths
(M. Pietra&, Globalizacja jako proces zmiany spotecfiianiedzynarodowejGlobalization as a Process of
Change of the International Communifi}:] Oblicza proceséw globalizacjFaces of Globalization(ed.)

M. Pietra, Lublin 2002,pp. 35-66), Edmund Wnuk-Lifski uses the term arenas of globalization (E. Wnuk-
-Lipinski, Swiat miedzyepok[The World of InterepochKrakow 2005).

9 M. Albrow, Introduction]in:] Globalization, Knowledge and Socigtgds) M. Albrow, E. King, London
1990, p. 9; M. Albrow,Globalization[in:] The Blackwell Dictionary of Twentieth-Century Sociaought,
(eds) W. Outhwaite, T. Bottom, Oxford 1993, pp. 2289.

1 R. RobertsonGlobalization: Social Theory and Global Cultutegndon 1992, p. 396. See: R. Robert-
son,Mapping the Global Condition: Globalization as t@entral Conceptfin:] Global Culture, Nationalism,
Globalization, and Modernityed.) M. Featherstone, London 1990, pp. 15-3®dbertson, H.-H. Khondker,
Discourses of Globalization: Preliminary Considéoas, ,International Sociology” 1998, vol. 13, no. 1, 25—40.

™ A Giddens, Th€onsequences of Moderni§ambridge 1990, p. 64 et seq.

12 A, Giddens Trzecia droga. Odnowa socjaldemokrgdjhe Third Way. The Renewal of Social Democ-
racy]translated by H. Jankowska, Warsaw 1999, p. 33.

13 M.A. Casey,Jak rozumié globalizacg [How To think about GlobalizationEthos. Kwartalnik Insty-
tutu Jana Pawta Il [Quarterly of John Paul Il Ihgg, KUL — Lublin and John Paul Il Foundation —nfray
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tions, by no means exhaustive, convince us thathii-layered and multidi-
mensional structure of globalization makes it difft to rightly perceive it and
to explicitly determine its consequences from ttamdpoint of various spheres
of social life. The consequences perceived — wheatted or imaginary — relate
to the axiological dimension. That is why they applauded or rejected.

GLORIFICATION OF GLOBALIZATION

To the supporters of globalization, it appears apexial set of instruments
and mechanisms that we can use to attain our oals goonly we wish to. One
of the staunch advocates of globalization is afemioned T.L. Friedman. It is
my conviction that he brilliantly presented theusture of complex globalization
processes, at the same time indicating the ambivalef its effects* There is
no need to go into detail about Friedman’s conoeptit the point. What is es-
sential is that we are witnessing a new power &iracdeveloping, based upon
three elements: a balance between nation-statealaace between states and
global markets, and a balance between the indiViglué the state. These are its
main determinants: first, it is the significanteglayed by the United Stat®s.
The earlier ambivalent attitude towards this stete become more pronounced.
The notion of Americanization often appears as synmmus with globalization.
Second, on the international political scene, theartance of millions of inves-
tors is growing, described by Friedman as the Edaat Herd, who are able,
owing to the highly developed computer networkiremsfer their capital from
one place on the globe to another with one clickhef mousé® Two investor

2002, no. 59-60, p. 219. Compare: S. Tokalldsternizacja, easternizacja, globalizacja — trug@noeorien-
tacji w nowoczesnej czasoprzestrzeni kulturdiWégsternization, Easternization, Globalization #fiEulties
of Re-orientation in the Modern Cultural Space-tifire] Kultury pozaeuropejskie i globalizacjgNon-
-European Cultures and Globalization] (ed.) J. Bdeski, Warsaw 2000, pp. 31-47.

T L. FriedmanLexus i drzewo oliwne. Zrozurdiglobalizacg [The Lexus and the Olive Tree. Under-
standing Globalizatiorfranslated by T. Hornowski, Pozn2001.

! The United States appear to be the new empiteeoétta of globalization processes. After TomaszGab
we can observe that ‘former sovereign nation-statged wars outside the country, and inside thegech
out policing operations. The empire does not wageswecause it does not have an outside enengnducts
policing and repressive operations. (...) Destamctf the logistics bases of the rebels and patifin of a
province is only a small part of the global ‘war temnror’ declared by the Empire, the war withowrnfs, war
against Evil, whose objective is thus not limitgdtally and the attainment of it may never comeabse, as
President Bush said, what is at stake is the famal complete victory, and to win such a victory take
eternity to attain (Eternal War for the sake ofr&té Peace)’. T. Gakjilmperium Mundi jako polityczna forma
globalizacji[Imperium Mundi as a Political Form of Globalizatj [in:] Globalizacja i my. Tégsama¢ lokalna
wobec trendéw globalnydiGlobalization and Us. Local Identity vis-a-vis @l Trends] (eds) R. Piekarski,
M. Graban, Krakow 2003, pp. 146-147.

18 In this context we should refer to the stateménfndrzej Gwiazda, who observes that ,in the pest
tion-states and local communities were able torobmibeir fate, whereas in the present age of dindgon
there is an increasingly greater rift between thsand economy. Globalization, understood hesedf all as the
concentration of enormous economic power in theliaf transnational corporations, caused, amongratiings,
more and more difficulties for the states in theypsion of current social benefits (...)". A. Gwikg
Globalizacja a erozja wtadzy patwa narodoweg@Globalization and Erosion of the Power of Natistate]
+Przeghd Politologiczny” 2002, no. 2, p. 102.
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groups can be distinguished among them. One de#isrwestments on a short-
term basis. The other is composed of internatiocngborations, which usually
invest their capital in a state for a longer tefilne main financial centers of this
group of actors on the political scene are Wale&trHong Kong, London, or
Frankfurt. It appears that it is difficult to ovetenate the impact of activities of
the Electronic Herd on the functioning of statesl &me international system.
Third, thanks to knocking down of the walls dividithe states and systems, and
to the information revolution, individuals have oedbled influence on the course
of affairs without the intermediation of the stafeiedman uses the term of su-
perenhanced individual. In his next book he trelits dimension of globaliza-
tion processes as one of utmost importance, préigateg that in the next
globalization wave (which he calls Globalization i& driving force will in-
creasingly be individuals, more and more diverdiiie respect of descent — not
only Western people and not only those of the wizsite'’ Which is why it is so
vital to ask and answer oneself the questions: Wity position in the global
competition and how can | use my global capabdiélow far can | cooperate
with other people in the worlf?Fourth, individual states have an alternative:
they can put on the so-called Golden Straitjacketod. Friedman says that it is
the only attire of the globalization era showingttia given state discerns the
rules governing the free market and submits to tHanthe globalization era, it
is the quality of the state that actually gainsgmportance, which denotes the
guality of the legal and financial system and thlity of management of the
economy.

Observe that the attempt to reconstruct the meshengoverning globaliza-
tion processes is connected here with the searatpfmrtunities to utilize them.
And the reward for using them may be as high asrseis the punishment for
refraining from such actions. What's interestingg tattitude to democracy and
democratic transformations has a pragmatic dimenisichis context. Democ-
racy is not the principal desirable objective;sitrather an instrument that can
have a favorable effect on the creation of the @ypmate, predictable environ-
ment, where different actors operate. Friedmartlgighoints out the ambivalent
influence of globalization processes on democr&oy, on the one hand, the
Electronic Herd forces individual states to introdutransparent democratic
rules. To use the information technology language,can speak of putting in
place better operating systems and software. Omttier hand, the interaction
and influence of the Electronic Herd raises feasoeiated with the political
decision-making center, convincing us that regaglt® the democratic system,
the rules of the game are imposed by the powerfdlamonymous markets and
Electronic Herds. Friedman astutely states thaElketronic Herd does not get
into a country because it values democracy pelt sikhes not. The Electronic

Y T.L. Friedmangswiat jest plaski...p. 21.
18 Ibidem
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Herd values stability, predictability, transparenapd the ability of the state to
protect private property against arbitrary or criai confiscation. In order to

achieve this, the Electronic Herd expects the agiet) countries to put in place
better software, operating systems and governantieecbasic building blocks

to democrac;}? Nevertheless, as Edmund Wnuk-lagki observes, we are deal-
ing now with a difficult-to-solve dilemma, whichgdlts, in the global dimen-

sion, in that ‘economic Darwinism (...) is not gted in any significant way by po-

litical process because on the global politicahaneo power structures with democ-
ratic legitimacy developed, which could counterbeéaglobal economic structures
and impose on them the rules of the game adoptddrbgpcratic proceduré®.

CRITICISM OF GLOBALIZATION

The situation presented above provokes criticigmediat capitalism. This is
expressednter alia by raising social issues, and appealing to thecjpie of
solidarity or the common good. Criticism is leveledhong others, by represen-
tatives of liberal ideas. George Soros draws atterto three interconnected
problems: the negative assessment of the presestiégan Administration (he
even goes as far as to claim that the attacks @f 2@ere a pretext for George
Bush to force through the present US foreign pglideficiencies of the world
capitalist system, and the constructive vision, sehgoal is to improve the
world order?! The classic of British liberalism, John Gray spgeak a similar
vein, criticizing economic globalizatidi.He perceives the global free market —
one of the fundamental concepts of globalizatias-a kind of new utopia after
the collapse of the systems of so-called real saiaThis would mean that the
world abhors vacuum and in this case it is fillethwew visions. Gray empha-
sizes numerous similarities that he discerns betwdarxism and the liberal
market philosophy. Among others, he points out thatindividual is perceived
in economic terms. The aim of the individual's l&gad the functioning of whole
societies is, as it were, to strive for modernitiie idea of free market and indi-
vidual values are the foundations of the systerh@ray criticizes: one that, he
believes, fell apart after the tragic disaster bSeptember 2001.

T L. Friedman)exus...p. 217.

20 E. Wnuk-Lipiaski, op. cit p. 97.

2L For example, see two books by this author, althdlg problems indicated are also discussed im pthsica-
tions: G. SorosBaika amerykaskiej supremacj[The Bubble of American Supremadyénsl. by D. Chyliska,
Krakow 2004; G. SorofNowy okropnywiat. Era omylngci [The Age of Fallibility. Consequences of the
War on Terror]translated by A. | J. Maziarscy, Warsaw 2006. Waldmbserve, incidentally, that in his
criticism he does not go as far as Noam Chomskyektample in his workHegemonia albo przetrwanie.
Amerykaiskie dizenie do globalnej dominacfHegemony or Survival. American Quest for Globaini-
nance]Warsaw 2005.

22 Compare: J. GrayThe Era of Globalisation is OvefNew Statesman”, 24 September 2001; J. Gray,
False Dawn: The Delusions of Global Capitaliddew York 1998.
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The drama of globalization lies, in Michael Ehrkeisw, in the fall of the
oasis of the non-capitalist economic ortfaVe are dealing with a widening gap
between those who can transfer their financialrveseand those who cannot do
so. In fact, with the development of the informat®ociety, the importance of
information is growing as compared with labor, talpor raw materials. One
can discern the revival of enterprise, emphasithervalue of shares as the ob-
jective of activities of a business. One can alscain a new lower class made
up of the working poor. One should also pay attentd a new economic con-
sensus, which, Ehrke believes, is a legacy of cuatiee (neoliberal) govern-
ment. It comes down to the conviction that it isessary to avoid inflation and
to take measures to counteract an increase ingtateding. Ehrke also empha-
sizes the importance of the process, called indalidation, which comes down
to the disintegration or destruction of traditiomalues, lifestyles, and communi-
ties. These factors and processes posed a chalbérsgeking new social solu-
tions. They also became a challenge to the exigliegs and conceptions.

Some scholars point to the fact that in practiceaneenot dealing with only
one model of capitalism: among many others in tteecé globalization proc-
esses, two models command attention: American amdpgan. We may won-
der whether the model of capitalism adopted/workedas a result of various
determinants does not influence the perceptiohefole of the state or group of
states in the international order, and of the rthes govern it. Such conclusions
can be prompted for example by Robert Kagan’s ptatien of the analysis of
differences between the United States and Eurdpe thie collapse of the bipo-
lar world orde’* The neo-American model is characterized by indiglm,
and by the importance of financial markets and ksexchange$’ The Rhine
model, however, is aimed at a consensetsveen different social groups, at the
dominance of banks, and social security. In the fafcglobalization processes
‘the more controversial, less effective and morddbrvariety of the two is gaining
in influence (...)% This agrees with the assessment by Giuliano Rerpaiti-
cal scientist and editor-in-chief of the Il Fodli@aily, who maintains that
Europe is slowly adjusting to the American modellibéral and market eco-
nomic policy®’

The problem seems to come down to the fact thatewsipporting private
enterprise free from government regulations or quness by trade unions, not
constrained by tariff barriers and investment retsbns, burdened by as low

% M. Ehrke, Trzecia Droga a europejska socjaldemokredjae Third way and European Social Democracy]
[in:] Spory wokét Nowej Trzeciej DrofDisputes over the New Third Wagglected and edited by T. Kowalik,
Warsaw 2001, pp. 45-64.

% R. KaganPotega i raj. Ameryka i Europa w nowym pedkuswiata [Power and Paradise. America and
Europe in the New World Ordetjansl. by W. Turopolski, Warsaw 2003.

% M. Albert, Kapitalizm kontra kapitalizniCapitalism versus Capitalisrtirakow 1994, p. 22-25.

% |bidem p. 276.

2" Mniej paistwa [Less State]interview with Giuliano Ferrara by Jacek Palaki, ,Wprost”, 27 May
2001, pp. 19-20.



178 Maria Marczewska-Rytko

taxes as possible, and while advocating privatpatif all enterprises that are to
bring in profits, followers of turbocapitalism prisa the dynamic development
of the economy and an increase in wealth, withodicating the distribution of
this wealth at the same tiMiel am convinced that it is extremely important to
focus attention on the American social, culturad arstorical determinants. In a
broader context, this would be a question aboutithesability of suggesting to
each country and each community the same solutegardless of social and
cultural differences. Interestingly enough, thenpds not so much the dangers
arising from uncritical acceptance of American siohs as imperfect imitation
of them. The followers seem to forget about attléas forces that make the
majority of American society accept the inconvens of turbocapitalisit.
These are the following: the legal system functignin the United States and
the system of values characteristic of Calvinisimere is a widely held convic-
tion that no Western government has so far hadtartidea but to allow turbo-
capitalism to develop without restriction, hopirtat faster economic growth
cures all ills. Unfortunately, all politicians igrethe obvious logical conclusion
that turbocapitalism will speed up the division safciety into Silicon Valley
heroes and the vale of despdiSimilar critical opinions are expressed by activ-
ists and supporters of anti- and alterglobalist ements.

To sum it up, we shall show at least several argusnthat are usually re-
ferred to:

— Globalization is the source of diversificationpioduces the center and the
periphery, therefore progress can be attainedwytfee democratic center is the
source of capital and the periphery is the recipodiit).

— Wealthy countries strive to liberalize the sestan which they export.

— Promotion of the free market leads to robbingkeeaations of the wealth
they still have.

— Economies in the developing countries are ngbtadafor participation in the
market game (they are not competitive enough ambtbave right information).

— Countries trying to acquire financial capital bdw accept the conditions of
the market game and join world competition.

— Interconnection of economic systems is highlyséem to disturbance of
balance. Destabilization of one financial marksorends all over the world.

— Negative aspects of globalization processes sseci@ted with the lack of
concern about sustained social development, theralagénvironment, human
rights, and democracy.

— The role of the nation state has been severstyicted.

% E. Luttwak, Turbokapitalizm. Zwyekcy i przegraniswiatowej gospodark[Turbocapitalism. Winners
and Losers in the Global Econontydnsl. by E. Kania, Wroctaw 2000, p. 42. The way.attwak’s reasoning
can be illustrated with the formula: Privatizatioeregulation + Globalization = TurbocapitalisnProsperity.

29 ki

Ibidem p. 19.

%0 |bidem p. 276.
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— The decision-making power passes into the hahistitutions that are not
held accountable to the voters and public opinion.

— Globalization in a neoliberal version does ndaagmlemocracy.

— The United States are perceived (especiallyarditmension of foreign policy)
as the state responsible for the present-day nobd@balization.

— Transnational corporations are perceived as éitleeomain actors on the
world scene (they enjoy special privileges).

— International organizations play the role of al ia the hands of rich coun-
tries and transnational corporations.

— The International Monetary Fund, World Trade Qiggtion, and the World
Bank appear as the co-originators and upholderxial/’'s model of globalization.

PROPOSALS FOR CHANGES

No wonder therefore that there are various progdsalhealing the existing
situation. Some authors, like the above-quoted ge@&oros, seek the key to
improve the world situation in the change of th& rplayed by the strongest
countries. The United States should accept theafotbe world leader with all
its consequences. It should therefore try to s@operation with other countries
in the exercise of its duties by active and resjbmgarticipation in interna-
tional organizations. Others emphasize the negesfkttitizens exerting pressure
on their governments (especially in Europe), so tinese would join a political
union. If this happens, then we will be well on thay to the United States of
Europe with the model which is the best for us bad already started to bear
fruit (this is of course the Rhine model). Othemvige will be possessed by the
fears of our old Europessimism and will inevitably sliding towards the neo-
American model, the foretaste of which are alretlatysuburbs of Lyon, Man-
chester, and Naples (.5

Still others support the restoration of the prima€ypolitics over economy.
Today the state only performs the function of ,fe€dn the service of transna-
tional economy while politicians themselves seetty tm reduce benefits wher-
ever there are no strong interest groups that esistrsuch measur&sFaith is
pinned on the power of the United States, perceagethe only country that has
preserved considerable national sovereignty amadbles to lay down the binding
rules of global integration. That is why the Unit8thtes appears as the last pil-
lar of order in the chaos of global links. The digbof a democratic society is
possible when the voters feel and know that rigimd interest of anyone are
respected, and not just of economic tycoons. Deatiocpoliticians must there-

51 M. Albert, op. cit.,p. 289.
%2 H.-P. Martin, H. SchumaniRutapki globalizacji. Atak na demokradj dobrobyt[Die Globalisierungs-
falle. Der Angriff auf Demokratie und Wohlstandhnsl. by M. Zybura, Wroctaw 199pp. 246—-247.
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fore adhere to a policy of social compromise ardfrict the individual's free-
dom for the public interest. At the same time, hesveif it is to function, the
market economy needs freedom of enterprise. Iblig the prospect of individ-
ual profit that releases the forces which createnmalth through innovation and
investment® This proposal shows that a desirable solution el to introduce
the rules of social market economy. We should adtl this was one of the main
ideas characteristic of ordoliberalism, which gosead stability and order in the
Federal Republic of Germany for over forty yeaterahe Second World War.

Some authors agree with the conception of glob#dizgplus, which means
accepting the needs of global markets, taking amtwount the principles of so-
cial good® It would be the result of the thesis that the essef the open world
lies in the unlimited number of possible ways tat follow*> People approv-
ingly accept the view that the necessity to corthetside effects of the market
does not undermine its principle. The point is thatrefore that we need to re-
place ‘capitalism’ with new forms of economy butpgoagmatically lessen its
undesired effects. This is necessary both in ecgraomd in politics®

Proponents of this standpoint found considerabpgesri in the person of Jo-
seph Stiglitz. This Nobel Prize winner in economit2001 maintains that glob-
alization should be reconsidered in the domestitedsion of the states and in
the international on¥. For that reason it is necessainter alia, to reject the
neoliberal recipe proposed by the International &ary Fund; change the way
of exercising authority in the international findgalocorganizations (equalize the
actual rights of member states); introduce trarepar and openness in interna-
tional economic cooperation; determine the fieldtlod game by the World
Trade Organization in such a way that developingntges will have real op-
portunities to compete with developed countriegpdse on organizations the
duty to inform the public about their work and te bvaluated; take note by
financial organizations of the danger associateith Wie movement of short-
term capital and to take measures to protect theeseagainst such dangers;
reform bankruptcy law (in order to prevent the IMdig@ from being used to pay
off creditors); rely less on partial funding in tbase of problems with paying off
foreign creditors; improve risk management in tietdfof exchange rates, social
security system and the system of responding tnéial crises. Stiglitz seems
to share the arguments voiced by Dahrendorf andrettegarding taking into
consideration the argument of the common intef@sty maintain that global-
ization need not destroy the environment, generete inequalities or serve the

% |bidem,pp. 271-272.

%4 R. DahrendorfNowa pokusa autorytaryznid New Temptation of Authoritarianisnfin:] Spory wokét
Nowej Trzeciej Drogi.. p. 42.

% |bidem,p. 44.

% R. DahrendorfKwadratura Trzeciej DrogjSquaring the Circle of the Third WayGazeta Wyborcza”,
17-18 July 1999, p. 12.

7], Stiglitz, Wizja sprawiedliwej globalizacji. Propozycje uspriei [Making Globalization Work]
transl. by A. Szeworski, Warsaw 2007.
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interests of corporations at the expense of pragparordinary citizens. What's
more, they pin their hopes on the civil, conscigosiety, which, it seems, is
able to do a lot in order to restrict malfeasancdle part of interest groups —
corporate and financial.

DETERMINANTS OF NEW POLITICS

The concept of new politics is derived from ManQalstells’s deliberations
discussed in the trilogf¥fhe Information Age: Economy, Society and Culture,
published in 1996-1998 It presented the model of society based on the net-
work, whose essence is the flow of information. Ppétics based on class and
national institutions that legitimize this polities replaced by the politics of
identity, which is both local and global, not reitile to simple class affiliations,
and able to grasp and express cultural changes.ddeial movements, which
introduce new forms of political activities, areogling in importance. Present-
day politics is obviously focused on the world bétmedia, because there is
only a margin of freedom outside this sphere. Tikawvhy the indispensable
features of a politician are as follows: a strdigiward manner, a convincing
tone of voice, well-prepared statements or readitesddress voters on televi-
sion. Also essential is competence in computemtelcigies, learning the ability
to create an attractive website and to updategitleely, and to have and sort e-
lists with instructions from the voters.

Castells gives examples of organizations promosipecific programs (hu-
man rights, the problem of poverty or destructidrthe environment), which
appeal in their activities to the global communipandoning the language of
class solidarity or party loyalty. The politicatalslishment and political parties,
as he observes, make efforts to control informapiolicy. It is impossible, how-
ever, to exercise effective control because ofctiraplex nature of information
networks. Interestingly enough, Castells does hatesthe conviction that there
has been a reputedly significant increase in ctionpn the political or eco-
nomic life, and that politicians are more venalnthmefore. We are rather wit-
nessing, he believes, more and more negative cgngaivhere special empha-
sis is put on scandals.

The crisis of democracy is a fact: traditional podil parties are being weak-
ened by global trends, there is a growing imporasicthe politics of identity
combining cultural aspiration and financial matteitse electorate is growing
more and more skeptical of professional politicjamko are perceived as cor-
rupt and ineffectual in solving many important desbhs. Hopes of overcoming

% M. CastellsThe Information Age: Economy, Society and Culta. 1: The Rise of the Network Society,
Oxford-Malden 1996; Vol. ZThe Power of IdentityOxford-Malden 1997; Vol. 3nd of Millennium Oxford-
-Malden 1998.
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the crisis of democracy and the skepticism of eitzare sought in the use of e-
technologies. They would serve to revive local camities and encourage
greater political participation.

It is obvious for Castells that everything that gextes authority, money or
information is associated with exchange of impulsethe network. For him,
one kind of authority is to create and control gt codes, i.e., ways of our
thinking of ourselves and the world around®li8t the same time he maintains,
quite rightly — we might add, that most of us apesumers of those codes. The
mass of information or infoglut makes us stop atstage of consumption. One
can conclude from this that when acting in this wagy/remain continually de-
pendent. The problem of control also arises. Fatélla — and for many other
scholars — the only positive solution is to rebtiild civil society. The role of the
state in this respect has been immensely redudedhws due to the fact that the
state cannot control the Network. The Internet itecture is such that it can be
controlled only in one way — by exiting it. If wevé in the open network and
want to use the benefits of information exchange have to sanction it. One’s
blood may be up, death sentences can be passeddgannot stop the flow of
information? It should be remembered, though, that informaisomot identical
with knowledge, which Jacques Derrida astutely fgairout during the debate of
the UNESCO Executive Council on the issue of bogdihe knowledge soci-
ety*! According to Derrida, knowledge means acceptah@certain order and
the strengthening of identity as a result. He aldded that we live in the era of
information wars, and information can be treatedrasstrument of struggle.

The new politics is largely a derivative of intdiai of interconnections between
the social sphere and technological sphere, edigdbia Internet. On the one hand
we are dealing with the social impact of the Iné&rmesulting from its ability to
transform communication patterns, or, as M. Castadluld have it, to instill cultural
codes. On the other hand, the Internet, as any tettienology, is a result of interac-
tion by the users. The current development treitd& ais to propose a thesis that
the future will intensify mutual interactions, atie growing awareness and habits
associated with the use of the Internet will overeanany existing barriers.

PROBLEMS WITH DEMOCRACY
We thus come, as it were, to the essence of thHaqmmoof liberal democracy.

Globalization processes reveal and at the same higighten these contradic-
tions, which liberal democracy necessarily carrigth it. As | demonstrated

¥ Wywiad z Castellsem przeprowadzony przez Cliffadéa, [Interview with Castells by Cliff Barney],
Magazyn Sztuki” 2000, no. 24.

“Ibidem

41 M. Dzieduszyckalnternet a nasza przysztoszcesliwa [Internet and Our Happy Futurgbdra” 2002,
no. 11.
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elsewhere, this problem does not seem to preocaigmgbers of today’s socie-
ties*? The state of awareness is entirely different: pwea& of democracy and
liberalism in one go, treating them as somethitgraonnected and inseparable.
However, when referring to the evolution of the teancepts and the meanings
attributed to them in different eras, we can obsethvat they were initially
treated as alien to each other, impossible to coenbr attain within one social
order. This problem is reflectedter alia in the reflections of Carl Schmitt, who
maintains that the faith in parliamentarianism,giovernment by discussion,
belongs to the mental world of liberalism. But @ted not belong to democracy.
We have to separate liberalism and democracy,dardo get to know this het-
erogeneously complex product, the culmination ofciwhs modern mass de-
mocracy®® As Giovanni Sartori rightly observed, when we spefidemocracy,
we often mean liberal democracy and then we emphaseedom, whereas
when we speak simply of democracy we separaterit fiberalism and empha-
size the principle of equalif{. By becoming aware of the changes that must
have taken place in both conceptions and at the siame in the way of perceiv-
ing the ideal social order so that it would be guesto create a new quality, a
special kind ofperpetuum mobilas Ortega y Gasset would have it, we will be
able to understand present-day problems, whichre@l@aling with in relation
to democracy. The evolution of liberalism and deraog has resulted in their
connection with each other both on the axiologleakl and in the sphere of
everyday practice. On the one hand, this leadeltdive stability because too
far-reaching expectations or postulates that distbe state of balance are re-
jected: democratic rules are a rein on radicalipatgs proposed by the liberals
and the other way round. On the other hand, tHerdift nature of the two vi-
sions keeps making itself felt. We then say thatalzracy (we mean democracy
in its liberal version, of course) does not soha&nmproblems and that there are
far better methods of government.

Globalization processes, while producing new pdgs#is, also give rise to
the temptation to use them both in the liberal dechocratic spirits (not to men-
tion many others, obviously). | believe that thelgem should be examined
both at the level of the nation states and on bajlscale. Starting from the level
of the nation state, we will find that today’s dission on demaocracy is actually
going on between the proponents of the aggregatigeégate model and the
advocates of broadly conceived deliberation.

42 M. Marczewska-Rytkol iberalizm a demokracjgLiberalism and Democracy] [iniHeologia, doktryny
i ruch polityczny wspétczesnego liberalizfitie Ideology, Doctrines and Political MovemeniQifintempora-
ry Liberalism], (eds) E. Olszewski, Z. Tymoszukplia 2004, pp. 131-148.

43 C. Schmitt,Sytuacja historyczna i stan duchowy dzisiejszegapentaryzmDie geistesgeschichtli-
che Lage des heutigen Parlamentarisrfing] Konserwatyzm. Projekt teoretyczi@onservatism. A Theoreti-
cal Project](ed.) B. Markiewicz, Warsaw 1995, p. 99.

4 G. Sartori,Teoria demokracjjTheory of Democracy] transl. by P. Amsterdamg&kiGrinberg, Warsaw
1994, p. 450.
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Aggregative/aggregate democracy is associateddoghph Schumpeter’s re-
flections: he concluded that the democratic systebetter identified in terms of
institutions and procedures than in terms of iddadé democracy should serve
and sources of authority. We should therefore tefex definition of democracy
in terms of the will of the people (the source athmrity) or the good of the
society (the goal of those governing). Schumpetghesizes that the role of the
people lies in selecting the government or someratitermediate body, which
will in turn choose the executive branch at théamat level or the government;
the democratic method is an institutional solutadrarriving at political deci-
sions, in which individuals gain the decision-makjpower through competition
for votes?® The basis of the democratic system thus underssoibhe elections —
in which at least two political parties contendpwing alternative programs —
and the majority principle a decisive factor initegizing the adopted solutions
concerning the process of political decision-makifige minority should focus
on activities that will allow them to become a mijoin the future.

Deliberative/deliberation democracy would, in tucome down roughly to
the application of the rule that political decisscaxre made in the process of dis-
cussion held by free and equal citizens. Its objecis to reach a consensus
going beyond the agreement on the application etifip procedures. It is
assumed here that people’s viewpoint on the sailufaa given problem will be
modified in the process of deliberation. At the saime it is pointed out that in
the course of such deliberation people will becaware of or work out a com-
mon interest. The flourishment of this formula @ntbcracy is associated with
the studies by such thinkers as John Rawls andcediigbermas. There is no
room here to present the assumptions of their ibgoit should be emphasized,
however, that striving to reach a consensus alsmeadst often presented as a
value in itself, something that is the oppositecoffrontation and rivalry, per-
ceived as largely negative phenomena.

It should be acknowledged that the many conceptiofhsdelibera-
tive/deliberation democracy stem from the needdp she growing disillusion-
ment with democratic institutions. However, limitais of deliberation as a way
of problem solving are accentuated more and maengfist as weaknesses of
procedural democracy that were pointed out eaiiee of the essential weak-
nesses of deliberation is — as Chantal Mouffe tétmshe escape from plural-
ity.*® In other words, this author is convinced thattdsk of democracy is not to
strive to reach a consensus accepted by all @liicces but to give a civilized
form to conflicting interests. When focusing on Wiog out a consensus, we
necessarily appeal to the rationality of individaators. The outcome of consen-
sus-making deliberation may lige lack of representatiaf the excluded inter-

4 J.A. SchumpeteKapitalizm. Socjalizm. Demokracj€apitalism, Socialism, and Democracy] transl. by
M. Rusiiski, Warsaw 1995, pp. 336-337.

46 C. Mouffe,Paradoks demokrac[iThe Democratic Paradosjansl. by W. Jach, M. Kanigka, A. Orze-
chowski, Wroctaw 2005, p. 107.
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est groups, especially if their postulates aretidigeas too radical. This mayter
alia be the reason why populism and its influence aosviglg in importance,
and consequently, why the role of populist partiegrowing on the European
political scene, which started in the mid-ninetegghties®’

Taking a distanced view of deliberation, lan Shapiather suggests that
wherever possible social life should be moldeduchsa way that people them-
selves find stimuli to democratizing it by creatimgchanisms guaranteeing that
those who have any authority in social relationsusth be accountable to those
who exercise this authority. Where it is not polesitio attain this, the govern-
ment’s intervention is justified, and one of thejonachallenges which appears
here is the competent adjustment of the extentefvention to the actual threat
of dominanc®. The aforesaid author believes that the sourceésminance can
be seen both inside and outside the system.

It appears that at the time of intensification lafbglization processes the im-
portance of inside sources of dominance increases.Shapiro, democracy
means the management of power relations in suclayaas to restrict domi-
nance. From this standpoint, the voices of alléhwbo demand that actions be
aimed at limiting (if not eliminating) that which Mdk-Lipinski terms global
economic Darwinism would become part of the procdstemocracy perceived
as the elimination of dominance. Wnuk-Ligki rightly draws attention to one
of the consequences of globalization, which istiimgi the individuals acting in
the role of citizens. It should be emphasized, ribeéess, that scholars preoc-
cupied with democratic theory had already indicgieablems in dealing with
this dimension, which was reflect@uter alia in Robert Dahl’'s studies. That is
why Shapiro suggests that in the decision-makingess we should rather refer
to the principle of connected interest and enhdheeposition of those whose
basic interests are most threatened under givenratances’

Problems also arise with the consequences of tBeraanto the question
about the universal dimension of liberal democratythe answer is in the
affirmative, then it should apply to everyone reth@ss of his/her civilizational
and cultural circle. With the answer in the negatiwe should conclude that
liberal-democratic solutions are one of the formisaqust social order. Many
scholars appear to doubt in the universal charadtdre Western model and in
the domination of Western culture. What is sigmifi however, are constant
choices made as part of the political decision-mglprocess. The point would

47 Compare: M. Marczewska-Rytkdyowy populizm w perspektywie europejskiej — wyrnidaowo-
instytucjonalny[New Populism in the European Perspective — tleelthical-Institutional Dimension], [in:]
Europejska m§l polityczna wobec globalizacji. Tradycja i wyzweanivspétczesnai [European Political
Thought vis-a-vis Globalization. Tradition and @mporary Challenges], (eds) J. Sobczak, R. Ba¢ldet;
2005, pp. 327-340;Populizm na przetomie XX i XXI wieku. Panaceum mzgpka dla wspétczesnych
spoteczestw? [Populism on the Turn of the 20th/21st Centurye Hanacea or Trap for Contemporary Socie-
ties?] (ed.) M. Marczewska-Rytko, Tar@006.

48|, Shapiro,Stan teorii demokracjjThe State of Democratic Theoriansl. by I. Kisilowska, Warsaw
2006, p. 6.

“ Ibidem p. 197.
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therefore be not so much to agree with the poliacgument of any party to the
conflict as to reach a political compromise. Canfls treated here as a natural
state of society, and the models that reject adsfland divisions should be
treated as utopias. One of the more eminent adee@dtthis view — John Gray
— emphasizes the fact of minimizing the consensube liberal social system.
Mutual coexistence of citizens in such a systemma$ according to Gray,
determined by subscribing to the same values. dei®rmined, however, by
communicating and coming to an agreement on mafigreint matters. This
mechanism also covers the sphere of internati@taiions and, as Gray claims,
it is sometimes necessary and applies not onlyptcific procedures and
institutions but also to values. But this is stllmatter of practical choice and
depends on the circumstances, and on what dangevaneto avoid® Gray
appears as a pragmatist, who observes that althbisghecessary to respect and
strengthen human rights, yet one should not makg-term plans to build some
universal morality on this foundation.

Samuel P. Huntington sees this problem in a bropdespective, defined at
the same time by the theses of Tile Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking
of World Order He ascertains the fact that values characteridtalemocracy
are not universal. He also stresses the signifeariche fact that democracy
arose in the individualist culture, whereas thetFakich does not have such
culture, developed non-liberal forms of democra€gnsequently, the chosen
governments can act in a very arbitrary way. Alwpo is concentrated in the
hands of executive bodies, police violates humgintsiand individual freedoms,
torture is applied, and there is censorship andrebaf the press: Huntington
rightly observes that the adoption of the principfeappointing the authorities
through election does not make a country a Wesséate. That is why the
Western leaders should, he believes, refrain fragind to mold other
civilizations in the West's likeness. What's mattee principle of refrainment is,
in his view, a necessary requirement to maintai@mcedn the multi-polar and
multi-civilization world.

MODELS OF GLOBAL DEMOCRACY

Observe that we can speak of three approacheg fordlem of democracy
on a global scale: rejection of democracy as a egnattributed to the nation
state; adoption of the democratic model with ameg®n that we are dealing
with a deficit of democracy; and treatment of teendcratic model as fully de-

%0 Rozmowa z Johnem Grayefiycie jest bardziej zkwne ni tradycyjna etykgAn Interview with John
Gray. Life is more complicated than traditionaliesh[in:] B. Wildstein, Profile wieku[Profiles of Century]
Warsaw 2000, p. 176.

1 Rozmowa z Samuelem Huntingtonem, Jesteskazani na konflikt cywilizadjinterview with Samuel
Huntington. We are doomed to a conflict of civitinas][in:] Ibidem p. 25.
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veloped on the supranational and supra-state leVaks traditional concept of
democracy is attributed to the state and it definesprinciples of internal policy.
‘The sphere of international relations’ — write Eded Halzak and Dariusz
Poptawski — ‘was and is still perceived as a fighdwhich democracy cannot be
applied because of the nature of the internatiepsiem. For it is characterized
by the lack of a superior authority (world govermt)eand by decentralization
or even anarchy because of the dominance of thenahinterest of the states as
the chief principle in relations with other stat&stWe could at best speak here
of democratism understood as a characteristic afarelations in the interna-
tional sphere. Taking the historical context inbmsideration, such an interpre-
tation of democracy is reserved for the static @gtion of the international
sphere, and only in reference to the past. Nevedhét should be noted that the
transition from the democracy of the Athenipolis to democracy as part of
nation states was a special kind of revolution eamparison with the existing
solutions. It appears that globalization processkdorce a revision of the current
views on democracy. For example, Hak says: ‘as long as sovereignty is abso-
lutized without the possibility of restriction, seéstriction or transfer to other
supranational bodies, it is impossible to buildyatsm (order) in international
relations following the intra-state modat.’

Despite the limitations discussed above, more es letopian models of
democracy on a global scale are still construdtégdrature on the subject shows
three such models: liberal internationalism, cosofitgn democracy and the
model of radical communitarianisth.Each of these models is an attempt to
construct the idea of democracy in a clash witlbglehallenges.

Proponents of the liberal-internationalist modehpout the political dimen-
sion of globalization process&sThey stress the growing process of narrowing
the distance, deepening interrelations, and inargasonnections between indi-
vidual elements of the global world. This lead$hte situation in which we func-
tion under the conditions of the global village, emd we actually are all
neighbors. They support the global way of govereancwhich states, interna-
tional and non-governmental organizations, andasanovements participate.
The form of government they regard as desirabkepturalist system organized
in the form of polyarchy’ They opt therefore for the system of reforms adjus
ing the current system of liberal democracy to glamnditions.

*AVe of course mean the dominant form of democrattye-iberal-democratic system.

%5 E. Halizak, D. PoptawskiWsep [Introduction] [in:] Demokracja w stosunkach ¢dizynarodowych
[Democracy in International Relations] (eds) E. ik, D. Poptawskiyarsaw 1997, p. 5.

54 E. Halizak, Demokratyczné systemu nailzynarodowegofDemocraticity of the International System]
[in:] Ibidem,p. 8.

% See: A. McGrewDemocracy Beyond Border§in:] The Transformation of Democracy? Globalization
and Territorial Democracy(ed.) A. MacGrew, Cambridge 1997, pp. 232-241.

%6 |bidem,pp. 242-245.

5" Reference to R. A. Dahl’s conception.
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The model of cosmopolitan democracy was presentddblvid Held>® In his
view, in the globalization era, we should focustoa transformation of the na-
ture and expectations associated with democraticnanity. Political power
can no longer be identified with national governiseonly; it is divided be-
tween diverse agencies at the national, regiomal, iaternational levels. The
idea of common political fate can no longer be @thwithin the boundaries of
an individual nation state, which stems from thet fhat some of the most cru-
cial forces and processes affecting the essenoerdives are now beyond the
range of a single state. It is difficult to spedknational sovereignty when we
are dealing with the influence of the regional meinational authority. We are
facing a series of new-type problems connected sutth relations as: internal
and foreign relations, problems of internal polanyd external issues; state sov-
ereignty and international determinants. Held’spps®ed model of cosmopolitan
democracy is a challenge to the dominant modeibefdl democracy. He sup-
ports intervention in the economic sphere, the raents to which he refers be-
ing more of a democratic than egalitarian natuegdRdless of the merits of the
model of liberal democracy or any other, the mutwatonditional relation be-
tween the political community and the sovereignamastate will not survive
any longer. With regard to the model of cosmopolii@mocracy we can speak
of reconstructing the global system of governmemtards global democratic
governance, in which the decision-making power eomiag the most crucial
matters would be exercised by all democratic acidre desirable form of govern-
ment would be heterarchy.

Supporters of reforming and reconstructing the rhoddiberal democracy
are opposed by all those who believe in the revofadlirect democracy. The
model of radical communitarianism assumes that g@aree should be exer-
cised by citizens organized as self-governing conitias, the proposed form of
government being demarcfyWhile the first two models proposed the reform
or reconstruction of the liberal democratic systém, system of radical commu-
nitarianism is in favor of building alternative wttures of global democracy. As
B. Barber maintains, at the beginning this will m&t a ‘world federation’ or
‘world government’ but a more modest undertakingnsisting in laying the
foundations of cooperation of citizens on a globedle — the CivWorld, the
world of citizens, civil and civilized, and thereéoconducive to the creation of
supranational forms of citizensHiplt is certain that globalization processes,

%8 D. Held, Globalization and Cosmopolitan Democrageace Review” 1997, vol. 9, no. 3, pp. 309-314-Eld,
Democracy and the Global Order: From the ModereStaCosmopolitan Governan@ambridge 1995; D. HelRegulat-
ing Globalization? The Reinvention of Politigsternational Sociology” 2000, vol. 15, no. 2, §34-408. Seed also other
studies on the cosmopolitan model: A. Linkla@itizenship and Sovereignty in the Post-Westph&iate,,European
Joumal of International Relations” 1996, vol. @, 1y pp. 77-103; M. SandBlemocracy’s Disconterambridge 1996.

%9 For more, see: J. Burnheits, Democracy PossibleZambridge 1985; J. Burnheibemocracy, Na-
tion-states, and the World Syst@im] New Forms of Democracyeds) D. Held, C. Pollitt,L.ondon 1986;
J. BurnheimPower-Trading and the EnvironmegEnvironmental Politics” 1995, vol. 4, no. 4, pf2-4%65.

€ B.R. Barber,mperium strachu. Wojna, terroryzm i demokrafff@ar's Empire: War, Terrorism, and
Democracylransl. by H. Jankowska, Warsaw 2005, pp. 232-233.
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or to be precise, electronic revolution, providemvnarguments to the propo-
nents of direct democraéy.The rapid development of telecommunications un-
dermined the prevalent view, according to whichriadern societies only the
form of indirect democracy is possible, alterndtivenriched with solutions
characteristic of direct democratyThe new technologies cross the barriers that
prevent society from directly participating in tldecision-making proces$s.
Thanks to the application of them, it is possildeskceed the current limits of
information transfer, to exchange information redess of time and space, to
increase control, which modern hardware users loaee the information re-
ceived, and to decentralize control of the mearteletommunications.

The normative models presented above are obvidlbslpbject of discussion
in various circles. For some, they are an exampleew utopias after the col-
lapse of the Grand Design, for others they are @ifestation of the logical vic-
torious progression from democracy initiated ag pathe Greekpolis through
the formula of democracy functioning within theipatstate up to its extension
over the global community. It appears, howevert thhile seeing them as a
remedy for problems connected with the intensiitcatof globalization proc-
esses, and consequently, the weakening of demoprraticiples and institutions
in the present form, we should also take into astdheir limitations and the
social costs that they generate.

*k*k

In one of his studies Benjamin Barber writes that¢ is a tendency to regard
the merits of democracy as romantic, idealist @newtopian. They may indeed
be so. However, in the present era of interrelatimhere criminals and terrorists
know that power does not reside in sovereign staé¢sn gaps between them,
democracy has become the wisdom of the reéfidtbelieve that it is not de-
mocracy but imagination that is the wisdom of thalists. It is necessary for all
actors who, owing to globalization processes, lgaired access to instruments,
thanks to which they can influence others, inclgdihose thousands of miles
away. Globalization as such is a fact, and the dppiies available thanks to it
have not been known before. We need imaginatigedict not only desirable
profits but also unwanted costs. Democracy on bajlscale — regardless of the

1 Cf. M. Marczewska-RytkoProcesy globalizacyjne a demokracja bezpdnia [in:] Oblicza proceséw
globalizacji (ed.) M. Pietrg Lublin 2002, pp. 177-195 also (in EngligBlobalisation processes and direct
democracyfin:] The Faces of Globalizatiofed.) M. Pietr§ Lublin 2002, pp. 173-190); A. VandenbeByberciti-
zenship and Digital Democradin:] Citizenship and Democracy in a Global Er@d.) A. Vandenberg, London
2000, pp. 289-306.

2 M. Marczewska-RytkoDemokracja elektroniczna jako préba urzeczywistisiddei greckiej agory
[E-democracy as an Attempt to Realize the Idearefes Agora](in:] Spoteczéstwo informacyjne: wizja czy
rzeczywist€¢? [The Information Society: A Vision or Realityded.) L.H. Haber, vol. Il, Krakow 2004, pp.
137-146.

% A body of arguments was presented by 1. BudghérstudyThe New Challenge of Direct Democracy,
Cambridge 1996, pp. 60-61.

% B.R. Barberpp. cit, p. 249.
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form it might take — is treated as a cure-all fothbthe current problems and
those produced by globalization. Interestingly egigwoth for the advocates of
the ideology of globalism and opponents of glolaian, democracy is a kind of
the New Grand Design (obviously, differently asedsky both sides). | do not
claim that solutions of this type have no justifioa or that they should be re-
jected outright. 1 only think that the previous twg@wn projects aimed at making
everyone happy did not yield the expected resufitevihe nation state, despite
its enfeebled condition, is doing quite well. Ronm@nzniar indicates another
dimension of the problem, stating that ‘the lackaafonsistent policy pursued by
democratic and non-democratic countries for the adbeaticity of the interna-
tional order stems from the fact that nobody atyualows what it would mean
in practice on a global scale. There is no agreémeout and clarity of the vi-
sion of the ends and definition of the means legdmthem; to democratize
international relations is not the same as to bdéthocracy in the stat& Per-
haps the tunnel way of thinking indicated at thgitweing of our discussion
could be minimized by the process, which Jerzy thikivicz calls intercultural
educatiorf® In place of monoculturalism, the presented staimipotroduces the
dialogue of cultures denoting protection on the loaed against globalization and
homogenization, and on the other — against locategricity. This, however,
requires knowledge about other cultural-civilizaibcircles and the value systems
they propagate, and responsible teachers, spitéaders, and political activists.
Globalization needs to be demystified — both imdojood and producing evil.
Friedman’s balancing of the lexus, which symbolimesdernity, modernization,
success, progress, and universalization againsolive tree, which symbolizes
tradition, deep-rootedness, identity, affiliatiohe world that seems to be disap-
pearing under the pressure of the new, may be ipertas a challenge to all
those having an ambition to democratize the int@ynal order or create global
democracy.

Ttum. Jerzy Adamko
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