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. FEUDAL COMMUNITIES: Rule in the
~ Middle Ages was based on interde-
' pendency and inheritance.

' THE MODERN TERRITORIAL STATE

THE FIRST STATE STRUCTURES were
developed in Egypt and China.

AN EARLY FORM OF DEMOCRACY de-
veloped in the ancient Greek states.

developed in the absolutism of the
17th century.

'SOCIETIES, FORMS OF STATE, AND
' GOVERNMENT

~ From family groupings to the bureaucratic centralized state of the modern age, the social systems
~ of humankind developed from simple communities to increasingly complex structures. The great
revolutions of the 18th century broke with the privileges of the aristocratic upper class and intro-
. duced a process of comprehensive democratization in state and society.

£3 At the beginning of the 21st century, larde areas of the world professed themselves to be democracies.

FROM FAMILY GROUPINGS TO THE FIRST KINGDOMS
The family made up the first form of organization in human communal life. These grew into

clans and tribes and from these communities of restricted size, the first state-like structures of
history developed within the first empires.

The foundation of the earliest
social systems was the family. A
shared identity grew from common
ancestry. Family members helped
each other with tasks such as pro-
viding food and defense. In Stone
Age cultures, the family members
of many generations joined to-
gether in villages to form larger
communities. At the same time,
family relationships regulated so-
cial cooperation. The particular
rank that an individual had within
the kinship structure determined
their role in the community.

Larger tribal communities often
developed from small family group-
ings having a mutual bond through

Persia was one of the first empires.
Darius the Great (522-486 B.C.)
was one of its rulers.

a common language, lineage, or
shared myth of origin. They made
no claims to a defined territory and

In the kingdoms of the ancient Orient, such as Egypt, attempts were made for
the first time to centrally control and streamline agriculture.

hardly possessed any organiza-
tional structures beyond personally
regulated ones.

Early Kingdoms
A form of centralized state power
began to develop around 3000 B.C.
in the advanced cultures of Egypt,
Mesopotamia, China, and India.

With the founding of these first
kingdoms the binding principles of
kinship were replaced with organi-
zation in support of a religion; thus
these states emerged with a god-
like ruler placed at the head. He
ensured his power by building up
an administration loyal to him.
Officials levied taxes, planned build-
ing projects, and set regulations or
prepared for wars.

The building up of this complex
administration was made possible
primarily through the development
of writing. This advancement al-
lowed information to be recorded
and passed on. Enforceable laws
could be documented and con-
tracts would be bound.

The early empires, however, had
too few officials to administer the
whole of the conguered territories.
The Romans were the first who
were able to substantially organize
theirdomain. They sent magis-
trates directly to the provinces to
rule. Regardless of their maneu-

The Divine Ruler

Within the ancient monarchies, it
was common that kings, along
with their political importance,
were also accorded great religious
significance. They were regarded
as the personification of a god. or
his son, or at least appointed by
god. Thus, in their position @f
power, the re more or less com-
ceived as sacrosanct. The Egyp
tian pharaohs such as those in i
Early Dynastic and Old Kingdo
{(up to ca 2400 B.C.) were consit
ered to be divine. According @
Egyptian thought, the office
king was an institution that
gods had created for humanki
Each individuzal holder of the
fice was a direct descendent
the god Horus. This deified
tion allotted the population only@
passive and subservient role.

above: Pharaoh Tutankhamun's
gold mask (18th Dynasty)

vers, the colossal Roman Empise
around the Mediterranean br
apart due to its size and cultur
diversity. The Reman Empire
tegrated around 500 A.D. in
great migrations of people. In
states in the Middle Ages a
the Roman legacy.



(OM FEUDAL STATE TO TERRITORIAL STATE

In the Middle Ages, rule was exercised by the holding and allocation of land. The modern territo-
nial state, centrally led by kings or princes, developed in the 17th century.

The Christian society of medieval

- Europe was hierarchically divided

into classes. The clergy and the ar-

- istocracy, headed by the king, com-

posed the upper classes. Beneath
them came the majority of the pop-
ulation: merchants, craftsmen,
Deasants, and serfs. Society was
for the most part fixed in its struc-
ture. Each person stayed within the
class into which he or she was born
and was integrated into the respec-
tive social community.

Rule in the Mides® i ges

The sovereignty of the kings in the
Middle Ages did not rest on a cen-
tral administration within a defined
territory, but rather on a network of
relationships of personal loyalty. In
an agrarian society, the amount of
power a king possessed was deter-
mined by how much land he was
able to grant to his fiefs. He turned
land over to his noble minions or
chief tenants, who were vassals of
the crown, for their personal use. In
return they were required to loyally

serve and follow him in times of war,

The vassals of the crown,
for their part, loaned the
lands to subvassals, or
vavasours. This complex
structure of '

The structure of society was deter-
mined by the reflationship between
the feudal lord and his vassal.

sovereignty, known as the feudal
state, thus developed within itself
a number of superiors and subardi-
nates. In addition to the royal fiefs,
the vassals of the crown as a rule
also owned their own land. For this
reason, the king was always depen-
dent on their good will and was
anxious to gain new lands.

Paths to the Modern State
The rigid, medieval social order
began to break apart in the 15th
century. The increasing impact of
finance and trade weakened the
aristocracy while it strengthened
the middle class. In the 17th cen-
; | tury, the modern terri-
torial state with its
defined borders and
centralized powers
replaced the feudal
structure.

France's development is character-
istic of this. With the help of a
standing army and a bureaucracy
loyal to him, King Louis XIV was
able to win over the aristocracy
and concentrate power in his court,
thus establishing a monopoly that
granted him the sole right to wield
authority.

The king had a vast amount
of power—he led the affairs of
state, and was lawgiver and su-
preme judge. He expanded the
infrastructure, introduced state
economic policies, and integrated

INSIDER KNOWLEDGE

A STRICT DRESS CODE clearly sepa-
rated the classes from one another
during the Middle Ages.

TOWN-DWELLING CRAFTSMEN were
organized in guilds.

CITY AIR IS LIBERATING: Serfs who

had lived in a town for a year without

being called back by their lords were
granted freedom in the Middie Ages.
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the Church into the state system.
The process of nationalization did
not lead to centralized nation-
states everywhere, The princes in
the German Empire remained inde-
pendent and established numerous
regional points of power. It was not
until the 19th century that a central
state was forcibly established.

THOMAS HOBBES, born 1588 in Westport, died
1679 in Hardwick Hall.

WAR OF ALL AGAINST ALL: His theory of state is
founded on a pessimistic view of humanity.

ABSOLUTE STATE AUTHORITY: The state must guar-
antee peace and security to the individual.

Hobbes was the first to theorize that the state
derives its power from the individual.

The “Levrathan” by Thomas Hobbes

THE ENGLISH PH]LDSOPHER Thomas Hobbes is considered the first political
theorist of modern times and the “father of absolutism.” He did not consider
political authority to be God-given or natural. Instead, it could only be justified
through its benefit to the individual. He considered the state as a contract be-
tween the ruler and the ruled, both seeking to secure the common interests
of the citizens. Hobbes, who lived through the brutal civil war in England, saw
the task of the state as primarily existing to provide for peace and security.
Against this backdrop, he developed a theory of the all-powerful state in 1651
in his work “Leviathan.”

HOBBES assumed a negative image
of man. He posited that humankind
is by nature driven by ruthless self-
preservation and is constantly striv-
ing to extend their individual power.
This course leads to conflict and so, in
order to avoid the “war of all against
all,” people relinquish part of their au-
thority to a sovereign, who is respon-
sible to no one. This monarch alone
sets the rules, wnich all his people
must obey to resolve conflicts.

Title plate of Hobbes “Leviathan™:
The state is the super ordinate, all-

There was a great rivalry in the Middle Ages between secular and ecclesiastical
authority, The emperor and the pope quarreled over who held supreme power.

powerful authority that unites alf
people in it.

SOCIETY, POLITICS. AND LAW
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THE BIRTH OF THE MODERN AGE THROUGH REVOLUTION

The revolutions of 1776-1789 launched the breakthrough of democracy in Europe during the

19th century. The working class emerged out of industrialization,

' Fall of a symbol: The “storming of

. the Bastille” on July 14th, 1789,

' marked the beginning of revolution
| in France.

In the 17th century, the middle
class gained social influence
through education and money. It
became the motor of the European
Enlightenment in the 18th century,
which in part questioned traditional
political authority. In countless pub-
lications, the privileges of the aris-
tocracy were attacked, a political
voice demanded, and inalienable
rights (p.222)
formulated
that were

the state’s
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responsibility
to protect.
These ideas
formed the intel-
lectual breed-
ing-ground
for the revo-
lutions that
radically
altered the
forms of soci-
ety in Europe
' and America in
the following
decades.
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Revolutions in the U.S. and
France

The American Revolution began
with the Declaration of Indepen-
dence in 1776. In it, the British
colonies officially disassociated
themselves from the motherland in
the name of freedom and equality.
The governors of the British king
were removed from office, and, in
1789, the Constitution of the
United States of America was rati-
fied, providing for a presidential
republic (p.225), a separation of
powers, and basic rights (p.222). It
also prescribed a binding commit-
ment to law and justice. It remains
in force today, making it almost the
oldest democratic constitution in
the world. Taking a revolutionary
step in 1789, the representatives
of the Third Estate middle class in
France declared a National Assem-
bly and passed a series of ground-
breaking decisions. Among others,
they abolished the aristocracy while
proclaiming human and civil rights
(p.222). The constitution of 1791
founded a constitutional monarchy
that was a model for other Euro-
pean states.

Victory of the Middle Class

For a short time the excesses of the
French Revolution dragged the civil
ideals of liberty through the mud,
but in the meantime the traditional
noble elite’s dominating position
had irrevocably run out. Almost
everywhere in Europe in the 19th
century, civil movements forced the
authorities to accept constitutions
and to more or less limit royal influ-
ence on political decisions. In this
way, the middle class, to a great
extent, ensured itself of having a
voice in the political process. It be-
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Social Upheavals

The industrialization of economic
production brought forth a new
class of laborers who initially were
without rights. Labor unions and
socialist parties (p. 230) soon de-
manded equal rights as well as a
political voice. They were also in-
strumental in forming the founda-
tions that made the establishment
of modern democracies (p. 215) in
Europe possible at the beginning
of the 20th century.

The establishment of a commu-
nist dictatorship in 1917 in Russia
(p. 218) allowed nationalist and
fascist forces 1o gain strength. As a

“TERROR, WITHOUT WHICH VIRTUE IS IMPOTENT.”
Robespierre deliberately erected a reign of terror
in 1793 and 1794 in France.

A result of democratic revolutions: }
politicians must now be convincing. ‘

response, many democracies,
especially in Europe, turned into
totalitarian regimes (p. 216). Com-
munism came out of the World
Wars more powerful, while in west-
ern Europe new democracies werg
founded. After the collapse of the
Soviet Union, a great portion of the:
newly autonomous regions pledgez
themselves to the ideals of a liberal
democracy (pp.222-223).

“RULE OF REASON”: Robespierre was inspired by
the teachings of the philosopher of the Enlighten-
ment, Rousseau.

1A
SOCIAL REVOLUTIONS in the name of the people are always in danger of turn- '-
ing into murderous tyranny through the messianic missions and extremes of 1
individual revolutionaries. Maximilien de Robespierre, who was an integral
part of the radicalization of the French Revolution after 1791, isthe exemplary
embodiment of this historical experience. The talented speaker and fanatical
supporter of the Republic held a position in France of almost unlimited power

after 1793,

HIS GOAL WAS to put into practice the teachings of Jean-Jacques Rousseau,
according to which a true democratic society must recognize a “general will™
(“volonté generale”) aver the will of the individual. Robespierre believed he knew

WL AR THTHEImE and Roussran, Priosanoy Ghacker, pn.330-331

Maximilien de Robespierre (1758-1794) was l |
known as the “the Incorruptibie.” |

Virtue and Terre?™

this “general will,” thus, he
attempted by force and de-
terrence to establish a “rule
of virtue.” He sent thousands
of supposed opponents of
the “Revolution” to the gui-
lotine before he himself was.
executed in 1794.

Robespierre considered
King Louis XVl a “criminal
humanity.” He was e

by the Frencn peal
January 21, 1793




the 20th century.

The first communities in which the
people themselves determined
tneir own political rule was in an-

able city-states of the fifth and
fourth centuries, the citizens regu-

In ancient Athens, the people’s as-
sembly met in the Acropolis (“high

city”). Today, it is the most famous

landmark of the Greek capital.

‘arly met together in the market-
place to discuss and decide on
&ll public affairs and to sit in
_udgment. They also gave this

-~ fiorm of government their name:

cient Greece. In the small, manage-

DEMOCRACY—NATURE AND HISTORY

The Greek city-states of antiquity founded the democratic system of government. Modern
democracies with representative bodies and universal suffrage were first established during

The Principle of the Sovereignty
of the People

Various forms of democracy
(p.224) developed in the course of
history, and in modern complex
societies a direct democracy is
hardly possible. Despite that, the
Greek legacy, the principle of sover-
eignty of the people, remains the
decisive criterion for every demo-
cratic system of state. All political
power must derive from the will of
the people, which as a rule is deter-
mined indirectly through members
of the representative bodies of the
people. This is primarily achieved
through the majority election

(p. 223) of members to representa-
tive bodies by the people. Further
important features of a democratic
system today are the control of the
exercise of state power, the guaran-
tee of fundamental and minority
rights, and the right to equal politi-
cal participation for all citizens
(p.222). The last criterion in partic-

came the model for the revolutions
in America and France (p. 214).

Yet the majority of the population
still remained excluded from the
political process.

Suffrage for All

The right to vote in most of the
other constitutional monarchies of
the 19th century, which for the

Democracy in the age of media: In the presidential election of 2000, the can-
didates George W. Bush and Al Gore courted the voters through television.
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THE DEMOCRACY OF THE IROQUOIS
(@ union of North American natives)
was influential in the shaping of the
Constitution of the U.S.

POLAND ratified Europe's first demo-
cratic constitution on May 3, 1791.

ARISTOTLE, the Greek philosopher,
belittled democracy as the “vacillat-
ing rule of the many.”

then in the German Empire in 1871,
and finally in England in 1918—
although in part only for the male
population. The introduction of uni-
versal female suffrage took even
longer.Whereas women in France

SOCIETY. POIITICS AND 1 AW/

wemocracy, the “rule of the people.”  ular was not implemented in many

states until the 20th century.

Origin of Pariiamentary Systems
The start of modern democracy
reaches back to the 13th century
when the nobility in England forced
the king to accept the instituting of
a Parliament. This later was divided
into the aristocratic upper house
and a lower house where elected
commoners met.

The Parliament slowly evolved
from & council to an independent
arbitrator. In 1688, the king was
generally deprived of power, and
the Parliament became the actual
sovereign of politics with the right
to legislate laws. Over time, the
upper house increasingly lost signif-
icance and the elected lower house

8 of the parfiamen-

ruler (here Eliza-

i) was no longer

itary decisions, but

dependent on )
of Parliament. assumed more and more authority.

English parliamentarianism be-

Athen_ian Democr_acy

THERE WAS NO PARLIAMENT and no parties in the Athenian democracy of the
fifth century. All free citizens of Athens—not including women and slaves—exer-
cised direct legislative, governmental, and judicial power, as well as control in
the assemblies. Public offices were allocated only for a limited time either by
vote or by drawing lots.

Areopagus s ‘ Gavernment |
Homicide | Committee of Council of 500:
court | | 50counciimen | Set the agenda for
The Assem- the assemblies.
Dlpeeriarol b oo b s ia e
powerin iy | 10 | Council | 6,000  Pphyle (trine orclan)
which all de- - Archons  Strategists | SfEbugl | e om0 represen-
cisions were . (Lper || (50per (600 per :
| 1 . tatives by lottery.
made accord- el | Phwie) [ Rhwiel |
{ng - Ihe_ ma Through an election Through a lot P.rytames (delega-
Jority; voting . —— et fiONS from the ten
took place by Open Town Meeting tribes): prepared
raising All Athenians over 20 years old the assemblies.
hands. o ————— -

Constitution of Cleisthenes 507 B.C.

maost part had weak parliaments,
remained bound, as it had heen for
varying lengths of time, to property
and class. Universal suffrage was in-
troduced first in France in 1852,

had to wait until 1944 before they
were allowed to have a say in the
composition of the parliament,
women in Liechtenstein were denied
the right to vote until 1984.




SOCIETY, POLITICS, AND LAW

| cist state organization with murder-
. ous racial hatred.

. A DICTATORSHIP is the concentration
| of power in the hands of a few.

TOTALITARIAN DICTATORSHIPS
| attempt to politicize even people’s
| private lives.
LENIN’S CADRE PARTY had a decisive
influence on the communist world.

NATIONAL SOCIALISM combined fas-

DICTATORIAL FORMS OF GOVERNMENT

ocracy | Leninism

| Stalinism |

'DICTATORIAL FORMS OF GOVERNN

A dictatorship is the rule of an individual or small group. Throughout history, nume
 forms of dictatorial power has heen exercised. Since antiquity, power-mad tyra
_ do-gooders, and nationalist military cliques have existed. A characteristic of the
the attempt of many dictatorships not only to secure their own authority, but to do
of some large-scale social utopia that sought to fundamentally revolutionize soc
~ Millions of people fell victim to these ambitions.

] &) The term dictator comes from the Latin dictare, to “order” or “dictate.”

DICTATORSHIP—NATURE AND VARIANTS

Forms of government are termed dictatorships when all power is in the hands of an individual.

Some dictatorships violate the personal liberties of citizens more than others.

Dictatorship and democracy are
forms of government that funda-
mentally exclude each other. While
the democratic exercise of power is

Charismatic Rule

Totalitarian dictators often attempt
to establish a quasi-religious rela-
tionship between themselves and
the people. They achieve what is of-
ten referred to as a “cult of person-
ality.” The ruler is presented as a
demi-god at enormous mass dem-
onstrations or in persuasive films to
awaken a yearning for salvation in
the people. This is intended to
breed a mass of devout followers,
who faithfully and devotedly obey
the will of the dictator. In his
speeches, Adolf Hitler often spoke
of the destiny that sent him to the
German people as their “savior.”

above: Enthusiastic followers of
Hitler in Berlin in 1935

tied to the will of the people and
subject to a systematic control
(p.222), complete power in a dicta-
torship is concentrated in one per-
son or group. Many democratic
states, however, allow for the possi-
bility of a temporary assumption of
power that is sometimes similar to
a dictatorial form of government.
This form of governing is typically
implemented to overcome states of
emergency. In Germany, for exam-
ple, basic democratic rights (p. 222)
can be limited in a crisis. In France,
the declaration of a state of emer-

Characteristics of a
Dictatorship

Despite their varied historical
manifestations, all dictator-
ships display typical common-
alities. To speak of a dictator in
the actual sense, a permanent and
unlimited claim to power must be
made. A suspension of the division
of powers (p. 222) is also central.
The courts and the parliament—if
there is one—are filled with loyal fol-
lowers. Basic democratic rights and
participation in the political process
are curtailed or abolished (pp.222,
227) and all opposition
is more or less violently
suppressed. Many dicta-
tors, particularly in the
20th century, came to
power through demo-
cratic processes. They
legitimized their rule
through staged elec-
tions, giving it a pseudo-
democratic appearance.

' Dionysus I ruled from 406-367 B.C. over the
- Sicilian city-state of Syracuse; he is considered
one of the cruelest tyrants of antiquity.

gency can suspend all basic rights
for a period of 12 days while in
Great Britain, the War Measures
Act grants additional authorities to
the government during war. The im-

plimentation of these laws is a very

RSN

Totalitarian

Dictatorships

Political forms of govern-
ment that seek to establish a new,
comprehensive system of values in
society, as well as to extend their
authority to the personal spheres of
the general public, are termed “to-

talitarian” dictatorships. Massive
UANRTNNR S AN Tafateisic,

lgoism | Military dictatorship | Fascism | Ne

General Alfred Stroes
. of German descent,
ruled over Paraguay’
the military from 18

aiming to intellectual
the populace from i
order to integrate
state or state-affiliatzdl
tions. Arbitrary terror
mies“ﬁe state” is
free will and to turn the i
into a submissive, ma
mass. The communist
fascist (p. 220) dictat
20th century can be
typical.

Jean-Bedel Bokassa set up a ciigi
torship in 1966 in the Central
African Republic. In 1977 he hiadl
himself crowned emperor.
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ODERN DICTATORSHIP-THEOCRACY, NATIONALIST REGIME

fimsern dictatorships most often try to substantiate and ensure their authority through an exaggerated display of national patrio-

Im. Religious regimes, like that in Iran, cite the will of God in their governmental decisions.

itiern dictatorships as a rule rely
deology to justify autocratic
& %0 the populace. Here, the

i important point of reference
nation, with the exception
communist systems that
itially internationally ori-

(p-218). Common culture,
ion, origin, or tradition is
ndistically inflated so as
iliferentiate the nation from
s This primarily serves to in-
the individual’s identifica-
{lmwith the governmaﬂf

y of the military dictatorships
220) of Latin America, as well as
of the clan-led governments
ica like the Hutu, had and

continue to have such nationalistic
traits. However, many communist
dictatorships deliberately employ
such nationalistic elements. This
was how the Soviet dictator Stalin
(p.218) sought to build up commu-
nism in his own country, Russia.
From 1974 on, the Romanian
dictator Nicolae Ceaugescu refer-
enced to himself as the “leader of
all Romanians” and included him-
self in the ranks of the great na-
tional heroes. At present, the last
remaining Stalinist (p. 218) system,
in North Korea, increasingly ap-
peals to nationalistic sentiments.
Frequently extreme nationalism
leads to the persecution of ethnic

NATIONALIST REGIMES aim for one ethnic or reli-
gious “purity” of their state population.
HISTORICALVICTIMS OF DISPLACEMENT: Jews and
Muslims were driven from Spain with the Recon-
quista, Native Americans onto reservations.
20TH CENTURY VICTIMS OF GENOCIDE: Jews in Eu-
rope-Russia; Armenians in Turkey; Kurds in lrag

Murdered Tutsi members after the massacre
“L5 by the Hutu ruling powers in Rwanda in 1994.

“Ethnic CléanSing”

ALIST REGIMES put their own ethnic group above all others and strive
| ethnically or religiously homogenous population within their borders. If
ary. this is achieved through force. Especially during the 20th century,
= were regular systematic expulsions or genocides of undesirable groups
e population, providing more advantageous housing or living conditions
12 dominant ethnic group. A historical example is the mass murder of Ar-
ns in Turkey during 1915. At the beginning of the 21st century, this was
2 continuing mass expulsions in the West Sudanese region of Darfur.

ROPE in 1991, the divided multi-ethnic nation of Yugoslavia ignited years-
wars between the former member republics over the individual national
idaries. These were accompanied by brutal crimes against minorities per-
petrated by all sides. The
Serbian president Slobodan
MiloSevit is regarded as one
of those mainly responsible
for the escalation. In 1999,
he was brought under
charges before a UN court.

Around 1.5 million Christian
Armenians died in 1915 and
1916 during deportation by
the Young Turks.

L s

Ayatollah Khomeini, still revered today, was the spiritual leader of the Islamic
revolution in Iran in 1979 and until 1989 its Supreme Leader.

or religious minorities and also
serves as a basis for aggressive
foreign policy.

and holds the highest authority.
He is supreme commander of
the armed forces, appoints the
supreme judiciary, and he alone
controls the direction of state
Government in lran policies. In issues of dispute, it
A special form of ideological dicta- is always the clergy that makes
torship is theocracy, which presents the final decision.

a divine law as its justification.

At its head is a “divine” or “divinely
chosen” ruler or priesthood. State
and religious systems become one.
Early state systems like those of
Egypt, China, and India (p. 212)
were often theocracies. In the
Western cultural area, this only
exists today in the Catholic nation
Vatican City.

Since the “Islamic Revolution” of
1979, the most powerful theocracy
in existence is Iran. Although the
“Islamic Republic” has a
democratically elected
parliament and head of
state, its power is greatly
reduced. A 12-man
“Council of Guardians”
must approve all laws
and regulations by
checking their compati-
bility with the principles
of Islam. A religious
leader, the Supreme
Leader, is chosen by
the Assembly of Experts

In the Name of God: Dual

Nicolae Ceaucescu ruled Romania
from 1974 to 1989 with the help of
the “Securitate,” the all-powerful

| secret police.

-

North Korea'’s Stalinist ruler, Kim Jong-il, com-
pletely isolated his country from the world.
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LENINISM AND STAL

Lenin established a regime in Russia in the name of socialism (p.230). His concept of a “dictator-

INISM

ship of the proletariat” greatly influenced later communist states. Stalin, his successor, built the
party dictatorship into a murderous autocracy.

Lenin founded the Union of Social-
ist Soviet Republics, the USSR, in
1922,

In the 19th century, the German
philosopher Karl Marx regarded the
transition from capitalism to a dic-
tatorship of the proletariat as a
necessary historical process in
which the power of the state would
be automatically transferred to the
proletariat (p. 230). On the other
hand, at the turn of the 20th cen-
tury, the Russian socialist Viadimir

ulation to become socialists. Be-
cause Russia was underdeveloped,
the capitalist stage, referred to as
“historically necessary” by Marx,
would be skipped and the revolu-
tion brought about as soon as pos-
sible. The Revolution of 1918
against the czarist empire was

the beginning of the worldwide
communist revolution.

Dictatorship of the Cadre Party
When Lenin's followers, the
Bolsheviks, came to power in
Russia through a coup in 1918,
they began to systematically im-
pose their authority on the state
and society. The freely elected
parliament was disbanded, non-
socialist press and parties were
banned while the influence of the
church was restricted. The courts
were required to administer social-
ist jurisprudence, which judged the

j B k]

The Stalin cult was also strong in the satellite states of the Soviet Union, with

assemblies such as the one seen here in

Lenin developed the doctrine that

only a “new kind of party” would be
able to lead the propertyless work-
ing class, the proletariat, to victory

1948 in former Czechoslovakia.

behavior of an individual only
according to his function in the so-
cialist society and did not recognize
universal human rights (p. 222).

created in commerce and industry
to centrally plan and control all the
production in the state. After 1923,
when opposition to the state econ-
omy mounted, particularly among
the farmers, Lenin allowed them to

Glorification of Stalin: Art was used
as state propaganda.

sell their crops on the open market
instead of giving them to the state.
The power of the party over the
country was, as yet, not unlimited.

Stalin’s Terror Regime

After 1928, under Lenin’s succes-
sor, Josef Stalin, the country once
and for all developed into a totali-
tarian dictatorship (p.216). Farming
was ruthlessly and forcibly collectiv-
ized—that is, made part of a state
collective—while extreme industrial-
ization was pushed forward. Actual
and presumed political opponents
were eliminated when the party,
army, and administration regularly
“purged.” By 1938, Stalin had
murdered almost all of the old party
and state elite while replacing them
with loyal functionaries, who put an
unprecedented personality cult into
motion. The Leninist dictatorship of
the Communist Party changed into
the dictatorship of one man that

Comintern

On Lenin’s initiative, all comm
nist parties joined together i
1919 in the “Communist It
tional” (Comintern) to achieus
worldwide “dictatorship of the:
letariat.” The member paiiEs
were required to be subordi
the leadership. National
increasingly lost their i
dence due to the great infl
the Soviet party had from the
beginning. Under Stalin, “Cim
tern” became purely a forsigmnj
icy instrument of power fimr
Soviet dictator, He also a
dissolved the organization
1943.

above: Second Congress of i
Communist Iinternational, 1
Petrograd; Lenin at center

The GDR regime under Sowigt
ership was also Stalinist until i
overthrow in 1989.

INSIDER KNOWLEDE

STALIN actually wanted tc
priest, but because of his
ary intrigues he was expelled
the seminary.

LENIN, in his treatise “Test

warned about Stalin's thirst |
in the class struggle. Thus a core of  Opponents of this new doctrine cost millions of lives. Today, re- power.
SHFEETTEETTTEETEED OO EEEErE et ErEEE. O s S .

Lenin able to return to Russia’
exile in Switzerland in 1917,

power of one person or small
group with socialist ideology are
termed “Stalinists.”

revolution” and persecuted by the
state secret police. An enormous
administrative apparatus was

\utionaries must bring about the
dictatorship of the proletariat with

farce. and educate the general pop-
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MAOISM—COMMUNISM OF THE PEASANTS

Wao Zedong created his own variation of Marxism-Leninism on China. Despite a restructured
economy, today the state and party leadership still draw inspiration from Mao.

Under the leadership of Mao
Zedong, a communist regime was
ot into force in China. The estab-
lishment of a People’s Republic in
1949 expanded Lenin’s doctrine
@nd adapted it to the specific condi-
fons of China. Mao's interpretation
@f how the communist revolution
sinould take power fundamentally
@iffered from pure Marxist-Leninist
wWoctrine. He believed that agrarian
@eveloping countries like China
rether than the highly ind aned
Mest or even the Soviet Union must

A portrait of Mao decorates the
entrance to the Forbidden City on
Tiananmen Square in Beijing.

communist revolution. He also saw
the peasants in the countryside,
instead of the urban proletariat,
I the vanguard of a worldwide as the bearers of the revolution.

KHMER ROUGE was a guerrilla troop that emerged
from the Communist Party of Cambodia.

POL POT AND THE KHMER ROUGE radicalized the
Maoist theory of peasant communism.

CITY DWELLERS were deported to the country-
side and particularly intellectuals were killed.

Pol Pot installed one of the most absurd terror
regimes of the 20th century.

“Stone Age Communism” of the Khmer Rouge

i CAMBODIA, the Khmer Rouge under the leadership of Pol Pot established
= particularly murderous deviant of Maoism from 1976 to 1979, They sub-
Jected the country to a process of social reshaping that was aimed at creating
@ communist peasant state. The total population of the cities—children,
=iderly, and even the sick—were resettled in the countryside, where they were
fiorced to serve as slave laborers for the farmers.

W EN THE AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTION did not increase as expected, Pol Pot
hiad whole sections of the population systematically murdered. Intellectuals—
wearing glasses was enough to qualify—were especially targeted and mur-
dered by the thousands as “useless eaters.” About 2 million Cambodians fell
wictim to the terror. In 1979, Vietnamese troops drove Pol Pot from power. In
1998 he committed suicide.

4 otal of close to 2 million Cambodians fell victim to the terror.

A guerrilla war against the landown-
ers would carry the revolution in
China to the cities, and there ignite
a people’'s war that would launch a
socialist revolution.

The Permanent Revolution

In practice, Mao Zedong differed
little from Soviet ideology. Without
compromise, he also imposed the
autocratic authority of the Commu-
nist Party and, much like Stalin,
had himself venerated as a great
nationalist hero of the people.
First and foremost, he pushed
ahead with the collectivization

of agriculture.

However, simultaneously, in
order to catch up with industrial
progress in the West, he forced
heavy industrialization in the
country from 1958 to 1960 with
his “Great Leap Forward.” It was
characterized by a massive steel
campaign and the foun-
dation of communes
that was meant to take
advantage of China's
large population.
Millions lost their lives
in the process.

According to Maoist
philosophy, the unity of
the masses, the party
and the whole country is
essential, therefore the
attitudes of the people
should be scrutinized.
Special camps were set
up for socialist “reedu-
cation” of the people. The Cultural
Revolution that Mao launched in
1966, which only officially ended
with his death in 1976, was aimed
at “purging” the Chinese society of
“internal enemies” and removing
“bourgeois-decadent” thought.
Fanatic party cadres destroyed the
Chinese cultural wealth; the edu-

cated elite were publicly humiliated.

Mao is revered to this day as the
“Great Chairman.”

Mao’s Legacy
The Maoist model influenced
many communist movements,
especially in neighboring develop-
ing countries like Vietnam, North
Korea, and Laos. In Albania
in 1961, Maoism was even pro-
claimed official state doctrine.
After the fall of the Soviet bloc
1989 and 1991, Maoism changed.
The state and party leadership in
China has been progressively
opening up the country’'s economy
o the West ever since Mao’s death

Mao sought to force industrial progress in China
with major technological projects.

in 1976, while professing a “social-
ist market economy.” Furthermore,
communes were disbanded and
more individual rights granted.

Up until today, Mao’s ideas are
still adhered to officially. One idea
is truly alive and well: the mono-
poly of the Communist Party,
with power that tolerates few
political opponents.
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SOCIETY, POLITICS, AND LAW

DICTATORIAL FORMS OF GOVERNMENT

FASCISM AND MILITARY DICTATORSHIPS

Eascist ideology with a supreme leader was characteristic of the early 20th century, particularly
in Europe. This thought also prevailed in some authoritarian military dictatorships.

. The pretense to power of fascist re-
gimes is reflected in art and archi-

| tecture (grounds of the 1942 World
Exposition in Rome as planned by

. Mussolini).

After WWI, a nationalist movement
gained ground in ltaly around the
former socialist Benito Mussolini.
They called themselves “Fascists”
after the ancient Roman symbol of
power, a bundle of birch rods (Latin:
“fasces”). In 1924, Mussolini took
advantage of a state crisis to lever
out the democratic institutions and
set up a completely new kind of
leader dictatorship. It soon became
the model for the right wing nation-
alist movements to subsequently
gain political influence worldwide.
By 1945, fascist systems of govern-
ment had replaced parliamentary
democracies in Spain, Germany,
and Portugal.

Fascism as Anti-ldeology

The goals of the fascists were so
different in various countries that
one can hardly speak of a single,
united doctrine of fascism.
Ideologically, they primarily

held in comman an opposition
toward the political currents of the
modern age. Their orientation was
markedly anti-

communist, ‘

Italian

“Duce”

Benito Musso-
lini was a model
for the fascists.

anti-capitalist, anti-democratic,
and anti-liberal. Violence as a
political means was glorified and
the nation was aggrandized
through propaganda. Fascist move-
ments were structured like military
organizations, and a cult was built
around a central leader. The people
were understood as a will-less, arbi-
trarily malleable “mass” that must
unconditionally obey the will of the
leader. The aspirations of the fas-
cists to invade all areas of society
and to impose an absolute unity

of leader and people were almost
achieved in National Socialist Ger-
many (p. 221).

RIGHT WING EXTREMISTS and “neo-
fascist” parties have grown in popu-
larity in the last couple of years in
France and ltaly.

- LEFT WING PARTIES today still like to

place their political opponents under

suspicion of being fascists.

IN BOLIVIA AND VENEZUELA authori-
tarian tendencies are recognizable
in the current left wing, populist
presidents.

Authoritarian Military
Governments

The clichés of fascist ideology,
such as anti-communism, military
ideals in the education of the youth,
and an excess of national pride,
were later adopted in part by au-
thoritarian military dictatorships.
Especially in the socially unstable
countries of South America and
Africa, groups of officers in many
places pushed their way to power
after 1960—usually with the claim
of seeking to stabilize the land

and reform its structures. In Chile
(1973-1990), Argentina (1976-

~ 1983), and Greece (1967-1974),
for example, brutal dictatorships
 were first established, demo-

\  cratic rights were subsequently

suspended, and eventually thou-
sands of people from the leading
opposition camp were arrested
or murdered.

Later, as so often is the case in
other military dictatorships—e.g.,
in Brazil (1963-1988) or today in
Pakistan—spurious democratic B |
elements have been allowed to be
integrated into the dictatorship, as
long as its own hold on power was
not jeopardized. This included
limited free elections and a less
restricted freedom of speech. A
slow process of democratization
began in most of these countries;
however, the military remains an

- General Augusto Pionochet camiell
- power in 1973 in Chile through &
military coup.

important factor in the struggie il
power, usually linked to but &’
somewhat independent from i
of the dictator, especially in the
case of developing countries.

FROM 1936 T0 1975 General Francisco Franco
with near absolute power in Spain.

THE SUPPORTING COLUMN of his rule was, along
the military, the Catholic Church.

AFTER 1945, Spain developed into an authoritana :
system.

Francisco Franco
The Franco Regime

IN 1936, FRANCISCO FRANCO established a partly fascist, partly author
dictatorship in Spain that was finally ended through free elections in
The nationalist Franco overthrew the republican government with the hela
the military, proclaimed himself “leader of all Spaniards,” and brutally
pressed all opposition. Franco’s position of absolute authority rested on
loyalty of the fascist Falange state party, the military, and, surprisingly,
Catholic Church. He granted it numerous privileges and declared Catholizi
to be the only religious denomination of the Spanish nation.

FRANCO REMAINED NEUTRAL during WWII. In 1947, he officially restored i
monarchy, but retained all power for himself. Under international pres
the economy was liberalized in 1859, censorship loosened, and a restni

g amount of system-
civil rights were gran
citizens. After Framd
death in 1975,
peacefully transfon
into a parliamentary
archy under his succes
King Juan Carlos.

Francisco Franco s
a parade after his
over the Republicans.




Wuzriation of fascism, National
Scialism came to power in

nany in 1933 with Adolf Hitler
its central figure. The extreme
yism, however, also gave itan

alogy completely of its own.

l Wew European Order

=r sought a complete reorgani-
‘on of Europe along the princi-

of his racial theory, which

eed that the racially “valuable”
ple, the Aryans, should ru er
“inferior” races as the master

=. With this goal, he began a war
11939, which cost millions of peo-
their lives, especially in Eastern
wrope. It was not until the com-
let= defeat of Germany by a coali-
fion of the leading international
powers—England, France, the U.S.,

The Dual State
While in exile in 1940/1841, the
German political scientist Ernst
=rankel analyzed the principles of
power of National Socialism in a
study. According to him, the Ger-
man terror regime could be bro-
lken down into two structurally dif-
ferent systems of government,
both conditional to one another.
The normative state, in which fixed
Izws were in force and maintained
the appearance of normalcy, and
the prerogative state, in which
these laws were broken and arbi-
wrarily pre-empted according to po-
litical discretion.

above: Ernst Frénkel

ATIONAL SOCIALISM—VIOLENCE AND RACIAL FANATICISM
Mdoff Hitler installed a regime contemptuous of humankind in 1933 in Germany that was only

Brought down after a bitter war. The totalitarian “Fuehrer” (German: “captain”) state was marked
2 confusing juxtaposition of competing power structures.

Hitler was a talented demagogue
who caste a spell over the masses.

and the USSR—that the National
Socialist system of power was de-
stroyed. The ideology has since
been internationally outlawed.

Political and Social Nazification
Within a very short time, Adolf
Hitler had transformed the German
democracy into a totalitarian Fueh-
rer dictatorship (p. 216) and had
imposed the National Socialists’
claim to the universal validity of
their ideological precepts on all
levels of politics and society. Basic
rights were rescinded, the media
were made compliant, and all politi-
cal parties except the official state
party, Hitler's NSDAP (Nazi Party),
were banned. The military was
made to swear a personal oath

of loyalty directly to Hitler himself.
Those active in industry were
compulsively organized in party-
controlled mass associations. Even
spare time was organized by the
regime while a special value was
placed on the education of youth.
From 1940, children between the
ages of 10 and 18 were forced to
join the party’s youth organizations.

Instrument of Tervor: The S8

At the head of the National Social-

ist state there was no hierarchically
organized ruling bloc. Rather there
was a chaotic co-existence of rival

state and party organizations. Their

only point of reference remained
Hitler. The whole system of sup-
pression was at first composed of a
thick tangle of state and party or-
gans. Heinrich Himmler, however,
gradually built up the “S§”
(Schutzschaffel) from a small elite
unit to the regime's main instru-
ment of power. He tied the SS and
the police tightly together and fi-
nally controlled the whole system of
terror of the National Socialist
state. The SS was in charge of the
concentration and extermination

| Exemplifying nationalism, the Ger-

' mans citizens of Berlin adorned
Koenigstrasse with Nazi banners in
August of 1936.

persons were systematically tor-
tured and/or murdered. The Allied
military court in 1946 declared the
SS to be a criminal organization.

camps within German-controlled
territories, in which “undesirable”

THE NATIONAL SOCIALISTS considered the Jews
to be the “corrupters of humankind.”

SINCE 1933 the Jews had been systematically
forced out of saciety. in the “Night of Broken
Glass” (Nov. 9-10, 1938), Jewish houses,
stores, and synagogues were destroyed.

ABOUT 6 MILLION JEWS fell victim to systematic
mass murder.
Anti-Semitic propaganda in Germany

Deutscher! Ten Fend ist o

The Géhocide of the'_Jewrs """

THE MAJOR ENEMY from the National Socialists' point of view was “Interna-
tional Jewry,” which was seen as ruling over all international movements and
destroying the national “purity” of the people. Directly after assuming power
in Germany, the National Socialists began to systematically force all citizens
with Jewish backgrounds out of every area of life by judicial, economic, and
criminal means.

WITH THE BEGINNING OF WWII IN 1939, Jews were first deported to ghettos and
work camps. Mass executions after the invasion of the Saoviet Union in 1941
heralded bureaucratically organized genocide. Jews from all over Europe were
transported to planned killing centers and murdered there. Inthe largest Nazi
“death factory,” Auschwitz-Birkenau, at least one million people died,
primarily from poison gas.

SR i o
Extermination camp Auschwitz-Birkenau
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222 PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACY

i

IN REPRESENTATIVE DEMOCRACIES
the citizens decide who governs
them.

CITIZEN INVOLVEMENT is crucially
decisive in the quality of democracy.

DEMOCRATIC RULE serves the protec-
tion of human rights.

DEMOCRATIC STATES intervene in a
more or less regulatory manner in
the free marketplace.

SOCIETY, POLITICS, AND LAW

UN: Universal Declaration
of Human Rights

“All human beings are born free
and equal in dignity and rights.”
Thus begins the universal “Decla-
ration of Human Rights” that the
UN General Assembly adopted on
December 10, 1948. The member
states almost unanimously com-
mitted themselves to the protec-
tion of civil and political rights
(e.g., the right to freedom of
speech) as well as the social rights
of eachindividual (e.g., the right to
work). Although not legally bind-
ing, the declaration increased the
political and moral pressure on
nations and contributed to human
rights standards' becoming the
uniformly applied standard forthe
legitimacy of state actions today.

above: The UN Human Rights
Council, founded in 2006, aims to
protect civil rights worldwide.

© Basic rights and separation of powers | Civil society and welfare state | Basic forms of democracy | In the U.S.

PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACY

The democratic systems of government that are in practice within the world today are very diverse.
All functioning democracies are based on the fundamental principles of human rights, separa-
- tion of governing powers, and the right of every citizen to vote during political elections. The
various political decision-makers are elected for a specific period of time, and the state institu-
tions are constrained by legislation and justice systems. This type of system allows for social

interests to develop freely.

& “Democracy is the worst form of government except all those other forms...” —Winston Churchill

BASIC RIGHTS AND SEPARATION OF POWERS

The guarantee of basic rights combined with an institutionalized control of state power are
essential structural elements to prevent a misuse of power in a democracy.

Democracy stems from the idea

of self-determination of the govern-
ment by the citizens. Although
citizens can influence politics, this
does not mean no rule is exercised
over them. All ¢itizens are bound by
laws, and offenses are prosecuted
by the state. There are two main
principles that prevent the misuse
of state power in a democracy.
One is a separation of powers into
different, individual bearers of
power; the other is the existence

of legally protected basic rights of
freedom and protection for each
individual that in their essence
cannot be revoked.

Individual Rights
Each person is entitled to individual
rights of protection—a concept that
dates from the age of Enlighten-
ment (p. 330). The abstract human
rights to freedom and equality to
all citizens are, as a rule, expressly
guaranteed by modern democratic
constitutions, Such fundamental
rights are enforced through legal
action in politically neutral courts.
Every democracy is based on

fundamental rights. First and fore-
most, the basic rights represent

the citizen's right of defense

against the state, but also normally

guarantee the right to participate

in the state's political life. In a func-

Gonins deccoosmeu 20 shecisiome

of the state are bound to
the constitution. Ultimately,
a legitimate demaocratic
system of governance

Baron de Montesquieu origi-
nated the system of separation
of powers in 1748 in his work
“The Spirit of Laws.”

protects an individual’s rights
to freedom. and averting a dangerous concen-
tration of power. The three main
Balance of Powers functions of the state—legislative,
The overlapping principle of separa- executive, and judicial—are allo-
tion of powers in democratic consti-  cated to separate state organs
tutions is directed at guaranteeing ,ﬂ)arlia ment, administration,
these civil freedoms in the polity courts), that are in principle
independent from one another
and that check the constitutionality
of each other's actions. The powsrs
are strictly separated in presiden-
tial democracies (p.224), but arg
dependent on each other throughi
a system of mutual control (chealig
and balances) in the exercise of
their duties. In parliamentary
democracies (p. 224), the legisla-
tive (parliament) and executive
(administration) are closely inter
locked, while control is exercised
by the opposition in parliament,
for instance, through investigating
committees. The judicial elemsasi
of this system of governance, on
the other hand, remains indepem:
dent of both in order to balzmme

The declaration of human rights by
the French National Assembly
marked the way to a democratic
constitutional state,
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CIVIL SOCIETY AND THE WELFARE STATE

PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACY

M stable democracy requires the active participation of its citizens. State organs pro-
f#ect the democratic order and also guarantee, to varying degrees, economic welfare

o its citizens.

Siate employment agencies and
[omvate job centers find work for job
SESKErS.

This means that a good deal

of power and authority lies with
the communities or, as in the

case in the U.S., with the individual
states, and less with the central
government.

Socio-Political Balancing

Mechanisms

Socio-political balancing mecha-
isms and economic freedom can

M= important as the effective con- Aardly be separated from political

of the governmerit's decision-
mE«ing processes is, the quality
i@ nation’s democratic culture
ti=oends primarily on an active citi-
zznry. Citizens not only cast their
wmtEs in elections as they arise,

Bt zlso actively support their inter-
@515 in day-to-day life, by joining
molitical parties, clubs or citizens
Emups, and committees (p. 227).
lim this way, concerns and problems
i The citizens become public, influ-
@ncing and structuring the political
izoision-making process in demo-
urEtic institutions. This requires a
pualic arena that is open to various
i groups to have equal opportu-
iy to articulate their interests.
Siwch a civic society is promoted in
@ fzderally organized system, such
@S that of the U.S., in which the
Hecsion-making authorities are
Hecentralized as much as possible.

Am outwardly fortified democracy; soldiers
swear Joyally to the state (Germany pictured).

freedom. At the same time, a free
economy can perfectly well endan-
ger democracies. It creates social
and economic imbalances, placing
the legitimacy of democratic order
in guestion.

For that reason, democratic
states all intervene to a certain
extent in a regulatory manner,
referred to as the principle of the
free marketplace. Businessmen,
for example, are required to adhere
to specific labor, health, and envi-
ronmental standards. A compre-
hensive system of security like
unemployment, retirement, and
health insurance is meant to pro-
tect the people from undue social
risks. In emergencies, state social
welfare guarantees a minimum
economic standard.

The extent of a state's social
services ultimately depends on the
political orientation of
the government. For in-
stance, the social demo-
cratic (p. 230) orientated
Scandinavian countries
aim to provide compre-
hensive care for their
citizens, whereas the
state-guaranteed social
security in traditionally
liberal states (p.229)
like the U.S. is more
weakly developed. There
citizens carry the re-

sponsibility of protecting
themselves against the
varying levels of risk
they might encounter by 3 =
taking out specific insur-  communal self.government is stressed in fed-
eral states,

ance policies.
Sovereign Functions of the
State

The democratic state has two core
functions: to ensure the functional
ability of state organs like the
courts and police, and to protect
the liberal constitution. Above all,

protection against anti-democratic
forces within the society is difficult
to manage in a democracy. To what
extent the state can partially inter-
vene in an open opinion-making
process and the basic rights it can
suspend are debatable.

SECRET SERVICES are meant to protect the
constitutional order in democracies.

BASIC RIGHTS of an individual can be
suspended.

AN EFFECTIVE CONTROL of the secret police js
difficult even in a democracy.

Emblem of the Federal Bureau of Investigation
(FBI), the federal police of the U.S.

High Anxiety

SPECIAL STATE AUTHORITIES are empowered to collect covert information that
is important to the security of the state and to pass it on to political decision-
makers. The investigations are directed primarily towards attempts against
the democratic order, in the course of which basic civil rights like the privacy
of telephone or postal communication are suspended.

IN DEMOCRACIES, secret organizations are usually subject to the control of
parliament in order to avoid arbitrary misuse of their power, though their
effectiveness is often disputed because control of secret service activities
does not take place publicly. Following September 11, 2001—as well as a num-
ber of other terrorist attacks—the authority of the security agencies in many
states, especially in the U.S., has been greatly expanded.

Ready for a major “eavesdropping attack” on the citizenry: a microtransmit-
ter, a bug, and a telephone circuit board

@ see also: Market Economy, Economic and Social Topics Chapter, p. 255
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224 PRINCIPLES OF DEMOCRACY

BASIC FORMS OF DEMOCRATIC GOVERNANCE

Modern democracies can be divided into presidential and parliamentary systems of government.
In the former, the people elect the head of state; in the latter, parliament does.

In parliamentary democracies such
as Germany, the head of govern-
ment must justify his policies to
parliament.

In representative democracies,

the people do not vote directly on
political issues as they did, for ex-
ample, in ancient Athens (p.215).
Rather, the people elect represen-
tatives to state bodies provided for
in the constitution, where they
make political decisions for them.
As a rule, the representatives are
responsible only to their own con-
sciences, but must stand for re-
election by the people at regular in-
tervals. Two basic forms have devel-
oped in the various representative
democracies that differ from each

other primarily in the form of the
relationships between parliament,
administration, and head of state.

Parliamentary Democracies

In parliamentary systems of govern-
ment like those in England, Ger-
many, and [taly, the head of state

is elected by parliament, which can
also force his resignation. The gov-
ernment is therefore dependent on
the confidence of parliament, which
is usually accompanied by close
cooperation with the parliamentary
majority. If the government loses
the majority in parliament, the head
of state often has the right to force

. Heads of state in parliamenizi

democracies, like the reigning
British queen, have very Iittie
political power.

INSIDER KNOWLEDGE

IN TIMES OF PRONOUNCED PO
DISAFFECTION, the call for & muiz
direct democracy becomes louiign,

M\"‘"‘ RULERS are also freely elected in democracies
~.%. thathave not fully developed.

IMPORTANT AREAS OF SOCIETY in a democratic
culture like the press or interest groups are
merely underdeveloped.

THE FREE PARLIAMENTARIAN st
often in practice give in to pany'
discipline.

ENGLISH MONARCHS have notf el
their right to dissolve Parlizmeni il
centuries.

new parliamentary elections. The
head of government is either a
president, who is elected, or—as
in England and the Netherlands—
a monarch; who chiefly fulfills
representative and ceremonial
functions.

Corruption and inscrutable decision-making
structures are characteristic of many nominally
democratic states in Africa. Kenya's president,
Mwai Kibaki, dissolved his cabinet in 2005.

SOCIETY, POLITICS, AND LAW

Especially in federally structuneil

Authoritarian Democracies

IN THE 19908, particularly in Africa, Asia, as well as former communist states
of Europe (e.g., Russia), many technically democratic systems of government
with authoritarian tendencies were formed. Though they guarantee free elec-
tions and have democratic institutions, the protection against state interven-
tion in citizens’ civil rights and control of governmental power are generally

insufficient.

FREQUENTLY, free democratic structures are missing outside of parliament out
of which a living civil society can develop. Freedom of the press can be re-
stricted, as a rule. As most of those states were former dictatorships, this con-
dition may represent just a short transitional stage on the way to developing

democracy.

In “defect” democracies, demonstrators against governmental policies are not

always protected against repressive measures by the state (Russia pictured).

Presidential Democracies

In presidential systems of govern-
ment like in the U.S., parliamegt, or
the legislature, and the governiwent
are clearly separate from each
other. A state executive is elected
directly by the people and functions
as hoth head of state and govern-
ment. He is independent of the
legislature and cannot be voted

out of office by it. In turn, he cannot
dissolve the legislative branch.

In many countries there is a mixed
form of presidential and parliamen-
tary democratic elements. In
France and Finland, for instance,

a directly elected president and a
prime minister are dependent on
the confidence of parliament and
share the powers of government.

Direct Democracies

In all representative democracies
there are limited forms of direct
Aifizencasiciaetinnisg 03

states, citizens at the regiona| |z
can introduce a bill to parlizmini
with sufficient signatures in s
of a specific matter. The goven-
ment and parliament can also
poll the public about importzmt
subjects and topics through i
endums, though such decisioms
are not always binding for the
government.

Directly elected presidents of
such as Nicolas Sarkozy in

have enough authority to mane i
dependent decisions.




i S, is a federal state com-
meed of 50 individual states. The
mmstitution of 1787 provides for a
HnLolic with strict separation of
mwers and is still in force today

I. 222). The executive power lies

i the President, the legislative
i+ Congress, composed of the
#mets and the House of Represen-

iz constitution of 1787 begins
Wit the words “We the people.”

llzs, 2nd the highest judicial

e with the Supreme Court
298] The individual states

I rake decisions in many areas
lEpe=ndent of the federal govern-
. Their political structure is
izl the same as that of the
lenzl state, except that a

gry elected governor

it the head of the

jEnmment.

it President
tPresident is the

The U.S. President may only address Congress
a year in his “State of the Union.”

As warranted by the Constitution,
he is also commander in chief of
the armed forces. He is in charge
of the White House staff, which
advises him in all political fields
and prepares recommendations.
The President can be removed from
office only through impeachment
by Congress, which must determine
his violations of the Constitution.
But the extent of presidential pow-
ers only appears immeasurable.
The President’s influence is depen-
dent on his assertiveness with the
other branches of government.

HE SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT IN THE U.S.

li=racteristic of the U.S. governmental system is a resistance against too great an accumula-
imm of power by an individual group or person. Despite the politically strong position of the
‘tesident, rule is divided. For instance, only Congress may formally introduce legislation.

Institutionalized
Control of Power
An important limitation

lies in the structure of
the executive branch,
which he formally
heads. The political
responsibility for an
individual area of policy
is spread over many
different offices, whose
authority often overlaps
and who often in part
pursue opposing political goals.
Itis then a challenge for the
President to coordinate all these
strands and achieve his will.
Congress authorizes and funds
the executive. The legislative
branch alone, composed of the
Senate and the House of Represen-
tatives, passes bills and can de-

clare war. Treaties become effective

only upen ratification by the legisla-
ture. The executive office may not
formally present a bill to Congress,
but must rather enlist individual
representatives to take the initia-

Che-ck_s and Balance

INACCORDANCE WITH THE CONSTITUTION OF THE U.S., the authority of the three governmen-

tal branches is balanced in a system of mutual control. This is done in order to prevent any
majority to rule the country without having to answer to anyone. The legislative branch is

to the President's power
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" e conpunm

Presidential Election

The President is elected in a multj-
staged process. After an election
campaign within the party, the
candidate is nominated by their
party's national convention. The
people actually only elect the Elec-
toral College. Each state sends to
the college only as many electors
as it has representatives in Con-
gress. Electors in most states are
informally bound to vote for their
party's candidate. However, few
ever stray from their promised
commitments. As all of a state’s
electoral votes fall to the majority
elected candidate, it is possible
that a candidate receives a major-
ity of the electoral votes and be-
comes President without winning
the majority of the nationwide
popular vote (Election 2000).

SOCIETY, POLITICS, AND LAW

above: Citizen casting vote

tive and introduce the bill. The Pres-
ident has the power to veto a bill,
but Congress can override with a
supermajority. Investigative
committees are used to
oversee the legality of
government actions.
The free media also

&l point of power in
5.zt the federal
gl It= is elected along
s VWice President
dii=em of four years.
& @ligible for re-
iiimm, but can only
iz o presidential
The President
nits the country
. shapes foreign
by @nd alone has
it 1o conclude
pnEtional treaties.

divided so as to balance the
interests of the individual
states. The Senate is com-
posed of two senators from
each state, serving six-vear
terms. The senators then
face reelection, which is

i i Cﬁngress

determined by the vqtlpg HelSa T Sanate

citizens of the state. Inthe Representatives 100 Senators p
z 435 (2 from each 3

House of Representatives, Rhiesariaties Stats)

onthe other hand, the 435 U S sa e

seats are allocated accord- ‘T‘ |

. . i Beyear term |

ing to the size of each Zryear term |

state’s population, with the
Members serving two-year
terms.

The Political System of the U.S. According to the Constitution

Legislature

__ Vetotodsler passedlaw

_ftight of Appropriations ;
o 5 I

(every 2years, |
| 1/3up for slection) |

- -

Elrg’hlevoters ofthe U S

1 No-Confidznce/ |
| Impeachment |
_procesdings |

Executive law Judicial law

Pres'mem 2

afthe

]

Mation of A #e.

{ Appointment of |
Judges forlife {with |
the compliance |

of the Senate) |

No power of

dissolution

538
- Electoral
collages
e

Election ‘

plays a part by helping
to hinder abuses of
power within the
government.

r;"uln

The Capitol
is the seat of

!ti!\\

Congress.
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GOD SAVE THE QUEEN—THE BRITISH SYSTEM OF GOVERNMENT

Great Britain is considered to be the motherland of parliamentarianism. Although officially a monarchy, actual power lies with e

government head, who is accountable to Parliament.

Westminster Palace is the seat of
both chambers of Parliament.

The United Kingdom with its mem-
ber countries, England, Wales,
Scotland, and Northern Ireland, is a
parliamentary monarchy. It is based
on an unwritten constitution, i.e., it
has not been formulated into a sin-
gle document. The political institu-

The Commonwealth

A community of states, the “Com-
monwealth of Nations,” emerged
out of the former British colonial
empire, devoting itself to cultural
exchange. Today itincludes a total
of 53 sovereign states in all cor-
ners of the world. These states ei-
ther recognize the British queen
as a nominal head of state or she
is represented by a governor-
general. Among them include In-
dia, Australia, South Africa, and
New Zealand. Every two years
there is a summit conference that
serves to resolve mutual prob-
lems of the Commonwealth.

above: The Queen visits Common-
wealth member state Australia.

tions—the monarchy, the govern-
ment, and the parliament—along
with their relationships to one an-
other have developed out of en-
acted laws and common law
(p.243) over the course of centu-
ries. Thus, all power is ultimately
derived from the legislative author-
ity called Parliament. Until recently,
the UK was centrally governed and
administrated from its capital of
London. The individual countries,
with the exception of England, have
their own parliaments (an Assembly
in Wales) with the authority to make
independent decisions regarding
their specific areas.

Monarchy and Parliament
The monarch is the head of state of
the kingdom and theoretically has
combined executive, legislative,
and judicial powers. In practice,
however, these powers are sepa-
rated as in every democracy
(p.222). For centuries, according
to common law, the monarchy has
had only a limited political role. To-
day, it embodies the historical con-
tinuity of the nation and assumes
ceremonial functions. The head
of state usually gives the annual
“Queen’s Message,” which is for-
mulated by the government.
Legislative power lies exclusively
with a bicameral parliament con-
sisting of the House of Lords (upper
house) and the House of Commons
(lower house). The House of Lords
formerly was only the hereditary
nobility. Today, ecclesiastical digni-
taries hold seats there along with
commoners who have been raised
to peerage because of their ser-
vices to the state. The earlier func-
tions of the House of Lords as a
supreme court of justice as well
A US PRCNCHIVON W \egisialion
have since been greatly reduced.
ek, T oan 12rornrnend \ans ans

Constitutional System Overview

IN CONTRAST TO THE STRICT SEPARATION of powers in the U.S. political systemly
Great Britain's executive and legislative branches are closely entwined. Sritissiy
parliamentarianism has even heen described as a temporary “elective diCTzam=
ship” because, with the help of the parliamentary majority, the government s

Admin- | Prime Crown
I_stratiaﬁﬁ“: Minister
: | Cabinet I
Government 'y 'Jy ey
&  Houseof |
y A Lords
e /’ |
e A >
rHousem’ Judiciar
| Commons
B
-
i
Electorate

block them for one year. Actual
legislative authority lies with the
democraticallyelected House of
Commons. It controls the govern-
ment and can force its dissolution.

Power of the Prime Minister

The center of power of the govern-
ment is presided over by the prime
minister, who, along with ks Cabi-
net, exercises the executi;%ower.

The prime minister speaks before the
House of Commons.
right: Members of the upper house

almost unlimited powers of achiEl:
ing its will in decision-making. T
democratic control consisis TorE
most in the competition DetweEn
the government and the OPPOSHIEI
party. In terms of a separatio i
powers, the independence of tie ik
diciary is to be strengthened i e
future. Instead of the “Law Lonzis " & \
supreme court of law is to be s |
separate from the upper houses

The “House of Commons™ is th ‘
only institution that is directiy
demacratically legitimized.

The politician obtaining the b= o
in the House of Commons s mamEil
prime minister by the monamzin
He appoints the members of Hiis
Cabinet—usually from outsice M
House of Commons—coordinates
their work, and determines the
guidelines of the governments
policies. He can designate the
exact date of the next elections:
within a five-year time perioc.




URALISM AND PARTICIPATION

=ss by being active in political parties or interest groups.

y state organs like parlia-
MiEnt @nd government are part of
anlitical reality of a liberal de-
Rather, it is also of prime
ance that institutions exist
which citizens can exert
ce on political decisions,
. political parties, associa-
&nd the media.

election to public offices.
il of the Parties
wlitical parties are the most
it@nt mediators between the
imd society. Citizens who
milar opinions about the

organization of the polity join to-
gether in them. The parties bundle
ideas into a political platform, make
it public, and cultivate political lead-

COMMUNICATION: The Internet enables
new forms of political participation.

VISION: Some dream of a civil society
linked together through the Internet.

WHETHER THE INTERNET actually leads to
more democracy is debatable.

Politicians like Tony Blair can communicate
directly with the people over the Internet.

The Electronic Demoéracy

has not only revolutionized economic life, but also offers the
have a more direct democratic voice in politics. Especially for the
Internet has become an important medium to gain the informa-
ation vital for making key political decisions. Opinions can be
+ imteractively in discussion forums or campaigns organized by the
ties or by impartial organizations.

ILITIES have also opened up for politicians. Their own digital
(“blogs”) increase the transparency of decisions and allow a
with the people. The fact that Hillary Clinton first announced
v for President online on January 20, 2007, shows the status of
in politics. A virtual public marketplace has been created that
r=aming of a worldwide civil society linked together through the

: 2 Internet. Itis clear
that the adminis-
trative process can
be made organiza-
tionally more trans-
parent and closer
to the people
through use of the
Internet.

The Internet is the
marketplace for
political opinions.

des casting their vote in elections, people can take part in the democratic decision-making

Parties present candidates to the peaple for

© see also: Media and Internet, Modern Life Chapter, pp. 488-489, 494-495
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ers. In Europe, for the
most part, they are
tightly organized; in
Germany they even
have constitutional sta-
tus and are partially fi-

Election Systems

There are basically two proce-
dures for transforming votes into a
political composition of parties in
Parliament. In Great Britain and
the U.S., among others, a first-
past-the-post electoral system is
used and all positions being
contested are given to the few par-
ties with the most number of votes
irrespective of the exact ratios.
The votes for other parties are no
longer of consequence. This is to
ensure a stable parliamentary plu-
rality for one party. In most Euro-
pean states, however, the man-
date in the constituency is divided
among the parties according to
the number of votes they received
(proportional representation), so
that the will of the people is re-
flected as exactly as possible in
Parliament.

nanced by public funds.
Inthe U.S., on the other
hand, they are less of an
organization with a uni-
fied philosophy, but
rather more like a loosely knit asso-
ciation of individual groups. Their
main purpose is to nominate candi-
dates for public offices. Members
of Congress are free to make deci-
sions independent of party affilia-
tion. Because candidates are cho-
sen by state party organizations,
the party leadership in Congress
has less influence over how Sena-
tors vote in Congress than is the
case in the UK, where the national
party controls who can run for of-
fice. In the UK, party leaders in the
House of Commons can impose a
“whip,” while a backbench rebellion
would be seen as undermining the
authority of its leadership.

above: U.S. final 2004 presidential
electoral chart according to state

internationally. For example, in Ger-
many there are many central um-
brella organizations, while labor
unions and business associations
in the U.S. are pluralistic and self-
organizing. The more socially signifi-
cant an organization is, the more
directly contact is sought with the
deciding bodies. Lobbyists, or rep-
resentatives of interest groups,
worldwide attempt to influence poli-
ticians when decisions touch their
issues of interest.

Pressure of Individual Interests
Every citizen in a democracy has
the right to join clubs and associa-
tions to articulate personal inter-
ests. Besides professional associa-
tions, there are politically active
groups in various fields: in the

field of economics, business
associations and trade unions;

in social welfare, charities; and

in sociopolitical fields,
environmental groups.
As a general rule, all of
these political groups
attempt to make their
goals public so as to
bring pressure on poli-
tical decision-makers.
The organization of
these groups varies

Many workers are organized in labor unions that
represent their interests.

SOCIETY, POLITICS, AND LAW
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CONSERVATIVES want to maintain
traditional values.

LIBERALS stress the responsibility
and self-determination of the individ-
ual.

SOCIALISTS want to build a society
exhibiting solidarity upon the princi-
ple of equality.

GREENS stress environmental protec-
tion and seek to establish a greater
fevel of democracy. £

CONSERVATISM—THE POWER OF TRADITION

Security and continuity remain

the conceptual positions have shifted greatly since the 19th century.

The conservative Austrian states-
man von Metternich wanted to
reorganize the power structures of
Europe in the 19th century.

Basically to have a fundamentally
conservative attitude means to
want to protect and maintain the
existing social order. To a conserva-
tive, the state, society, and
culture are
historically
evolved struc-
a tures held to-
{ gether by the
5 customs as
. well as prac-
tices of the
* people. In-

* novations
‘f&h‘&%‘%ﬁ‘é‘?&“&?‘i&

An elec-

tion poster of German
conservatives in 1957 warns of
“socialist experiments.”

e

- Cdnse(vatism | Liberalism | Socialism | Alternative politics

POLITICAL IDEOLOGIES

In their actions, politicians follow their basic convictions, such as how society should be consti-
tuted or, above all, how it would function ideally. Today, the classic political conceptual structures

. of conservatism, liberalism, and socialism still form the foundations of the major parties as well
E

. as the guidelines for concrete political actions and decisions. There are, of course, many subfac-
~ tions of these core ideological groups. Also, in the last decades, alternative political concepts—ine

Green parties for example—have gained importance.

& ldeologies motivate people’s political behavior.

the central principles of conservative ideology. At the same time,

Germany. Beyond national peculiar-
ities, the modern conservative is
characterized by advocating a
strong state from within and out-
side as well as a distinctly anti-
socialist sentiment. The old conser-
vative attitudes that are seen today
are primarily in a close relationship

are desired only when they are
proved to be mandatory for the sta-
bility of the political framework.

Politically conservative and eco-
nomically liberal: Ronald Reagan
and Margaret Thatcher.

State Power and Individualism
Conservatism first developed at the
end of the 18th century as an inde-
pendent political position in a de-
fensive reaction to the ideas of the L= - . =
French Revolution. Political theo- COMMUNITARIANISM places a sense of commu-
rists like the English philosopher nity in the center position.

Edmund Burke defended the old THE COMMON GOOD stands above the interests of J‘
social order based on privilege and the individual. ‘
ecclesiastical authority. The aristoc-
racy and landowners supported the
conservative parties of the 19th
century in continental Europe. The

with religion and, if existing, with
the monarchy.

A CIVIL SOCIETY should be strengthened, the de- .f
mands of the state lowered. |

Communitarians want solidarity between commu-
nities instead of a faceless state appararus

Commumtarlamsm

state was assigned a central role in
securing social structures and was
to take over welfare services if nec-
essary. The course of development
was completely different in England
and the U.S., where the conserva-
tives were early to support the per-
sonal responsibility of the individ-
ual. Traditionally, the English
“Tories” and the American “Republi-
cans” assume an anti-social assis-
tance position.

COMMUNITARIANISM is the term given to a political theory movement thatt
emerged in the 1980s whose most important advocates are considered o b
the U.S. intellectuals Michael Walzer and Amitai Etzioni. They criticize the 2%
aggerated individualism in modern society.

THE COMMUNITARIANS, in contrast to the liberals, consider a person as 2 s
cial being whose community is primarily shaped by culture and tradition. Ingii
vidual self-fulfillment along with egotistical pursuit of profit destroy group smi-
idarity and with it the foundation of a free, democratic society. According i
their demands, politics must orient itself more toward the common good zmg
increase local communities’ power to shape them in order to develop the e
sponsibility of the individ-
ual for the community. Poli-
ticians such as the British
Prime Minister Tony Blair
have referred to communi-
tarian ideas.

Conservatism Today

Classic conservatism lost its aristo-
cratic base after World War I1. Con-
servative parties everywhere now
back democracy and the free econ-
omy. Meanwhile, a Christian orien-
tation grew, particularly in Italy and

Values such as tolerance
and solidarity should

be learned as early as
possible.

s <




|jimeralism focuses on the free de-
slopment of the individual and
=5 a negative standpoint on ex-
al coercion. In its view, the state
wimarily has the task of enabling
1 person to determine his or her
e life. The core liberal
Cerns are main-
Elming individual
gl rights and
blishing
stitutional
ions of
BEliEical power.
Stuart Mill
ded in the
century that
individual
Id be sovereign
immself.

nstitutional State

i on the ideas of the Enlight-
political thought was so-
sustained in the 18th and

Sl centuries primarily by the ris-
dle class (p.214). To oppose
olutist pretension to power,
mromoted the state protection
- people’s right to privacy in all
=nd their political participa-
Tlhe power of the state had to
=d through a constitution
g the basic rights (p.222)

- possibility of citizen partici-
were bindingly specified and
ble.

» and national unity were demands of
liberals in the 19th century.

Liberal constitutional states
emerged out of the revolutions in
the U.S. in 1776 and France in
1789 (p. 214). By the end of the
19th century, this form of state
also prevailed in all of Europe.
Separation of powers
(p.222) and the rule
of law became the
principles of the
modern systems
| of government.

| capitalism

. and Social
Liberalism
Classic economic
liberalism is based
on the teachings of the
18th century Scottish phi-
losopher Adam Smith. According to
him, the egotistical pursuit of gain,
as well as that of necessity, also
promotes the common good. Free
competition alone creates wealth
and economic progress. The state’s
only economically-related task is to
protect private property.

As a matter of fact, the liberal-
ized economy of the 19th century
did create immense wealth, but it
also concealed a social time-bomb.
The owners of industrial means of
production made huge profits at
the expense of their workers. In
reaction to the achievements of
the labor movements that formed
against it, strong liberal
social currents devel-
oped in the 20th cen-
tury that advocated
state intervention in
the economy. Aside
from the consideration
of civil rights, the term
“liberal” in the U.S.
stands above all for
the state control of eco-
nomic forces and social
betterment.

& see also: Enlightenment, Philosophy Chapter, p. 330
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BERALISM—INDIVIDUAL FREEDOM AND SELF-FULFILLMENT

The most important principle of liberalism is to protect the freedom of the individual from intrusions by the state. The primary
liberal demands are fulfilled today in modern democracies.

Victoried to Death?
After the Second World
War, the rule of law and
a more or less bridled
economy became the
chief concerns of almost
all democratic parties.
Organized liberalism in-
creasingly lost its influ-
ence. Today, only in Can-
ada and Australia are
there still major liberal
parties. At present, mod-
ern liberalism faces the question of
how values of freedom and the con-
trol of power can be secured ina
globalized economy with the

Liberalization of the economy was a significant
catalyst of industrialization in the 19th century.

various states of the world sharing
ever-increasing levels of political,
cultural, and economic interaction
with one another.

JOHN LOCKE, born 1632 near Bristol, Great
Britain, died 1704 in Cates.

THE STATE IS LEGITIMIZED through protecting the
freedom and property of its citizens.

THE CITIZEN has a right to resist the power of the
state when necessary.

John Locke is regarded as the progenitor of liber-
alism and greatly influenced the Constitution of
the U.S.

John Locke, the Liberal Guide

THE POLITICAL TREATISE “Two Treatises of Government” by John Locke, pub-
lished anonymously in 1689, is considered the key work of liberalism because
it theoretically ties together his political and economic demands. Locke con-
siders humankind as free by nature and hence able to decide the fate of the
fruits of their labors. People join together of their own accord in a community
and make elections according to the principle of majority rule government that
is divided into executive and legislative powers.

IT IS THE TASK of the government, according to Locke, to safeguard individual

o property. If the state is
' not capable of that, then
the individual has a right
to revolt. Locke does not
regard property primarily
as an instrument to in-
crease profit, but above
all as a guarantee of the
people’s political inde-
pendence and reason for
their engagement in the
civic world.

The protection of personal property (here an English mansion) remains fo
this day the main liberal creed.
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SOCIALISM—EQUALITY FOR ALL

Socialists strive for a social order based on communal solidar-
ity in which all layers of society have an equal share in the

commonwealth.

Social democrats everywhere in the world orga-
nized themselves in the “Socialist International”

(here in Rome in 1997).

In general, endeavors and teach-
ings that criticize liberal economic
social systems are termed socialist
(p.225). They are directed at creat-
ing a more humane society based
on the principles of equality and
solidarity. In contrast to liberalism,
they stress the social responsibility
of the individual. The economic
system of private capitalism en-

INSIDER KNOWLEDGE
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COMMUNIST parties in Western
democracies distanced themselves
from Soviet dictatorship.

THE GERMAN SOCIAL DEMOCRATIC
PARTY was banned from 1878 to
1890 and became the largest party
‘on the continent during that time.

courages the enrichment of few.

It acts as a proponent of social in-
equality, and thus should be placed
more or less under

state control so
that the re-
sources are gen-
erated justly and
divided for the
commeon good
of all.

Reformism vs.
Revolution
During the pe-
riod of indus-
trialization in
the 19th cen-
tury, social-

a movement against
the impoverishment
and political exclusion
of the working class.
Everywhere in Europe,
warkers joined together
in labor unions to fight
for their rights. Socialist
parties gained great
popularity with the
masses and were elected to
parliaments. It was only in the

U.S. that the socialist idea never
gained a foothold.

With political successes, the
two main currents within the labor
movement, the reformists and the
revolutionaries, suddenly saw their
differences grow violent. While the
one sought a gradual transforma-
tion to better social conditions, the
other urged for a quick, and if nec-
essary, violent revolution in order
to see results.

Social Democrats vs.
Communists
At the beginning of the 20th cen-
tury, the labor movement split
once and for all between Social
Democrats and Communists. In
1918, the Communists pushed
their way to power in Russia
(p.218) and
established a
regime in the
name of social-
ism. They ruled
dictatorially un-
der Lenin, and
later Stalin, and
placed the econ-

International soli-
darity, as propa-
gated in this wood-
cut, was the main
principle of the la-
bor movement.

TEINREEETR

KARL MARX, born 1818 in Trier, Germany, died
1883 in London.

A PROLETARIAN REVOLUTION was in his opinion an
historical necessity.

COMMUNAL PROPERTY Jeads to a communist soci-
ety free of domination.

Karl Marx was the father of communist theory.

Karl Marx and Communism

THE GERMAN PHILOSOPHER Karl Marx founded “scientific socialism.” Together
with Friedrich Engels, he wrote in 1848 the “Communist Manifesto,” a his-
torico-philosophical theory that formed the ideological foundation of commu-
nism in the 20th century. They ascribed to the proletariat the historical task
of liberating humankind from oppression and bringing about a domination-
free society.

MARX SAW WORLD HISTORY as a series of class struggles between the rulers
and the ruled. He asserted that the free development of each individual will
be possible following the historically inevitable victory of the proletariat over
the bourgeoisie. The means of production must be taken over by the commu-
nity, so that each individual can live free of all coercion. All forms of domina-
tion become obsolete in a communist society.

The vision of a society free of exploitation and coercion was full of promise o
the maltreated laborer of the 19th century.

the work of the Social Democrats.
The present crisis of the social wek
fare state in Western democracies

omy under state control. Totalitar-
ian socialism spread out into many
countries (p.219) after the Second
World War. In the dispute with the
“real-existing socialism,” demo-
cratic socialism stressed that no

is causing many European Social
Democrats to gain notice. “New
Labour” in Great Britain managsd
a transition to a pronounced mar
ket economy since cbming to pouiEn s
in 1997. In contrast, the old

socialist ideas seem

to be experiencing

a rebirth in the coun-

tries of Latin America.

society can be considered humane
without individual civil rights and
democracy in all social areas.
After 1945, most social
democratic parties in Europe

basically accepted the mar-
ket economy and attempted
to equalize income and divide
property only within certain
areas. The establish-
ment of a distinct

Ferdinand Lassalle (1824~
1865) is considered

the founding
father of Ger
man social
democracil

social welfare
state (p.223)
i




GREENS—ALTERNATIVE POLITICS

n the Greens emerged from different social protest movements of the 1980s, they brought

g political current that has established itself most notably in European parliaments.

democracies. From outside the es-
tablished political party structures,
they demanded social changes in
specific areas. Since the 1980s,
Green parties have developed
worldwide out of a broad variety

of individual factions like the
environmental, peace, civil rights
and feminist movements and have
since become an integral part of
the political party landscape, partic-
ularly in Europe. In Europe there are
at present 12 Green parties repre-
sented in national parliaments. In
Sweden, France, and Germany,
among others, they have already

=nt of alternative sources of
e.g., wind power stations.

oritarian movements of
SE0s led to an increase in so-
uotest movements in Western

STUDENTS DEMANDED more participation and de-
maocracy in Western socleties.

THEIR ARGUMENT: Rigid social norms suppress the
free development of the individual.

ROCK MUSIC AND CLOTHING were as much a
means of protest as were demonstrations and dis-

ruptive actions.-—

“Make love, hot war”: For some of the youth, the
open treatment of sexualily was also a protest.

s Anti-Authoritarian Movement of 1968

= 13608, a student protest movement started in the U.S. and was taken
imthe entire Western world. [t was first ignited by the U.S.’s military engage-
i Wietnam, but soon expanded to a fundamental opposition against
ita conditions. While the American students took up the cause of African-
n civil rights, those in Europe primarily demanded social democratiza-
wmder socialist conditions.

PROTESTS were accompanied by the complete rejection of “author-
mower structures,” With inappropriate clothing and music, many youths
make clear their utter réjection of the traditional system. The pacifist
iE" mavement rebelled against the pressure to achieve, as well as against
I cizss values, with their glorification of free sex and drugs.

= of the philosophers Herbert Marcuse and Max Horkheimer formed
gical armor of the rebellious students.

held governmental positions of
responsibility. In countries with
pronounced two-party systems
like Great Britain and the U.S., the
Greens' influence on a national
level remains limited, despite
strong regional success.

Ecology and Emancipation

The major focus of their platform
and the trademark of all Green par-
ties is their consistent engagement
for comprehensive environmental

Peace activists repeatedly drew at-
tention to their cause through spec-
tacular actions.

protection and especially new
environmentally-friendly forms of
energy sources. Often they assume
positions in other matters that do
net fit into the classic leftright
spectrum and that are weakly or
not convincingly represented by
the established parties; the central
value standards used here are so-
cial responsibility of the individual,
the right to self-fulfillment, and
suspicion toward those in authority.
Typical demands include worldwide
peace policies, less imposition of
bureaucratic will, improved protec-
tion for minorities, more active
support of women, and, above all,
a political voice for all citizens.

Distinctly Combative

This call for more participation in all
political processes and the legacy
of the protest culture are also re-

POLITICAL

The Limits of Growth

This sensational study by the
“Club of Rome,” an international
think-tank, initiated an ecological
rethinking in 1972 inside Western
societies. If the industrial over-ex-
ploitation of nature continued un-
abated, according to the thesis,
the natural resources of raw mate-
rials, energy, and soil would near
depletion in 100 years at the lat-
est. The result would be famine
and the loss of prosperity. Environ-
mental protection and a sparing of
resources have since found their
way into everyday politics.

above: Green parties have planted
the protection of the environment
into the general consciousness.

flected in the relatively democratic
basis and decentralized organiza-
tional structure of most Green par-
ties. The party leadership is more
bound to the members’ votes than
in most other parties. Rules like
gender quotas and a ban on accu-
mulating offices are also meant to
make Green values secure within
the party and to avoid an exalted
caste of functionaries. Powerful
party heads, as a rule, better their
chances against the other parties,
but represent to some, a betrayal
of party ideals.

A mé;ié?&
ALLTHOSE in political power recog-

i
~ nize in principle the necessity of &

energy sources that would spare
the environment. ¢

WHETHER A MARKET ECONOMY ora

planned economy holds a better
solution to protecting the environ-

. ment is still debated in many Green
parties.
THE KENYAN Green politician Wan-
gari Maathai was awarded the
Nobel Peace Prize in 2004.

e

© see also: Renewable Energy, Physics and Technology Chapter, p. 175 | Frankfurter School, Philosophy Chapter, p. 341
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IN THE UN, nations attempt to find
Jjoint solutions to world problems.

' THE EU is a close confederation of

nations with some degree of supra-
national collaboration.

NATO is a military alliance of govern-
ments with commonly shared
political values.

NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZA-

TIONS are international players in the

global civil society.

S R ST S TR

United Nations '_| European Union | NATO | Amnesty International | Greenpeace;l‘ ATTAC

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

In principle, it is the function of international organizations to find international solutions for the
political, economic, military, or social tasks the members agree to handle. The UN, NATO, and the

. EU are free associations of nation-states established under international law with their own or-
~ gans and areas of responsibility. International organizations like Greenpeace and Amnesty Inter-

national, on the other hand, are independent of national governments and are committed world-

wide to a clearly defined cause.

UN—THE UNITED NATIONS

Almost all of the world’s nations have joined the UN to ensure peace. The UN has only as
much power as the member states allow.

The United Nations (UN) was
founded in 1945 after the Second
World War by 51 nations and has
its seat in New York. In 2003, there
were 191 members of the UN, al-

most all of the world's nations. With
their membership, the states com-
mit themselves to maintain world
peace, to resolve disputes peace-
fully, and to respect human rights,

THE NOBEL PEACE PRIZE was awarded to the UN for its
work toward a better world in 2001.

THE MANY UN PEACE MISSIONS successfully contrib-
uted to establishing peace in conflicts.

THE BUILDING of new state and social systems is
increasingly becoming the primary objective of
multiple UN missions.

In the former war zone of Kosovo, UN-ordered soldiers
are ensuring the safe return of refugees.

VUN Peace Missions

TO MAINTAIN WORLD PEACE, the Security Council of the UN can decide upon
military action. The member states must make troops available for this, be-
cause the UN maintains no troops of its own. The troops can be deployed di-
rectly against an aggressor. The Security Council then grants individual states
permission to restore peace with force, for example, in the Irag-Kuwait conflict

of 1990.

THE MAJORITY OF THE MEASURES are peacekeeping missions following a con-
flict. In these cases, multinational troop contingents—also called “blue hel-
mets” because of their UN emblems—position themselves as neutral buffers
between the belligerents and manage the ceasefire. Peacekeep-

ers are at present stationed in the Congo, and on the Israeli

and Lebanese and the Indian-Pakistani borders, among

other places. In the current UN peacekeeping missions in

Afghanistan and Kosovo, the boundaries between keep-

‘Ns ing the peace and forcing the peace are increasingly be-

.. coming blurred. UN troops are allowed to take mili-

: tary measures against troublemakers and

experts support the buildup of civilian infra-

structures.

: E} UN soldiers safeguarding the Israell-

Jordanian border.

among other things. The
extent to which the UN
can honor its goals de-
pends on the members’
willingness to cooperate.
The UN is not a “world
state” with its own instru-
ments of power, but
rather a free association
of—in principle—sovereign
states.

. & The more the world becomes economically cross-linked, the more important international politics become.

proves the UN budget.

General Assembly and

Security Council

In the complex structure of the
world organization, the General
Assembly is formally the supreme
body. All member states are equally
represented in this “unelected
world parliament.” The General
Assembly can, among other things,
pass non-binding resolutions and
elect a general secretary to out-
wardly represent the UN. Associ-
ated with it are special organiza-
tions like the children’s fund,
UNICEF.

The actual center of power of the
UN is the Security Council. It deter-
mines if world peace is in jeopardy
and, if necessary, sets courses of
action that can range from eco-
nomic boycotts to military engage-
ments. It has five permanent mem-
bers (the U.S., Russia, Great Britain,
France, and China) and ten mem-
bers elected for two years. The five

permanent members must pass
all resolutions unanimously.
Further key bodies of the UN are
the International Court of Justice
(p.247), as well as the Economic
and Social Council, which coords-
nates the economic and social ac-
tivities of the UN along with work
together with many special orgari-
zations like the World Bank. '

Discussions of Reform

Since the Cold War, there have
been discussions of how funda-
mental reforms to the UN could
address the new problems and
challenges of the 21st century
more effectively (pp.236-239).
The subjects include an expansion
of the Security Council, more au-
thority for the General Secretary,
the formation of a world environ-
mental organization, and an
autonomous UN military.




E EUROPEAN UNION

Following the Second World War, the European states interwove politically and
economically more and more with each other. Today, the EU is a close
union of autonomous states that makes cross-border decisions in

many areas.

Lunmpezn states step
i liegan to unify the
imemt moth politically and ec-
miElye The goal was to make
flimmessible in the future in
e first step was taken in
{iEm =ix countries, including
[ and France, created
iiimmm mmarket for coal and
BmiSET, the European
Wil Coemmunity (EEC) was
:  tnough various trea-
il dismantled customs
diother obstacles to
grimdustrial sectors.

2t ke a Political

\ine wiay to a united
Mgg2 treaty on EU
Miich it, the EEC
Wi@s further devel-
|imsE political and
iEifindey. The reso-

jution to introduce a common
currency was groundbreak-
ing. In 2002, the euro
replaced the local curren-
cies in 11 EU countries.
The political union was
also pushed ahead and a
. common foreign security
" policy and cooperation in the
areas of the judiciary and in-
ternal affairs were decided upon.
Besides that, the EU handles
questions that directly affect the
lives of the people in the member
states. Job creation is supported
and an alignment of the living con-
ditions in the different states is a
goal. Also, everyone belongingto a
member state is an EU citézen with
special rights. All EU citizens have
an unlimited right of residence in
all EU countries and voting rights
at the municipal level in the country
in which they live.

Character and Institutions

The EU has developed into a con-
federation of states, each retaining
its own individual character. Itis
neither a federation with an inde-
pendent central power like the us.
(p.225) nor an international organi-
zation, in which sovereign govern-
ments work together like the UN
(p.232).

The member states remain in
principle autonomous, but join to-
gether at the European level to
gain international clout and to
democratically clarify issues of
common interests. In many areas,
the member states have voluntarily
conferred—partially or totally—legis-
|ative authority to the EU institu-
tions they created.

The highest EU authority is the
European Council, consisting pri-
marily of the heads of state and

government of the mem-
ber states. It sets funda-
mental political goals
and appoints the head
of the 25-person “Euro-
pean Commission” with
the approval of the
“European Parliament,” which is re-
elected every five years.

Among other things, the Commis-
sion monitors the implementation
and proposal of EU laws. Only the
“Council of the European Union” or

pean countries, 13 of which belang to the EU.

sometimes “Council of Ministers,”
and the European Parliament, can
pass laws. The “European Court of
Justice” acts as a judicial organiza-
tion that ensures the observance
of these passed laws.

THE WORLD’S LARGEST DOMESTIC MARKET
currently, the EU includes 27 states and
close to 490 million inhabitants.

STATES WANTING MEMBERSHIP must meet
political and economic requirements.

THE EU also sees itself as a community of
shared democratic values.

In 2004, Poland joined the EU.

EU Expansion

THE UNITED EUROPEAN MOVEMENT has been a great success so far. Only West
Germany, France, Belgium, Italy, Luxembourg, and the Netherlands took part
in the first steps toward unification in the 1950s and 1960s. But one after the
other, almost all West European states joined: Denmark, Ireland, and Great
Britain in 1973, Greece in 1981, Spain and Portugal in 1986, and in 1995,
Austria, Finland, and Sweden.

THE COLLAPSE OF communism in 1989-1991 presented the EU with the
chance to unify the whole continent ideologically as well. Political and eco-
nomic criteria were set up for those former Eastern bloc states seeking mem-
bership: A stable democracy, a constitutional system, as well as a functioning
market economy and competitive ability within the EU. In 2004, ten new coun-
tries joined the EU all at once: Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Czech Re-
public, Slovakia, Hungary, Slovenia, Malta, and Cyprus. In 2007, Romania and
Bulgaria were added. Negotiations with further aspirants are in preparation.
The possible admit- g e eGSR

tance of Turkey is

the most fiercely

disputed for many

different reasons.

The European fam-
ily of nations gained
additions in 2004
and 2007.

SOCIETY, POLITICS, AND LAW
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NATO—DEFENSE ALLIANCE AND CRISIS MANAGER

Until 1990 NATO was a defense alliance of Western nations against the communist Eastern bloc.
Today its focus lies in the prevention of conflicts and military reaction to crises.

In 1949, the U.S., Canada, and
many European nations came to-
gether to form NATO (North Atlantic
Treaty Organization), an alliance for
military and political defense. Later,
West Germany, Greece, Turkey, and
Spain also joined. Its prime goal
until 1990 was to deter communist
expansion attempts, namely those
of the Soviet Union and its satellite
states.

In its Articles of Treaty, which
have remained unchanged to the
present, NATO members state a
pledge to come to each other’s aid
in case of attack (collective defense

action). In doing so, each state can
independently take the measures
it deems necessary. There is no
automatic military obligation of
mutual assistance. With member-
ship, the states commit them-
selves to political, economic, and
cultural cooperation along with
the military.

The goal of the alliance is also
the defense of certain values.
From the outset, the member
states were required to accept
the constitutional state and
private property as principles
of liberal democracies.

THE NATO STATES stood face-to-face with the
highly armed states of the communist “Warsaw
Pact” until 1991.

THE PRINCIPLE of military deterrence was
meant to secure the peace in Europe.

PROXY WARS in developing nations replaced a
confrontation between the superpowers.

The signing of the NATO treaty in 1949; in the
center, President Harry Truman

The Cold War

NATO WAS FORMED in 1949 as a defense alliance against the communist
states in the East, which joined together in the Warsaw Pact in 1955. The al-
liance was meant to counter the perceived threat of the military presence of
the Soviet Union with a strong armed forces capability in Western Europe. The
fundamental concept of the Cold War was to make clear to the opponents that
an attack would have deadly consequences even for them. The result was an
arms race of weapons of mass destruction, which put both sides theoretically
in a position to wipe out
all of humankind several
times over.

DESPITE DISARMAMENT
negotiations, armament
surges occurred again
and again during this pe-
riod, leading to mass
paranoia. The arms race
ended with the collapse
of the Soviet empire in
1991. However, NATO
continues to possess
many nuclear weapons.

Apocalypse as deterrent:
a nuclear test in Nevada

Institutions and
Functions

NATO is divided according
to its aims into a mili-
tary and a political
organization.
The supreme
body, made
up of

political rep-
resentatives from the
member states, is the
NATO Council with its
headquarters in Brussels. It

has the authority to make essential
political policy decisions. Coordina-
tive to it is the planning commission
on issues of defense and nuclear
policy composed of the defense
ministers of the member states.
Assisting the Council are numerous
technical committees that handle
special matters. NATO has its own
bureaucracy headed by a general
secretary who is responsible for the
conducting of daily affairs. The
highest military body is the Military
Committee, on which the alliance
partners’ top generals sit. It advises
the NATO Council and
executes its directives.
NATO armed forces con-
sist of national units
that in an emergency
are placed under NATO
command accordingto a
prescribed procedure.

Alliance with a
Future?

NATO lost the original
purpose of its founding
with the collapse of

Communism in 1989-1991. Today,
NATO sees its most important
tasks, alongside mutual defense.
to be worldwide deployment for
peace and defense agains:
terrorism (p. 240), for in-
. stance, on behalf of the LN
(p.232). Arapid reaction
corps is being built up
that can be quickly
and flexibly dis-
patched to the
crisis regions
of the worlil.

The NATO star, the sym-

bol of the alliance, stands
in front of the headguarters
in Brussels.

In addition, the former Eastern bloe
states are being introduced into
NATO through new accords and neu
structures and cooperation is beimg
intensified. Bulgaria, Estonia, Lat-
via, Lithuania, Romania, Slovakia,
and Slovenia have since officially
joined. Even Russia has been
loosely tied to the NATO structure.
But it has been observing the ex-
pansion of the military zone of
influence of its former opponent
toward its own borders with

suspicion and mistrust.

!
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NATO currently has 26 members. France and
Iceland are still not members.
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v usually termed nongov-

m=chnical medical equipment.

lorgznizations (NGO).

2 mrivately organized, non-
miated, have a working
pable of acting, and

d by donations or mem-
Each organization

= within a specified
red zreas of focus are
w@nitarian, social, and
lzmncerns. They attempt
tihe public to their

d to influence the
akers in politics and
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petitions, or even
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bis and Environment
imenitarian fields are not
mm of the 20th century,
of the most well-
ational Red Cross
Movement, with
almost everywhere in
founded in the 19th
ipmmission s to alleviate
imf the victims of
1= and natural catas-
I pport national civil
il e medical corps of
Such classic humani-

: of “Doctors Without Borders” provide
\w=r zones or disaster areas with medi-

mizations like Greenpeace are active worldwide in the
= of particular social concerns without an official mandate.
\ have increasingly gained in importance on the world stage

tarian tasks are also performed by
medical organizations like “Doctors
Without Borders.”

Many NGOs dedicate
themselves specifically
to the protection of
human rights, e.g., the
safeguarding of children
(terre de hommes). The
best-known and most
influential human rights
organization with more
than 1.7 million mem-
bers worldwide is
“Amnesty International.”
On the basis of the UN's
Universal Declaration of
Human Rights (p. 222), it has been
investigating violations of human
rights and publicly denouncing
them in regularly published reports
since 1961. Professionally orga-
nized and internationally carried
out campaigns, such as the recent
“Stop Violence against Women,”
are meant to heighten the aware-
ness of human rights.

MANY NGOS have been founded in
Africa In recent years primarily estab-
lished with funds from Western

development aid.

DYNAMIC GROWTH: There were offi-
cially 7,306 NGOs worldwide at the
end of 2004. In 1964, there were
only 1,470.

. PUBLIC SOCIAL PRIVATE PARTNER-

SHIP: Private enterprises are increas- -
ingly participating in the financing of §

social projects.

How to make one's concerns
known by effective use of the
media is demonstrated time and
time again by Greenpeace—the
largest international environ-
mental organization. It has
successfully taken action to stop

TR AR CREMNNNNGRS, R,
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members worldwide.

ITS NETWORK is still relatively loosely structured
and ideologically heterogeneous.

ATTAC wants to increase its cooperation with orga-
nizations with similar aims.

Closing demonstration of the fourth World Social
Forum of anti-globalists in Mumbai, India.

ATTAC—Against Economic Globalization

IN 1998, an association was founded in France that advocated democratic
controls of the global financial markets. This ATTAC association—the French
acronym for the “Association for the Taxation of Financial Transactions to Aid
Citizens’—is today an active network worldwide that criticizes the “neo-liberal”
excesses of capitalism. With the slogan “The world is not for sale,” it is calling
for global polmcal social, and environmental changes directed at a balancing

A out of disparities between rich and
poor hations.

ALTHOUGH TENDING to be grounded
at the left of the political spectrum,
the association sees itself as being
open to all political persuasions that
pursue similar goals. Not having a
centralized leadership, the national
divisions for the most part freely de-
cide topics and the organizational
form of specific actions. Only vio-
lence is fundamentally rejected.

Example of globalization: The Amer-
jcan fast food chain has set up
restaurants all over the world.

sional organizational forms, govern-
ments and supranational organiza-
tions are recognizing many NGOs
as advisers. Among others, the Eco-
nomic and Social Council of the UN
works closely with NGOs. NGOs also
participate as a rule in international
conferences within the framework
of the UN. While many NGOs pro-
fess to speak for all humankind,
their internal structures are
often not entirely
democratic. More-
over, most NGOs
originated in rich
industrial nations
and in part repre-
sent their interests.

nuclear tests and the commercial
killing of whales. Since its founding
in 1974, it has grown from being a
small citizens action group of Amer-
ican environmentalists to a globally
acting network with hierarchically
organizational structures and its
own research divisions.

influence and
Democracy

NGOs have become an
important part of inter-
national democracy.
Because of their in-

creasingly
profes-

B
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Greenpeace has become known

worldwide for its spectacular

actions for the
environment.
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GLOBALIZATION is the increasing

political, economic, and cultural
integration of national societies.

THE MORE POLITICS, cultures, and
businesses are internationalized,

the greater the sentiment is fell to
be reassured of traditional values
and one's own identity.

THE GLOBAL TERROR NETWORK
al Qaeda misuses Islam to justify its
acts of violence.

- Knowledge-based society | Global economy | Globalization and fragmentation | New world order | international terrorism

TRENDS OF THE 21ST CENTURY

Technological progress and the end of East-West conflict have brought the world closer together
since the end of the 20th century. National borders are losing more and more of their significance

f‘ in political, economic, and cultural decision processes. A digitally interlinked “world society” is

being created that is tearing down traditional barriers and offering individuals numerous diverse

ON THE WAY TO A KNOWLEDGE-BASED SOCIETY

Thanks to modern means of communication, the world and developed societies in particular are facing a structural change. In the
future, the acquisition of knowledge will progressively come to determine an individual's social position.

News agencies try to process and
organize the fiood of information
every day for their readers.

What the mechanization of the
industrial processes was to the
19th century, the advancements
made in information technology are
to the 20th and 21st centuries. It

is fundamentally changing the
working and living conditions of
humankind.

The Information Revolution

With the development of increas-
ingly powerful computers that
handle ever larger amounts of data,

Education and advanced training
T SENCNCEE NTTIDTICUETEE, W T e
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and the digitalization of the classic
means of communication such as
the telephone, the exchange of
information worldwide is entirely
unimpeded by time and distance.
The Internet has become the
embodiment of this information
revolution. The “World Wide Web”
of connected computers makes
it possible to access limitless
types of information from anywhere
in just seconds. The wireless
computer, the cell phone, and the
satellite dish have all become
marks of modern society. These
mediums also function to aid
humanity toward further social
and technological development.

Social Consequences

In general, the modern means

of global communication have
granted almost anyone access to
the exchange of new information.
Knowledge is progressively becom-
ing the most important raw mate-
rial of modern society.

Among other things, knowledge
plays a key role in the effective
implementation of the different
factors of production (labor, land,
capital). The number of people
working in the industrial mass
production of goods continues to

decrease as it is increasingly being
SR RN T TR R R T S

CLCIAT O A O CIOR ATV TR C S SR N est

wages. In highly developed coun-
tries, nearly half of the labor force
is employed in jobs that use or
further develop information tech-
nology. The field of information
technology is already the fastest-

' opportunities for personal development, which was unimaginable until now. However, at the same
~ time new, dangerous social and cultural divides are also coming to light.

ying economic progress to active environmental protection is the major global task of the 21st century.

growing sector of modern sociefy.
As this trend continues, participa-
tion in the future knowledge-baset
society will be decided more than
ever by an individual’s level of
education.

NORTH-SOUTH DIVIDE: The majority of the over
600 million Internet users worldwide live in
Europe, America, and Asia. The participation of
this information exchange in the poorer countries
of Africa is comparably less.

AUTHORITARIAN AND DICTATORIAL REGIMES
attempt more than ever to control and regulate
access fo the Internet.

An example of modern media in Africa

Global Village—Vision and Reality

WORLDWIDE, the information revolution awakens the hope for individusal
liberty and a democratic voice. Anyone has limitless possibility to broadcast
information, images, and opinions over the Internet beyond the commercial
range of information. Itis in this way that “virtual communities” develop across
national boundaries and censored material is dispersed internationally. It is
because of this that some people hope to undermine authoritarian claims
power and promote efforts of political emancipation.

THIS VISION of a free, democratic world community will probably remain a
vision for a long time to come. Recently, particularly undemocratic countries
have found ways to censor or completely block information with undesired
content. Moreover, international communication remains strongly limited
L]

the rich nations and, as long as
that remains unchanged, the eco-
nomic as well as cultural divisions
of the world will continue to grow.

With increased modes of mobility,
it has become increasingly com-
mon for people to travel to foreign

tmeds e, Srpetenes SR
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e Work Stock Exchange on Wall Street is the largest in the world. Large
wrEnimes” stocks are bought and sold here, thus determining their value.

single market, nations find them-
selves in stiff competition to attract
businesses within their own bor-

ders so as to retain and create jobs
for domestic capital. Many nations

try to lure investors and highly
qualified personnel into their coun-
tries with tax incentives, as well as
favorable conditions such as an
increased liberalization of trade.

Global Winners and Losers

A result of globalization of the econ-
omy is a continuing growth of world
trade at a high level since the
1990s. Foreign investment is
booming and is even flowing into
some developing countries. Be-
cause labor is often cheaper there
than in industrialized nations, it is
being integrated into the global pro-
duction systems of the
corporations. The open-
ing of the markets has
led to high growth and
positive effects in the
labor market, especially
in emerging nations
such as Vietnam.

The countries of
Africa and areas of Latin
America are primarily
still excluded from the
advantages of a global
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AL ECORDMY AND WORLD DOMESTIT POLITIES

the effects of globalization are seen most pointedly in commerce, there are increasing
| political Issues that can no longer be solved within a national state framework.

economy. There is hardly any com-
petitive economic structures and, in
part, unstable political conditions
rule. It is in these regions that a rise
in poverty has been recorded.
However, rich countries must
also have an interest in the bal-
anced participation of everyone in
economic and technological prog-
ress in the medium term. Other-
wise, a hardly controllable flight
from the developing countries could
start and shake the economic sta-
bility of the industrialized nations.

“One-World” Politics

The threat of a growing divide be-
tween the rich and poor is only one
of the worldwide challenges of eco-
nomic globalization. The stability of
the international financial system
and the guaranteeing of effective
environmental protection are also
political tasks that concern all na-
tions. In the end, these are issues
that can only be solved by taking
initiatives together.

In order to effectively deal with
such global problems, politics at
some point in the future must be
also globalized. Se that a form of
global governance can counter the
global economy, a strengthening of
the UN (p.232) and the organiza-
tion of a type of international legal
authority appear at this time to be
indispensable.

Environmental problems rise with increased
energy use in economically booming nations
like China.

& see also: Globalization, Economic and Social Topics Chapter, pp. 264-269
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THE GROSS NATIONAL PRODUCT
(GNP) has increased on average five-
fold worldwide since 1950, widening
the gap between the rich and poor
nations.

MANY DEVELOPING COUNTRIES are
still disadvantaged in international
trade, particularly agricultural trade,
which is most important. Access (o
the markets of industrial nations is
made difficult by protective tariffs.

Nongovernmental organizations
such as Greenpeace and Amnesty
International, which exert pressure
on political decision makers for
specific causes through a world-
wide network, are playing an
increasingly important role in
enacting international policies.
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Social State Under
Pressure

Because of the intensified compe-
tition to lure businesses to locate
within their borders, the rich in-
dustrial nations increasingly per-
ceive social services primarily as
cost factors. Particularly in coun-
tries where the employers help
pay for the social system through
supplemental wage costs, busi-
nesses are pushing for financial
relief in order to compete with low-
wage countries. Reforms in many
places are aimed at demanding
more individual responsibility
from the employees, for example,
in medical insurance coverage.
In order to prevent international
competition from harming the so-
cial benefits of workers, minimum
social conditions for workers of all
nations have been discussed on a
global level for years.

above: Due to cuts in social ser-
vices, poverty is again rising
within the rich nations.
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CULTURES BETWEEN GLOBALIZATION AND FRAGMENTATION

The leveling of the world brought on by globalization has also resulted in increasingly blurred cultural boundaries. At the same

time, there are conspicuous tendencies toward a return to national cultural identities.

Expanding economic integration
also affects culture and lifestyle in
various countries. Modern mass
media and people’s increasing
mobility promote cultural globaliza-
tion. Foreign influences permeate
every part of social daily life and
mix increasingly more with the
individual traditions of a country.
Today, Mexican cuisine and
Indian films are as common in
Europe as American fast food is in
Asia, or Hollywood films are in Arab
countries. American pop music
blares from radios in Africa and the

Far East. At least in a politically lib-
eral constituted state, an individual

can now piece together their own
personal lifestyle from the tradi-

tions of diverse cultural groups in a

way that is largely independent
from the cultural background of
their own homeland.

Resistance and Terror

Yet, the blending of cultures in
almost all areas of life does not
automatically promote as much
tolerance and openness toward
foreigners as one would hope.

“THE CLASH OF CIVILIZATIONS” created an international
sensation in 1993 by stating that the wars of the 21st
century will not arise due to economic or ideological rea-
sons, but rather will be primarily caused by the conflicts
between two cultural groups (e.g., the West and the
Arab world). Its author, the U.S. political scientist
Samuel Huntington, has since toned down his thesis.

Samuel Huntington teaches political science at Har-
vard and is an advisor to the U.S, State Department.

Political-Religious Fundamentalism

POLITICIZED RELIGIOUS MOVEMENTS are gaining strength worldwide as coun-
ter movements to liberal modernity are often grouped together under the term
“fundamentalism.” Among them are Christian rights groups, Islamists move-
ments, the Jewish settler movement, and Hindu nationalism in India. Reject-
ing the modern separation of church and state, they want political decisions
made according to the traditions and creeds of their particular religion. They
invoke fixed principles that, as a rule, are based on literal interpretations of
religious scriptures (Bible, Qur'an, etc.). Typically, these groups are character-
ized by their intolerance toward anyone who holds an adverse opinion as well
as their tendency to think in strict terms of good and bad.

PARTICULARLY BECAUSE OF THE UNWILLINGNESS to compromise, religious-
political fundamentalism inherently embodies within it the threat of violent
fanaticism. Although all the world religions are in principle peaceful, some

fundamental activists
want to impose, even
through violent means,
what they believe isthe
“god-given” or “proper”
order.

Radical Jewish settlers
insist on their biblically
Buaranteed right to all
of the Holy Land of
their forefathers.

Instead, it has been observed
worldwide that many people are
experiencing a growing need for a
distinct cultural identity as a solid
personal foundation.

Particularly in socially unstable
developing countries, the economic
dominance of rich industrial coun-
tries in the media is also seen as
an attempt to force the values of
their “Western” models of prosper-
ity upon weaker nations.

As a reaction to this, movements
have arisen in many places, some
of which are violent, that reject
modernity through propagating a
return to religious or national tradi-
tions and values. Currently,

Multi-cultural society: In many major cities (as seen here in London) peoyiie
from different cultural groups can live together in relative peace.

Islamic groups have come into
focus worldwide, a minority of
which sometimes resort to terrorist
means (p. 241).

Retreat Tendencies in the West
The feeling of a threat and social
anxieties have now led liberal
states to attempt to protect their
own societies from “overalien-
ation.” Their measures include the
stiffening of immigration regula-
tions as well as placing a greater
emphasis on the assimilation
culturally and politically of immi-
grants into mainstream society.

Between modernity and traciitimm
Japanese women in kimonos i
cell phones at their ears.

Regional and cultural identi
are also being revived and it
vated within Western countmizs,
many national states, for exz

the regional rights of civic pauti
pation are being strengthenaa,
This is clearly seen in Europe.

where almost all countries are
granting public funds in suppon
various native cultural assets.
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TO PROTECT THEIR OWN CULTURE, §
reduced tax rate is levied on maiil
cultural assets in all west Eurgy
nations. For instance, price fxmgi
books in some countries is meznil
ensure a wider sales.

THE WESTERN CULTURE INDUST
dominates the world market firmmi}
film to music and books.




EW WORLD ORDER

—

1= end of the East-West conflict
Ij 1291 reduced the danger of a
mba! nuclear war. However, the

ﬁhrme for establishing a permanent

The Rise of China

i M= the most populous and third
. mgest nation of the world, a nu-
.~ glesr power, and a permanent
~ member of the UN Security Coun-
1l China has already been playing
@n Important international role
‘swer since the Second World War.
\Im addition, its economy has been
limoming since the beginning of
' liine 1980s with an average growth
m@= of almost 10 percent. China
|nzs risen to the fourth largest na-
Homal economy. Many experts al-
mezchy see in the culture-rich nation
j@n up-and-coming economic su-
mempower that could contend with
e U.S. for its leadership position
smmetime in the 21st century.

~ @lwove: China’s largest skyscrap-
@ are being built in Shanghai.

T A

* The number of civil wars is highest in Africa,
\where children are often utilized as soldiers.
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The end of the East-West conflict did not make the world more
peaceful. Instead, the escalating domestic conflicts present
mew challenges for international security policies.

peace has only been

countries of the North-
ern Hemisphere that
have profited the most
from economic global-
ization. Since the

have seen the number
of armed conflicts dras-

more or less violent cri-

ses have been recorded,

most of which did not occur be-
tween different nations, but rather
from within.

The Privatizing of Violence

The global confrontation of the
two leading poweré, the U.S.and
the Soviet Union, had concealed
many internal problems. After the
collapse of communism in
1989,/1990, old resentments,
ethno-religious differences, and
once forgotten border conflicts
flamed up again. The wars relating
to the disintegration of Yugo-
slavia in the mid-1990s are
bloody examples of this
chaos. In developing coun-
tries like Rwanda, Soma-

lia, and Liberia, the state’s
central authority crum-

bled, thus plunging the
regions into anarchy.
Currently, civil warlike
conditions are prevailing,
particularly in Afghanistan
and in Iraq, after forced
regime changes. The
already politically .,aﬁ
economically explosiv

-

Known nuclear powers:
U.S., Russia, Great
Britain, France, China,
Israel, india, Pakistan,
and North Korea

fulfilled in the developed

1990s, multiple regions

tically rise. In 2005, 278

TRENRSOE HEAREQRNRY, 08

ASRAES AMD PALESTIRARNS both make claim

10 the histoncal iermtory of Palestine.

THE STATE OF ISRAEL, founded in 1948, is not
recognized by some Arab states.

SINCE 1995, THE PALESTINIANS have been au-
tonomously administering parts of the territory
as a basis of a separate state alongside Israel.

Israel seeks to protect itself from attacks with a
wall on stretches of the border.

War Without End? The Middle East Conflict

THE CONFLICT between the Israelites and the Palestinians over the “Holy
Land” has been the focus of international politics for over 60 years. Already
since the forced Jewish emigration from Europe at the end of the 19th century,
there have repeatedly been bloody clashes with the local Palestinians.

THE UN PARTITION PLAN in 1947 saw the division of Palestine into two states—
one Jewish and one Palestinian. However, the Palestinians and the whole of
the Arab world did not accept this partition and fought against it from the start.
The wars that followed saw the seizure of territories outside the UN-decreed
state by Israel. The Palestinians reacted to this with violent resistance. To this
day, all efforts at finding a compromise between the Palestinians and the Is-

raelis have been hindered
by radical groups on both
sides of the conflict.

Both Israelites and Pales-
tinians justify their own use
of violence with the other’s
violence. An end to the ter-
rible conflict is not in sight.

ens to become an uncontrollable
problem, should the international
community not succeed in its
efforts at stabilizing the situation.
Moreover, the collapse of state
structures offers a breeding-
ground for international crime
and terrorist groups (p. 241).

Weapons of Mass Destruction
Due to such developments, the
proliferation of nuclear, biologi-
cal, and chemical weapons of
‘mass destruction has become
a global security and political
~ problem today. It is increasingly
ared that terrorist groups
ght gain access to such
~ weapons or at least the materi-
= --_a_lS__-fr'om which they could
~manufacture them. During
“the Cold War, weapons of
mass destruction were
primarily owned or at least

under the control of the two super-
powers: the U.S. and the Soviet
Union. Now Israel, India, Pakistan,
and North Korea are also num-
bered among the nuclear powers—
countries that until now have not
become signatories to the non-
proliferation treaty of the UN.
Through the currently unmonitored
export of know-how, more nations
could soon be in a position to
produce weapons with devastating
destructive capabilities. Thus, new

general nuclear disarmament
policies seem urgently necessary.

NATION BUILDING: The interventions
of the international community
within crisis areas must in the long
term support the building of civil and
state infrastructures and should not
be limited to military actions.

NATIONAL SOVEREIGNTY will probably
{ose its significance in the future.
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METHODS AND GOALS OF TERRORISM

Terrorists aim to overthrow an existing system of rule through
violence. Their activities moved from the national to the inter-
national level in the 20th century.

Terrorism is defined as politically
motivated acts of violence that can
range from bank robberies and
targeted assassinations to major
coordinated campaigns like air-
plane hijacking or the taking of
hostages. Perpetrators are usually
single individuals or groups that
are in a distinct minority within a
society and seek to destabilize the
political order through attacks.
Targets for attacks are often repre-
sentatives of state or social domi-
nance, but are also increasingly
innocent civilians.
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Terrorism From the Left

A radical offshoot of the student
movement, left-wing terrorism
gained strength in the 1970s,
especially in Europe. The German
“Red Army Fraction,” the Italian
“Red Brigade,” and the French
“Direct Action” attempted to
destabilize the hated capitalist
system primarily through the
kidnapping and murder of lead-
ing representatives of the state—
although without success.
Left-wing terrorism lost its
significance worldwide with the
collapse of communism in
1989/1991. However, it cannot
be ruled that new terrorist struc-
tures will not emerge on the
periphery of globalization.

above: The RAF kidnapped and
murdered the German employer

representative Hanns-Martin
Schlever in 1977.

Independent of their concrete
goals, all terrorists feel like mem-
bers of an oppressed section of the
population forced by an oppressive
state apparatus and thus resort to
immoral means of violence. They
primarily want to change people's
attitudes through their attacks. The
deeds are meant to instantly bring
their concerns into public focus and
to shake the population’s trust in
the security apparatus of the state.
The counteraction of the state is
taken into account and is used to
mobilize “closet” supporters as
well as to win new ones in order to
create a “revolutionary situation” in
the medium or long term.

From National to International
Terrorism

That this strategy definitely can
bring the effect desired by terrorists
is proven by the successes of the
anti-colonial rebellion movements
of the mid-20th century—particu-
larly in Asia and Africa. The begin-
ning was primarily accompanied by
terrorist campaigns. These violent
struggles for liberation in the devel-
oping nations were concerned with
a change of national order, a char-

Since the forced regime change by the U.S. in Irag, a number of groups are fight-
ing the new government with terrorist suicide attacks.

WELL-KNOWN ETHNO-NATIONALIST TERROR GROLPES
ETA in Spain, Kurdistan Workers’ Party in Tumzyl
IRA in Ireland, al-Agsa Martyrs’ Brigades in
Palestinian territories

CONSERVATIVE TERRORISM fights primarily witfi
self-administered justice for an existing state
order, e.g., the Ku Kiux Klan.

Spanish security forces searching through auiis-
mobiles

Ethno-NationdIist T'e'rrorism

ETHNO-NATIONALIST MOTIVATED terror groups are widespread in countries |
which an occupational force oppresses ethnic groups or ethnic minorities
suppressed by the majority and feel discriminated against. They seek natimr
independence and invoke the people’s right of self-determination. The 1
well known examples in Europe are the Basque Euskadi Ta Askatasuna (ZTH
and the Catholic Irish Republican Army (IRA). The IRA renounced violenze ik
2005 and now seeks to fight the British domination of Northern lrelar
through political means and in 2007 were given a share in power, ETA oo
ues to shake the Spanish society with brutal campaigns. In this way they i
to force the national independence of the Basque region.

VARIOUS PALESTINIAN
GROUPS have been fight-
ing in the Middle East
through terrorism against
the state of Israel and for
an Arab state of Palestine
since its very inception.
Hamas, a militant group,
now holds government.

It is estimated that over
1,700 people have lost
their lives in IRA bomb
attacks.

acteristic typical of terrorism in the
20th century. The attacks were
restricted to the local country.
Spectacular actions like kidnap-
pings and airplane hijacking,

primarily by Palestinian growms,
launched the internationaliz=iil
terrorism at the end of the 1
Foreign citizens and other m
increasingly became the tar
attack. This was designer
make their regional conce
ternationally known. The il
continued to escalate wit 1
growth of terror groups il
by religious fundamentalisimi
In the battle against the
“embodiment of evil,” large
bers of victims were conaimi
Examples are poison gas @i
by a Japanese sect in the
underground and the devasil
ing terror attack of Septe
11, 2001. The al Qaeda m
is a prime example of the m&
global terrorism.




|lmeda” (Arabic: “the base”) is
jit= t2ror organization in the tradi-
sense with a clearly defined
achy, but rather a loose world-
= metwork of Islamist extremists.
are unified through one com-
mm gzl To free the Arab world—
il ewentually the globe—of “infi-
s @nd to establish a theocracy
warring to Islamic law. Primarily
gwarld powers—the U.S. and its
i re considered the enemy,

0 accusations that they
ing the Muslim world.
wrimary task is to fight re-
dhat are under Western influ-
Im the Middle East regions that
aniiionally Islamic. In addition,
10 demonstrate the vul-
jilfity of the Western world and
of life by terror attacks car-

| “enemy territory” and
e largest numbers of
thus forcing Western

IS of behavior. Since the
Islamist suicide assas-
=mber 11, 2001, on
World Trade Center
mizgon, the threat al

into the World Trade Center. Its two towers collapsed.

stop exporting their values

QAEDA AND THE “NETWORWK DF TERRODR"

sdamentalist, totalitarian, and borderless: The Islamist terror network al Qaeda is considered
.prototype of modern global terrorism.

L» v = R
Until 2001, al Qaeda fighters were
being trained in Afghanistan.

e

Modern Organizational
Structure

Primarily what is new in this Islamic
terror network is its global and de-
centralized character. In contrast to
international terrorism of the past,
al Qaeda is largely independent of
state sponsorship and is financially
supported by cover businesses and
foundations. The recruitment of

new followers knows no national
boundaries but takes place world-
wide, even though the focus is on
North Africa and Southeast Asia.
Groups and persons connected
with al Qaeda are scattered in all
regions of the world, making the
network very flexible and mobile in
its actions. Since 2001 following
the military crushing of the control
center in Afghanistan, initial ap-

proaches and ideological schooling
take place primarily over the Inter-

net. Even technical knowledge for

attacks is accessible online. In

principle, anyone can take action
in al Qaeda’'s name.

Counter-Strategies

This modern “project-related”
organizational structure and the
employment of the most modern
technology present the combatting
of terrorism with totally new chal-
lenges. It is no longer enough to
take out a command level or to

IN ORDER TO COMBAT GLOBAL TER-
RORISM with permanent effective-

' ness, stronger international coopera- |

tion is needed between the secret

. services that have been operating

nationally until now. Alongside the
fight against Islamic terrorism, a dia-
log with moderate representatives of
political Islam should be promoted to
mutually break down hostile and
prejudicial views of each other.

R S et

capture a top terrorist. A strategy
that would possibly be met with
more success in trying to prevent
the formation of new terrorist cells
would be if the terrorists were de-
prived of their political breeding
grounds by defusing regional con-
flict hot spots such as those in the
Middle East.

0SAMA BIN LADEN was born in 1957 in Rivadh,
Saudi Arabia, to a family of businessmen and
studied economics.

IN 1998, he directed a “declaration of war” against
the U.S. saying it “enslaved” the Islamic world.

HIS WHEREABOUTS since 2001 are unknown. To
date, it was unclear if he was even still alive.

Osama bin Laden already has martyr status
among Islamists.

OsamaBinLaden

0SAMA BIN LADEN is the founder of the terrorist network “al Qaeda” and is re-

garded as the mastermind behind the attacks of September 11, 2001. The
rich son of a Saudi-Arabian building contractor, he organized from Pakistan
the Islamic resistance in Afghanistan in the 1980s against the Soviet occupa-
tion. Among his supporters was the American CIA. After the Soviet withdrawal,
he first lived in Saudi-Arabia, but was forced to flee to Sudan in 1991 after
criticizing the royal family. In 1996, he was harbored by the radical Islamist

Taliban regime in Afghanistan.

SINCE 1988, BIN LADEN has built a widespread network of militant fighters
with regional cells in over 30 nations with the help of his private fortune. He
organized a military training camp in Afghanistan to prepare for terror attacks
in the world. Following the attacks on New York and Washington in 2001, the
U.S. declared him to be “the no. 1 enemy of the state.” Despite a major mili-

tary attack by the U.S. on
Afghanistan and the de-
struction of the central
terrorist structures, he
remains at large in 2007.
Cne can only speculate
about his fate.

Since 2001, Bin Laden
has only appeared in
videotaped messages.
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