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Dear,  

 The International Scientific Conference Ohrid 2014 through 

scientific articles should contribute to the 100th anniversary from the World 

War I, through a debate to offer answers to the questions that were current a 

century ago and to make the intersection of what and how changes are made 

in this part of Europe. Therefore the Faculty of Security-Skopje determined 

to organize an International Scientific Conference from the 3rd of 

June till  5th of June 2014 in Ohrid by the theme Macedonia and the Balkans 

100 years from the World War I ï Safety and Euro-Atlantic integrations. 

Thuscontinuing the orientation with organizing international conferences in 

the field of security so it can contribute to the development of scientific 

thought and for the decision makers of the regional, national and local level 

helps using the knowledge and research results for faster, simpler and timely 

overcome the practical problems that they are facing.This scientific meeting 

will be attended by over 100 scientific and educational workers from 

Albania, Bulgaria, Slovenia, Croatia, Serbia, Republika Srpska and the 

Federation of Bosnia and Herzegovina, Montenegro and the Republic of 

Macedonia. 

The conference will present papers on the following topics: 

 

1. The Balkans and Macedonia in the geostrategic concepts of the 

European countries and interests: 

¶ The Balkans through its historical perspective - is the ñcandlewickò 

still existent? 

¶ What are the consequences of the military and police conflicts after 

the World War I and what are their contemporary consequences? 

¶ What is different in the geostrategic position of Macedonia and the 

Balkans after the World War I? 

¶ Is the resolving of the ñMacedonian issueò achieved or is it an open 

process? 

¶ What are the reasons of the prolonged integrations of Macedonia into 

the European Union and the Euro-Atlantic structures? What is the 

position of the Balkan countries in relation to the Euro-Atlantic 

countries? 

¶ Is the Western Balkan the ñappendixò of Europe? 

¶ The Balkans - intersection of cultures and traditions ï security 

implications; 

¶ The cultural and religious differences on the Balkans - security 

challenges; 

¶ The contemporary position of the Balkans - European or Western; 



 

 
 

¶ Are there any concepts and strategies of the influential subjects in the 

international relations of the position of the Balkans, i.e. towards 

the Balkan countries ï the Balkans as a strategic interest of the 

influential countries and subjects? 

¶ The Ohrid Framework Agreement - a model for resolving of ethnical 

conflicts 

¶ The Balkans and Republic of Macedonia in the Geostrategic concepts 

of European countries and interests 

2. The Balkans, the National Countries and European 

Integrations: 

¶ The concept of the national countries and hegemonic concepts and 

ideologies on the Balkans; 

¶ The reestablishment of the nationalism and nationalistic absoluteness 

- accelerator of the Balkan conflicts; 

¶ Is the era of Balkan collisions and conflicts terminated? 

¶ Europeanization of the Balkans and Balkanization of Europe; 

¶ Security issues related to the national borders; 

¶ The consequences of the visa liberalization over the Balkan countries 

and the member states of EU 

3. The Police and the inter-police collaboration on the Balkans 

¶ The legal position of the Police and the other law enforcement 

organizations on the Balkans; 

¶ Forms of collaboration among the Police and the other law 

enforcement organizations; 

¶ Structure of the inter-police collaboration; 

¶ Contents of the inter-police collaboration; 

¶ Forms of ad hoc institutionalization of the inter-police collaboration; 

¶ The educational systems and the profile of the police profession in 

the Balkan countries; 

¶ Forms of bilateral and multilateral collaboration on the Balkans in the 

area of crime management, human traffic, narcotics and 

psychotropic substances; 

¶ Institutionalization of the regional collaboration in the management 

of crises and other security issues. 

¶ Is the formation of joined Balkan police forces possible? 

¶ Is the formation of a Balkan net of criminalists as well as a net of 

individuals in certain expert fields possible? 

¶ Western Balkan outside the European Union? 
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¶ Police and crime - public opinion, public confidence 

4. Economic and Commercial exchange on the Balkans: 

¶ Contemporary forms of trade, law regulations and relations among 

the countries; 

¶ Collaboration among the economic subjects between the legal 

reliability and the security threats and risks; 

¶ Regional collaboration and regional economic policy 

5. Democracy, legal state and human rights; their promotion and 

forms of protection: 

¶ International standards for protection of the human freedoms and 

rights and the policy of the Balkan countries; 

¶ Forms of protection of the freedoms and rights - experiences and 

perspectives; 

¶ Strengthening of the rule of law and the responsibleness of the 

institutions; 

¶ The role of the international organizations in promotion and 

implementation of the international benchmarks for protection of 

the human rights of the people on the Balkans; 

¶ Democracy, stabilization, integration; 

¶ The interstate and inter-institutional collaboration in protection of the 

human freedoms and rights; 

6. Criminal Justice, Criminal Policy and Victimization 

¶ Contemporary forms of computer crime (electronic: frauds, 

procuring, threats, stealing of personal data and other forms of 

electronic frauds and crime); 

¶ Forms of crime related to the internet and cyber services and modes 

for their detection; 

¶ Criminal experiences, achievements, methods, means and modes of 

suppression of the contemporary forms of criminality 

¶ War and crime; 

¶ War and victims of crime; 

¶ War crimes; 

¶ War v.v. reconciliation; 

¶ International aspects of crime and punishment; 

¶ Risk and criminal justice; 

¶ Modernization of Criminal Justice; 



 

 
 

¶ Contemporary challenges of criminology; 

¶ Reform of the criminal and procedural law; 

7. Geopolitics in the 21st century and the appearance of new 

socio-criminological types of crime 

¶ Extra-institutional approach to new forms and types of crime 

¶ The foreign policy of great powers and factors that cause forms of 

terrorism and organized crime in the 21st century 
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9 2      

Review-scientific 

paper 

29 6 2 2 1 1 1 

Professional paper 20 5 2  1   

Negative reviews 5       

Total work papers 58 13 4 2 2 1 1 
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     Organization committee of the  

    International Scientific Conference 

    Cane T. Mojanoski, Dr.Sc., president 



 
 

SALUTATION LETTER OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA  

 

To: 

Faculty of Security ï Skopje 

University of ñSt. Kliment Ohridskiò ï Bitola 

 

At the very beginning, allow me to greet you and wish you 

efficacious work of the International Scientific Conference on the subject: 

Macedonia and the Balkans, a hundred years after the First World War ï 

Security and Euro-Atlantic Integrationsò. 

Undoubtedly, this conference will considerably contribute to the 

affirmation of the Macedonian scientific thought and in addition to this, to 

promotion of the Republic of Macedonia as a host country of this event, and 

further as a country which is actively engaged in the field of security and 

regional collaboration. 

I am convinced that about the hundred of participants who are to 

present their works will also have the opportunity for productive discussion, 

collaboration and encouragement of future activities. I would like to take this 

opportunity and compliment on the achievements of the Faculty of Security 

ï Skopje and the St. Kliment Ohridski University ï Bitola, as promoters of 

this significant international event. Further, I express my desire that the 

Faculty will continue to develop its academic work as a part of significant 

international activities.  

Affi rming my support, once again I wish to you a productive 

conference.  

With respect,                                                                                                                   

  Gjorge Ivanov, Dr.Sc 

President of the Republic of Macedonia 
 

 



 
 



 
 

 

WELCOME SPEECH OF THE DEAN OF THE FACULTY 
OF SECURITY 

 

Distinguished guests, 

As the Dean of the Faculty of Security, I am humbled by the honor 

and pleasure to welcome you on the occasion of the opening of the fifth 

International scientific conference with the title: MACEDONIA AND THE 

BALKANS, A HUNDRED YEARS AFTER THE FIRST WORLD 

WAR - SECURITY AND EURO-ATLANTIC INTEGRATIONS.  

This is a relatively small but for our faculty - very significant jubilee 

- five years of continued holding of this conference, which among other 

things points out to our devotedness and implies to one of the priority 

activities of our higher education institution. More significantly, it points out 

to the fact of existence of interest for participation in this conference: it is 

distinguishable, it offers ongoing and attractive topics and contents, but also 

indicates that we dispose of personnel, organizational, and financial 

potentials supported by corresponding logistics, which provide for proper 

organization of this type of manifestations. 

A contribution is the this yearΩs conference for which 86 works were 

submitted; 23 of them come from foreign authors, and from those coming 

from the Republic of Macedonia 32 come from colleagues from other higher 

education institutions. The fact that almost a third of the works are of joint 

authorship confirms the thesis of attractiveness and recognition of our 

conference. 

It is my pleasure to note that this yearsΩs conference will be attended 

by intellectual and scientific potential coming from scientific institutions 

from the republics of Serbia, Croatia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, 

Albania, Slovenia, and Macedonia. 

In this occasion, I would like to underline the support given to us by 

the allied institutions in the region. With many of them we have already 
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signed memorandums for cooperation and some participate in the 

organization of the conference. We hope that our collaboration will proceed, 

since the up-to-now collaboration has proven to be of common interest and 

designed on long-term bases. 

The scientific conference embraces the following thematic areas: 

1. The Balkans and the Republic of Macedonia in the geo-strategic concepts 

of the European countries and interests 

2. The Balkans, national states and European integration 

3. Police and inter-police collaboration on the Balkans 

4. Democracy, legal state, human rights, promotion of human rights and 

forms of protection 

5. Criminal justice, criminal policy and victimization 

6. Geopolitics in the 21st century and appearance of some new socio-

criminological types of crime. 

The topic of the conference: MACEDONIA AND THE BALK ANS, A 

HUNDRED YEARS AFTER THE FIRST WORLD WAR - SECURITY 

AND EURO-ATLANTIC INTEGRATIONS  was not chosen randomly. It 

contains three important components. First of all, it is the hundredth 

anniversary of the First World War which is the milestone in the history and 

the reminiscence* of humanity, for many things. The topic is related to the 

war known as the most large-scale manslaughter in the history. A war of 

such extents happens for the first time in history embracing a large number 

of countries, direct participants, an enormous number of victims (most of 

them belonging to the civil population), huge physical losses and many other 

detrimental consequences. Thus, in the First World War more than 70 

million people were in the arms, more than 15 million were killed, 22 million 

were wounded, and the immediate participants in the war suffered huge 

deterioration and losses. 

Termination of this war was established by the Paris / Versailles Peace 

Conference; we can still cherish the consequences of this Versailles 

Conference; by it, significant geopolitical changes were evoked but on the 
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other part, some of the resolutions of the conference inflicted injustice 

towards certain peoples. 

The First World War was a resultant of the militarization of society, the 

expansionistic and imperialistic policy. 

Further on, when it comes to this war the most interesting and 

provocative question which is imposed and problematized by contemporary 

historiography is: whose fault was this war? Even thought it seemed like 

there was a consensus on this question, in recent times it has become 

actualized again and we expect it to be reviewed on some of the panel 

discussions of our conference. At this point I would only mention that 

according to some of the most eminent contemporary historians, the number 

of countries which were so to speak culpable for the war is somewhere 

between two and six countries. 

Taking into consideration the field of scientific interest of our as well 

as the allied institutions whose representatives are participants in the 

conference, it was logical to put the question of the meaning, nature, and the 

features of the First World War in the context of security and Euro-Atlantic 

integrations. Here, such is also the question of whether we can observe these 

contemporary processes significant for all the countries of the region in the 

function of negation, overcoming or as an antithesis of the war, as a way of 

solving the conflicts and the different interests among the countries and the 

peoples. In other words, the more we move forward in these processes of 

promotion of security and advancement in the integrations, the less are the 

chances of the war. Hence, this question is the second important component 

of the global topic of our Conference. 

The third component of the main topic is related to the Republic of 

Macedonia and the Balkans. 

As initiators and organizers of the Conference, our determination is 

to put into review the question of security and Euro-Atlantic integrations of 

the Republic of Macedonia and the Balkans. The discussions could be related 

to the First World War which was a watershed for many processes and 

countries, simultaneously being an event which brought about to some new 

principles and values into the contemporary living related to human rights 

and freedoms. We have been striving for these principles and freedoms ever 

since.  
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The last century was a century in which the peoples, especially on the 

Balkans, sought and affirmed modes of building common values, regardless 

of the tragical historic periods and  twists. This road is today the tendency 

towards the Euro-Atlantic integrations. 

It is certain that some of the authors participating by their researches in 

the Conference will review and seek for answers to the questions I have suggested. 

Defining the approaches of the Conference, our orientation was directed towards a 

regard into the past in order to identify the weaknesses which brought to 

misunderstanding, misapprehension or conflicts with the aim of finding the 

common values of all the peoples of the Balkans. History has proven that the 

Balkan peoples are more or less in the centre of interests of the irredentist policies 

as well as that in certain historical periods, these interests represented a 

bargaining coin. As scientific workers, in front of us is the task to suggest 

mechanisms which will create conditions for safe development as well as 

uninterrupted pacing towards the Euro-Atlantic integrations. 

In this context, I would also like to recall the eminent political 

scientist Zarko Puhovski who observed one more significant and very 

common dimension of the First World War and its implication on the 

contemporary movements - precisely, its relation to globalization. άThe First 

World War undoubtedly represents the beginning of the process which will 

later be named globalization. (Zarko Puhovski άPeshchanikέ, 24.01. 2014) 

Dear participants, the aim of the Conference among the other is to 

search for answers to several questions, such as: is the Balkans still the 

powder keg? Which are the consequences of the military and political 

conflicts after the First World War?, and especially: Which are the 

contemporary consequences? Were there any changes in the geo-strategic 

position of the Republic of Macedonia and the Balkans after the First World 

War? Is the solution of the Macedonian question accomplished or is it still an 

incomplete process? What is the reason for the slow integration of the 

Republic of Macedonia into the European Union and the Euro-Atlantic 

structures? The next is the question of security implications of the thesis that 

the Balkans is a crossroads of cultures and traditions and to which extent the 

cultural and religious differences on the Balkans are also security 

challenges? In this sense we expect that discussions on the Conference will 

be about the contemporary state of the Balkans, which is a constituent of 

modern Europe, but in political terminology it is referred to as Western. 
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From this aspect it is important to define whether there are and what are the 

conceptions and strategies of the influential subjects in the international 

relations about the position of the Balkans i.e. towards the Balkan countries? 

In other words, to which extent is the Balkans of the present a strategical 

interest of the influential countries and subjects? Of course, here my purpose 

is not to exhaust the numerous questions related to the thematic areas which I 

enumerated at the beginning. I tried to emphasize the ones that should, in my 

opinion, give a special feature to the conference, taking into consideration its 

global theme. 

I am certain that some of the authors who participate in the 

conference will try to answer many of these questions. I assume that the 

retrospection to these questions is important if it can  give an answer to the 

questions of nowadays, but also to the question of what is to be done in the 

future in order to prevent from emergence of wars. 

Distinguished participants,  

At this point I would like to note that within the working materials 

for the Conference there is the Book of abstracts, and as it was done in the 

previous years, the integral texts of the works in English will be published in 

a separate edition (usually of two volumes). 

I would like to inform you of one more important aspect: the annual 

Anthology of the Faculty of Security is published in the EBSCO database, 

and the Editions of our Conference of 2013 as well as the newest of 2014, 

will be published as a supplement of this Anthology. 

I would here end my salutation wishing you all productive work, 

successful presentation of your works, active and argumentative discussions 

as well as conclusions and recommendations which will be encouraging for 

overtaking certain activities. 

Allow me now to declare the fifth International scientific conference 

opened. 

Thank you. 

 

     Dr. Sc. Oliver Bachanovic 

    Dean of the Faculty of Security 

 



 
 



 
 

100 YEARS AFTER THE FIRST WORLD WAR: 
EUROPE, THE BALKANS, MACEDONIA AND MACEDONIANS 
ɀ BACK TO THE VICIOUS CIRCLE OR A STEP FORWARD 

Tome Batkoski, D r.Sc 
 

 

Dear colleagues, distinguished guests, 

 

This year the world is marking the centenary of the outbreak of the 

First World War, the darkest event in the history of mankind of the time, in 

terms of the number of casualties, the mutilated soldiers and civilians, the 

damaged and destroyed material goods and devastated cultural goods
*
. Of 

course, the marking of its centenary should not be understood only as a 

reminder of the disastrous years of this war, but it should also serve as 

motivation and encouragement for drawing on experiences from more recent 

history, which will contribute to finding constructive ways for the 

development of the man and his communities at local, state, regional and 

world level. In the spirit of the Latin proverbs ñrepetitio est mater studiorumò 

and ñhistoria est magistra vitaeò it is desirable and necessary to have a 

profound scientific and expert insight into all issues forming the basis of the 

causes and factors which led and are still leading towards the encroachment 

of peace and security as universal values, on the one hand, and the building 

of a stable architecture of maintaining and enriching them, on the other one. 

This international conference of the Faculty of Security Skopje, in the sense 

of the above said, should provide modest contribution at scientific and expert 

level, alongside with a multitude of similar conferences and round tables 

which are held in our country and also in the world. 

Dear colleagues, let us briefly remind ourselves: 

The First World War represented a huge and bloody scene of the 

fight for a new division of the world ï fight for colonies, spheres of 

influence, raw materials and markets, between the old imperialist powers and 

the new group of powerful countries which required new redistribution of 

territories on the grounds of the newly built power relations. On the one side 

were the powers of the Entente, while on the other one the powers of the 

ñTriple Allianceò. The antagonisms and the fight for achieving the interests 

between the blocks of the opposing powers were sharpened by the end of the 

                                                 
*
 "100 YEARS AFTER THE FIRST WORLD WAR: EUROPE, THE BALKANS, 

MACEDONIA AND MACEDONIANS - BACK TO THE VICIOUS CIRCLE OR A STEP 

FORWARD" by Tome Batkoski, Dr.Sc, was translated into English by Vesna Trajkovska 
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19
th
 century and the beginning of the 20

th
 century, and turned into an open 

military clash and a world war. The assassination of Franz Ferdinand ï heir 

to the throne of Austria-Hungary by Gavrilo Princip, on 28 June 1914 in 

Sarajevo served as the immediate cause of the First World War. On 28 July 

1914, after having imposed ultimate and humiliating demand on the 

Kingdom of Serbia and having declared mobilization, Austria-Hungary 

declared war and started its offensive military operations at a wide front. 

This declaration of war only intensified the tensions in Europe, so that the 

existing antagonisms grew into open military clashes. Thus, on 1 August 

1914, Germany declared war on Russia, and then on France as well. On 4 

August 1914 Great Britain declared war on Germany, i.e. on the Central 

Powers, as a response to the German invasion of Belgium. This marked the 

involvement of Great Britain in the war and the actions spread to wider 

world regions. Then Turkey and Bulgaria joined the Central Powers (Turkey 

on 29.10.1914 and Bulgaria on 14.10.2015), while Japan (on 23.08.1914), 

Romania (on 27.08.1916), the USA (on 06.04.1917) and China (on 

14.08.1917) joined the Entente.  Italy also joined the Entente, withdrawing 

from the circle of the Central Powers on 23.05.1915. The First World War 

assumed a ñpositionalò character, wide front lines were opened, with the 

ñSalonika frontò or the ñMacedonian frontò being important for the Balkans. 

The war exhausted all belligerents to a tremendous extent. The entry of the 

USA into the First World War, on the side of the Entente in 1917 meant a 

great contribution and overbalance on the part of the Entente forces. 

Previously, Imperial Russia was faced with the February Revolution and the 

beginning of the end of the Empire, which followed the October Revolution 

in 1917. The beginning of the end of the First World War started with the 

breakthrough of the Macedonian front in September 1918. Bulgaria was the 

first to surrender (29.09.1918), followed by Austria-Hungary (03.11.1918) 

and finally Germany (11.11.1918).The Versailles Peace Treaty of 

28.06.1918 marked the end of the First World War. 

At the beginning 8 countries with 732 million citizens participated in 

the war, while at the end of the war their number rose to 36 countries with 

1.5 billion people. There were around 73 million mobilized soldiers, out of 

which only 48 million were on the part of the Entente and around 25 million 

on the part of the Central Powers. The damages included around 10 million 

killed and more than 20 million wounded. Only the immediate material costs 

in this war amounted to 956 billion German golden marks, without counting 

the overall war damage caused by the military actions. 

On the one hand, the First World War had devastating effects, while 

on the other one it built the grounds among part of the structures of the 

defeated parties for the emergence of the most dangerous social power ï 

Nazism and Fascism. At the same time, several Empires ceased to exist ï 
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Austria-Hungary, the Imperial Russia, the Ottoman Empire. The USSR was 

created as the first country with socialist social order, which in the era of 

Stalinism led to enormous encroachment of human rights and regression in 

the processes of democracy.  

For the Macedonian people, the First World War, together with the 

Balkan Wars which preceded it, meant another great historical ordeal, mere 

continuation of the tragic course, with no recognition of their national 

sovereignty, being doomed to fight and die under foreign flags, coats of arms 

and interests.  

With the aim to keep the world peace and security, and to establish 

international cooperation on universal basis, and taking into consideration 

the harsh experiences from the war which had just finished, on 14.02.1919 a 

proposal by the Pact for the establishment of the League of Nations was 

accepted, as a basic act of this international organization, which was 

submitted to the Conference for Peace in Paris by the US President 

Woodrow Wilson. The Pact was considered an integral part of the Versailles 

Treaty and other peace treaties and entered into force at the same time as the 

peace treaty. The League of Nations was established in Gen¯ve, in 1920. The 

USA did not become member of the League of Nations, while the USSR was 

admitted to membership in 1934, and excluded in 1939 (the reason for this 

being the Soviet-Finnish war), which altogether, to a great degree decreased 

the power and narrowed the framework of this organization, which has 

increasingly become an arena for the behind-the-curtains fight for supremacy 

between Great Britain and France. From 1920 to 1938 the League of Nations 

considered 43 separate cases of encroachment of peace, but in the majority 

of cases its actions were insufficiently efficient. Its inefficiency became 

particularly evident in the cases of systematic violation of the Versailles 

Treaty by Germany. Thus becoming all the more compromised, and facing 

an increasing number of aggressive acts by Hitler Germany, the activity of 

the League of Nations slowly phased out. The League of Nations was 

officially dissolved in 1946 when the last session of its Assembly was held, 

which brought the decision for its dissolution and the handing over of its 

property to the United Nations Organisation (established in 1945). Thus, a 

kind of continuity was ensured between the previous and the current world 

organization - the United Nations. 

 

 Dear colleagues, 

 

Many prominent historians, talking about the First World War, 

emphasize the fact that the war did not end in 1918, but in 1945. In fact, the 

Second World War (1939-1945) is considered as a continuation of the First 

World War, after which many unresolved issues at a world level were left, 
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and the newly established League of Nations did not manage to successfully 

implement the task of establishing and keeping world peace on universal 

basis. 

The Second World War, which finished with the victory of the anti-

Hitler coalition against the fascist axis, had a significantly anti-fascist 

characteristic, was the most massive one and, based on its devastating 

actions and number of casualties, the most terrible military clash in human 

history of the time. The Second World War was fought in the territories of 

40 countries, around 110 million soldiers were mobilized, and 55-60 million 

people were killed. From both world wars, a conclusion can be drawn that 

mankind has learned many lessons such as: realization of the importance of 

democracy and freedom; the danger and the harmfulness of totalitarian 

regimes and ideological and political exclusiveness; the need for rejecting 

the methods of political, economic and other pressures and ways of coercion 

(values incorporated in the Charter and other documents of the United 

Nations). 

Taking into consideration the Latin proverb ñhistoria est magistra 

vitaeò, we must emphasize the following facts, above all, from the security 

aspect of Europe: 

- the First and the Second World War erupted in the territory of 

Europe; 

- the First and the Second World War were initiated by European 

countries, with Germany playing a particular role. 

The period after the Second World War, unlike the military turbulent first 

half of the 20
th
 century, luckily for the mankind, is characterized by the 

absence of a world military clash, i.e. there havenôt been a third world war in 

spite of the great dangers with the development of the deadliest means for 

killing in the history of mankind ï the nuclear weapons. The establishment 

and the functioning of the two military blocks, the NATO and the Warsaw 

Treaty, until the end of the ñCold Warò, due to the ñbalance of powerò or 

ñbalance of fearò, was marked by the constant race for armament and 

constant underground security-intelligence games on the relation east-west 

and vice versa. But, mankind has avoided new global military earthquake. 

The dissolution of the eastern socialist block of countries with the USSR 

and the end of the ñWarsaw Pactò, the abandonment of the socialist social 

order and the introduction of political pluralism and the establishment of 

market-goods relations in the newly formed states, at the same time, marked 

new processes in Europe ï transformation of the EEC into the EU, new 

strategy of NATO and fine-tuning of CSCEôs role, now OSCE. The creation 

of new security architecture in Europe has started. 
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Talking about European security, we must emphasize the fact that this 

syntagm refers to a system of international relations which takes into 

consideration the rights and obligations of the countries and international 

organizations, whose aim is to mutually keep and provide peace in the 

European space. European security should encompass the whole of the 

continent, as well as the regions which are important for the security of its 

countries. The system of European security should include all European 

countries, on the basis of the recognition of the same mutual rights and 

obligations, full equality and mutual respect for their territorial integrity and 

political independence, as well as their capacity to independently and freely 

enter into international relations. In fact, despite being limited in 

geographical sense, European security should draw on the principles and 

aims of the universal collective security grounded in the UN Charter, i.e. it 

should be taken as a starting basis for building a collective system of security 

in Europe. 

The idea of European security in the period after the Second World War 

has gone through several stages. The first stage marks the period when the 

problem of European, i.e. pan-European security was resolved within the 

ñGerman questionò. This stage lasted from the end of the Second World War 

until 1955 when in Europe a number of international treaties entered into 

force which de facto and de jure confirmed the division of Europe into two 

opposing blocks.  

The second stage lasted up until the mid ó70s, when a new idea of pan-

European security and cooperation emerged. This period coincides with the 

broad processes of global relaxation of relations, which reflected on the 

European political circumstances. Namely, it turned out that nothing could 

be changed in the then status quo position in Europe with policy of power 

and pressures, non-recognition and intolerance, so a course of improving the 

mutual relations among the European countries was taken, which also 

included the beginning of the peaceful resolution of the German question. 

The third stage included specific measures for building international 

legal, political and other elements of the new system of pan-European 

collective security. These measures were expressed through the acceptance 

of the idea for convening a Conference on European security, which was 

prepared in Helsinki. The first preliminary Conference was held in 1972, and 

CSCE (now OSCE) was established three years later. In relation to this issue, 

we should also mention the fact that in 1973 in Wien international 

negotiations were opened for mutual and balanced decrease of armed forces 

in Europe. 
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Dear colleagues, 

 

The end of the ñCold Warò marked new processes in Europe as well, 

inter alia, the transformation of EEC into EU and its enlargement which is 

still an ongoing process; the new strategy of NATO (peace operations) - the 

single military factor today and the first military factor in the world, and its 

expansion towards the East with new members; the beginning of a new war 

of the USA, the leader of NATO  -òthe war against terrorismò which 

replaced the previous ñwar against communismò. The first decade after the 

ñCold Warò in the world, in a military and security sense, was marked by the 

existence of unipolarity, with great domination of the USA as the leading 

force. In the last decade, with the great strengthening of Russia and China, 

above all, the world is entering into the era of multipolarity with the 

possibility for weighing off the ñmilitary musclesò of the strongest countries 

within ñlimited war clashesò. It is getting harder and harder for the United 

Nations to play their role of protecting and keeping world peace and security. 

In the territory of Europe, from security and military aspect, the 

following clashes were and are still topical: 

-The bloody war epilogue of the disintegration of former SFRJ, 1991-

1995 with a great number of deaths, wounded, missing or displaced persons; 

-The Kosovo war, the NATO attack on the Federal Republic of 

Yugoslavia and the beginning of the process of separation of the then 

province and the formation of the independent state Republic of Kosovo. 

-The armed conflict in the Republic of Macedonia in 2001 between the 

legal armed forces of the Republic of Macedonia and the Albanian national-

separatist armed units, whose goal was later changed into a ñfight for greater 

rights of the Albanian ethnic community in the Republic of Macedoniaò, 

which ended with the signing of the ñFramework Agreementò.  

-The detachment of Crimea (former autonomous republic) from Ukraine 

and its attachment to Russia (without war clashes ï after an independence 

referendum) 

-The armed conflicts in eastern Ukraine which are still going on, between 

Ukrainian armed forces and the federalist (Pro-Russian) armed units, which, 

slowly but surely, are growing into a civil war. 

In all these military clashes, beside domicile factors, the USA, NATO 

and the EU also had very active participation, as well as Russia in the 

conflict in Ukraine. It means that these armed conflicts have an international 

character, in spite of the fact that they occurred within a ñlimited 

frameworkò. Apart from searching for answers to questions regarding the 

reasons and the factors for violation of security, in this case, in Europe, the 

following are some of the key questions for the security science: Until when 

and how efficiently can the creators of ñlimited military clashesò or ñlimited 
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warsò control the situation? and: In what directions and with what intensity 

can a given ñlimited armed conflictò spread if the steering wheel is lost? At 

the same time, are there mechanisms for recovery from such consequences, 

and methods and means for coordinated action, or everything would be left 

on its own will? It is my opinion that security science should seriously 

address this issue and should timely warn and, possibly inhibit the aggressive 

political and military strategic decision-makers. Namely, we have learned 

from history that vicious circles can reappear with greater terror and 

devastating effects. 

At the same time, security as a science should provide insight into all 

the increasing antagonisms which are present within the EU and the 

countries aspiring for its membership, and which, in given favorable 

historical circumstances can grow into serious reasons for greater security 

violation and military clashes. In that sense, the following questions, in my 

opinion, deserve particular security attention: 

-The great difference in terms of economic development between the 

ñEuropean Northò and the ñEuropean Southò; 

-The great difference between the GDP per capita of the citizens of 

the ñEuropean Northò and the ñEuropean Southò; 

-The great difference between the ñcreditor countriesò and the 

ñdebtor countriesò; 

-The great difference between the countries from the Eurozone and 

the countries outside the Eurozone; 

- The great difference among the EU countries from the aspect of 

military power, irrespective of their membership and ñcollectivenessò within 

NATO; 

-The increasing separatist tendencies in not a small number of 

countries; 

-The increasing extreme political groupings, movements and parties 

within EU countries. 

In recent times, it seems that another threat for Europe is coming out 

on the surface, not in the form of an external danger for Europe, i.e. the EU, 

but danger from internal explosion, which is indicated by the results of the 

recent elections for members of the European Parliament. Namely, these 

results which were characterized by a great number of votes and 

parliamentary seats for members of extreme political parties, by the high 

official representatives of the EU were marked as a ñpolitical earthquakeò. 

But, is it really a ñpolitical earthquakeò? According to experts in the field of 

seismology, an earthquake cannot be predicted, while in this case, these were 

social processes which had been present for a long time in the EU countries, 

and, according to me, they resulted from a great number of social 

antagonisms which had been present from before (I have already elaborated 
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on some of them) and had been completely predictable. In security, 

sociological, economic and political sciences there are no doubts regarding 

this. For EU politicians, particularly for those from the higher echelon, who 

have a special diopter, guided by their narrower interests, the ñearthquake 

surpriseò is completely understandable. 

From the aspect of security science it is completely clear that the 

strengthening of the extreme right political parties inevitably leads to 

clashes, first inside the countries where they had occurred in order to take 

over the power, and then at international level. This is a historical and 

societal rule and should seriously be taken into consideration by all creators 

of security policy and security strategy in the EU and NATO. 

As far as NATO is concerned, what has been of particular interest for 

security science is the issue of its expansion towards the east and its possible 

implications, both at European and world level. The transformation of 

Eastern Europe from a ñbuffer zoneò into a ñbridgeheadò of NATO and the 

USA towards the strategic targets in Asia, in conditions of multipolarity in 

the world, may have effects of a ñglobal military earthquakeò. I hope that at 

our international conference, in the presented papers and the discussion, the 

aspects of this issue will be raised. To illustrate this, we will take the 

example of the current armed clash in Ukraine, which, in spite of its 

geographic distance and participation of Ukrainian citizens (mainly), is a 

clash between NATO (read: the USA) and Russia. For the time being, we 

can say that there is worsening and tension on the relation NATO ï Russia, 

but until when, how and to what extent can this ñlimited clashò be held under 

control by these great powers? Is the aim of the USA with this greater 

military game to exhaust Russia (both military and economically), in order to 

deliver a serious strike against Russia at another strategic line related to the 

American sphere of interest in Asia? What will the realization of the 

American anti-missile shield mean for the security of the ñbackgroundò 

European countries ï do they have a security alternative? This is particularly 

true if we take into consideration the strengthening of the power of right-

wing extremist political parties in many EU countries. 

 

Dear colleagues,  

 

In the contemporary world, and, in contemporary Europe as part of it, 

the following has become a topical issue: Should policy of power be 

implemented or power of policy, which is characterized by righteousness, 

morality and solidarity? The greatest military and economic powers possess 

sufficiently devastating weapons which could destroy the world many times 

over, but the task of the security science, the progressive and democratically 

oriented individuals and organizations is to get insight into and solve the 
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antagonisms, to point out to ways leading to stability, thus contributing to 

maintaining and developing peace and security all over the world, including 

Europe, as the basis for improving all aspects of human existence and human 

culture, in the real sense of the word. I believe that this international 

conference of the Faculty of Security Skopje, with our scientific and 

professional papers and the exhaustive discussions will give modest but 

important contribution to this goal. 

I would like to extend my gratitude to all participants at this 

international conference and wish them successful work. 



 
 

THE INSTITUTIONALIZATION OF COOPERATION IN 
SECURITY IN THE BALKANS IN CRISIS MANAGEMENT AND 

OTHER SECURITY PROBLEMS 

Mladen Bajagic, Dr.Sc 
The Academy of Criminalistic and Police Studies, Belgrade 

 

 The nature and characteristics of modern challenges and threats to 

security in the twenty-first century, for the second decade already, daily and 

painfully prove that the modern world is facing the almost unforeseeable and 

severe consequences that threaten its survival. Within the contemporary 

security studies, security threats such as terrorism of global reach are mostly 

discussed (global terrorism), transnational organized crime and conflicts of 

the third and fourth generation.
1
 However, the experience of the previous 

century and current security reality assure us that the weapons of mass 

destruction, particularly nuclear weapons, are still the most devastating and 

the most difficult security threat, which still threatens the complete physical 

destruction of the entire civilization. With this, of course, the list of 

contemporary and ongoing security problems is not completed, because 

many security challenges in recent years can rightfully be defined as 

extremely powerful and, by its consequences, devastating security threats. 

That primarily refers to problems related to the global population and the 

environment (environmental problems), and especially to natural hazards and 

disasters - floods, fires, earthquakes, etc. 

 One thing that "characterizes" the entire world in the area of securiy 

is also the basic characteristic of the Balkans, one of the European regions 

which was often the scene of networked activities of almost all the 

aforementioned security threats. Namely, at the end of the twentieth century, 

the Balkans, particularly the area of former Yugoslavia, was the training 

ground of the bloody intrastate/interior violent ethnic and religious conflicts 

that have led to enormous material destruction and the loss of tens of 

thousands of lives in the countries that participated in these conflicts. In 

many ways, other Balkan countries that were not actively participating in 

them, felt the negative consequences of these conflicts. 

 In addition to violent conflicts, the Balkans became an unstable area 

due to strengthening of terrorism as well, not only because of its 

                                                 
1
Conflicts of the "third generation" imply the intrastate, namely internal ethnic and violent 

religious conflicts, and the conflicts of the "fourth generation" imply conflicts between 

sovereign states and federations of sovereign states and transnational actors, such as 

global terrorist networks (so-called asymmetric conflicts). 
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geographical and geopolitical position, but also because of the emergence of 

various local extremist forces, which quickly connected to new generations 

of terrorists around the world when it comes to ideology and activity. That is 

why today terrorism is rightfully considered an extremely dangerous security 

threat in this region. The same situation is found in transnational organized 

crime, which finds new ways for its strengthening, despite the efforts of all 

countries in the region in preventing and fighting all forms of this security 

threat, endangering not only the security of the region and countries in it, but 

also their overall future  development. 

 In recent years, special attention was given to new security problems 

which hit the Balkan region with surprising force. Those are very serious 

natural disasters, particularly fires and floods. That is how global climate 

changes, as a result of changing the nature and mutual relationship between 

nature and man, proved that "threats without enemies" have become constant 

and characteristic for the Balkan region. Latest examples of activities of 

these threats are devastating floods in the Republic of Serbia, Bosnia and 

Herzegovina and Republic of Croatia, and other countries of South-Eastern 

and Eastern Europe and the Balkans (Republic of Bulgaria, Romania, 

Macedonia) in the spring of 2014.
1
 Despite the efforts made in the field of 

independent and joint actions of states in eliminating the consequences the 

floods have caused, primarily those relating to material damage and loss of 

human life, the experiences of these countries and the entire region are 

devastating. Although human lives are the final and the most difficult loss, 

tremendous damage was also sufferred in expanses of arable agricultural 

land, road infrastructure, mining and hydropower resources, industrial areas, 

the infrastructure of the affected cities and villages, many industries, 

particularly food processing industry etc. Certainly not neglecting individual 

human disaster, it must be noted that for almost a couple of days some states 

were economically degraded to the limits of survival. 

 By national efforts and high degree of solidarity in providing 

assistance between countries affected by the floods, an even greater effect of 

the crisis and destruction of other economic resources, which would 

immeasurably set back the further development of the region and countries 

in it, was prevented. The one thing that was evident was the fast, versatile 

and effective assistance of all countries of the European Union, the Russian 

Federation, the United States, the Republic of China and many other 

countries around the world, without which the consequences of the crisis 

would have been more severe. The help in the early days of the crisis 

reflected in the rapid sending of highly equipped rescue teams and necessary 

                                                 
1
Although Macedonia has not experienced serious consequences from flooding, this year 

they did face with the new earthquake. 



 

12 

material and technical resources, sanitary material and medicine, food, 

clothing and other necessary supplies, and in the first emergency financial 

assistance. Without this help the subjects of the security system in the 

broadest sense of endangered and affected countries in the region and their 

economy would not successfully overcome the crisis and the first post-crisis 

period. This again proved that large-scale security problems can not be 

successfully controlled without the comprehensive cooperation between the 

countries, especially in the area of security. 

 The value and importance of cooperation in security, especially 

cooperation in dealing with crises and cooperation in civil protection, which 

is the basis of timely and effective opposition to natural disasters and other 

natural catastrophes, have shown inevitable in the case of the crisis in the 

Balkans during the spring of 2014. This especially applies to the states of the 

region that are in the process of joining the European Union as full members 

or aim for this goal (Serbia and BiH), which were the most affected by the 

spring floods. 

 The experiences of the Balkan states that were affected by the floods 

and other natural disasters in 2014 and before, indicate that their ideal in 

preventing contemporary security threats, especially natural disasters, must 

be a strategy and concept of the European Union in the field of international 

cooperation, humanitarian aid and crisis response. Of course, this does not 

exclude the recognition of the positive experiences of the Russian 

Federation, the United States and other countries in crisis response. Namely, 

within the European Union, for many years now, the Coordination Centre of 

the European Commission acts in response to crisis situations (The European 

Commission's Emergency Response Centre - ERCC), which has, in addition 

to emergency assistance through the Mechanism for Civil Protection, sent a 

financial assistance in the amount of 65 million euros to the Republic of 

Serbia and BiH, as well as the assistance for reconstruction and prevention 

through the activity of the EU solidarity Fund and the Instrument for Pre-

Accession Assistance (IPA). By doing this, along with joint and Emergency 

help from the Russian Federation in the operative elimination of the flood 

consequences and other forms of assistance (material and financial), 

assistance from the United States and other countries, EU member states 

have particularly shown which form and level of solidarity and cooperation 

is needed to successfully respond to modern challenges and threats, 

particularly those pertaining to natural disasters (earthquakes, floods, fires). 

 Painful experiences from the spring of 2014. related to floods and 

other disasters that have hit the Balkans, assure all countries of the region 

that the necessity of cooperation in security in the region is the key 

imperative for the future defining of national security strategy, as well as 

joint participation in defining strategies for regional security as an integral 



 

13 

part of the european security strategy and crisis responses. Although certain 

forms of regional cooperation in preventing security threats such as 

organized crime and terrorism are already established, the disastrous 

consequences of the spring floods emphasize the need to develop new 

models of prevention, response and elimination of the consequences of 

different crisis situations in the region on the bilateral and multilateral plan. 

 Geographical closeness and familiarity of one another in the region 

are at least the starting point to define and develop a permanent regional 

mechanisms for preventing and responding to crisis situations as soon as 

possible, which would largely prevent severe consequences of not only 

natural disasters, but also other security threats. The development of these 

mechanisms could include the establishment of a regional center for early 

warning and alerting, center of specialized rescue and other teams for quick 

response, a regional fund for providing financial, material and technical 

assistance to the affected areas, and finally the regional agency for 

emergency situations, etc. These forms of cooperation in the region would 

follow EU mechanisms in the given area and would represent their integral 

part. With these efforts, states in the process of joining the EU would 

acquire, along with the EU Member States they border within the region, 

previous experiences required for the processes that surely await them - 

active involvement in all dimensions of European security, Common Foreign 

and Security Policy ï CFSP, Common European Security and Defence 

Policy ï CESDP and developed cooperation mechanisms in security at the 

EU level and beyond. 
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INTRODUCTION   
 

The Republic of Macedonia and Greece normalized their bilateral 

relations with the conclusion of the Interim Accord, on September 13, 1995, 

under the mediation of Cyrus Vance, Special Envoy of the Secretary General 

of the UN, and Richard Holbrooke, US Assistant Secretary of State. Greece 

accepted to recognize the statehood and sovereignty of Macedonia, under the 

provisional name. Both parties declared the existing borders to be permanent 

and inviolable and established diplomatic relations (Article 1 and 2). They 

agreed that Macedonia would change its national flag featuring the ancient 

Macedonian ñStar of Verginaò (Article 7, paragraph 2); and that Greece 

would not object to the admission of Macedonia to international 

organizations where Greece was a member if it was referred under the 

provisional name (Article 11). The two countries agreed to continue their 

negotiations concerning the name issue in accordance with the UN Security 

Council resolutions (Article 5). 

The Republic of Macedonia was admitted to membership in the United 

Nations on April 8, 1993, under the provisional name ñthe former Yugoslav 

Republic of Macedoniaò, thus creating precedent in the United Nationsô 

history. According to UN Security Council Resolution 817 (1993), two 

additional conditions (provisionally referred to as óformer Yugoslav 

Republic of Macedoniaô within the UN; negotiating with another state over 

its name) were imposed on Macedonia for its admission to UN and they are 

contrary to UN Charter, to the general rules of international law, and to the 

principles of representation in international organizations. 

The Interim Accord opened the door for the Republic of Macedonia to 

join international organizations and initiatives, including the Council of 

Europe, OSCE and Partnership for Peace. The name issue was left open. 

Negotiations regarding the name issue continued under the mediation of 

Matthey Nimitz as a Special Envoy of the UN Secretary General. There is no 

deadline for negotiations neither in UN Resolutions nor in the Interim 

Accord. In the meantime, a number of states (135 countries, by March 2013) 

have officially recognized the Republic of Macedonia under its constitutional 

name. However, since April 2008, the unsettled name issue has become an 
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obstacle for Macedoniaôs admission to international organizations (NATO 

and EU). 

This paper deals with the comments on the relation between the 

Interim Accord and the name issue. It analyzes the nature of the name issue ï 

is it political or/and legal one? It gives answer to the question regarding the 

parties of the dispute ï is it between Macedonia and Greece or/and between 

Macedonia and UN? It also elaborates on the possible outcome of the 

negotiations over the name issue. 

 

THE NAME ISSUE  

 

The name issue (or dispute over the name) between Greece and 

Macedonia appeared in 1991, at the very moment when the latter declared its 

independence. Greece opposed the word Macedonia to be part of the name of 

its northern neighbor and delayed its recognition by European Communities 

and its admission to the UN. The name issue, or the problem that Greece 

have with the name of the Republic of Macedonia, is one of the most 

unprecedented disputes in international community. 

Not only did Greece oppose the name Macedonia, but it also objects to 

the use of the term "Macedonian" for its neighboring country's citizens and 

its language. The Republic of Macedonia has been accused of hostile 

propaganda and of promoting the irredentist concept of a United Macedonia. 

According to Greece, Macedoniaôs name, flag and some provisions in its 

Constitution implied territorial claims against it
1
. 

It should be underlined that, just a few years before, the Greeks 

preferred not to use the name Macedonia at all. There were periods when use 

of the name 'Macedonia' in Greece was avoided with administrative 

measures. After the Balkan wars (1912-13) and the partition of Macedonia, 

the area of Macedonia under Greek rule was called the 'New territory' and 

the Ministry in Salonika was called the Ministry of Northern Greece. Aegean 

Macedonia was taken by Greece by force, during Balkan wars, not by any 

act of self -determination. Participating in the division of Macedonia, Greece 

created the very problem it now complains about. 

Faced with Greeceôs blockade, Macedonia adopted two amendments 

on its Constitution on January 1992: Amendment 1: ñThe Republic of 

Macedonia has no territorial pretensions towards any neighboring stateò. 

ñThe borders of the Republic of Macedonia can only be changed in 

accordance with the Constitution and on the principle of the free will, as well 

as in accordance with generally accepted international normsò. Amendment 

                                                 
1
 See the Greek Memorandum annexed to UN Doc. S/25541 (1993) 
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2: ñIn the exercise of this concern the Republic will not interfere in the 

sovereign rights of other states or in their internal affairsò
1
. 

The Arbitration Commission, composed of eminent European lawyers 

and scholars, chaired by Robert Badinter, recommended that the European 

Community accept Macedoniaôs request for recognition. In its Opinion No.6 

the Commission stated that ñthe Republic of Macedonia fulfils the necessary 

conditions in the Guidelines on the Recognition of New States in Eastern 

Europe and in the Soviet Union and the Declaration on Yugoslavia adopted 

by the Council of the European Communities on December 1991ò. It 

emphasized that ñMacedonia has renounced all territorial claims of any kind 

in unambiguous statements binding in international law; and that the use of 

the name ñMacedoniaò cannot therefore imply any territorial  claim against 

another Stateéò
2
. However, in Lisbon Declaration, on June 27, 1992, EC 

reiterates its willingness to recognize the state within its existing borders, but 

ñunder the name that does not include the term Macedoniaò
3
. 

As it was expected, the Republic of Macedonia refused to change its 

constitutional name. The ñname issueò became a serious dispute that has not 

only postponed Macedoniaôs recognition and admission to the international 

organizations, but has also affected the foreign policy of the European 

Community. The Danish foreign minister, Uffe Elleman-Jensen, on January 

20, 1993, described the Greek position as "ridiculous" and expressed his 

hope that "the Security Council will very quickly recognise Macedonia and 

that many of the member states of the Community will support this."
4
 

The name issue is one of the most unprecedented disputes in 

international community. There is no basis in international law for 

demanding from any country to change its name. It is contrary to the 

principle of sovereign equality between states (Article 2(1) of UN Charter) 

and contrary to the principle of non-intervention in matters which are 

essentially within domestic jurisdiction of any state (Article 2(7) of UN 

Charter). 

It is very strange that Greece considers having title over Macedoniaôs 

denomination. It approaches the name issue from the position of ownership 

over the name Macedonia. It also accuses Macedonia of appropriating 

                                                 
1
 Official Gazette of the Republic of Macedonia, No.1/92.  

2
 See: Arbitration Commission on the Conference on Yugoslavia, Opinion No. 6 on the 

Recognition of the Socialist Republic of Macedonia by the European Community and its 

Member States, 14 Jan. 1992, United Nations doc.S/25855, Ann. III, para. 5, 28 May 

1993: AM, Ann. 33. 
3
 See: European Council in Lisbon, 26/27 June 1992, Conclusions of Presidency, Annex 

II, p. 43.  
4
 See: Tom Gallagher, the Balkans in the New Millennium: In the Shadow of War and 

Peace, pp. 7 - 8. Routledge, 2005 
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symbols and figures that are historically considered as part of Greek culture, 

such as Vergina Sun and Alexander the Great. 

However, it does not make any sense. Let us remind ourselves of the 

fact that Alexander the Great conquered Egypt and Persia and they were 

also, as Macedonia and Greece, part of ancient Macedonia. What would 

Greece say if modern day Iran and Egypt put the name Macedonia to some 

of their provinces, or started building monuments of him too? 

Actually, the claim that an independent Macedonia will somehow 

monopolize the name seems to be groundless. Many places in the World, 

including states and cities, have the same names as other places. For 

instance, the former Soviet Republic Georgia has the same name as the US 

state Georgia; Mexico is the name of a state in North America, and it is also 

contained in the name of the state New Mexico as one of the US states.  

Luxembourg is a state in Europe and also a city in Singapore. There is a state 

Columbia in South America and a number of cities called Columbia (at least 

22) in the US states
1
. Paris is not only capital of France, but also a city in 

Texas; Moscow is not only capital of the Russian Federation but also a city 

in Kansas; Cairo is not only capital of Egypt but also a city in Illinois, etc. 

What will Greece say about the name of Athens? It is not only the name of 

Greeceôs capital but also the name of around 60 cities, towns and places all 

over the world
2
. Athens can be found in Russia (Siberian Athens - Tomsk, 

Russia) or in Cuba (Athens of Cuba - Matanzas, Cuba) etc. 

Copyright over the names of the states and cities do not exist in 

international law. The right of a state Republic of Macedonia to freely 

choose its name derives from its inherent right of self-determination. On the 

other hand, Greece uses the name Macedonia for one of its provinces which 

does not have legal personality. No one is disputing Greeceôs right to name 

its province Macedonia. There is clear distinction between it and the 

Republic of Macedonia as independent state.  

 

 

 

 

                                                 
1
 In Alabama, California, Connecticut, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Louisiana, 

Maine, Maryland, Mississippi, Missouri, New Hampshire, New Jersew, New York, North 

Carolina, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, Virginia, Wisconsin. 

Columbia is capital in South Carolina 
2
 In USA Athens is the city or town in at least 20 states: Alabama, Arkansas, California, 

Georgia, Illinois, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, 

New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, West Virginia, Wisconsin. 

See more at: http://greece.greekreporter.com/2010/12/17/60-worldwide-towns-are-named-

athens/#sthash.wRuDiaNL.dpuf 
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MACEDONIAN ADMISSION TO UN  

  

Although the Republic of Macedonia applied for membership of the 

United Nations on 30 July 1992, delay of Macedoniaôs admission  had a 

serious effect on the Republic, as it led to a worsening of its already unstable 

economic and political conditions. 

On 7 April 1993, the UN Security Council endorsed the admission of 

the Republic of Macedonia in UN Security Council Resolution 817 (1993), 

which contains recommendation to the UN General  Assembly:  

-ñ éNoting that the applicant fulfils the criteria for membership in 

the UN laid down in Article 4 of the Chapterò,  

-ñ Noting however that a difference has arisen over the name of the 

State, which need to be resolved in the interest of the maintenance of 

peaceful and good neighborly relations in the regionò,  

- ñRecommends to the General Assembly the Stateé be admitted to 

membership in the United Nationsé being provisionally referred to for all 

purposes within United Nations as óthe former Yugoslav Republic of 

Macedoniaô pending settlement of the difference that has arisen over the 

name of the Stateò 
1
. 

It should be noted that the President of the Security Council, 

circulating the draft of resolution 817 containing the provisional reference, 

specifically stated that this ñis not a matter of imposing a name on a new 

State, or conditions for its admission to the UN, but it merely concerns the 

manner in which it will be provisionally referred to in its activity in the 

United Nations.
2
ò United Kingdom Ambassador Jeremy Greenstock 

confirms that resolution 817 did not mean that the new member had to call 

itself by the provisional reference, either generally or in its communications 

to the United Nations
3
. 

The recommendation was accepted by the General Assembly, which 

passed Resolution 225 on 8 April 1993, using almost the same language as 

the Security Council
4
. The following elements can be emphasized from the 

two resolutions: 

The reference "the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia" is 

a provisional term to be used only until the dispute was resolved
5
; 

                                                 
1
 See United Nations Security Council Resolution 817 (1993) from 7 April 1993, at para. 

2.  
2
 AR, para. 4.42 and Ann. 12.  

3
 Ibid., para. 4.43.  

4
 ñAdmission of the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia to membership in the United 

Nationsò, United Nations General Assembly Resolution 225, 8 April 1993 
5
 Jochen Abr. Frowein, R¿diger Wolfrum, Max Planck Yearbook of United Nations Law 

1997, p. 239. Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 1998 
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The term was a reference, not a name; the President of the Security 

Council issued a statement declaring on behalf of the Council that the term 

"merely reflected the historic fact that it had been in the past a republic of the 

former Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia."
1
; 

The use of the term was "for all purposes within the United Nations"; it 

was not being mandated for any other party. The Republic of Macedonia 

thus became the 181st member of the United Nations. 

The admission of the Republic of Macedonia to the United Nations 

under the provisional name, on 8 April 1993, created precedent in the UN 

history and in international law. Imposing additional conditions on the 

Republic of Macedonia for its membership (provisionally referred to as 

óformer Yugoslav Republic of Macedoniaô within the UN; negotiating with 

another state over its name), was irregular and unlawful. Additional 

conditions for Macedoniaôs admission to the United Nations are contrary to 

UN Charter. Namely, Article 4 paragraph 1 of the UN Charter provides for 

the following criteria for UN membership: a) to be a state; b) to be peace-

loving; c) to accept the UN Charter and its obligations; d) to be able to carry 

out these obligations; e) willingness to do so
2
. 

Two additional conditions (provisionally referred to as óformer 

Yugoslav Republic of Macedoniaô within the UN; negotiating with another 

state over its name 
3
) are not prescribed in Article 4. These conditions 

imposed to the Republic of Macedonia has created precedent in United 

Nationsô history. They violate the following provisions of the UN Charter 

and of Vienna Convention on the Representation of States in their Relations 

with International Organizations of a Universal Character: 

Article 2 (7) of the UN Charter 
4
, which explicitly forbids the UN to 

interfere in matters of domestic jurisdictions of member states; 

Article 2 (1) of the UN Charter, which provides the principle of 

sovereign equality of all member states. Conditioning one state to negotiate 

with another one over its name, which belongs to the domain of domestic 

                                                 
1
 Repertoire of the Practice of the Security Council Twelfth Supplement 1993-1995, 

Chapter VII: Practice relative to recommendations to the General Assembly regarding 

membership in the United Nations 1993-1995 
2
 Article 4 paragraph 1 of UN Charter: ñMembership in the United Nations is open to all 

other peace-loving states which accept the obligations contained in the present Charter 

and, in the judgment of the Organization, are able and willing to carry out these 

obligationsò 
3
 Igor Janev, Some Remarks of the Legal Status of Macedonia in the United Nations 

Organization, Review of International Affairs, Vol. LIII, No. 1108, October - December 

2002 
4
 Article 2 (7) of the UN Charter: ñNothing contained in the present Charter shall 

authorize the United Nations to intervene in matters which are essentially within the 

domestic jurisdiction of any stateéò 
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jurisdiction, and making it possibly dependant for fulfillment of this 

condition exclusively on the will of another state, is contrary to the principle 

of sovereign equality; 

Article 83 of the Vienna Convention on representation of states, which 

provides that ñin application of the present Convention no discrimination 

shall be made as between statesò 
1
. The fact that Macedonia is referred as 

ñformer Yugoslav Republic of Macedoniaò, not by its constitutional name, 

for all purposes within the UN, puts Macedonia in a discriminatory position
2
. 

One can see the absurdity of the imposed provisional name ñformer 

Yugoslav Republic of Macedoniaò, and also of the acronym ñFYROMò for 

the Republic of Macedonia which is often used in Greeceôs practice. It is 

obvious that FYROM does not mean anything. Dealing in that way, maybe 

Turkey will have the right to demand that Greece be called FOPG (former 

Otoman Province of Greece). It is possible that the city of Rome will demand 

the name London no longer to be used, but to be called FRCL (former 

Roman City of Londinium). Or the UK may demand that the United States 

should be called FBCUS (former Britain Colony of United States). 

In fact, the Republic of Macedonia maintains that resolution 817 

contemplated that it could refer to itself by its constitutional name (Republic 

of Macedonia) within the United Nations, and this has been its well-

established ñpracticeò since resolution 817 was adopted 
3
. Namely, being 

admitted in international organizations under the provisional designation, 

Macedonia has been referred to by that name. However, the Republic of 

Macedonia has continued to refer to itself by its constitutional name in its 

relations with and dealings within those international organizations and 

institutions. 

Greece appears to believe that resolution 817 prohibited any use of the 

name ñRepublic of Macedoniaò; it refers to this as the ñprohibited name.
4
ñ 

However, the text of resolution 817 contains no prohibition on the use of 

ñRepublic of Macedoniaò, it contains no requirement for the provisional 

reference to be the ñnameò of Macedonia, and it contains no requirement that 

Macedonia use the provisional reference in its communications with the 

United Nations. 

                                                 
1
 Vienna Convention on the Representation of States in their Relations with International 

Organizations of a Universal Character. UN Doc. A/Conf. 67/16, March 14, 1975 
2
 See: Igor Janev, Legal Aspects of the Use of a Provisional Name for Macedonia in the 

United Nations System, American Journal of International Law, Vol. 93, No. 1, January 

1999 
3
 See more in: Vladimir Ortakovski, The Judgment of International Court of Justice 

(Republic of Macedonia v. Greece) and the Name Issue, International Scientific 

Conference: Security and Euroatlantic Perspectives of the Balkans. Police Science and 

Police Profession (States and Perspectives), Vol. I, Skopje, 2012, p. 23 - 40  
4
 See, e.g., RR, para. 7.23 
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Since Macedoniaôs admission to UN membership, the name issue from 

political issue has also became a legal one. For the first time the name issue 

was mentioned in a legally binding document, i.e. in the two UN resolutions, 

which are in clear breach of the UN Charter. The name issue does not appear 

to be between Greece and Macedonia, but rather, in its legal part, between 

Macedonia and the United Nations.   

 

THE INTERIM ACCORD  

 

The Interim Accord was concluded on September 13 1995, under the 

mediation of Cyrus Vance, Special Envoy of the Secretary General of the 

UN, and Richard Holbrooke, US Assistant Secretary of State. It entered into 

force a month later and it has now been in force for 19 years. 

The Interim Accord
1
 is regarded as a singular diplomatic and legal 

achievement of the mid-1990s. It is a unique example of an international 

bilateral treaty without m entioning the names of the contracting parties. 

In order to avoid the name issue, and according to the principle of reciprocity 

in international law, the names of both countries are omitted from the text 

and they are referred to as the Party of the First Part (Greece) and the Party 

of the Second Part (Macedonia). Article 1, paragraph 2 of the Interim Accord 

makes it clear that ñThe Party of the First Part shall as promptly as possible 

establish a liaison office in Skopje, the capital of the Party of the Second 

Part, and the Party of the Second Part shall as promptly as possible establish 

a liaison office in Athens, the capital of the Party of the First Partò. 

The Interim Accord comprises a preamble and 23 articles, divided into 

six sections. It established a number of obligations for the two states. Section 

A addresses ñFriendly Relations and Confidence-Building Measuresò, and 

consists of eight articles addressing matters such as inviolability of the 

existing frontier and respect for sovereignty and territorial integrity, and 

political independence. Normalizing bilateral relations with its northern 

neighbor, Greece has accepted to recognize the statehood and sovereignty of 

Macedonia, under the provisional name. Both parties declared the existing 

borders to be permanent and inviolable and established diplomatic relations 

(Article 1 and 2). 

Under its Article 5, the Parties ñagree[d] to continue negotiations 

under the auspices of the Secretary-General of the United Nations 

                                                 
1
 Interim Accord (with related letters and translations of the Interim Accord in the 

Languages of the Contracting Parties), Greece - the former Yugoslav Republic of 

Macedonia (signed in New York 13 September 1995; entered into force 13 October 1995) 

1891 U.N.T.S. I-32193; 34 I.L.M. 1461. It was registered by Greece with the United 

Nations (with number 32193) on the same day and has been binding on the Parties since 

that date 
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pursuant to Security Council resolution 845 (1993) with a view to 

reaching agreement on the difference described in that resolution and in 

Security Council resolution 817 (1993)ò. Both parties have agreed to their 

commitments in Article 7 to prohibit certain activities or propaganda and 

avoid the use of a particular symbol. The Republic of Macedonia changed its 

national flag featuring the ancient Macedonian ñStar of Verginaò (Article 7, 

paragraph 2). 

Section B addresses ñHuman and Cultural Rightsò, and it provides for 

respect for human rights and for the rule of law, by reference to eight 

instruments, including the United Nations Charter, as well as the 

encouragement of contact between the Parties. 

Section C is related to ñInternational, Multilateral and Regional 

Institutionsò and consists of a single provision ự Article 11. Addressing the 

admission and membership of the Republic of Macedonia in international 

organizations and institutions of which Greece was a member, Article 11, 

paragraph 1, provides: ñUpon entry into force of this Interim Accord, the 

Party of the First Part agrees not to object to the application by or the 

membership of the Party of the Second Part in international, 

multilateral and regional organizations and institutions of which the 

Party of the First Part is a member; however, the Party of the First Part 

reserves the right to object to any membership referred to above if and to the 

extent the Party of the Second Part is to be referred to in such organization or 

institution differently than in paragraph 2 of United Nations Security Council 

resolution 817 (1993).
1
ò As Matthew Nimetz said: ñ[T]he people from [the 

Applicantôs] country, when they talk about themselves, use their 

constitutional name, Republic of Macedonia. And we have found this to be 

the case, that there is no requirement for them to use a name that they do not 

accept. But that doesnôt mean that the organization accepts the name.
2
ò 

Section D comprises three articles that are intended to normalize the 

treaty relations between the Parties, including both bilateral and multilateral 

arrangements. 

Section E addresses ñEconomic, Commercial, Environmental and 

Legal Relationsò, comprising six articles intended to enhance co-operation 

between the two States. 

Section F contains some ñFinal Clausesò, addressing the settlement of 

disputes - the International Court of Justice will have jurisdiction to decide 

for any disputes concerning the interpretation or implementation of the 

agreement, with the exception of article 5 section 1 (Article 21, paragraph 2). 

                                                 
1
 See: United Nations Treaty Series (UNTS), Vol. 1891, p. 7 

2
 AR, para. 4.57; ñForeign Press Center briefing with Ambassador Matthew Nimetz, 

special White House Envoy subject: Macedonian-Greek agreementsò, White House 

Briefing, 18 September 1995: AR, Ann. 87 
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The Interim Accord remains in force pursuant to Article 23, paragraph 2, not 

having been superseded by a definitive agreement or withdrawn from by 12 

monthsô written notice by either of the Parties 
1
. Neither Party has ever taken 

any steps to suspend the treaty in whole or in part, or to seek to withdraw. 

What were the object and the purpose of the Interim Accord? It is 

providing for:   

¶ immediate normalization of relations between the Republic of 

Macedonia and Greece; 

¶ future co-operation, notwithstanding the continuing difference 

concerning Macedoniaôs name; 

¶ recognition of Macedonia by Greece, the establishment of diplomatic 

relations, the adoption of practical measures in those relations; 

¶ commitment to the free movement of persons and goods, including 

the lifting of the economic embargo that, starting since February 

1994, had still been maintained by Greece; 

¶ confirmation of ñthe existing frontierò between the Parties as ñan 
enduring international borderò.  

 

The Accord reaffirmed the Republic of Macedoniaôs lack of territorial 

claims against Greece, and provided for Macedonia to join the family of 

nations and to become an active member of the international community. 

These objectives were achieved over the next 13 years. This agreement 

opened the door for the Republic of Macedonia to join almost immediately a 

few international organizations such as Council of Europe, OSCE and 

Partnership for Peace. Greeceôs non-obstruction enabled Macedoniaôs 

admission to OSCE on 12 October 1995, one day before the Interim Accord 

entered into force. After the conclusion of the Interim Accord and up until 

the Bucharest Summit in 2008, Macedonia joined a number of international 

organizations whose member was also Greece. 

The name issue has remained unsolved. The Interim Accord ñleft open 

the issue of the countryôs name ï an issue that negotiators could continue to 

discuss without prejudice to the position of either sideò
2
. The relation 

between the Interim Accord and the name issue is that: a) Greece and 

Macedonia ñagreed to continue negotiations under the auspices of the UN 

Secretary-Generalò; b) The Interim Accord in Article 21 forbids any issue of 

the difference over the name to be referred to the International Court of 

                                                 
1
 Article 23, paragraph 2: This Interim Accord shall remain in force until superseded by a 

definitive agreement, provided that after seven years either Party may withdraw from this 

Interim Accord by a written notice, which shall take effect 12 months after its delivery to 

the other Party 
2
 See: Richard Holbrooke, To End a War, Random House, New York, 1998, p. 124 
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Justice. The reason is that the name issue, in its part of diplomatic 

negotiations, is a political one, and according to Article 36 of its Statute, the 

Court is dealing with legal issues.  

 

NEGOTIATIONS REGARDING THE NAME ISSUE  

 

There are two views regarding negotiations over the name issue. The 

first one is that negotiations are to be conducted in good faith (bona fide), 

according to above mentioned UN resolutions. The second view is that, since 

additional conditions imposed on the Republic of Macedonia are illegal, 

Macedoniaôs obligations resulting from these resolutions (i.e. to negotiate 

with other state about its name) are also illegal. As far as the Interim Accord 

is concerned, there is a clear obligation of both countries to continue 

negotiations. 

Two aspects are relevant in terms of the ongoing negotiations between 

Greece and Republic of Macedonia, under the auspices of UN Special 

Representative, Matthew Nimetz
1
. The first aspect is the composition of the 

proposed names. The second one is the extent of the usage of the negotiated 

name. 

Various names have been proposed over the years, but they were 

unacceptable for Greece, for Macedonia, or for both countries. During the 

course of the negotiations, Macedonia showed a degree of openness to 

proposals that differed from either the sole use of its constitutional name or 

the ñdual formulaò. Greece has gradually revised its initial position and in 

September 2007 declared that it would agree to the term ñMacedoniaò as part 

of a compound formulation, with a geographical qualifier, for erga omnes 

use. 

Before NATO Bucharest summit, on 26 March 2008, Matthey Nimetz 

proposed the name ñRepublic of Macedoniaò to be the name for internal 

purposes, written in Cyrillic alphabet (ñʈʝʧʫʙʣʠʢʘ ʄʘʢʝʜʦʥʠʿʘò) and 

ñRepublic of Macedonia (Skopje)ò in English version to be used as an 

international name. At the same time, the proposal gives recommendation the 

word ñMacedoniaò not to be used independently as official name of RM and 

the proposed international name to be used in bilateral relations. Macedonia 

                                                 
1
 From March 1994 to September 1995, Matthew Nimetz served as the US President 

Special Envoy to mediate the resolution of the Macedonia naming dispute.
 
This effort 

culminated in the signing of the Interim Agreement of September 13, 1995 by Greece and 

the Republic of Macedonia at the United Nations. He became a deputy to Cyrus Vance, 

who served as Personal Envoy of the UN Secretary General in the talks on the remaining 

open issues in the dispute, in particular the name of the country. He chaired those talks 

from December 1999 onwards, as that Personal Envoy, from Vance's resignation from that 

position in December 1999 
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expressed willingness to put this name to a referendum, but Greece rejected 

this proposed name. It is interesting that Macedonia had rejected this 

proposal in 2005, when Greece had welcomed it. However, feeling itself in a 

much stronger position, Athens rejected the offer, insisting in particular that 

the agreed name should apply in all Macedoniaôs international relations, 

bilateral as well as multilateral
1
. 

Preferring the political approach, Macedonia has negotiated over its 

name. Generally, proposals proved as unacceptable, since it is a case of the 

renaming of the Republic of Macedonia and therefore they have raised the 

issue of the identity of the Macedonian people. It is difficult to expect a 

solution that will satisfy the interests of both states. The substance of the 

problem is not the name issue itself, but a complex set of questions, 

including the rights of persons belonging to Macedonian minority in Greece 

(Athens refuses to accept the very existence of minorities); the rights of 

Macedonians expelled from Greece during 1946-1949 Civil War to their 

property etc. While the fundamental interest of Greece is national 

assimilation and deprivation of identification of the Macedonians, the 

fundamental interest of the Republic of Macedonia is not to allow its name 

and the identity to be endangered. 

Greece contends that Macedonia has been pressing for a ñdual 

formulaò whereby the negotiations are ñlimited solely to finding a name for 

use in the bilateral relations of the Partiesò and thus has attempted 

ñunilaterally to redefine the object and purpose of [the] negotiationsò. Athens 

further contends that Macedoniaôs continuous use of its constitutional name 

to refer to itself and its policy of securing third-State recognition under that 

name deprives the negotiations of their object and purpose. On the other 

hand, Macedonia emphasizes that the Interim Accord did not prejudge the 

outcome of the negotiations required by Article 5, paragraph 1, by 

prescribing that those negotiations result in a single name to be used for all 

purposes. 

The Greeceôs claim mutually acceptable name to be erga omnes is 

contrary to UN resolutions, which provide it to be ñfor all purposes within 

United Nationsò. If an assumed name can be negotiated, it would be for the 

purposes of bilateral Greek-Macedonian relations. A bilateral agreement as 

the supposed outcome of negotiations would be binding only for the 

contracting parties. It cannot impose obligations on third states. The general 

rule in international law is that international agreements bind only the parties 

                                                 
1
 See: International Crisis Group, Macedoniaôs Name: Breaking the Deadlock, 

Pristina/Brussels, 12 January 2009, 

http://www.crisisgroup.org/home/index.cfm?id=5862&l=1. Crisis Group interviews, 

senior Greek official, November 2008, and international and domestic officials, Skopje, 

October and November 2008 
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to them. The supposed new name would only be used for the purposes within 

the UN, but can not imply its use by the UN member states, in their 

respective bilateral relations with Macedonia. The fact is that the Republic of 

Macedonia has so far been recognized under its constitutional name by 135 

states. Macedonia and Greece in their negotiations can only agree on the 

aspects of bilateral use of the name Macedonia, or any other name, but only 

for the purposes of their bilateral relations
1
. 

It is indisputable that the aspects being negotiated are in domestic 

jurisdiction of the Republic of Macedonia and thus neither United Nations 

nor Greece have the right to interfere in such matters. It is not possible to 

interfere in the choice of one countryôs name which is the right of the state as 

legal subject. The stateôs right to identify itself with certain name is an 

integral part of the right to self-determination, which belongs to the domain 

of jus cogens norms.   

 

THE JUDGMENT OF THE  COURT OF INTERNATIONAL  JUSTICE 

  

The Republic of Macedonia on 17 November 2008 initiated 

proceedings before the International Court of Justice (ICJ) requesting the 

Court to adjudge and declare that Greece objected to Macedoniaôs invitation 

to NATO and thus violated its obligations under the Interim Accord. 

Namely, Macedonia expected to receive an invitation to join NATO during 

the 2-4 April 2008 Bucharest Summit of NATO. The Bucharest Summit 

Declaration provided instead that ñan invitation to the former Yugoslav 

Republic of Macedonia will be extended as soon as a mutually acceptable 

solution to the name issue has been reachedò
2
. Macedoniaôs Application to 

the International Court of Justice alleged that Greek actions, violating Article 

11, paragraph 1 of the Interim Accord, have denied it membership in 

NATO
3
.  

In its Judgment from December 5, 2011, the Court has found:  

                                                 
1
 Article 34 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties specifies that ña treaty does 

not create either obligations or rights for a third state without its consentò 
2
 Bucharest Summit Declaration Issued by the Heads of State and Government 

participating in the meeting of the North Atlantic Council in Bucharest on 3 April 2008, 

Press Release (2008)049 at para. 20, available at http://www.nato.int/docu/pr/2008/p08-

049e.html.  
3
 See more in: Vladimir Ortakovski, The Dispute between the Republic of Macedonia and 

Greece before the International Court of Justice, in: Security in the Post-Conflict 

(Western) Balkans: Transition and Challenges Faced by the Republic of Macedonia, 

Vol.II, Skopje, 2011, p. 151 - 164  
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¶ by fourteen votes to two, that it has jurisdiction to entertain the 

Application filed by the former  Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 

on 17 November 2008 and that this Application is admissible. 

¶ by fifteen votes to one, that the Hellenic Republic, by objecting to 

the admission of the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia to 

NATO, has breached its obligation under Article 11, paragraph 

1, of the Interim Accord of 13 September 1995. 

¶ by fifteen votes to one, that it rejects all other submissions made by 

the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia.
1
 

 

It should be noted that the Court rejected Macedoniaôs request ñto 

order that the Respondent immediately take all necessary steps to 

comply with its obligations under Article 11, paragraph 1, of the Interim 

Accord, and to cease and desist from objecting in any way, whether 

directly or indirectly, to the Applicantôs membership of the North 

Atlantic Treaty Organization and/or of any other óinternational, 

multilateral and regional organizations and institutionsô of which the 

Respondent is a member, in circumstances where the Applicant is to be 

referred to in such organizations or institutions by the designation 

provided for in paragraph 2 of United Nations Security Council 

resolution 817 (1993).ò 

The Court explained that ñ[a]s a general rule, there is no reason to 

suppose that a State whose act or conduct has been declared wrongful 

by the Court will repeat that act or conduct in the future, since its good 

faith must be presumedò.
2
 

The Court accordingly determines that its finding that the 

Respondent has violated its obligation to the Applicant under Article 11, 

paragraph 1, of the Interim Accord, constitutes appropriate satisfaction. 

The Court, based on Macedoniaôs arguments and submissions, ruled 

that:  

¶ Macedonia can continue to use its constructional name in its 

relation with Greece and within international organizations. The 

ñMemorandum on óPractical Measuresô Related to the Interim 

Accordò, concluded by the Parties at the same time with the entry 

into force of the Interim Accord, expressly envisages that the 

Applicant will refer to itself as the ñRepublic of Macedoniaò in its 

dealings with the Respondent. The Court sided with Macedonia and 

concluded that the Interim Accord does not allow Greece "to object 

                                                 
1
 Cited in: Judgment. Application of the Interim Accord of 13 September 1995, 5 

December 2011, para. 170, p. 693, http://www.icj-cij.org/docket/files/142/16827.pdf  
2
 Ibid, para. 168 
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to the Applicant's admission to an organization based on the prospect 

that the Applicant is to refer to itself in such organization with its 

constitutional name"; 

¶ the only thing excluded from its jurisdiction was deciding on the 

difference over the name of the Republic of Macedonia; 

¶ the Republic of Macedoniaôs complaint was solely with Greeceôs 

conduct, which is within the Courtôs jurisdiction; 

¶ the fact that the negotiations have been actively pursued during the 

proceedings is not legally any obstacle for the Court to exercise its 

judicial functions; 

¶ the Republic of Macedonia, together with Greece, has been 

negotiating in good faith;  

 

The Court rejected all arguments and submissions put forward by 

Greece in the course of proceedings, including Greek allegations that 

Macedonia had been exercising ñhostile propagandaò against it using 

ñantique symbols belonging exclusively to the Greek heritageò, in breach of 

Article 7 paragraph 1 of Interim Accord
1
. 

Although the Court has found that Greeceôs objection before and at the 

Bucharest Summit violated the international law, its Judgment does not 

directly apply to third states or to NATO. As Greeceôs objection was the 

reason that blocked consensus on the issue and Macedonia was not invited to 

join NATO, it should have been appropriate for the NATO member states 

and NATO itself to revisit its Bucharest and all subsequent decisions, this 

time without the influence of an act declared wrongful by the Court. 

However, NATO does not have provisions establishing criteria for 

admission. NATO admission procedure provides that an invitation to join the 

alliance can be extended to a European state, which is capable to contribute 

to furthering the goals of the organization, by unanimous agreement of all 

NATO members 
2
. It means that admission of new members to NATO 

depends mainly on political circumstances. Non-invitation of Macedonia to 

NATO at the Bucharest Summit in April 2008 did not violate any legal 

                                                 
1
 About Greeceôs objections to jurisdiction of the Court and admissibility of Application 

as well as additional justifications invoked by Greece, see more in: Vladimir Ortakovski, 

The Judgment of International Court of Justice (Republic of Macedonia v. Greece) and the 

Name Issue, International Scientific Conference: Security and Euroatlantic Perspectives of 

the Balkans. Police Science and Police Profession (States and Perspectives), Vol. I, 

Skopje, 2012, p. 31 - 34   
2
 North Atlantic Treaty (signed 4 April 1949, entered into force 24 August 1949) 34 

U.N.T.S. 243, Article 10: ñThe Parties may, by unanimous agreement, invite any other 

European State in a position to further the principles of this Treaty and to contribute to the 

security of the North Atlantic area to accede to this Treatyò 
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provisions of the Treaty. NATO Secretary General, Anders Fogh Rasmussen, 

delivered a statement on 5 December 2011, that ICJ ruling on a bilateral 

issue between Greece and Macedonia ñdoes not affect the decision taken by 

NATO Allies at the Bucharest summit in 2008ò.
1
 

 

CONCLUSION ï POLITICAL OR LEGAL APPROACH FOR 

RESOLVING THE NAME ISSUE  

 

Is the name issue a political or a legal issue? After the Declaration of 

independence of the Republic Macedonia in 1991, Greece has persistently 

objected to the name of the state and its membership into international 

organizations. Since there is not a legal basis for Greeceôs demand for 

changing the name of the Republic of Macedonia, the name issue at this 

stage is a political one. After Macedoniaôs admission to UN membership, on 

8 April 1993, the name issue from political issue has also became a legal 

one. For the first time the name issue was mentioned in a legally binding 

document, i.e. in the two UN resolutions. These resolutions (Security 

Council Resolution 817 and General Assembly Resolution 47/225) are in 

clear breach of the UN Charter. In that way, the UN have violated 

Macedoniaôs right to UN membership although it fulfilled the conditions 

prescribed in Article 4 of the UN Charter. The name issue appears to be a 

dispute not only between Greece and Macedonia, but rather, in its legal part, 

between Macedonia and the United Nations. 

The Interim Accord, concluded on 13 September 1995 (entered into 

force on 13 October 1995) left open the name issue, as a political one, for 

negotiations to continue. The relation between the Interim Accord and the 

name issue is that parties ñagreed to continue negotiationsò regarding 

difference over the name. They also agreed in Article 21 of the Interim 

Accord the name issue not to be referred to the International Court of Justice, 

because in its part of diplomatic negotiations, it is a political one. 

However, the negotiation process, i.e. the political approach, appeared 

to be inadequate and endless. It is not possible to impose denomination of 

one state, i.e. of the Republic of Macedonia, without its consent. But since 

2008 the unsettled name issue has become an obstacle for Macedoniaôs 

Euro-Atlantic integration. 

The Republic of Macedonia can take legal actions regarding the 

unlawfulness of its admission and status in the United Nations. It should 

question the legality of additional conditions in front of the International 

                                                 
1
 See: Statement by the NATO Secretary General on ICJ Ruling, December 5, 2011, 

available at: http://www.nato.int/cps/en/SID-DC1424AA-

E26142B7/natolive/news_81678.htm?selectedLocale=en  
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Court of Justice. The initiative should be launched through the UN General 

Assembly 
1
, because of the voting procedures ï in the Security Council 

consensus is needed between the five permanent members, and in the 

General Assembly simple majority is needed from the present members. 

According to Article 65 of the Statute of the ICJ, the official request for 

advisory opinion should come from the UN General Assembly in a form of 

legal document containing a question that needs interpretation from the ICJ.
2
 

The substance of this question is not the name issue but the legality of 

additionally imposed conditions for admission which are not prescribed in 

the UN Charter. That is why Article 21 of the Interim Accord is not a 

problem for referring the question to the ICJ. 

The International Court of Justice ñmayò give advisory opinion (it is 

not an obligation for the Court) and its advisory opinions are not binding. 

However, the possibility for the Court to deny the request for advisory 

opinion in the case of Macedoniaôs admission to the UN is very low. We 

should bear in mind that the Court in 1948 already gave its interpretation to 

Article 4 from the Charter, ruling out any expansion of the conditions for 

admission. The Courtôs Advisory Opinion in the Admission of State to the 

UN Case of 1948 
3
 is a specific case of an established general rule. This 

Advisory opinion of the ICJ, that no additional conditions for membership in 

the UN can be imposed, was accepted as binding by the General Assembly 
4
. 

The Courtôs position on the same issue cannot be any different from that of 

1948. There is no precedent in the United Nation's practice that the UN 

General Assembly has not taken into consideration the advisory opinion of 

the International Court of Justice. 

After the Courtôs likely favorable opinion, Macedonia will launch an 

initiative in the UN General Assembly for the revision of the resolutions that 

imposed additional conditions, which are not prescribed in Article 4 of the 

                                                 
1
 Article 96 of the UN Charter: ñ1. The General Assembly or Security Council may 

request International Court of Justice to give an advisory opinion on any legal question; 2. 

Other organs of the United Nations and specialized agencies, which may at the time be so 

authorized by the General Assembly, may also request advisory opinions of the Court on 

legal questions arising within the scope of their activitiesò 
2
 The question of UN General Assembly referred to the ICJ should be formulated as: òIs 

the Resolution 47/225 (1993) of the General Assembly, and the Resolution 817 (1993) of 

the Security Council, in their parts relating to denomination óthe former Yugoslav 

Republic of Macedoniaô, with the requirement for settlement of the ódifference that has 

arisen over the name of the Stateô legally in accordance with the Charter of the United 

Nations? See: Igor Janev, Proposal for Resolving the Dispute Over the Name of the 

Republic of Macedonia, MakNews, July 2003 
3
 Admission of State to the United Nations (UN Charter, Article 4), Advisory Opinion, 

ICJ Reports 1948, p. 57  
4
 UN General Assembly Resolution 197 (III, Part A), 177-th Plenary meeting, December 

8, 1948 
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UN Charter. The UN should bring a new resolution to the General Assembly 

which would exclude additional conditions imposed on Macedonia during its 

admission as a UN member. It doesnôt mean that Greece would recognize 

Republic of Macedonia under that name. The name dispute would go back 

for resolution at bilateral level as a political issue. Greece and Macedonia 

could negotiate a different name that would be used in their bilateral 

relations and finally sign an agreement which would put an end to the 

dispute. 

Solving the problem of the name of the Republic of Macedonia in the 

UN by requesting advisory opinion from the International Court of Justice is 

a possible way for Macedonia to follow, which includes principles and 

norms from international law. Such approach towards the problem makes 

Greceôs demands for intervention in foreign name groundless. That approach 

provides politically neutral solution for the problem and enables international 

organizations, member of which is Greece, to conduct common politics 

towards Macedonia, including recognition of its constitutional name. 

Finally, I would like to propose something. A number of nations lay 

claim to the same history, being previously parts of the same multi-ethnic 

empires. It is not only case with Macedonia and Greece, being parts of the 

Otoman Empire, but also of British Empire, Habsburg Empire, Russian 

Empire, Swedish Empire, Polish-Lithuanian Kingdom, etc. Many of them 

are arguing that ñthis isnôt your heritage, itôs oursò but in reality it is a 

heritage of both. 

What is giving modern Greeks the right to claim exclusively ancient 

Greek heritage, since their Modern Greek language is very different from the 

ancient Greek and since that civilization was in the meantime taken over by 

Romans, then Byzantines, then Ottomans long ago, while modern 

Macedonians canôt claim a Macedonian heritage? It should be noted that 

Macedonians never denied Greeks their heritage. They never claim that 

ñthey are the only descendantsò. However we can see Greeks opposing 

Macedonia and accusing it of ñstealing their heritageò. 

It should be said: ñWe all share a heritage, letôs make the best of itò. 

Why would not a trans-national EU region Macedonia be declared as such 

where Macedonian, Greek and Bulgarian cultures would meet and mix (like 

in several such European regions)? We can all be proud of our common 

history and heritage.  
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Abstract: 

 

This paper attempts to emphasize and elaborate the priority objectives of 

the Republic of Macedonia in the field of security in the period up to 1920, starting 

with the set permanent, vital and important interests of the state outlined in the 

National Security and Defense Concept, adopted in 2003 by the Assembly of RM. 

The paper is structured in four parts. The first part is dedicated to highlighting the 

issue of national security as the cornerstone of the concept of national security. The 

second part of the paper presents the permanent, vital and important interests of the 

Republic of Macedonia of the National Security and Defense Concept, with a 

critical approach to the interests that have not been realized in the 11-year period 

so far, and are extremely important for the security of the state. The third part of the 

paper is devoted to the three priority objectives in the security field, which, 

according to the author, should unavoidably be achieved in the period covered - 

achieving full NATO and EU membership, developing good neighborly relations 

with Greece and Bulgaria and realizing long-term stability at internal political level 

and interethnic relations. What is particularly indicated are the geostrategic and 

security reasons due to which it is necessary to achieve full NATO membership, 

given the current security and political situation related to the area of the so-called 

Western Balkans. The fourth part of the paper gives suggestions for qualitative 

improvement of the structure of the security-intelligence system, taking into account 

the principles of hierarchy, coordination, synchronization and operation in the 

work of the entities in the system and the system as a whole. What is particularly 

indicated is the need to strengthen the intelligence component, primarily in the 

basic approach of providing quality information base and support for makers of 

decisions of strategic character at state level. 

 

Key words: national security, national interest, strategic objectives, 

security and intelligence system, intelligence, intelligence base, strategic decisions, 

security priorities. 
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Introduction  

 

The Republic of Macedonia, approaching the middle of the second decade 

of the 21st century, is facing with certain stalemate on the road to the basic 

objective of foreign policy plan: EU and NATO integration. Namely, despite the 

received recommendations to start negotiations with the EU by the European 

Parliament and the European Commission and the previously obtained judgment 

before the International Court of The Hague against Greece for breach of the 

Interim Accord, because of the failure in terms of "closing the name issue" with the 

Hellenic Republic, the country cannot move forward in terms of European and 

Euro-Atlantic integrations, which strongly burdens not only its security situation but 

its overall situation. Can, and to what extent and how, this major stalemate in the 

European and Euro-Atlantic integration process have a determining effect on the 

internal stability of the country and its position in the region? These are questions to 

which the answer should be found in one of the basic documents at state level ï the 

security assessment, of course, starting from the specified state (national) interest 

and set security priorities. In this paper I will try to highlight a few areas of security 

aspect related to the topic titled, such as ñdefining the state (national) interest in the 

given period, the necessity of defining the security priorities and the specific 

methods and tools for their implementation, the compatibility of the security system 

in terms of the complexity and severity of the security threats and, in particular, the 

contribution of the intelligence component in making timely and reasonable 

decisions at state level. 

1. In the modern scholarly and professional approach to security, an 

important place is occupied by considerations for national security and national 

interest. At the beginning, national security was equated with the external security 

of the state (protection of the territorial integrity against military aggression
1
). 

However, this notion was very narrow, so recently national security is defined as 

protecting and creating a reliable basis for development in the area of the 

constitutional order of the state, democratic relations, economic prosperity, ethnic, 

religious and cultural equality of citizens in the overall sphere of human freedoms 

and rights. In that sense, Amin Hevedy
2
 finds that national security is an activity of 

states regarding the protection of their identity, survival and national interests, and 

in accordance with their social opportunities in the present and the future, given the 

global changes and developments worldwide. In that direction, it is also the 

definition of national security by A.Grizold
3
, who determines it as security of the 

political people, and its content includes: security of the national territory (including 

                                                 
1
 Views related to the crucial role of the power and military power in terms of security are 

inherent in the members of the realistic direction (realists). For this and other theoretical 

approaches in deliberations on security, see: Peter Hugh, Concept for global security, 

Tabernakul, Skopje, 2009. 
2
 Hewedy, Amin, Militarization and Security in the Middle East, London, Pinter 

Publishers, 1989. 
3
 Grizold, Anton, Medjunarodna sigurnost-teorijsko-institucionalni okvir, Zagreb, FPZ, 

1998. 
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the airspace and territorial waters), protection of people's lives and their property, 

preservation and maintenance of national sovereignty and the exercise of the basic 

functions of society (socio-economic, social-political, environmental, cultural, etc.). 

So, according to R.Aron, it is a much broader understanding of national security as 

one of the most important "suprahistorical national interests of each country". 

National security is the cornerstone of the concept of national interests. 

Most recently, for each state (regardless of its military, economic and cultural 

power), including the Republic of Macedonia, one of the most important and, at 

the same time, most difficult issues is the projection and realization of the 

security on short, medium and long term, as an important aspect of its strategic 

interests. 

2. The basic document in the sphere of security and defense of the Republic 

of Macedonia is the National Security and Defense Concept
1
, adopted by the 

Assembly of RM in 2003. This document defines three groups of state interests: 

permanent, vital and important. 

Permanent interests of the Republic of Macedonia are: 

- Preservation and enhancement of the identity of the state; 

- Free expression of ethnic identity of all citizens of the state; 

- Protection of the independence of the state; 

- Protection of the territorial integrity of the state. 

The vital interests of the Republic of Macedonia are seen in: 

- The protection and promotion of peace and security, life, health, property 

and personal safety of the citizens of the state; 

- The development of a multi-ethnic society based on mutual trust, mutual 

efforts and aspiration of all ethnic communities for stability and 

comprehensive progress of the state; 

- The economic development based on the principles of market economy, 

private property, and the protection of the vital infrastructure and resources 

of the state; 

- The protection and promotion of the democratic foundations of the law-

governed state - political pluralism, parliamentary democracy, division of 

powers and democratic and fair elections, the rule of law, consistent respect 

for human rights and freedoms, including the rights and freedoms that 

belong to all communities and the continued maintenance and improvement 

of the overall internal security of the state and society; 

- The political-defense integration into NATO, political, economic and 

security integration into the EU and in other systems of collective security. 

 

In view of the important interests of the Republic of Macedonia, the 

National Security and Defense Concept lists: 

- The building and development of all forms of cooperation with neighbors, 

and in the interest of peace, security and development of the Republic of 

Macedonia and its neighbors; 

                                                 
1
 The document National Security and Defense Concept of the Republic of Macedonia was 

adopted by the Assembly of RM on 11.06.2003. 
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- Its own contribution to the preservation and promotion of peace and 

stability in Southeast Europe (SEE), with a view to reinforcing democracy, 

security and prosperity of all countries in the region; 

- The participation in building peace and stability in the region, Europe, and 

the world, as well as the prevention and building of instruments for early 

warning of crises and tensions in order to promptly and efficiently resolve 

problems in peaceful manner; 

- The preservation and advancement of international order based on justice, 

mutual respect for international law, and political and economic equality of 

states; 

- The provision of conditions and the improvement of the internal political 

stability and opportunities for equal rights of participation that in itself 

should contain a generally accepted consensus on the issues of permanent, 

vital, and important state interest; 

- The creation of conditions for promoting the security culture; 

- The construction of a fair, social state, with equal opportunities for all 

citizens, regardless of their gender, racial, religious, political, social, 

cultural and other background; 

- The creation of conditions for building a society with communications and 

relationships that will develop common values and a culture of life, 

especially among the young generation, in the spirit of tolerance, fostering 

democratic values and respect for personal integrity, grounded in the 

European democratic tradition, regardless of ethnic, religious or other 

affiliation; 

- The preservation and protection of the environment in the country, in 

collaboration with the general public. 

 

The strategic state interests adopted within the National Security and 

Defense Concept set a very serious and complex task for their realization internally 

and externally before the state leadership, the Government, the Assembly, the 

competent security and defense entities and ruling political parties. However, in the 

past 11 years some of the projected state interests have not been achieved, which is 

an objective burden to the security situation, and also requires a lot of serious 

analysis aimed at finding optimal security solution. Specifically, I find the following 

strategic state interests not to have been achieved: 

 

- Development of all forms of cooperation with the neighbours (neighbouring 

states) ï in this field the most current are the relations with the Hellenic Republic 

and Republic of Bulgaria. For instance, official Bulgaria notes that Macedonia has 

not done enough in terms of developing good neighbourly relations and has not 

adequately shown to appreciate its recognition by the state after its becoming 

independent from the former SFRY
1
. As for Greece, despite the name issue, in 

                                                 
1
 With the recognition of RM in 1992, Bulgaria "gave a credit of trust to Macedonia and it 

was an investment in good relations between the two countries, which unfortunately is not 

reciprocated". However, it highlights also the need - Bulgaria to stop with the paternalistic 
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official documents of Greece the Republic of Macedonia is accused of alleged 

territorial claims and irredentist goals
1
. These two states, being EU and NATO 

members, are now firmly standing in the way and disrupting European and Euro-

Atlantic integration of the Republic of Macedonia. It is a fact that in the past period 

the Republic of Macedonia has failed to find a diplomatic way to resolve the said 

disputes with Greece and Bulgaria. 

- Achievement of a generally accepted consensus internally on permanent, vital 

and important interests ï in the practical-political field there is a serious difference 

between the ruling parties in the Republic of Macedonia (VMRO DPMNE and 

DUI), which are most responsible for the implementation of the security policy. 

Thus, unlike the VMRO DPMNE, DUI considers that it is urgently needed for the 

Republic of Macedonia to join NATO and be put under its security umbrella; that 

the security risk for the Republic of Macedonia is increasing with the non-accession 

in NATO; that now the Republic of Macedonia and Greece are the closest to finding 

a solution to the name dispute; that in the Republic of Macedonia there must be 

respect for the fact that the two ethnic communities, through the political parties 

that have won the majority of the votes in the elections, should make consensual 

decisions, in order not to have majorization of the majority ethnic community over 

the minority one (according to the Badinter principle), and, in that sense, also the 

election of the president of the state should be on the principle of a consensus; that 

the Republic of Macedonia may also come to a crisis of a possible separation into a 

pro-western and pro-eastern part (an analogy with the situation in Ukraine
2
). These 

differences of opinion on important issues related to security, of course, if not 

harmonized, may be a serious obstacle to achieving an integrated state policy in the 

security field (inside and outside of the state). 

- Establishing a civil society ï vis- -̈vis the overall declarative commitments to 

achieve a civil society, there are political parties in the political life of the Republic 

of Macedonia that cover membership by ethnicity - ethnic parties. Dominant are, of 

course, those of the Macedonian national block and those of the ethnic Albanian 

block. Thus, the fundamental principles of civil society are substantially derogated 

and, practically, conditions for ethnic-political division in the country are created. 

This division is further projected in state institutions dominated by the principle of 

political affiliation and not of professionalism and expertise, which negatively 

affects the quality and efficacy of their work. This ethnic-party division may also 

adversely affect the performance of the institutions of the security and defense field, 

with repercussions on the integration in the implementation of security policy. 

                                                                                                                             
attitude towards the Republic of Macedonia for the purposes of developing good 

neighbourly relations. "Bulgaria's policy towards the Republic of Macedonia - 

recommendations for good neighbourly relations," Foundation "Manfred Werner", Sofia, 

2008. That the Republic of Macedonia is not doing enough in terms of good neighbourly 

relations with Bulgaria is also claimed by the MEP from Bulgaria, Slavi Binev, in an 

interview with the Dnevnik newspaper, Skopje, issue of 18.02.2014, titled "Bitterness 

towards Macedonia is because of rejected loveò. 
1
 ĂThe  FYROM name issueò, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Greece. 

2
 These attitudes of DUI are presented through the party speaker, Bujar Osmani, in an 

interview on the 24 Hours TV ï Skopje, on 21.02.2014. 
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- Achievement of integration into NATO and the EU ï the Republic of 

Macedonia has not yet been admitted to full NATO and EU membership. The main 

obstacle on that road is the requirement by the EU and NATO for Macedonia to 

close the name issue with Greece. Meanwhile, NATO admitted Croatia and Albania 

from the Adriatic Group, where Macedonia also was part of and, in fact, was the 

leader. Croatia was admitted to the EU, despite the fact that it obtained its 

candidacy after Macedonia. In most recent times, Montenegro and Serbia are 

making strides towards European integration, while Macedonia is in a stalemate. It 

is a fact that Macedonia has started to lag behind in this process, which is, certainly, 

not in favor of the stability of its security situation. 

3. For proper and timely decision-making of strategic importance, decision-

makers in the state are required, in a qualitative way, respecting all internal and 

external political and security issues, to select the priority objectives, to the 

realization of which they will streamline all of their capacities. Thereby, from a 

theoretical and practical point of view, it is extremely important that the 

determination of the objectives be in correlation with the real power of the state and 

the funds available to them for their realization
1
. At the same time, the time for the 

realization of the objectives is extremely important, considering the possible 

internal and external repercussions in case of failure to realize them. In terms of the 

means for the realization of the objectives, the elements of their legality, 

admissibility and availability should be previously thoroughly analyzed and 

identified (at a given time on a given territory). In this sense, the following 

relationship may be set:  

 

 

  STATE               PRIORITY OBJECTIVES         MENS          REALISATION  

 

  

 

  

 

 
 

 

The security objectives may generally aim at maintaining a given political 

and security situation (status quo) or changing the situation in the direction that is 

desirable in terms of the national interests of the state. Thereby, it is important to 

know which factors internationally (in the environment, region or worldwide) the 

possible realization of the priority objectives will fit to or not and, in that sense, 

what would their reactions be (political, security, military). In other words, if 

possible reactions internationally would be of such a nature as to cause a counter 

                                                 
1
 For the definition of the objectives as part of the decision-making at state level, values 

and national security, see: V.Dimitrijevikj -R.Stojanovikj, International Relations, Nolit, 

Belgrade, 1979, pp.245-254. 
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attack on the priority security objectives of the state with more serious 

consequences. This question actually refers to the need for a rational approach to 

the determination of priority objectives, by respecting all relevant facts internally 

and externally. That does not mean that in history there have not been many 

examples of adopting irrational state objectives, which have later led to world wars, 

millions of victims, major losses of peoples and countries on whose behalf the 

objectives have been set, and there has not been any violation of international 

order
1
. The rational approach, in turn, requires and implies very active conduct of 

strategic decision-makers, taking into consideration all kinds of impulses from 

foreign policy field, respect for the influential factors and, at the same time, detailed 

and thorough approach to all aspects of domestic political and security scene that 

are important for the realization of the objectives internationally (to what extent and 

in what way they concern the interests of other states). In the modern world, internal 

and international affairs of states are increasingly correlated, and sometimes in 

direct interdependence. Therefore, decision-makers at state level need to nurture an 

analytical approach in the rational approach in the treatment of any internal issue 

(from an external aspect) and any foreign matter (from an internal aspect). 

The notion of power is related to the definition and implementation of state 

strategic objectives, and in this framework security one as well. Many scholars of 

international relations and international security consider that power is a central 

concept in international political relations. According to the realistic theory of Hans 

Morgenthau, the explanation of the behavior of the subjects of international 

relations is seen in "the national interest in terms of powerò, while Organski claims 

that "every relation has a power aspect, while the study of this aspect is the study of 

politicsò
2
. Members of realistic theories find the national interest to be the 

underlying motive for action in international relations. Thereby, what is common 

for all countries is their tendency towards (achieving) power, which the given 

national interest would be realized with. Power is a degree of capability to make or 

attract other entities to a behavior desired by the subject of power. In cybernetic 

sense, we can define power as a degree of probability that the outcome will be such 

as wished by the subject (of power). Power, by itself, in value terms, is neither good 

nor bad, good or bad are the purposes which it will be used for. 

 

When it comes to the Republic of Macedonia, regarding the said topic, it 

may be concluded that the following priority security objectives remain: 

A) Realization of full membership in NATO and the EU; 

B) Regulation of the neighbourly relations with Greece and Bulgaria; 

C) Achievement of long-term stability domestically and in interethnic 

relations. 

                                                 
1
 For example, the objective of Adolf Hitler and other leaders of Nazi Germany to achieve 

the "thousand-year Reich" - the rule of German people over all nations, led to the Second 

World War with the most severe consequences in the history of mankind. 
2
 A.F.K.Organski, World Politics, New York, Knopf, 1968, Str.102; H.Morgenthau, 

Politics Among Nations, New York, Knopf, 1973, taken quotes from the said book of 

V.Dimitrijevikj and R.Stojanovikj, "International Relations". 
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The report of the Director of U.S. Intelligence before the U.S. Senate, at the 

end of January 2014, highlights that the situation in Macedonia and Bosnia and 

Herzegovina is particularly explosive. Thereby, the following is underlined about 

the Republic of Macedonia: "The Macedonian government continues to push 

programs designed to promote ethnic Macedonian nationalism, at the expense of 

Euro-Atlantic integration of the country. The longer one delays the Macedonian 

membership in NATO and the EU, because of the dispute with Greece over the 

country's constitutional name and bilateral relations with Bulgaria, the greater the 

risk that ethnic tensions will raise."
1
 

 

In the said section of the Report relating to the Republic of Macedonia, U.S. 

Intelligence entails a causal connection between an internal matter - giving room to 

"ethnic Macedonian nationalism" rather than developing good interethnic relations 

with ethnic Albanian community, and one external issue ï NATO and EU 

integration, associated with the development of the bilateral relations with Greece 

(closing the name dispute) and Bulgaria. Indeed, the prolongation of Macedonia's 

integration into NATO and the EU and the stagnation in relations with neighbouring 

Greece and Bulgaria, according to the report, would directly influence the increase 

in polarization between the Macedonian and Albanian ethnic communities, which 

would lead the security situation in the country in 2014 to the boundary of 

explosion. These assessments are based on the analyzed intelligence facts of the 

services of the U.S. intelligence community and are, of course, a look at the current 

situation in the Republic of Macedonia from the standpoint of the interests of the 

United States. However, they deserve attention and to be taken into consideration 

by the strategic decision-makers in Macedonia, of course, through the intersection 

with the assessments obtained from other subjects on the international intelligence 

arena. 

On the other hand, the said report of the U.S. intelligence and the security 

assessment given in respect of the Republic of Macedonia either indicates or 

revolves around the three priority security objectives as previously highlighted in 

the text on my part: NATO and EU accession; development of good neighbourly 

relations with Greece and Bulgaria; and achievement of long-term stability in 

internal policy and interethnic relations. 

The Republic of Macedonia, from a security perspective, has no alternative 

to the achievement of full EU and NATO membership. There are several realistic 

reasons for that: 

First, the Republic of Macedonia does not have an available military-

security capacity so that in the present circumstances it can endure "hard" security, 

in a possible situation of its borders to become subject to armed aggression. 

                                                 
1
 It is about parts of a report to the Senate in the U.S. submitted by James Klaper, Director 

of the U.S. Intelligence. This information was taken and published by all daily and 

broadcast media in the Republic of Macedonia, on 31.01.2014. 
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Second, the territory of the Republic of Macedonia is located in the so-

called Western Balkans, an area under full control of the NATO system, so that this 

military-political alliance comes as a "natural ally" (allies) of the Republic of 

Macedonia. 

Third, the east, west and south border states of the Republic of Macedonia 

are already full members of the NATO Alliance. That means that the country needs 

to develop cooperation with them as deeper as possible, thus contributing to the 

strengthening of the entire security in the region, and thereby of the state itself. 

Fourth, NATO and the EU, because of their own geostrategic objectives 

which in the long term are focused on central and eastern Asia, tend to close the 

issue of the Western Balkans as soon as possible, among other things also with the 

admission to full membership of the Republic of Macedonia as soon as possible. 

Decision-makers in the Republic of Macedonia should properly respect this fact, 

demonstrating greater cooperation in the activities regarding the closure of the name 

issue with Greece and the development of bilateral relations with Bulgaria. 

In the past 11 years the Republic of Macedonia has not found a mechanism 

to "soften" the views of its neighbors Greece and Bulgaria, despite the political 

support it has been receiving from the EU and NATO structures. Of course, this 

does not mean that Bulgaria and Greece have not made incorrect moves, on the 

contrary. However, achieving full membership in the EU and NATO is a strategic 

priority (security and political) of the Republic of Macedonia and for the Republic 

of Macedonia. This means that it should accept more creatively the signals of 

support from NATO and the EU and come up with new initiatives that would lead 

to the solution of the problem and, at the same time, would not reflect negatively on 

the identity aspects of the Macedonian state and the Macedonian nation. 

I believe it would be unfavourable for the Republic of Macedonia if the 

situation regarding this issue remains to status quo in the future, since then the 

country would plunge into a passive state, and it is certainly not a desirable situation 

for any country in conditions of possible urgent solution to the issue under the high 

pressure of the higher geostrategic objectives for NATO and the EU. Therefore, 

what should be done in the Republic of Macedonia is: a) to make an in-depth 

analysis of the so far foreign policy on this issue - about the use of available 

resources at the international level; b) to find new means and mechanisms in the 

international field that would contribute to the realization of the set strategic 

political and security objective, that is, to the reinforcement of the diplomatic 

performance; c) to demonstrate a more cooperative approach to the signals of 

support coming from the EU and NATO; and d) to improve and strengthen 

qualitatively the intelligence component, without the contribution of which it is very 

difficult for diplomacy to pave the set ways internationally. 

Internally, in the future period the Republic of Macedonia has to realize 

three important tasks in relation to the strategic objectives: first, to provide a full 

and true collaboration between the holders of political power of the majority ï 

Macedonian community and minority - Albanian community. It is an important 

prerequisite for the successful realization of the strategic objectives. What is meant 

here is not only the declarative acceptance of the objectives, but also the agreement 

about the use of means internationally and the active participation in their 
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implementation within the set deadlines
1
. Second, the country must achieve a higher 

level of trust and agreement on this issue among the major political parties of the 

majority - the Macedonian community, the one in power - VMRO-DPMNE, and the 

one in opposition - SDSM. It is necessary to achieve the required legitimacy of the 

decisions that would be made in terms of the strategic security objectives. For the 

present, there is great distrust and animosity between the two political parties, 

which, certainly, does not contribute to the creative and beneficial security outcome 

of the current situation and, objectively, weakens the international position of the 

state (and) in the name dispute with Greece. Third, the Republic of Macedonia must 

strengthen its civil society component, since the implementation of the Euro-

Atlantic integration, inter alia, implies the very existence of a fully democratic civil 

political parties, which will not be burdened with extreme ethnic issues and goals. 

The least has been done in this field in the Republic of Macedonia, and for now we 

are witnesses of the deep political trenches dug between the majority and minority 

communities, which is a major obstacle to the realization of a true civil society, with 

the citizen being the basic subject of political decision-making
2
. The realization of 

the civil concept is of great importance also for the effective operation of the 

security institutions, where the division along ethnic lines among employees, in 

sensitive security conditions, could have very negative consequences (for example, 

when executing tasks and making decisions of strategic character). 

4. The realization of the strategic objectives in the security area in the 

period ahead (until 1920) sets for the Republic of Macedonia two tasks in terms of 

improving the security and intelligence system, on the one hand, and strengthening 

and raising to a higher level the work of the intelligence component, on the other 

hand. In terms of the organization and functioning of the security-intelligence 

system, it can be concluded that there is a need for its improvement in order to 

achieve greater effects on the principles of hierarchy, coordination and 

synchronization of its subjects. Namely, the current structure of the system, with the 

Crisis Management Centre, the Group for Assessments and the Steering Committee, 

is acting more on paper than in reality. While the Crisis Management Centre should, 

under the Law, prepare and submit a single security assessment to the Government 

of RM, for now it lacks the authority required in order to be a centre in the true 

sense for the development of this strategic state document, which needs to be 

updated constantly. The Crisis Management Centre is more engaged in the sphere of 

protection and rescue along with the Protection and Rescue Directorate. In my 

opinion, in order to improve the security system of the Republic of Macedonia, it is 

                                                 
1
 In the so far period there have been many situations when the party DUI ï participant in 

the government coalition ï has articulated dissatisfaction by the efforts of its government 

coalition partner VMRO-DPMNE in the steps being taken on the way to full membership 

of RM in NATO. In that sense, the DUI leader has also had his own foreign policy tour on 

this issue, without the participation of the Foreign Minister of RM. 
2
 In this sense, all researches in RM, inter alia, demonstrate that employment in state 

administration depends on party affiliation of the candidates, and not on their 

professionalism and educational qualities. 
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necessary to introduce two new entities, which were hierarchically between the 

primary holders of the security-intelligence subjects and the state leadership. 

 
                      

                                                                                      

 

                                                       

 

                                                               

 

 

                

 

                                                 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The National Security Council would be jointly managed by the President 

of the state and the President of the Government, and its basic task would be to 

determine the security and intelligence priorities of the state, to define and update 

the security assessment of the state, to adopt the programs of work of the entities in 

the system and the programs for material-financial support with appropriate 

proposals to the Government, to determine the working reports of the entities in the 

system, to perform professional oversight and control over the work of the entities 

in the system and through the Intelligence Committee to currently direct, coordinate 

and synchronize the operation of all stakeholders in the system. The directors in the 

entities of the system would be appointed and discharged with the signatures of the 

President of the state and the Prime Minister
1
. In this way, the system would be 

marked with much greater consistency, the cooperation between the entities would 

be raised to a higher level and its efficacy would be increased, ultimately. 

Enhancing the intelligence component is necessary in terms of the need for 

much faster and more qualitative decision-making at the state level and the 

implementation of national actions internationally
2
. Decision-makers at national 

level must be duly serviced with quality intelligence and assessments, which will 

contribute to the successful achievement of specific political and security projects 

internationally. The qualitative and timely intelligence base and support is a 

necessary condition for the adjustment to the newly arisen situation internationally 

and finding optimal solutions in terms of state interests. Qualitative intelligence 

                                                 
1
 Some of these solutions have been implemented in the Republic of Croatia, with the Law 

adopted in 2006. 
2
 In connection with intelligence and national action, this issue is elaborated in more detail 

in particular in view of defense in the book by Michael Herman, ñPower of Intelligence in 

Peace and Warò, Academic Press, 2009, Skopje, pp.161-180. 
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should lead to "reading the mind of the enemy" and always staying in an active state 

with the possibility of making moves in favour of state interests. Without timely and 

qualitative intelligence and assessments there is a danger for decision-makers at 

state level to make forced moves internationally, which are dictated by the 

opponent, that is, the other side. This is especially important in "dense" situations on 

the international scene, when the situation requires making moves within certain 

deadlines, and, I believe, that the Republic of Macedonia is approaching such a 

period, which is also indicated by the signals received by the EU and NATO so far. 

I believe intelligence entities of the Republic of Macedonia, civilian and 

military, inter alia, require: 

- Reinforcement of the use of human sources (HUMINT), in quantity, 

quality and methods, at all intelligence points and routes in the neighbourhood, 

region and global centers that are essential for decision-making in relation to the 

Republic of Macedonia; 

- Reinforcement of technical intelligence in all intelligence directions; 

- Quality reinforcement of the cooperation with the MFA (Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs), for coordination and synchronization of the activities at 

international level; 

- Establishment of qualitative analytical sectors specialized in all current 

issues of strategic nature for the Republic of Macedonia; 

- Continuation and qualitative enhancement of the cooperation with the 

intelligence entities of the neighbouring countries, the countries in the region and 

the world, based on mutual state interests; and 

- Increase in the budgets of the subjects in intelligence, because the 

indicators for the past 10 years demonstrate that they are far from the level of 

requirements (it is necessary to invest in staff, technical equipment and ongoing 

servicing of operations). 

In my opinion, this matter in the Republic of Macedonia should be 

regulated by a National Security Act, which would govern the security-intelligence 

field as a whole and the position and scope of each entity in the system separately 

and in their mutual correlation, based on the principles of hierarchy, coordination, 

operationality and synchronization. 
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Abstract 

There is no doubt that the rapid growth of globalization (which is 

considered to have started from the middle of the twentieth century), has caused 

social changes in all key areas of public life, as well as at the individual level, in all 

societies of the world today. However, differences in the views among scientists, 

politicians and analysts are diametrically opposed depending on their philosophical 

view of the world. According to some, globalization creates new values of the so 

called new world order, or postmodern global capitalism and the associated 

cultural changes. According to others, contemporary globalization has created only 

an increased number of objects, supra-national bodies, non-territorial connections, 

apparent change in understanding, perception of reality and "modernization of 

modernity", while in fact, it has not even touched the essence of the basic social 

framework of the capitalist mode of production and distribution of income, 

bureaucratic management, individual and collective identity, ontology, 

epistemology and methodology of science. However, one thing is evident. The 

concept of globalization is too flexibly taken. Various actors on the political scene 

have interpreted the concept of globalization in the manner as they see it, actually 

taking the focus of attention from their own failures. Many NGOs have set their 

social activism under the banner of anti-globalism, although many of them are with 

different ideological and often contradictory understandings of the purpose in their 

joint fight. 

Hence, there is the need to contribute to a clearer and more precise 

definition, which is more than necessary for scientific communication and debate. 

The main definition should refer to what globalization actually represents? What 

kind of process is it? Is globalization predominantly driven by the objective factors 

of the rapid technological development of the "third wave" of scientific society? Or, 

is it a subjective political element with diversion of objective factors through 

conscious action in the international politics? Are these factors the primary drivers 

of the globalization process, in order to dominate the global capital of the 

economic, military, and consequently the political level on the global stage? Are 

there winners and losers, or all at the same time are both winners and losers of the 

process which has an objective way? What can small countries do in the process of 

contemporary globalization in terms of security at economic, political and cultural 

level? To all these and many other questions that inevitably arise from the given 

subject topic, attempts in an original scientific paper will be made in order to give 

some of the possible answers to the questions. 
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INTRODUCTION  

 

In the contemporary world we live in, there is no commoner and more 

controversial process of what is called globalization today. Namely, the 

contradictories are more immanent to the phenomena and processes. The 

more complex they are - the more contradictory in their core they are. In fact, 

the unity of the contradictories is one of the dialect laws of our existence. 

However, its actual state of the most contradictory and underestimated 

process sources from the intensity of the tendencies which literally affect our 

life with the rapid development of the informatics and the technology until 

the subtle unification of the political, economic, and financial systems, 

legislatures etc. which has a reflection on weak parts of the society and the 

underdeveloped countries in transition which usually get ñthe smaller endò 

paying the taxes of the underdevelopment and the ignorance of the global 

movements which come out of the disorientation and the lack of strategy in 

the new conditions. For the underdeveloped states, the answers to these 

questions have extraordinary and primary importance, because the 

perception of the essence of the problems, through tendencies of the for 

long-term geo-strategic interests of the developed countries, mean a life step 

forward in the projection of the real strategy and tactics  for overcoming of 

the general crisis in which we are. 

This phenomenon observed from a historical or civilization perspective 

is not new. Namely, the scientists have discovered that all the technical 

progress cannot stay within national borders available only for a small 

handful of the richest individuals. Except in the beginning phase of the 

exclusive exploitation of the invention, but then as a regulation the products 

become available for mass utilization. In fact, this is the economical logic of 

mass (serial) production. 

From the aspect of the idea of globalization comprehended as a worldôs 

organization which will be managed from one centre, it appeared many 

centuries ago in the visions of three theological concepts: Judaism, 

Christianity, and Islam. In the aforementioned context, the Canadian 

professor Richard Falk believes that contemporary globalization is only a 

secularized form of "Unam Sanctam" promoted by the Pope Inoktentij X, in 

which the spiritual authority of the Roman Catholic Church should be 

established over the national territories of the then states, as trans-national 

companies seeking territories of today's states, to submit to the non territorial 

economic goals. 

However, the idea which was possibly well known before would be 

incorrect if we try to identify it with the present process of globalization 

which has a strong intensity especially with the fall of the Berlin wall and the 

deterioration of the Eastern Block. These events coincided with the 
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ñinformatics bumò and the enormous productivity of the work, which the real 

socialistic countries could not follow (except China). Therefore it is almost 

impossible to qualify this process as a historical episode. The signs of 

similarity with the historical ideas are just imaginative comparison, because 

in reality, the present globalizes starts from different ideas and political 

methods, creating changes in several key areas such as: production, 

management, knowledge, identity and culture, security and democracy. 

These areas will be properly analyzed in the work below. 

Thereby, we are confronted with the question - what kind of process is 

globalization? Is it only an objective process, which should be equalized with 

the natural process of the unstopping technical and technologic development 

or is it a deed of the aware construction, through perfidy infiltration of the 

general concept of systemic corrupt foreign policy, which is implemented by 

the governments and the global institutions of the most powerful countries in 

the world. (Labovic, 2011) This concept is perfidiously packaged in 

neoliberal ideological "wafers" of subjective dimension of the process of 

globalization. 

The answers of these several questions will be as simple as it is 

possible, but in no way they can be one-sided. Namely, to say that the 

process of globalization is only an objective process is as wrong as to answer 

that it is a deed of a conspirator agreement of the various connected secret 

and half-secret organizations under the cover of ñthe invisible world 

governmentò and the ñCommittee - 300ò in order to create a NEW WORLD 

ORDERò with dark plans and goals. First, it is far from the logic of the 

existence of the world that a group, even if it is Committee - 300, should 

have complete dominion over the world. The effect of the powerful lobby 

groups of the mega capital is undisputed and it is more or less present in the 

political governments around the world. In the USA it is even institutionally 

channeled, although we cannot forget the secret channels of infiltration of 

ñtheir ownò people in the most significant institutions in the government, not 

only in the most developed countries, but also in the organizational network 

in the global multilateral institutions and global non-governmental 

organizations, in order to accomplish the long term interest of the global 

capital. However, to believe that this effect is accomplished with complete 

obedience implies to a complete negation of the objective tendencies in the 

leading of politics, as well as to admit the contradictorily of the realistic gap 

between normatively declared post statement of an ideology and what is 

happening in the objective reality. This kind of opinion goes even further 

from the dialect understanding of Hegel who, despite his opinion that 

individuals are marionettes in the large play of the common history, and the 

author of the historical play is an ñabsolute ideaò, however he sees the 

historical process as a rational and full of awareness process. Secondly, we 
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cannot refer to people as simple personifications of the economic laws nor 

can we refer to history as a scientific process. 

Namely, globalization as a controversial and complex multi-process 

has to be distinguished in its objective and subjective dimension. Objective 

dimension of the globalization is more than certainly unstoppable and 

inevitable and as such it is an objective process, from the aspect of its 

unbreakable (symbiotic) connection with the technological progress of the 

society. For this question each dilemma is apparent and it has to be declared 

as not scientific. However, we cannot separate the objective dimension of 

globalization from the subjective dimension of the process seen in the 

ideologically-political platform of the actual dominant dogmatization of the 

neo-liberal social Darwinism which is implemented through the hierarchical 

structure of a wide range of institutions of the politically managed part of 

globalization. In the following chapters we will focus on reviewing the most 

important areas which are under the influence of globalization, on the 

theories for explaining the meaning of the term globalization and the theories 

for the driving forces of globalization. 

 

GLOBALIZATION AND PRODUCTION  

 

Certain authors associate globalization with a complete change in the 

way of production. Others just talk about continuity in development without 

systemic transformation of the basic tenets of the capitalist mode of 

production. There is no doubt that the rapid development of trans-planetary 

and non territorial ties is due largely to the development of the capitalist 

mode of production. In fact, capitalism is such a social relationship where the 

overall economic activity is primarily focused on creating an excess 

accumulation of capital or profits. Given that competition is the main 

principle on which capitalism is based, all participants in the process need to 

generate a surplus capital accumulation. It creates various disputes and 

conflicts within the social structure of capitalism, which can be from visible 

to latent. Latent, for example are the cases where the poor countries of the 

South are not aware that most of their small surplus is transferred to capital 

accounts of the rich countries of the North because of the obligation to repay 

their debts. Through the history it is proved that capitalism tends to create 

exploitation and inequalities that in certain stages of societies are corrected 

with different not liberal measures. 

It is believed that capitalism accelerated globalization of four basic 

ways that are interrelated and arise from one another; Firstly, it was by the 

need to expand the markets for the production. This tendency was anticipated 

by Marx and Engels 150 years ago. Today with the third wave of scientific 

society where productive forces are enormously increased, capitalists have a 
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greater need of conquering the global market due to the volume of sales or 

the so-called economies of scale. This tendency, among other things, is 

caused by the parallel development of the capitalist state as a welfare state, in 

which workersô rights were increased as well as the living standards of 

workers and generally, social protection of the population in the 

economically developed countries of the world became stronger. For these 

purposes, capitalism spurred rapid technological development, especially in 

telecommunications, transports, and computer technology for data 

processing. Also, capitalism spurred and supported the development of 

global organizations and management. Secondly, capitalism accelerated 

globalization in terms of contemporary accounting practice, which provides 

strategic cunning moves of transfer pricing and the concentration of profits 

in subsidiaries of companies or their company-sisters in foreign countries, 

mostly off-shore (or on-shore, such as Luxembourg or Liechtenstein). These 

are countries where you have low tax rates, lack of tax control and the origin 

of the capital, as well as noncooperation with other international tax 

institutions. Thirdly, this tendency is caused by the development of the 

capitalist country as a country financially secure and Kaneôs social state, 

better working and living conditions for the workers and generally bettered 

social protection for the population of these economically developed 

countries in the world. In the middle of the 20
th
 century capitalism procured 

social peace and prosperity and defended itself from a wider inter ï class 

collision in the time when socialism had the tendency to grow worldwide. 

However, the consequences from their politics were the trend of decline of 

the profit; therefore the tendency of the modern globalization is to provide 

trans-planetary and border free mobility of the capital. The capital could 

achieve its full potential and interests when it has the opportunity to relocate 

its production capacities where the production costs and the raw material are 

cheapest. Fourth is the enlargement of the purview and comfort of the 

services and goods. In this way the West has prompted globalization to 

unseen proportions, resolving the mobility of the global capital in the trans-

planetary spaces and creating new opportunities for accumulation of the 

surplus capital. 

Therefore, the different opinions that globalization created conditions 

for the ñlate capitalismò as a prior to the ñpost capitalist societyò (Jameson, 

1991; Drucker, 1993) is far from the truth, if you consider the undisputable 

empirical facts of the concentration of capital in very few of the global 

companies in the West. Namely, three out of ten global companies achieves 

60 ï 87 % of the profit globally in different spheres of service and 

production (Harvey, 1995; HDR, 1999; ISMA, 1995; FT, 1999). With this it 

was proven that through globalization the capitalism not only changed but it 

also straightened its position in continuity as a worldwide process. That is 
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why it is impossible to talk about ñlate capitalismò or ñpost-capitalistic 

societyò. There are many more valid arguments to be made about hyper-

capitalism. 

Therefore, I consider Jan Art Scholteôs (Jan Art Scholte, 2008) view 

contradictory; in one paragraph he says ñthrough capitalism we understand 

all the reasons for globalizationò, and in another paragraph he claims that 

ñcapitalism by itself is not the cause for the modern globalizationò. Sholte 

continues with ñhowever, the capitalism was provisioned by the regulations 

and identity structures which contributed for the appearance of the surplus in 

the trans-planetary spaces. As an afterthought, the capitalist way of 

production at the same time depended on the rational knowledge which 

creates secular, anthropocentric attitude on which the capitalism is based. 

The eclectic synthesis of Jan Art Sholte will be discussed in detail in the part 

of the theories for the reasons for the globalization. My only argument here 

is with a counter question ñWho brought the regulations and, which the 

structures of the identity that used the rational and structured knowledge of 

the science in the modern world are? The authorôs answer is that it was 

doubtlessly the largest capitalists through the most powerful countries in the 

world, who created them and completely instrumentalized the global 

organizations in the function of the long term geo-political, geo-economical 

and geo-strategic interests of the global capital.  

 

GLOBALIZATION AND MANAGEMENT  

 

The discourse of the globalization will not be complete without the 

review of the coherent ratio of globalization management. Despite the 

changes in production, the modern globalization causes provoked many 

changes in the globalization management as well. Many authors think that in 

this modern phase of globalization, the state has lost the prerogatives of the 

state sovereignty (Camilleri / Falk, 1992; Wriston, 1992; Sassen, 1997). 

Further, many of the authors are tempted to think that the concept of a 

nation-state is disappearing (Cable, 1995; Schmidt, 1995; Strange, 1996), or 

others who think that the globalization brought ñobsolescence to the term 

nation-stateò and ñextinction of the nation-statesò (Dunn, 1995; Bauman, 

1998; Hudson, 1999; Bamueh, 2000). Namely, the changes that occurred in 

the capitalistsô way of production, among other things the rapid technologic 

and technical development in all spheres of production inevitably brought the 

changes in the management. The territorial sovereignty of the Westphalian 

type of state was present more or less in the first half of the 20
th
 century, it 

can no longer suffice for the new trans-planetary and borderless 

communications in the spheres, especially in the ñ most globalized economy 

and financeò (Kapstein,1994; Pauly, 1997; Helleiner, 1999). The absolute 
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territorial sovereignty of the state government as an imminent characteristic 

of the statism suffered changes; therefore, today it is most spoken of limited 

sovereignty, divided sovereignty, transferred sovereignty of the state to the 

supranational bodies (macro-regional and globalized institutions), and the 

sub-state bodies (national and regional), as well as the non-government 

organizations from the private and citizen sector. It is obvious that today the 

authority is multi-layered and dispersed on different levels on a horizontal 

line, and on the vertical line of the hierarchy. And today, instead of speaking 

of statism we speak of polycentrism (Jan Art Sholte, 2008: 235). Simply 

said, the volume of the computerized transfer of data, TV and radio 

broadcasts, remote satellite probes, electronic financial transactions, mobile 

phone calls, etc. cannot be completely controlled in one state, not even if 

there is an absolutism of the government. All these new conditions of the 

modern globalization contributed to statism even in one of the most powerful 

countries in the world to be inappropriate for the future development of 

globalization. 

Considering the above mentioned facts, according to the arguments of 

the following authors (Jan Art Scholte 2008: 53) the states are no longer the 

leading places of management. The same author (Jan Art Scholte 2008:234) 

in contradiction of his first paragraph, rightly presents that the ñstate 

governments are still important and essential in the management of 

globalization. The end of statism certainly does signify the end of the state. 

In the text bellow, the author again represents contradictory opinions 

ñManagement appears in (and through mutual connections among) the 

regional, national, micro-regional and global level. No level is above the 

others as it was the case in the domination of the state in relation of the 

supra-state and sub-state institutions in territorial circumstances. Instead, the 

management is dispersed and has ability to originate from more than one 

source at the same time, and not to be clear which one of these sources is the 

crucial. With these diametrical opinions Jan Art Scholte presents his opinion 

as confusing and unclear. In the context of the previous opinions of Sholte 

there is another group of authors who think that the sovereign rule of the 

statism is not ended, only takes a different form in the post statism 

conditions. Namely, the attitude of the author is that, if the transferred 

sovereignty, the divided sovereign, limited sovereign make sense to the 

weaker countries, it will not be in accord with the modern empirical reality, 

if we are speaking about the most powerful countries in the world. It is quite 

clear that the USA remained the super power in the world through the usage 

of the global norms and institutions, the global finances and the global 

military operations that the US Government imposed using almost all of the 

global institutions. In addition to this claim I will list few of the many 

empirical examples: ñthe most powerful countries of the world used even 
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military force to use the global institutions (as it is the case of Iraq, even 

without the permission of the approval of the Security Council of the OON) 

to secure the interests of the global companies, as well as to implement the 

programs for institutional reforms and in that case the road to a complete 

globalization will be open. There is no doubt of the part the US Government 

played in the establishment of OON, Breton Woods institutions, OECD, 

GATT, WTO etc. The important thing here is that the US Government also 

contributed to the establishment of the macro regional institutions in Europe, 

North and South America. In case, these countries are not convinced by 

diplomatic, political and economical means; the US Government has used 

military action to punish these countries and their leaders in order to enforce 

their direction of globalization, with the military power (Mosler / Katley, 

2000). Although the author agrees with this attitude, he insists on the 

possible conclusion not to be derived in the context of this thesis which goes 

with position of political realism, because the author of the paper considers 

that states are crucial, however they are not the only ones and  the most 

crucial on the global scene. More detailed arguments about this thesis can be 

found in the part for critical review of the eclectic synthesis of the theories 

for the reasons of globalization.  

 

GLOBALIZATION, IDENTITY AND CULTURE  

 

In the scientific literature there are some controversial opinions about 

the mutual relationship of the globalization towards the identity and culture, 

and vice versa. Some consider that globalization leads towards one mutual 

world culture, whose basic value contours are characterized with consumer 

societies, mass media, westernizing or to be more precise, Americanizing 

also the English language as the worlds official language. Depending on 

different people and opinions, globalization is either a universal progress or 

cultural imperialism. The first group is glorifying the undoubtedly positive 

opportunities for trans-planetary and non border communications that the 

globalization is offering and considers that in this way the people will not 

only be able to continue to nurture their specific cultural differences, but at 

the same time it is producing a healthy competition between the nations. The 

second group considers that the globalization contributed that the differences 

between the nations and cultures become minimal. From here on, we can talk 

of creating different cultural identities called hybrids. According to a third 

group of people, followers of Samuel Huntington consider that the modern 

globalization is characterized with the clash of the civilizations: Christian, 

Hindu, Confucius, Orthodox, Jewish (Huntington, 1996). The author of the 

paper considers that in conditions of modern globalization it is not about 

clash of civilizations, simply because the western civilization has deep roots 
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in all the other civilizations. The author is distinguishing between civilization 

and culture. The term civilization is much broader than the term culture and 

in itself it contains the different influences and values caused by spheres 

outside the meaning of the term culture. (Such as philosophical concepts, 

political ideologies, etc.) If we consider the broader meaning of the term 

culture than we would realize that the terms civilization and culture are the 

only synonyms. Values as are consuming societies, where the success of the 

person is measured by the material possessions, power and influence and are 

not based on knowledge or wisdom, but on possessing certain skills and 

characteristics for human use, as means to achieve their goals and use you to 

further their interests are completely accepted and approved in todayôs 

modern society of globalization. Luckily the objective dimension of the 

globalization also created opportunities to meet other cultures, know their 

values and moral norms and philosophical teachings. Although they are a lot 

less present than the westernized culture itôs far from true that they are 

completely abolished. For these reasons, I predict that the further 

development of the globalization will bring a bigger need for practicing the 

alternative cultural values, versus the western civilization which is 

considered the most appropriate, permanently and perfidiously stimulating 

the human lowest passions and wishes. In this sense, the development of the 

globalization brought to the dying of the protestant work ethic which was 

one of the main reasons for the development of the capitalism and 

represented the ñmurderousò application of the west to conquer the world, is 

now slowly dying. All this is happening because of the psychoanalytical 

theory and the pornographic industry, not only from the aspect of its hard 

core but also from its softest and most sophisticated artworks. Hence, the 

question we need to ask itôs not if there is clash of civilizations but the 

cultural differences, the cultural subtle conflicts and gaps, and if the others 

(for example, over 70 million Chinese have accepted the Protestant religion) 

maybe didnôt find whatever the west lost. Is the protestant work ethic trough 

Confucius teaching creating a new hybrid, with Western Protestant ethic, so 

it will be a new "murderous" application of future development of 

globalization? 

Territorialism as the imminent characteristic of the previously 

dominating way of management- statism with it brought nationalism, as a 

collective identity. Instead of fixating on the nationalism which ruled until 

the first half of the 20
th
 century in the modern global world the tendency for 

identity development is moving towards more hybrid and plural identity (ɱʘn 

Art Sholte, 2008). Namely, as the end of statism didnôt mean the end of the 

state, the end of nationalism wouldnôt necessarily mean the end of 

nationality, as a mark of the individual and collective identity. Some authors 

make distinctions between the state and the nation, and for others those are 
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only synonyms. Sometimes the nations can have non state forms. As an 

example there are the nations in Quebec and Luo, while the sub state 

nationalities are considered the Curds and the Buskins. Itôs been considered 

that with the rapid development of the globalization many national projects 

today do not have the tendency for independent state (Jan Art Sholte, 2008). 

The discussions today are more about micro nations (Flemish and Valencian 

in Belgium), regional nations (pan-European, pan-Asian, pan-African etc.), 

and global nations (Chinese, Indian, Armenian, Jewish, Palestinian, 

Lebanese). However, from the globalization aspect there is a special interest 

for non-territorial identities. Certain features of the identity, such as body 

handicap, age, sex, religion, race, sexual orientation, profession, caste, even 

the human kind in general, are not connected to territorialism in the sense of 

nation-state, although it is not ruled out that the nationalism to pass trough as 

a complexly interwoven dimension with the rest of the identity features. The 

intense globalization is one of the main reasons for the increased tendency of 

the multiple hybrid identity, for example: the feeling of multinational 

identity, or multi sexual orientation etc. however, hybrids are not a new 

appearance. It existed before the modern globalization, with the difference 

that the enormous intensified trans-planetary and non border 

communications are connecting the people from all parts of the world more 

efficiently. At the end of this chapter I am willing to conclude that despite 

the serious development of hybrid non-territorial identities, the nationality is 

still a feature of the collective identities around the world.  

 

GLOBALIZATION AND SCIENCE  

 

In the modern scientific discourse of the globalization it is imminent to 

as the questions if the globalization caused completely new ontological 

concepts of the reality, new epistemological concepts of knowledge or new 

methodological ways of researching and constructing of the knowledge. 

Ontology as part of the philosophy deals with the questions about God 

(does it exists or not), the sense of life, society, the time and space. Certain 

authors think that the globalization caused some changes in the ontology, for 

example the way the people understand the time and space (Robertson, 

1992). In that direction most of the authors in the context of the globalization 

has redefined the social geography in the post-territorial terms. Namely, the 

virtual reality created trough the electronically mass media and the 

sophisticated computer technologies, contributed to the fact to the people to 

accept them as realistic, although they do not belong to the conventional 

understanding of the geographical reality. All this contributed a large piece 

of the population at the beginning of the 21
st
 century to mix the terms of 

space and geography with the term territory (Jan Art Sholte, 2008). With the 
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speed and volume of the information transfer, transport etc, the globalization 

contributed to general rush, increased dynamics in everyday living to unseen 

proportions. The exaggerated global time has a high price on the quality of 

living, therefore the data, the information and the communications are 

becoming more important than knowledge and wisdom (Sohail Inayatullah / 

Ivana Milojevic, 1999). 

When it comes to epistemology, the rapid growth of the global 

communications contributed to appearance of irrational epistemologies, as 

are the religious revivals, egocentrism and post modernism. However, from 

the extensive analysis it can be concluded that the rational epistemology is 

mainly unthreatened and still the leading direction of thinking especially in 

science. The reflexive rationalism represents corrective of the permanent 

dominant rational epistemology than its opponent option. Although the 

reflexive rationalism is based on the basic rational postulates, as are 

secularism, anthropocentrism, scientism and instrumentalism, however its 

representatives can see the limits of the rational thinking in the context of the 

correlations on one side, between the rapid development of the techno-

technology and on the other side, the threats and risks of ecological jeopardy 

of the earth, endangering the human kind, endangering the flora and fauna 

etc. in this context the reflexive rationalists are less skeptical towards 

alternative knowledge and are more subjected for experimentation of the 

irrational epistemologies, for example, the alternative medicine. 

The reflective rationalism has many similarities with post modernism. 

The reflective rationalists sometimes prefer sensibility above knowledge, not 

always reliable and clear, very much the same as the postmodernists, 

although itôs not always very clear. Same as the postmodernists they see the 

limits of the human mind which driving forces are their ego and vanity, and 

from here the consequences can be dire. However, between the 

postmodernists and the reflective rationalists there are significant 

differences. The postmodernists see rationalism as a hopeless option, on the 

other hand the reflective rationalists believe that even with all the 

deficiencies the reflective epistemology is still the best concept of 

knowledge, which should be seriously corrected or in the words of Andre 

Gorz ñwe need to rationalize the rationalityò (Andre Gorz, 1988). 

When it comes to methodology, some authors are grading the 

globalization as the main reason for the abandoning of the disciplinary 

divisions and the other affirmed academic conventions (Breton/Lambert, 

2003; Scholte, 2004). Methodology is a scientific discipline which is 

studying the ways the knowledge was built, in other words the ways the 

questions are asked, as well as the principles and actions of research when 

those questions are answered. It has been considered that the globalization 

had no influences on the basic methodological problems social research. In 
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this context it is said that the trans-planetary and non border connections did 

not change the idealists to become materialists and vice versa. However, the 

changes that were caused by the globalization, in its objective dimension in 

the techno-technological development, did not go through unnoticed in the 

methodology plan. Namely, tendencies for interdisciplinary, 

multidisciplinary and pos disciplinary researches appeared. However, the 

larger portion of the scientific conferences stayed within the disciplinary 

domain. Most of the investment projects were trough disciplinary channels. 

In other words, although the opposite tendencies appeared it did not change 

the basic conventional scientific discipline. 

However, other methodological changes are detected, in the teaching 

and study sense. These forms had more influence on the form then the basis 

and the content, but taking care that there is no basis without form, and vice 

versa, these changes are neither accidental nor naµve. The new technologies 

created opportunities for long distance systems of teaching, where already 

taped lectures, or lectures in front of the students, the students have the 

opportunity to see them in audio-visual effect, even with an inter-active 

approach with the lecturer although there is a great distance dividing them.  

The informative technology also enabled us to use electronic books and 

textbooks mainly from the US, Great Britain and their allies, printed by 

globally present companies in millions of copies. In this way the global 

English professors from the Universities in US and Western Europe became 

global professors who teach students around the world. This characteristic of 

the global teaching and learning doesnôt necessarily mean that itôs negative, 

if the professors and authors from a non English speaking countries, or 

economically underdeveloped countries have the same opportunities as the 

English speaking counterparts and their works will have the same attention 

as the English speaking professor or author (and the quality of their books 

and papers is considered not the country they are coming from), and the 

equal opportunity to print their books and get the same marketing attention 

as the English speaking authors.  

 

GLOBALIZATION AND DEMOCRACY  

 

The globalization imposed many questions about the democracy. Many 

authors especially from the neoliberal provenance are saying that the 

globalization elevated democracy to yet unseen heights (Huntington, 1991; 

Diamond / Plattner, 1996). Itôs a fact that after the cold war the liberal 

democracy spread all around the world. Many countries from Latin America 

and Asia changed their military regimes with a liberally-civilian context and 

democracy. The Berlin wall was demolished, and ñallò the obstacles were 

removed for introducing a new political multi-party system, free democratic 
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elections and promotion of the human rights and freedom as well as the 

concepts for ñgood managementò. The countries in Central and South-

Eastern Europe made their first step on the thorny road to democracy. From 

the objective side of the globalization dimension, the apologists stressed that 

the huge amount and speed of the information flow in the new era, is 

significantly increasing the opportunities for the people to actively 

participate in the democratic elections, by expressing their opinion of the 

management structures. In this sense, todayôs electronic democracy which is 

used in domestic elections has a tendency to change the rational public 

debates with irrational momentary decisions of an individual, preoccupied 

with prejudices, stereotypes, frustrations and inhibitions. 

Further analysis by the ideologically- political provenance have a 

different opinion of the globalized democratic processes and the wave of 

democracy that took over the world, especially after the dissolution of SSSR 

and the Warsaw agreement. Certain authors think that the globalization is an 

antithesis of democracy (Gill., 1996; Robinson,).1996; Klein, 200o; Hertz, 

2001. Others as Gills and Robertson described democracy as poli-archaic, in 

which the class elected democratic elites rule and ñthe globalization as the 

new world order with a low intensity of democracyò (Gills and others, 1996; 

Robinson 1996). Regarding the decadently critical authors the formal liberal 

democracy with the right to vote on the ballots, it is nothing more than a 

farce, and more to the point, behind it a lot of social injustices are hidden. 

The key questions we should ask and which the apologists of the 

globalization and formal democracy do not have a valid answer are the 

following: is it real the citizens right to vote, or is it already imposed by the 

ñbrainwashò by the mass media? Or more importantly: Do we have a real 

choice if our freedom to know what we want is already shortened by 

choosing the lesser of two evils, distinguished just by few shades? What do 

we really get even from the acclaimed elections and referendums that we 

won, if the real questions that are important to the citizens are not voiced, 

only because the political parties that are asking these questions, and some of 

them are giving credible and correct answers to these question cannot get 

publicity in todayôs globalized and completely commercialized mass media? 

The deeply controversial being of democracy it is one of the biggest 

paradoxes of todayôs society. Throughout the political history, largely the 

democracy was a farce, because in its basic meaning ñthe rule of the majority 

of votesò from numerous anthropological, psychological, socially-political 

and even gnoseological and epistemological reasons it canôt be taken in itsô 

base value.  Democracy was just a ñgood bateò for ñthrowing dust in 

peopleôs eyesò so they have the feeling of contributing in making the 

important public decisions. It is true that the globalization with the rapid 

development in the informative technology created conditions in technical 
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aspect, but for the formal democracy to become essential, however, it didnôt 

happen not only because of the deeper contradictions of the social structures 

of capitalism but on the contrary the globalization contributed to the 

weakening of the liberal democracy.  

 

THEORIES TO EXPLAIN THE MEANING OF GLOBALIZATION  

 
¶ Internationalization . The globalization can be also explained as 

internationalization. According to this the globalization in fact means 

intensified and enlarged inter-state exchange and inter-state 

dependence. This position puts in prospective the international 

relations, and therefore according to some authors the globalization 

and internationalization are just synonyms. The tendencies to qualify 

the globalization are directed towards measurement of indicators of 

the inter-border relations, transactions and differently based 

processes. 

According to Jan Art Scholte (Jan Art Scholte, 2008) the 

equation of the globalization and internationalization are attractive 

because it required less intellectual effort and political adjustments, 

because the global relations could be explored on the same 

etymological and methodological base as well as the international 

relations. The analysis of the globalization as internationalization are 

showing that the rates of the international commerce, direct foreign 

investments, migrations and etc were as large as or larger a hundred 

years ago. Jan Art Scholte (Jan Art Scholte, 2008) thinks that the 

globalization is nothing else but internationalization, then why do we 

have a need of a new term. Scholte continues that the idea of the 

globalization as an internationalization can be politically 

inappropriate. He claims that these opinions are ignoring and 

marginalizing the facts that the world state relations can be organized 

not only by their governments and institutions but also from the other 

models of organizations that are present in the modern global world. 

Scholte agrees with the fact the state structures in the modern 

global relations are more and more involving different kinds of 

organizational structures of a non-government character. However, it 

is most important to point out the main global players on todayôs 

global scene. Although the argument on this theme will follow in the 

next chapter I would like to point out the following: 1) on the aspect 

of the formal organizational structure there is a difference between 

the globalization and internationalization, and it is quite obvious that 

apart from the state institutions there are other institutions outside the 

state and participate in the global relations. Therefore, the term 
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globalization it is not identical to the term internationalization. 2) 

from the aspect of an extra-institutional approach, which means a 

deeper knowledge of the socio politicological understanding of the 

phenomena, processes and relations in the modern globalization, and 

it is possible to see that the whole non-government organizational 

structure is in fact supported, made and triggered by the most 

powerful states of the world., in order to create an illusion of 

polycentrism, while in most part the most important processes and 

relations in the contemporary globalization are managed by one 

center of power. It is evident from all the processes and events that 

are happening on the global scene can only be ñdirectedò from one 

center of power, and can be so well coordinated all the ñpoly-

centralò, dispersed government or non-government organizations (of 

course, only those that have influence on the global scene). In the 

spirit of formal democracy, anti-global, contra-global and alter-global 

organizations are ñfreeò to act, as a necessary step of the democratic 

faade, and have previously limited ñrangeò (see scheme no.1 at the 

end of the paper). All this is in the context of the general concept of 

the systemic corrupted foreign politics, led by the most powerful 

countries in the world, in order to achieve long term geo-economical 

and geo-strategic interests of the biggest global capital in the world 

(Labovic, 2011). Therefore, to deny the concept of the state and its 

prerogatives in the contemporary global relations, in a slightest hand 

is an attempt to mask the truth. In the contemporary world relations, 

the truth is that from the trans-planetary and trans-territorial relations 

of the modern globalization, the most part of benefit goes to the 

global capital of the most powerful states in the world and their allies. 

Hence, the globalization as a term can be accepted, but above all 

from the aspect of the formal normative-institutional structure of the 

global society. Nevertheless, we should consider that the term 

globalization if it is not carefully considered can represent a ñcoverò 

for the main promoters of the globalization, which are doing their 

hardest to create conditions for trans- planetary and trans- territorial 

connections in all fields with aim to opening the borders to the one 

and only global market of the world. 

¶ Liberalization . As one of the redundant definitions of the 

globalization is considered her connection with liberalization. Those 

who support this view of the globalization in context of neo-liberal 

macro-economic strategy, whose pillars are: liberalization, 

deregulation, privatization and fixed monetary and fiscal politics. 

According to the conspirators of this strategy it is considered that in 

time we will achieve peace, prosperity, freedom and democracy for 
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all. Some authors think that the neo-liberal wave, although plays a 

key part, it is not necessary for the modern globalization. If we 

paralleled globalization with liberalization, it can give an impression 

that the neo-liberal option is the only political strategy that can shape 

the globalization. In addition is the argument that most of the anti-

global concepts, are denying the neo-liberally based globalization 

then the globalization per se. however, some of the relational anti-

global approaches are denying the globalization completely, opting 

for de-globalization, with independent regional, state and local 

economies, cultures and identities. Taking in consideration the 

alternative concepts of the neo-liberal globalization (alter-global) and 

some transformative concepts (contra-global) it seems a clever 

opinion at least in political and normative-perspective sense of the 

globalization, as a term not to be paralleled with the liberalization. 

Seen from the aspect of the realistic social empire, it can be said that 

today the globalization equals the liberalization. 

According to Natalija Nikolovska, there is proof that with the 

appearance of globalization the process of rapid development of 

crisis of the profit rate of capital. Namely, with the opening of this 

process, the national market, which was capable of accumulating 

capital, today cannot provide that, even in the most developed 

countries such as USA, the members of EU and Japan. Thus, the stop 

of the tendency of the lowering of the profited rate of the home 

markets can only be done the ñdestruction ñ of the borders of the 

national economies and the enlarging of the capital -relation in the 

unique world space, in order to keep the trend of growth of the of the 

profit rate. (Nikolovska, 2000) With the contrast to 19
th
 century when 

imperialism was manifested through acquisition of colonies, the 

present imperialistic capitalism was exterritorial, and the government 

on the ñindependent ñeconomies is realized through global slogan of 

ñdevelopmentò privatization, liberalization, deregulation and 

restrictive monetary politics. OECD Project - Multilateral Agreement 

on Investment (MAI), a declarative order to promote investment 

policy, and in fact, it is "pushed" the abolition of national legislation 

in the field of investment, which means deregulation. In that way 

tends to equalize national and transnational investment. Project 

prohibits giving preference to domestic legal and physical entities in 

privatization. ("Le Monde Diplomatique, February 1998, p. 22). 

Under the leading mind of the worldôs working poly-technocrats, the 

domestic politicians try to convince the public in the rightness of this 

politics. 
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Also, through the sophisticated methods of the given 

economical politics the monetary sphere remains primer, instead 

production in order to stop inflation as a unique way of protection of 

money and the existing way of production, which provides the 

exploitation of foreign national treasures and continual cheapness of 

the foreign work force. In this kind of conditions claims Nikolovska, 

the stability of the prices and the value of the money become basic 

strategic goals which are incorporated by the growth of the 

unemployment and poverty, and from the countries in transition huge 

capital is deducted, so they as it was mentioned on the symposium in 

Thessalonica, today they are from 30% to 50 % poorer than they 

were at the beginning of the process of transition (1989)é The 

widening of the cultural model of the neo-liberalism - the right of the 

strongest in the illusion of globalization is lifted on the level of 

alternative out off which there is no survival. This kind of model 

continuously generates enemies from the inside and from the outside 

(communists, nationalists, pretensions and aspirations), in order to 

survive. In fact the generation of conflicts on every level is modus 

vivendi of the system for which a constant alibi is necessary and 

explanation of the constant economic downfall which happens under 

the influence of the discipline in the society and the realization of the 

profit function in the global system of relationsò. (N. Nikolovska, 

2000) 

Attitude of the author is that we can not contradict the 

significance of the direct foreign investment ñas wheels of market 

growthò  of the undeveloped countries ñaccompanying effects of the 

large presence of direct investments in the countries in transitionò to 

treat them as very significant processes such as: the rise of the credits 

of the country , the rise of unemployment , social degradation of the 

layers, degradation of the human conditions, and other retrograde 

processes, another time to ñmoanò because the lack of them or the 

income of money. Compare the author's attitude with the attitude of 

Nikolovska. (N. Nikolovska, 2000) 

¶ Universalization. The next equation of the globalization is as 

universalization. According to the advocates of this view the 

globalization is spread worldwide. They also consider that the 

globalization as universalization in fact represents standardization 

and homogenization by economic, cultural, political and legal 

connection within global frames. Some economists are estimating the 

globalization as universalization to the extent of equalization of the 

prices of the goods in different countries (Bradford / Lawrence, 

2004). Other authors regarding the thesis for the cultural 
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homogenization, which is prescribed to the globalization as 

universalization, are pointing out that the universalization leads 

towards cultural destruction of the different cultural entities. This 

thesis is opposing the other thesis for cultural hybrids and 

heterogenization which are characteristic for the modern 

globalization (previously described). Universalization is an old 

occurrence in the world history. Klive Gamble develops an 

interesting thesis that the globalization appears for the first time 

millions of years ago at the same time as the trans-planetary 

spreading of the human kind (Klive Gamble, 1994). An example for 

the globalization as universalization is the spreading of the world 

religions, which are present on different continents for centuries. 

However, this view of the globalization as universalization is one 

dimensional, as much as from reality-empirical aspect as from 

political and normative-perceptive aspect. 

¶ Westernizing. The opinion of the globalization as westernizing is 

widespread. In this context the globalization id explained as a 

separate type of universalization, where the social structures of the 

modernism (capitalism, rationalism, urbanism, individualism, etc.) 

are spread throughout the human kind, and by spreading they are 

destroying the existing cultures, local specifics and autonomies (Jan 

Art Scholte, 2008). Certain authors consider that the globalization is a 

kind of a hegemonic discord, the ideology of the apparent progress 

concealing the order of the less powerful countries compared to the 

West ((Petrus/Veltmeyer, 2001). Giddens considers that the 

widespread globalization is a product of the modernization and the 

bureaucratic management (Giddens, 1990). Therefore, we presume 

that the modern globalization imposed the standard forms of whatôs 

modern, of the western culture, wider and on higher level in every 

part of the world. Scholteôs statement that westernizing sometimes 

includes violence completely justifies the epitaph empirical (Jan Art 

Scholte) is quite reasonable. Scholte continues that this statement is 

supported by the fact that the government institutions, the companies, 

the mass media, the academic and citizen associations in Western 

Europe and North America are ñpushingò the promotion of the 

modern globalization. However, Scholte continues that although the 

globalization and westernizing have a common ground, they cannot 

be equated. His arguments supporting this conclusion are that the 

modernism and the western civilization are appearing in many other 

forms before the globalization. Besides it is important to stress that 

from a political aspect, the globalization could be redirected towards 

non western directions as Buddhism, Islamism or post-modernism 
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(Pettman, 2005). Scholte considers that the globalization cannot be 

defined as imperialism, because the modern globalization contains 

exploitative concepts as well as emancipating social movements. In 

any case, the colonization, westernizing and modernism have longer 

history than the modern globalization.  The author considers this to 

be true, however it seems that Scholte cannot distinguish between the 

realistic-descriptive function of the science with its normative-

prescriptive function. In the sense of the first function, the definition 

for globalization as westernizing is mostly true, although not 

complete, because the globalization at the same time is an 

internationalization, liberalization and universalization. Certainly the 

objective dimension of the modern globalization created conditions 

for influence on other cultures globally, not only in the West, 

however all that is insignificant to the influence on the other 

countries, as Scholte himself states first, and after contradicts himself. 

Considering the subjective dimension of the globalization, and thatôs 

the conscious worlds strategy, which is directed towards westernized 

globalization. There no doubts considering this unavoidable fact. The 

question of what might happen in a distant future is certainly a 

scientific question in the domain of the scientific normative-

prescriptive dimension. However, we should distinguish the opinions 

when defining, of whatôs now, and what we want to be, in other 

words, which of the different political strategies for the globalization 

could prevail in future. At the end Scholte concludes that none of the 

previously given concepts for the globalization cannot portray the 

modern globalization in the real dimension. Therefore, he is offering 

a new, fifth concept, through which he is defining the globalization as 

ñspreading of trans-planetary, and lately non-territorial connections 

between the peopleò. With the globalization the people become more 

competent (legally, linguistically, culturally and physiologically) to 

make contacts with other people, wherever they are on the planet. 

According to Scholte, the fifth concept concerns the changes in the 

character of societies. At the time of intensified globalization the 

transformation of the societies is developing dynamically and 

influences the social changes (Jan Art Scholte, 2008). The 

geographical context is also a reason and consequence in the 

societies. However, Scholte again is not distinguishing between the 

objective and subjective dimension of the globalization. What he is in 

fact talking about when he mentions the fifth concept is nothing else 

but the objective dimension of the globalization, of which I spoke 

about at the beginning of my narrative and unambiguously has 
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influence over the subjective, consciously led strategy for certain 

directions during the development of the globalization. 

 

THEORIES FOR CAUSES OF GLOBALIZATION  

 
The pedestals of the liberal and neoliberal concepts for the reasons of 

the globalization: 

According to the liberal concepts the moving force of the globalization 

are the natural human desires for wellbeing and political freedom. The 

liberals consider that the globalization is a consequence of the human urges 

to avoid poverty and to fulfill their human and political rights. Two 

important conditions are necessary in order to achieve the fast track of the 

globalization 1) technological development with all its advantages as a factor 

for trans-planetary connection and 2) adoption and implementation of the 

adequate legal and institutional changes to enable commerce development 

and liberal democracy. The liberal views of the globalization development 

were widely accepted, especially in the most powerful circles. They were 

accepted and plotted even under the name of different theory concepts. 

Liberalism became the leading and official view for globalization. The 

liberal views for the reasons of the globalization rightly highlighted the 

objective dimension of the globalization, embodied in the unavoidable 

technological development, which are the moving forces behind the human 

urges not only for welfare and political freedom, but for those human natures 

that posses natural talents for research, discovery and development of new 

fields to further the human knowledge and standards.  The thesis that there 

were global processes before the capitalism, therefore the liberalism as an 

ideologically- theoretical basis of the capitalism is not the key reason for the 

modern globalization, do not support the thesis, because it is correct that 

there were liberal processes before the capitalism, however today as in the 

neo-liberal doctrine we have intensive development of the modern 

globalization, something that did not happen before. 

Except this undoubted advantage, liberalism has few weaknesses 1) the 

liberal concepts do not enter deeper into the research of the subjective 

dimension of the globalization, in other words they do not answer our 

question of which are the social forces that are behind the consciously 

oriented strategy for that kind of development of the globalization as we had 

so far. The statement about the technological innovations and admin-

institutional changes are correct, which had to be completed in order to open 

the way for todayôs globalization, we wouldnôt have the intensive 

development we have today.  2) the other weakness of the liberal concepts is 

that except for the technological innovations and the administrative-

institutional changes, the structures of identity and knowledge, the culturally 
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factors are not treated equally and without them they cannot explain the 

reasons for the globalization fully. 3) the third weakness is that the liberal 

concepts are not asking about the question of power, or better said, if they 

are asking the question is not formulated properly. Namely, if we talk of the 

basic pedestals of liberalism and neo-liberal strategies presented in the 

Washington consensus, as well as the former Washington consensus, which 

by the way has double standards, and not to analyze why the profits from the 

modern globalization are almost entirely for the benefit of few global 

companies from the most powerful countries and their allies. Therefore, the 

neo-liberal concepts (the old theory dress up in the modern processes and the 

answers to modern needs), which adapted perfectly to the new trends and 

entirely neutralized the powerless reformists and transformative demands, 

they are avoiding the question of hierarchy in the power structures, the states, 

the cultures, the classes etc (Steven L. Laimey, 2009, Jan Art Scholte, 2008). 

The primary thesis and conceptions of the political realism and neo-

realism and the reasons for the globalization: 

The classical political realism which started in the 40ôs of the 20
th
 

century is still a dominant theoretical paradigm not only in academic circles, 

but also in the ñreal world of the politiciansò. The realists and neo-realists are 

focused on analysis of power, which the liberals have it as their greatest 

disadvantage, and the impact on the reasons of the modern globalization. 

According to the political realists, the battle for political power among the 

states is the main reason for the modern globalization. They think that the 

competition between the territorially sovereign states creates conflict of 

interests for power, and if it cannot be solved by political and diplomatic 

means, it has to be solved by war. In order not to come to war, according to 

them, the security challenge can be solved by balancing the power among 

these states. The balance of power contributes to establishing peace in the 

international relations, in the way that, it is in the interest of the most 

powerful countries to keep that balance and cooperate in order not to let 

another country to disrupt that balance and become too powerful (Peter Hue, 

2009). This conception inclines towards unipolar multi-polarism in the 

international relations. As a second concept, within the political realism the 

theory of hegemonic stability appeared. According to the representatives of 

this theory the dominant country could bring stability in the international 

relations by implementing international regulations and institutions by the 

dominant state, which will represent the interests of that same state. At the 

same time the dominant state will control the conflicts between the other 

states (Jan Art Scholte, 2008). This is the theory of uni-polarism in the 

international relations. According to the third concept of the political realism, 

the modern globalization can be explained by strategy for power struggle 

among few powerful countries in the world. Namely, in the race for power 
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those few countries develop global military capacities, they promote their 

national currency as global, they support the global expansion of the 

companies in order to enlarge they power over the other countries and attract 

immigrants to expand their human resources etc (Jan Art Scholte, 2008). 

This concept inclines towards multi-polarism of the international relations. 

The increased and intensified global connections from the second half 

of the 20
th
 century and most of all the increased global economic transactions 

between the countries, has redirected the focus of the realists from the 

questions of political and military power towards economic power. In this 

way the political realism has transformed into neorealism, keeping the 

primary theoretically-methodological starting point on the main focus of 

researching the international relations: through the prism of the countries 

power. According to the neo realists the countries could become powerful 

trough their economy, as are Japan and Germany (Peter Hue, 2009). 

It is doubtless that the concepts of the political realism and neorealism 

hugely contributed towards the enlightening of the reasons for the 

globalization. They stressed the importance of asking questions about the 

power among the countries, which is the main reason for conflicts. The big 

contribution of the realists is that they also stressed the countries arenôt equal 

when it comes to international relations. Some countries are more or less 

dominant, and some are powerless. With this statement they filled one of the 

weaknesses of the liberals who do not speak of hierarchy and the fight for 

power among the countries. 

The concepts of the political realism and neorealism have few 

weaknesses as well. First, they speak of the hierarchy and the power struggle 

among the countries and achievement of state interests. However, the 

question of power struggle and achievement of interests is too fictive. They 

do not answer the questions: who is behind the states fighting the power 

struggle? Whose interests are they fighting for? Is that fight for more power 

or to be the most powerful country in the world a purpose on itôs on? Second, 

the concepts of political realism and neorealism are focused only on the 

international political and economic relations. In the focus of their perception 

they do not consider the numerous cultural, ecological, psychological and 

other aspects of the trans-planetary and non-territorial connections that are 

created by the globalization. As the Third weakness of their concepts we 

remark that with the exception of the state governments who provided 

regulatory provisions for the development of the modern globalization, the 

sub state institutions have their role, place and meaning, as well as the 

nongovernmental organizations, private management, the macro-regional 

and global organizations. However, considering the authors point of view 

(explained in the paragraph: globalization as internationalization) he is partly 
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accepting the remarks from the critics as a weakness of the realistic and 

neorealist concepts (Jan Art Scholte, 2008). 

The most important standpoints of the marxist end concepts of the 

reasons for the globalization: The neomarxists concepts in analyzing the 

reasons for the appearance of the modern globalization are pinpointing the 

structures of power. Namely, if the political realists are stressing the 

hierarchy and the power of the state, the Marxists are interested in which are 

the social forces that are behind the state power. In the spirit of the classical 

Marxism, the neomarxists are reviewing the questions trough a class prism. 

They think that the class relations are the basis of the social structure and that 

no other question about the modern globalization should be review before 

first reviewing the production methods, the social exploitation triggered by 

unjust distribution, social emancipation and alienation created by the 

capitalism in the race for more profit, keeping oneôs job and the insecurity 

and obscurity of everyday life. The founder of the scientific socialism, Karl 

Marx predicted the development of the globalization 150 years ago when he 

wrote that ñthe capital in its natural state exceeds every space barrierò in 

order to turn ñthe whole country in its place of commerceò (Karl Marx, 

1857). According to the neomarxistôs theories the globalization is happening 

because the trans-planetary and non-territorial connection increases the 

opportunities for profit and accumulation of surplus capital. And in the 

frames of the neomarxistôs conceptions there are different views. While 

some are more concentrated on the more traditional Marxist views on the 

trans-planetary flows through the prism of the class relations, others turn 

their attention towards the new social movements of the consumers, 

ecologists, peace activists, women etc (Gill, 1993; Mittelman, 2001). In any 

case, the Marxist concept largely contributed in our understanding for 

todayôs reasons for the globalization. Opposite to the political realists and 

liberalists, they succeeded in getting to the core of the social factors which 

triggered the modern globalization.  

The neomarxist conceptions for the reason for the globalization except 

for their advantages they also had their weaknesses: 1) According to the 

author, the technological inventions which enabled the modern globalization 

were not prompted by the human urges for material (economic) interests, as 

well as from the human immaterial urges (spiritual, intellectual and moral 

development), but from the need to accumulate surplus capital, as one of the 

most prominent characteristics of capitalism. These material and immaterial 

personal interests are representing the primary driving force (spiritus 

movens) in the development of the human society in whole (Hegel). 

Certainly the need for accumulating surplus capital is the primary driving 

force of capitalism, however it has mutual influences with few other reasons 

which some of them are more deeply based than the need for accumulating 
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capital by and for itself. But, these are question whose answers are deep 

within the philosophical view of the world. 2) if one of the biggest 

weaknesses of the realists is their focus on the state hierarchy, than the same 

goes for the Marxists as well, who are fixated on the class hierarchy. The 

argument that except for the class inequality in the modern globalization 

there are other structural inequalities based on the country you come from, 

culture, sex, race, sexual orientation etc. that the Marxists could not deny. 

This is because all the above mentioned structures are influenced by the class 

relations; however, the class prism is insufficient to explain all the inter-class 

connections in their struggle for liberation and emancipation. 3) the third 

presumed weakness, according to the critics of the Marxist oriented views of 

the globalization is that it is too simplistic to reduce the culture and 

psychology as simple emanation of production and management. I agree 

with their critic, however I consider to be valid regarding the vulgar 

materialism (considers that the whole history development is achieved thatôs 

to the production) as basis for overall social upgrade. In my opinion this 

position is inadequate regarding the dialectic materialism that considers the 

production to be the basis, but considers that the influence isnôt 

unidirectional. The immanent characteristic of the dialectic materialism is 

that all the processes, occurrences and relations reviewed in each otherôs 

historical connection and interdependence. 

Pluralism. Pluralistic views of the globalization derived as a reaction 

of the neorealistsô attempts trough the term for economic power to overcome 

the deficiencies of the political realism, whose main thesis was that the states 

are the main actors in the international relations. The pluralists thought that 

the neorealists upgrading of the basic realists position, is still a very 

simplified understanding of the globalized world politics. Namely, the 

pluralists thought that not only the states but the multilateral organizations as 

OON and EU, became more than favorable allies who grouped the state 

politics into base interests (Peter Hue, 2009). According to the pluralists the 

non government organizations and the multinational companies became 

important players on the global political scene, and can act separately from 

their domestic governments. The pluralistsô great contribution to the 

globalization is their success in pushing the ñlowerò politic questions of the 

state politics (social, health and domestic politics) to a ñhigherò level on the 

political and global scene. In their view of the global political scene the 

pluralists are pointing out that everything that happens today on the global 

political scene doesnôt necessarily mean that it is connected with military 

issues, or even questions of the economic balance of power. However, the 

pluralistsô views do not give us any specific explanations regarding the 

modern globalization. They remain on the margins of the other theoretical 

concepts. Many of the other pluralistsô views are not recognizably formed as 
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separate theory, but they slip through the other theoretical concepts, as 

specifically modified views of the modern globalization. 

The thesis of the social constructivism for the reasons for the 

globalization: The four concepts that were reviewed so far, although with 

different theoretical views for the reasons of the globalization, they still 

belong under ontological materialism. The constructivism is a theoretical 

direction, which starts from the position of idealism. Therefore, according to 

the constructivists the trans-planetary connection results from the way the 

people mentally constructed the social world with the help of symbols, 

language and interpretation. Namely, the ways of production and 

management are structures of secondary meaning which aroused from deeper 

reasons as the cultural and psychological factors. The constructivism, in fact 

researches in which ways the inter-subjective communication causes 

common understanding of reality, of the everyday norms of interaction, and 

the understanding of the identity of the social groups. The growth of the 

trans-planetary connection is facilitated on that level that the people consider 

themselves citizens of the world, in which world they share the values with 

the people from other continents (Jan Art Scholte, 2008). Despite the 

undoubted advantages of the social constructivism which once again made 

the identity and meaning popular, its biggest weakness is that they are not 

reviewed together with the material factors. Constructivism same as the 

liberalism completely neglected the structural inequalities of the hierarchies 

of power, especially between the states and classes. The representatives of 

the social constructivism did not see the inter-subjective communication 

among men, and is constantly playing under conditions of dominance and 

subservience. Also, the overemphasized meaning of the ideas as factor on the 

global political scene, on account of interests, represents a naµve 

reconstruction who badly interpreted the examples of the global political 

scene. Namely, the example of the Gorbachovôs case of his ñbetrayalò of 

SSSR, for an idea, and not for personal gain, as the case of uniting the two 

Germanys, when it was presumed that the German government for an idea of 

united Europe decided to become part of the EU, instead to use its enlarged 

power to further its state interests (Peter Hue, 2009). 

The postmodernistsô conceptions are forming a wide specter of 

different approaches, which in literature are called ñpost structuralismò and 

post colonialismò. Despite that, what all these ideological approaches have in 

common is that they are emphasizing the power of the meaning of 

knowledge, ideas, norms and identities. The critic for the constructivism is 

the same for postmodernism.  
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CRITIC OF THE ECLECTIC SYNTHESIS ON THE ANSWERS FOR 

THE GLOBALIZATION  

 

Every approach of the previously named theories for the reasons for 

the globalization is highlighting certain factors, and the dynamics of the 

globalization is reduced to two or few basic causalities. Certain authors are 

trying to merge through the eclectic synthesis the mechanics of the factors 

and in this way to explain the reasons for the modern globalization. Namely, 

the term for interweaving the point of views is considered a primary (key). 

All the while, none of the groups of factors, separated by the above 

mentioned theories is considered as the source for the other factors. Every 

group of factors is considered to be a reason and consequence for the rest 

(Jan Art Scholte, 2008). 

The author considers that this eclectic (mechanical) merge of the 

factors is completely relative in the explanation of the reasons for the modern 

globalization. Namely, the key for understanding the process of globalization 

is its differentiating of the objective and subjective dimension. This 

differentiating is only of theoretical-methodological character, because in 

practice these two dimensions are inseparably connected and inter-

dependant. For example, the powerful structures of the hierarchy can 

encourage or hinder the techno-technological development, however they 

cannot stop it. Therefore, it is necessary to answer which are the dominant 

factors in (conditionally separated) dimensions of the modern globalization. 

Opposite to the relativism of the eclectic synthesis, the approach which 

promotes the author, is conspiring all the factors to be analyzed in their inter-

activity and multilayered inter-dependence, but with one important 

difference: to differentiate the important reasons for the modern 

globalization. This approach is necessary, especially for the subjective 

dimension of the globalization, however, to be known where, towards what 

and which alternative solutions should the political forces be directed, in 

order to change their choice for political strategy and the directions of the 

development of the globalization. I see the relativism of the eclectic 

synthesis as a perfidy attempt or unconscious ignorance to blur the clear 

picture in the political fight for a better globalization. Therefore, I consider 

the analytical approach on this question should be structurally set on 

ontological and epistemological level. 

Ontology is part of the philosophy and answers the questions of the 

existence of things. The objective dimension of the globalization is more 

susceptible to be explained trough the two parts of the ontology: the ideal 

and material philosophy. By the way, we should mention that one and same 

philosophical direction; for example, the determinism can have ideological 

and material base. The determinism teaches us that the human life and 
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history are determined in advance from forces unrelated to men, and which 

canôt be consciously controlled. This philosophical direction is shared by the 

vulgar materialism and some idealistically-fatalist teachings of destiny, with 

different explanations for the factors. Itôs similar with indeterminism. It can 

have an idealistic base (that everything comes from GOD), and it can be 

upgraded by the Hindu and Buddhist teachings that the men can literally 

change himself by the force of his conscience or will, or it can be 

atheistically based on the psychological teachings of the subconscious power 

of men. In this sense, the liberalism (basically as materialist concept) and 

idealistic concepts (constructivism, postmodernism, etc.) have their value in 

explaining of the objective dimension of the globalization.  The author is on 

a stance that the ideas and knowledge of prominent and gifted individuals is 

the key drive for the human life in the history of the human kind. Iôm deeply 

convinced of this, because first everything comes as an idea, than turns into 

action and reaction and continuing in its unstoppable dialectic order 

(Heggel). If there werenôt the exceptionally gifted individuals with their 

ideas and discoveries, if everything that happened in the history was based 

on the thinking of the majority, our civilization would have stalled on the 

level of the cave men. My philosophical convictions are simply positioned 

on objective idealism. Regarding the different philosophical views on life, 

which are based on different moral and value positions, as the different 

intellectual capability for abstract perception, it cannot be argued with 

arguments on the basis of logical principles of the rational epistemology. 

That is way this part of the text is philosophically-ontological. Every attempt 

to come to some optimal height on the reasons for objective dimension of the 

globalization trough a rational confrontation of the arguments for pros and 

cons, it will not bare any result or effect. 

However, when it come to the subjective dimension of the 

globalization, or better said, the choice of the political strategy and which 

direction it will be used, redirected and further encouraged the unstoppable 

technological development, is a completely different matter? In this 

dimension the rational epistemology is changeable, and although it is part of 

the philosophy, it is more susceptible for a scientific, rational confrontation 

on pro and con arguments, for the purpose of getting an optimal height, seen 

from the height of the human senses and rationalism as a leading aspect in 

the modern science. Here, if we use the logical principles for argumentation 

and the undeniable empirical data, it can be seen, if desirable, which is the 

view closer to the truth for the reasons of the modern globalization. 

The development of the socially-historical and economic formations is 

unambiguously showing us that the liberally capitalistic doctrine prevailed, 

which in continuity with changes, is developing the capitalism into hyper 

capitalism for centuries. The most realistic critic and answer for the reasons 
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of the modern globalization is given by the Marxist theory and concepts 

which are developed on this basis. They are supplemented with the reasons 

for the globalization which the concepts of political realism and neo realism 

are pointing. Of course, the knowledge, ideas and structures of the identity 

play a big part. Their inter-active and mutual influence is undeniable. For 

example, the religion, among other things represents valuable form for 

human conduct. The religion penetrates the human life deeper than anything 

else, because it is not a short term science.  When we speak of religion it is 

imminent to involve eschatology, receiving long term answers to our 

questions. However, in the classification of the philosophically-theological 

concepts of the seven most widespread religions (Buddhism, Islam, 

Hinduism, Protestantism, Catholicism and Christian Orthodox) according to 

the degree of their connection to the empirical reality (practice) the 

Orthodoxy is on last place, which results in division and lesser influence 

among the religious. The rigid conscience of the Orthodox dogma for ideal 

justice and the built fetish for immaterial goods did not produce some 

spectacular results in the countries where Orthodoxy is the religion of the 

majority, seen through the prism of the rationalistic epistemology. On the 

other hand, the protestant cultural form, whose motto for the material, from 

the reformation period henceforth, raised the capitalistic development; the 

West elevated it to the top civilized paradigm. It is undeniable the influence 

of the nationalism on capitalism, and vice versa. 

In the frames of the subjective dimension of the political choice of 

strategy for the direction of the modern globalization, we should know the 

dominant factors which hold the globalization in exactly that direction of 

neo-liberal doctrine. The author does not have any dilemmas that they are 

definitely for the interest of increasing the profit or accumulation of surplus 

profit. If this is not correct, should we really dispute the knowledge of the 

reformists and transformists (socialist, social-democrats, ecologists etc) 

which cannot be rationally denied, and itôs in the interest of most of the 

human kind. However, the powerful circles of the global capital are choosing 

and firmly standing behind the neo-liberal political strategy, rejecting the 

other reformist and transformist political options. If we are truthful, we 

should say that the global capital confronted with the pressures of the more 

present public, as a consequence of the trans-planetary communications, 

showed excellent adaptability for the reformists demands, all the while not 

losing any of the benefits of the neo-liberal dedication of the globalization 

(post Washington consensus). The neo-liberal strategy which is supported by 

the largest global capital is implemented trough the state institutions, and 

after trough a wide specter of sponsored non government organizations, as 

well as through the global organizations on multilateral level. This whole 

widespread normatively institutional structure, which is fantastically well 
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coordinated, does all that is necessary for the neo-liberal politic to be 

accepted with minimum changes in most of the world as an only option 

without other alternatives. (See chart no. 1 at the end of the work) 

 

 CONCLUSION 

 

Of course, people do not engage in social relations and processes only 

for gaining material benefit. They also do it and for obtaining certain types of 

intangible benefits, such as acquiring and demonstrating power, reputation, 

prestige, and desire for domination of economic and military plan that builds 

political power on the global stage. Identity structures of the most powerful 

people on the planet that have real impact on the global political stage, often 

to show who they are and where they belong, not off to tend to impose forms 

of cultural behavior according to their values and beliefs and moral attitudes 

inspired by their religious-philosophical matrix. If you already analyzed 

above and came to certain conclusions about the reasons and how they 

mutually condition to bring development in society, the key question raised 

here is: what are the eschatological purposes, of the urge for domination, 

whether it is economic interests that are achieved through military and 

political domination, and all these three together instrumentalized suitable 

assets of achieving their own interests-such spread of a dominant religion 

and culture over territorial spaces of global neo-colonial imperialism. Or, 

economic, military and political power, are only funds to achieve religious 

and cultural purposes. Although certain intellectual circles have definite 

answers to these questions so that offer most painless answer in the style of 

eclectic synthesis, the author believes that the ontological-gnoseological 

sense, in not presented causal sequence occur many consequences, whereby 

some of them themselves become causes of retribution and also subsequently 

come in endless causality of phenomena, processes and relations of the 

planet, associated with the universe as a fine fraction. However, the author in 

epistemological-methodological sense maintains that science is even more 

successful, as you can hit deeper sequence in multilayer and complex 

causality of a particular phenomenon, process or relationship that is the 

subject of research. Taking into account the views of the dominant 

conceptions of globalization and (or) international relations, I think most 

optimal choice of political strategy for the future development of 

globalization, offering reformism (alter-globalist conceptions) and partly 

transformism (counter-globalist conceptions) versus neo liberal doctrinal 

dogmas. Moreover, not excluding other theories in general, but starting from 

the position closest to the reality of contemporary globalization, are the neo-

Marxist and neo-realistic political theories of the causes of globalization, the 
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author as its modest contribution to reshaping the future possible 

development process of globalization, gives the following possible premises: 

Not to be misunderstood in the context of anti-capitalist Marxist 

ideologies, certainly that not advocating a return to rigid and worn models of 

one-party autocratic and socialist-realistic modes. However, not eclecticism, 

but a real qualitative synthesis of the advantages of an advanced democratic 

socialism (which was at announcement, but in reality are not fully achieved) 

combined with the positive sides of pluralistic capitalist "welfare state" or 

"social-legal state" (which is in the developed world in long term recession 

and before impact of the global financial crisis of 2008)  may be the right 

direction for essential  solving of the challenges that it is faced with 

contemporary global society. Modern capitalism is today increasingly 

becoming state. It has become all too clear after the outbreak of the global 

financial crisis (2008) when something happens that is counter immanent to 

capitalism: state financial intervened and saved from bankruptcy private 

banks and corporations, and there, where it could not be saved, she 

nationalized through purchase of joint holdings. However, statist capitalism 

slowly shows symptoms of humanization "inside" and "outside." 

Question that deserves an answer is whether state capitalism is the 

ultimate achievement of Western political thought, long faced with his 

inevitable crash. Maybe in the beginning, you should consider, to create a 

new concept. Unburdened by how you name called, in essence, it is a 

concept for an open, free and humane society in which, according to the 

principle of epistemological pluralism and relativism, all real human values 

can be equal in circulation. Pluralism and relativism of human values can 

only come to the true expression, when you create the conditions for 

existence of truly free, educated, well-informed and economically 

independent citizens. I think that in this way you can save neoliberal 

advantages of a market economy, by simultaneous developing of social and 

legal state, which should offset tendencies towards creating a market society. 

Just so, you can recover the non-market values: altruism, philanthropy, 

carefree, not conditional love, friendship and solidarity between the people 

and the true meaning of family - values that slowly but surely are lost from 

modern Western society. In terms of intensified globalization because of 

inevitably rapid technological development, there is a tendency - ultra liberal 

market values to infect almost all countries in the world, with the virus of 

market society. So far, the largest empires in history were not conquered and 

dilapidated primary outside. They broke up inside. Preserving fundamental 

human values internally, western civilization as the flagship of the world 

today, will reflect and humanism externally, which will relax and humanize 

international political and economic relations. This means that global 

pressures should not be performed only in the economic sphere, but also in 
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the sphere of social protection, protection of human rights and freedoms, 

environmental security, cultural security, traditional security from war and 

other non-military security threats and risks to human in all parts of the globe 

(Labovic, 2006). 

Until now the technological development leads to a global 

interdependence which created the ñglobal villageò. Thereby the 

consequences regardless whether they are positive or negative, will be felt 

globally, not protecting the most powerful and the most developed states. 

That is why the objective interconnection must find equality in the 

interdependence of the ecological, legal, social, political and cultural plan. 

On the contrary, the contra tendencies of the autarchic tribalism which put us 

back in the past. Therefore, more than necessary is more pronounced role of 

the international community in the real implementation of more balanced 

exchange between labor and capital. That means fully supporting of the 

market economy, but not and of the market society, in which all values 

measured through the prism of money. 
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Abstract 

 

The Balkans ï unstable borders, contradictory territorial demands, 

long tradition of fratricidal wars, psychological traumas from the past, non-

stable states and institutions, as well as the opening of the enormous 

ñpowder kegò, that is what the Balkan Pandoraôs Box consists of. This box 

was closed during the Cold War, but now it has been opened yet again and 

has turned the Balkans into arena of bloody confrontations, i.e. into ñthe 

open wound of Europeò (Churchill). The geopolitical plans of the great 

forces have been re-launched, the geopolitical centralization of the Balkans 

has been made again and the Balkan ñpowder kegò has been re-opened at 

the end of the 20
th
 century. Today, as the Balkans is no longer the ñpowder 

kegò of Europe, another metaphor can be attributed to it when attempting to 

define it: the Balkans is the thermometer of Europe. The crisis in the Balkans 

should warn the countries of Western Europe to take a closer look at the 

problems in their own countries: problems related to the future, their place 

in the world, solidarity and collectivity.   

Key words: Balkans, military-geographical characteristics, South-

European front,  security, geostrategic aspects. 

 

INTRODUSTION  
 

MILITARY -GEOGRAPHICA L CHARACTERISTICS OF THE 

POSITION OF THE REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA IN EUROPE  

 

Republic of Macedonia represents an integral part of the possible 

European front. It is situated in the core of Europe, which from military point 

of view represents the most sensitive continent in the world. This condition 

has a direct impact on the position of Republic of Macedonia, assigning it 

with increased importance in the peacetime and in the military assessments 

and combinations. The best confirmations of these conclusions are the 

examples from the former, and particularly from the recent history of our 

country. 

In Europe the area of the Republic of Macedonia is located in the 

South European front, that is, its area is located outside the area of the 
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Central European front, which according to the importance and concentration 

of the military potential takes the first place in the European front. 

Republic of Macedonia is relatively distant from the main axis of the 

Central European front that passes from Berlin to east in direction of 

Warsaw, and to west in direction of Paris. Our country with its position is not 

located, that is, it is distanced from the zone of actions of the main forces of 

Europe in a possible military conflict of major scales. 

 
Figure 1. Position of the Republic of Macedonia on the European front  

 

The military events that would affect the Central European front to a 

certain extent, that is, to a smaller extent in a specific manner would also 

have an impact on the area in the Republic of Macedonia, although these 

reflections to a certain point would be mitigated by the existence of the 

orographic line Alps-Carpathians and by the orographic complexes south 

from this line in the area of the new countries created after the breakup of 

SFRY. 

In a possible conflict of global proportions which would begin and in 

the initial period which would take place in the European front, the 

assumption that the use of the main forces would take place through our area 

as well, would not be real. The possibility for use of the main nuclear 

effectives with strategic importance through the area of the Republic of 

Macedonia is excluded to a great extent, and this area is entirely outside the 

maneuvering space of the Central European front. 

Within Europe, the Republic of Macedonia is located in the area that is 

sensitive to local and regional wars. This represents the Southern and 
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peripheral part of this continent, which in its broadest sense gravitates, and 

partially belongs to the Mediterranean. The sensitivity of the Mediterranean 

to local and regional wars further increases the presence of the Near East 

area ï the area of a chronic crisis hotspot ï one of the most sensitive parts of 

the world with enormous influence on the international peace and security. 

 

THE MILITARY -GEOGRAPHICAL CHARACTERISTICS OF THE 

POSITION OF THE REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA IN THE SOUTH -

EUROPEAN FRONT 

 

The area of the Republic of Macedonia is located in the South 

European front, which according to its importance within the European front 

in the current military-political situation has almost identical importance as 

the area of the Central European front. This importantly impacts on the 

determination of the significant features of the military-geographical position 

of the area of our country.  

The South European front extends from the crests of the Alps and the 

Carpathians and in south to the Mediterranean Sea. The area Asia Minor 

belongs to this front from Bosporus and the Dardanelles to the Kizilirmak 

River. The Adriatic, the Aegean and the Black Sea gravitate within its 

composition, which actually represent integral parts of the Mediterranean 

Sea front. Analyzed from geometric aspect, the South European front 

belongs to its core, with a large number of elements which give it importance 

as a central geostrategic position. 

Its importance to a certain extent is modified by some internal 

modifiers ï the relief, water, complexity of the mainland, etc. The South 

European front together with the Mediterranean front makes the south wing 

of the special front of the NATO pact, and previously of VD, with special 

military-strategic importance. 

The large division and physical and geographical separateness of the 

South European front hinders the fast execution of major operations, that is, 

it affects on the isolation of several separate land and naval operating areas 

such as: Italy, the Pannonia Plain, the Balkan, the Adriatic, the Aegean and 

the Black Sea Basin. 

According to the military importance, the South European front is next 

to the Central European front, with enormous sensitivity that arises from its 

relatedness to the Central European and the Mediterranean front. Within this 

front, what is of particular importance for the Balkans, and especially for the 

Republic of Macedonia, is the strategic object in the area Skopje-Sofia-Nish. 

The penetration of one of the central strategic objects in part of the area 

of the Republic of Macedonia represents a significant indicator for the real 
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importance and assessment of its geostrategic position within the South 

European front. 

The relation of the South European front to the vital parts of the 

European front is very favorable and its strategic role arises from this, as 

well as the great sensitivity for the security of this region where the Republic 

of Macedonia also gravitates in peace and in war. 

The Republic of Macedonia according to its position takes an 

important position in the central part of this strategic entirety (figure). Its 

central position in the South European front determines the most important 

characteristics of its position within the most current European front in this 

time period. 

The geostrategic position of the Republic of Macedonia has enormous 

importance for the preservation of peace in this neuralgic part of Europe and 

the world, which emphasizes the excessive sensitivity of its security. 

The sensitivity of the complete security of the Republic of Macedonia 

arises also from its key position located between the Pannonia Plain (through 

SR Yugoslavia) and the Black Sea Basin and between the Black Sea and the 

Adriatic Basin (the Strait of Otranto). 

It is characteristic to emphasize that the South East strategic route 

entirely passes through the territory of the Republic of Macedonia, and this 

route begins from the South East part of the Aegean geographic area and the 

Central Balkan (Balkan South Adriatic) strategic route. 

 
Figure 2. Position of the Republic of Macedonia on the South-European front 

 



 

87 

The Aegean - Ukrainian (the Ukrainian - Aegean) and the Pannonia - 

Asia Minor strategic route pass from the strategic routes of the South 

European front through the territory of the Republic of Macedonia. The 

enormous importance of these strategic routes to a great extent increases the 

strategic importance of the Macedonian area, but also emphasizes its 

strategic and security sensitivity. 

On the basis of the undertaken military-geographic characteristics and 

on the basis of the specific military, political, economic and other 

stakeholders, one may conclude that in case of a military conflict of regional 

and world importance in the sensitive area of the South European front, the 

Republic of Macedonia will also be covered and important military effects 

may be directed through its area, especially in one regional Balkan conflict 

which would reach their hotspot and culmination in our area. 

The excellent natural-geographic approaches in many operative-

geographic units of the South European and the Adriatic front and vice versa, 

from these units to the area of the Republic of Macedonia, its position at the 

crossroad between four important Balkan countries, to a great extent increase 

the importance and the security sensitivity in the Macedonian area. 
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