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t . Introduc t ion

l lhe naivetE of  the person who tr ies to understand the wor ld sysiem in

terms of  the Westphal ia system alone, the system of states and their  interrelat ions

alone, i ras been obvious for a t rong t ime, excepE, of  course, to the naive.  The

convenience of ,  subdiv i .s ing a f in i te earEh into countr ies,  equipping thr wi th grosso

rrodo simi lar  states as central  organizat ions (a process wrongl t  cal l -ed nat ion-

bui ld ing) wi th governments and the usual  key f igures ( the head of  state,  the head

of government)  is  obvious. In the nat ion-state i t  const i tutes an answer -  of ten

disastrous in i ts consequences -  to a human incl inat ion for  people wi th shared

ethnic i ty (a nat ion) to want to l ive together,  keeping others outside. Conceprual ly

i t  is  s imple because i t  refers to a f in i te,  r , re l l -def ined space, terr i tor ia l  space.

In a sense i t  belongs, as a social  format ion,  to the infancy of  wor ld organizat ion

al though histor ical ly i t  came af ter much more complex forms, eg nomadic organizat ions

with their  rnuch higher level  of  mobi l i ty  and, consequent ly,  adaptabi l i ty  to nature.

So, rvhat else is there in the worLd i f  the svstem of states does

not exhaust i t  ?

In th is context  no ef for t  wi l l  be made to do this exercise,  of ten done,

once more in a very systemat ic fashin.  Suff ice i t  only to say that there seem to be

t l4 'o great organiz ing pr inciples for  human beings :  by v ic in i ry (or terr i tor ia l i ty)  and

by af f in i ty (or non-terr i tor ia l i ty) .  The former is s iurple,  c lear,  obvious and hence

in a sense more pr in i t ive,  rnore pr i rnordial ,  which does not mean that i t  is  a stage

or phase ever to be lef t  behind. Unaided by technology huroan beings are s low at

moving, which means that the neighborhood pr inciple in geographical  space wi l l  remain

as a val id basis for  human organizat ion -  unless we should acquire better wings than

those provided by airplanes and better means of  te lepathy etc than those provided

by the PTT -  including the eLectronic mai l  now just  around the corner.

The exper ience is that  hurnans seek other forms of  associat ion -

af f in i t ies are found over and above the farni l iar i ty der ived from vic in i ty -  a fami-

l iar i ty known sometirnes to breed contempt possibly because i t  cones about wi th

induff ic ient  matur i ty of  refLect ion -  s imply because they are there (" they" being

persons or states).  The basis may be sini lar i ty (eg nat ions not assernbled in one

country under one sEate headed by one government -  the standard formula),  shared

values in spi te of  d issirni lar i t ies,  shared interests,  even in spi te of  d issimi lar i t ies

and di f ferent values. obviously,  i f  these three cr i ter ia should coincide (as for

the Jews) the net resul t  is  a very forceful  type of  af f in i ty.  A1l  of  th is points

to var ious tyPes of  associat ions,  but then there is also the organizat ion -  such



as a factory,  a f i rm (company) where people are Linked through interact ion,  presumably

producing goods and services (somet imes also bads and disservices).

The second dimension in th is connect ion would have something to do wich

level  of  social  organizat ion.  The most basic social  uni t ,  of  course, is the indiv i -

dual ;  to integrate one indiv idual-  into a person is already a task only successful ly

completed in a minute f ract ion of  hunani ty.  But is we disregard the level  of  the

indiv iduatr  there is the t radi t ional  d ist inct ion between groups or systems of  af f in i ty

at  the subnat ionaL, nat ional  and Eransnat ional  levels -  in other wor lds,  groups that

draw their  members f rom a dist inct  group within the nat ion (here actual ly meaning

country) ,  f rom the country as a whole,  or  f rom di f ferent countr ies.  A c i ty or an

ethnic group within a country would be examples of  the f i rst ,  a nat ional  t rade-union

organizat ion or the second, a t ransnat ional  corporat ion (TNC) of  the th i rd.

However,  th is dist inct ion in terms of  levels is rapidly d.osing in

signi f icance. A typical  phenomenon of  our t imes is that  a l l  such uni ts tend to l ink

up with each other,  but  not necessar i ly  in the form of a newttacEort t ,  meaning a

clear ly const i tuted ent i ty that  acts in and on the wor ld system. There is something

in-between the set of  c i t ies and, say,  a wor ld or cont inental  federat ion or associa-

t ion of  c i tes :  the network of  c i t ies,  interact ing,  condi t ioning each other,  aE t imes

perhaps even becoming another actor,  then lapsing back to something more close to

the total ly unstructured set.

In ooher words,  there is a general  but  very comptex tendency towards

transnat ional izat ion.  Anything tends today to l ink up with sourething somewhere else.

l lost  important :  that  something somerrhere else does not have to be of  the same

category.  I t  can be total ly di f ferent :  an Indian " t r ibe" in the US can t ie up with

OPEC, for  instance, thus const i tut ing a l ink between r l rhat  t radi t ional ly would be the

subnat ional  and the transnat ional .  This lack of  convent ional  intel lectual  and

pol i t ical  order l iness is here seen as a cheracter ist ic of  today's wor ld and as

something that has to be taken into account in any ef for t  to come to gr ips wi th the

world system.

Lhat th is leads to is in the f i rst  run a s imple typology of  the components

of the wor ld svstem :

Transnat ional
or elobal  level

Nat ional  Level

Subnat ional
FTffiT-Tlevel

Vicini ty
or terr i tor ia l

Af f  in i  ty
or non-terr i tor ia l

(TNCs )

t ional  t rade unions)

(Uni ted Nat ions)

( I . Ieetphal ia system)

(c i t ies,  ethnics) (Kinship groups)
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The basic dichotomoy in th is scheme, tot  the present purpose, is nol

v ic in i ty laf f in i ty,  but  che Westpha). ia system as against  a l i .  che rest .  in parentheses

we have given some exanples of  what can be found in these other categor ies.

Br. l t  then, elaborat ing on this,  we arr ive ac a second level  where the

phenomenon of  t ransnat ional izat ion is taken into account in a more advanced way.

At Ehis level  a l l  of  the above start  re lat ing to al l  of  the above (giv ing 36 catego-

r ies or 72 i t  we counc both af f in i ty and vic in i - ty possibi l i t ies).  In so doing they

do not respect borders between countr ies (or betrreen count ies for  thac matter) .

The relat ion is not only one of  s in i lar i ty ( there are c i t ies or members of  the

Tang clan on the other s ide of  the border) ,  but  one of  l inkage. At the s implest

level  one would ta lk of  net l rorks -  and then procead through al l  k inds of

intermediate levels towards the ful lb lown transnat ional  acCor.  The only th ing

that that  can prevent th is f rom happening in todayfs wor ld would be some kind of

terr i tor ia l  repression; a government so jealous of  l inkages transcending the border

that actors remain subnat ional  or  nat ional .

Thinking, not to ment ion act ing,  in terms such as these lead to an

astounding var iety of  actors in the wor ld system, al l  of  Ehem I ' t ransnat ional"  wi th

the only except ion of  the l inkages between local  levels wi th in the sarne country.

Just  th ink of  the double embassy occupat ion referred to as the " I ran hostage cr is is" ,

l inking three countr ies ( I ran,  the US, England),  a group of  I ranian mi l i tants certainl

not ident ical  wi th the government,  a minor i ty in I ran,  possibly expressing i tsel f

thorough rni l i tants in London. The tragic outcomes of  the ef for ts to squeeze al l

of  th is into t r lestphal ia system type models wi l l  be wi th us for  a long t ime to come.

James Rosenau, in a recen! paper gives these four examples of  t t recent

events reported in the Los Angeles press'r  :

The Navahos and 21 other Western Indian tr ibes enter into discussions with the

Organizat ion of  Petroleum Export ing Countr ies (OPEC) in an ef for t  to get

advice on the development of  energy resources.

Presiden Sadat of  Egypt consul te wi th Jesse Jackson, a pr ivate American

ci t izen on a f ive-nat ion t r ip to br ing peace to the Middle EasE.

,  The Universi ty of  Southern Cal i fornia and the government of  Bahrein s ign a

contract  in which the forner agrees to provide the intel lectual  resources

needed by the lat ter .

t l in isters of  the Quebec separat ist  government undertake a ser ies of  tours

of Cal i fornia in an ef for t  to gain understanding and bui ld support  for  their

independence movement.
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And he adds :  t tHow cioes one anaiyze such transnat ional  development ? in wh;r i ' .

n iches of  the post-real isr ,  d i f ferent iatede and muXtipolar state model can they

be placed ? The anslrer str ikes me as obvious as i t  is  d istressing ;  such events

have no home in our current formutrat iong".  With th is one may certai"nty agree, only

i t  is  not  quiLe so novel  as a phenomenon as Rosenau seems to indicate f rom his

examples.  Rather,  i t  may be that our ef for t  to capture something easi ly conceptua-

l ized and administered has led to an overemphasis on the internat ional  associat ion,

part icular ly those with nat ional  chapters,  at  the expense of  more compl icated

and more f lu id phenomena in the wor ld system. Maybe a c lear example of  how people 's

invent iveness is far  ahead of  the social  scient ists t ry ing to come to gr ips wi th

what happens!

2.  The problem of democrat izat ion.

the problem to be discussed now is the general  problem of democrat izat ion

of th is extremely cornplex web of  actors and ent i t ies of  a l l  k inds.  0f  course,

much of  their  pol i t ical  ef for t  can be seen as directed towards and part ly against

the state-system, as an ef for t ,  for  inslance, to inf luence and democrat ize that

system. But the concern here is rather wi th these ent i t ies themselves. What are

the possibi l i t ies,  what can be done ?

Soure words f i rst  about the meaning of  the concept of  "democrat izat ion".

General ly speaking there seem to be t l ro t rends in the def in i t ion of  th is concept,

both of  then with less shal low undercurrents.  Thus, there is the famous def in i t ion

in terms of  r ights to part ic ipate in decis ions concerning onesel f ,  and the inst i tu-

t ional izat ion of  th is r ight  in terms of  f ree elect ions of  representat ives to a

par l ianent.  The cr i t ic  would point  out  that  only the nat ional  level  is  involved.

But the system can then be repeated as is of ten done at  the local  ( in th is case

municipal)  level ,  buc so far not at  the globa1 level .  And i t  can be repeated in

che organizat ions and aseociat ions,  i .e.  in al l  the af f in i ty or non-terr i tor ia l

"componentst t .

Secor id,  dernocracy has something to do with social  just ice and to some extent

with equal i ty.  Thus, the "one person, one vote" pr inciple is -probably the most

dramat ic formulat ion of  equal i ty ever heard,  much more so than rrsame income to

everybody".  But whatever ent i t lenent here ie the basic point  about th is interpre-

tat ion of  dernocracy (not et lmogol ia l" ly di r ived) is that  i t  should be gvai lable to

al l  c i t izens withouc dist inct ion of  race, creed, sex or s imi lar  ascr ipt ive

cr i ter ia.  The welfare state has ics or ig in in such ref lect ions.



5.

I 'he undercurrents are equal ly wel l -  known. The basic cr i t ique of  the

f i rsE concept would be that th is is not part ic ipat ion in decis ion-naking but merely

delegat ion ( to members of  the elected body, somet imes noE even to that)  -  that

the only meaning of  democracy is direct  democracy. And the basi .c cr i t ique of  the

second concept would be that i t  is  d istr ibut ive,  not  structural- :  i t  t r iest  to solve

problems of  inequal i ty by a more equal  d istr ibut ion,  not by at tacking those struc-

tural  compenents thaE generate the inequal i ty.  In short ,  i t  is  inequal i ty directed,

not inequi ty directed. Moreover,  lhose on top wi lL select  what to distr ibute and

which dimensions to Eake into account when social  just ice is to be exercised.

Thus, i t  is  only very recent ly that  sex has become a dimension for distr ibut ion,

and only af ter  considerable f ight  -  age has not yet  real ly entered Ehe picture.

Race has, and ethnic i ty (needless to say,  af ter  soroe f ight ing!)  -  but  what about

class ? " l t is t r ibut ion regardl .ess of  c lass" is a contradict io in a*! !s ls in a c lass

society,  except for  a minor bundle of  goods anci  services.

The f i rst  cr i t ique may lead to anarchist  conclusions about maximum

size ( for  d i rect  democracy to be viable);  the second cr i t ique about c lass format ion

to sociaList  conclusions about col tect ive ownership of  means of  product ion,  or ,  in a

less l imi t ing formula,  to more hor izontaL ways of  d iv id ing labor.  Both of  them

together would tend to foster th inking and pract ice in terms of  srnal l  basic social

uni ts,  bui ld ing democracy with such uni ts as bui ld ing blocs for  instance by ty ing

them together in federal  structures.  I t  is  re lat ively easi ly seen what th is means

in the terr i tor ia l  systems of  v ic in i ty.  But what does i t  a l l  mean, al l  th is about

democrat izat ion,  in the non-terr i tor ia l  systems of  af f in i ty ?

Let i t  f i rst  be pointed out that  the very existence of  two di f ferent

organiz ing pr inciples for  human beings in i tsel f  is  of  profound importance for the

whole theory and pract ice of  denocracy.  I t  cuts both nays: one system may compensate

for the in just ic ies of  the other;  but  i t  may certainty also reinforce them. Just

th ink of  what t rade unions (nat ional ,  af f in i ty)  have meant in order to provide

a (at  least  potent ia l ly)  demcrat ic eett ing to workers depr ived of  vot ing r ights

in the country for  vhich they tol ied!  On the other hand, we also know how interna-

t ional  associat ions tend to be run by pr iv i leged persons from pr iv i leged countr ies,

meaning a strengthening of  pr iv i leges that may be converted into ant i -democrat ic

structures,  in any sense of  that  word.

Hence, the f i rst  l ine answer to the problenn of  how to democrat ize is very

convent ional :  dernocrat ize each transnat ional  component,  by part ic ipat ion in

decis ion-making and distr ibut ion of  whatever goods and services,  or  "pr iv i leges"



that  any part iculary conponent ! i lay have to of fer .  There are three impi icat ioas of

th is,  and they should be spel t  out  in some detai ls:  reduct ion of  s ize,  rotat ion

of of f ice,  and the decoupl ing-recoupl ing scenar io.

Reduct ion in s ize.  We have ment ioned above l imi . ted s ize as a condic ion of  d i rect

democracy, wi thout arguing in detaiL,  nor spet l ing out r^rhat a reduced size may mean.

Let us just  say that i t  meana, roughiy speaking, the opportuni ty of  everybody to

interact  wi th everybody else in that  component or uni t ;  how many this would imply

in precise terms then becomes a quest ion of  interact ion capaci ty.  ( i t  should be noted

that i t  says "opportuni tyrr ,  not  necessar i iy  that  everybody makes use of  that

opportuni ty at  a l l  t imes).  There is a "smal l  is  beaut i fu l"  movemenl under way in

many countr ies,  of ten phrased in cerms of  decentral izat ion (as opposed of  detegat ion

of some central  author i ty to the local  level)  and even local-  sel f - re l iance. That

movement wi l l  reach the non-terr i tor ia l  associat ion very soon in fu11, i t  is  a l ready

lapping on the fr inges of  that  "cont inent" .  Thus, the internat ional  scient i f ic

associat ions have now become so big that  they cease being at t ract ive s imply because

scient i f ic  d ia logue is inpossible in set t ing of  that  s ize.  Interest ingly enough

they tend to break up into sual ler  sect ions and sub-sect ions wi th each sect ion

having an independent 1i fe,  using the big associat ion and meet ings as umbrel las

under vhich to gather.  The big associat ion becomes, in fact ,  a federat ion of  the

smal ler  ones, each of  them transnat ional ,  as the big associat ion used to conceive of

i tsel f  as a federat ion of  nat ional  ' rchaptersrr  -  i tsel f  evident ly being the book of

which these chapters were a part .  This type of  development is probably sornething to be

welcomed, as process heal thy for  the seme reason as the spl i t t ing into working

groups in a conference with too many pert ic ipants to permit  d i rect  interact ion and

art iculat ion by everybody i .s heal thy.  And i t  is  interest ing to see the enormous

r ichness of  smal l  t ransnat ional  grouping now groving up -  as in che Rosenau l is t

above -  del iberately staying srnal l .

Rotat ion of  of f ice.  I t  is  a t r iv ia l  point ,  but  i t  does mean that of f icers are

elected for a l in i ted per iod,  that  there are some rules against  re-elect ion,and thbt

in addi t ion to th is the of f ice,  not  only the of f icers,  rotates so as to be exposed

to,  and have a feed-back into new contects.  I t  should be noted that th is is not the

same as the pract ice aimed at  in the UN aystem, that  of  d istr ibut ing headquarters

more evenly arnong regions (a total  fa i lure so far) ,  but  of  shi f t ing the of f ice f rom

one place to the oEher.  The general  nodel  has been that of  one of  the oldest

internat ional  associat ions,  the Cathol ic church, wi th i ts (apparent ly)  rather permanenl

headquarterr .  And the f ixat ion of  the head of f ice in geographicat  space has been

correlated with a certain f ixat ion of  the head of f icers in social  space; al l  of  i t ,

in turn,  l inked to the predur inance of  the Northwestern corner of  the wor ld unt i l
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recent ly.  .Rotat ion is so inrportant for  democracy in che sense c ' f  d istr ibut ion ef

pr iv i lege that i t  probabLy should be undertaken even i f  i t  is  against  democracy in

the sense of  major i ty wi l l ,

The decoupl ing;reco-upl ing seenar io.  h l f ren the f  ixat ic,ns to certain niches in

geographical  and eocial  space become Eoo pennanent,  too r ig idr  roo encrenched

the only v iable strategy i f  one wants to promote democrat izat ion would be a rupture

of the associat ion.  l^ lhat  th is means in pract ice is s innple :  underpr iv i l -eged

countr ies wi thdraw, forrning their  own associat ions,  underpr iv i leged people wi thdraw

forur ing their  orn associat ions.  There is,  of  course, the problen of  resources :  both

chird wor ld countr ies,  and women, have prove themselves capable of  mobi l iz i -ng

resources af ter  such rupturea part ly because the rupture i tsel f  has a mobi l iz ing

effect .  (This does point  to Ehe importance, however,  of  making travel  cheaply

avai labley and of  decreasing the rates of  te lecomuunicat ion as much as has been

the case for computers -  part icular ly as they depend on some of the same technology.

I f  an associat ion consistent ly refuses to deal  wi th issues from a third wor1d, r , loman or

other marginal ized groups point ,s of  v iew chen to break out and forn their  o l tn

associat ion is the obvious strategy, whether that  group is in urajor i ty or not.

One of  the beaut ies of  the non-terr i tor ia l  cont inenc is exact ly the ease with

which this can be done, associat ional  secession being considerably easier than

terr i tor ia l  secession. Wtrether i t  ie always wise strategy is another matter.  I t

may be argued that more is gained by f ight ing i t  out ;  the threat of  rupture

being one obvious \reapon in such a f ight .  On the other hand, to keep a group wirh

democrat ic r ights unsat isf ied wi th in an organizat ion on vague promisses just  to

keep theur inside and in order to avoid the hurni l iat ion of  a spl i t  and a secession

is also an obvious strategy of  doninat ion.  After a reasonable wai t ing per iod

decoupl ing would therefore be the best way out,  a lways keeping the possibi l i ty  of

recoupl ing open for the future.

What th is al l  amounts to is a more dennocrat ic process of  t ransnat ional i -

zat ion than we have so far wi tnessed, and probably at  an explosive rate once

i t  real ly gets of f  the ground. I t  means, more part icular ly,  a decrease in the

years to come in the North-Western share of  the of f ices and of f icers;  not  because

al l  of f ices wi l l  be t ransferred to the Third wor ld where the major i ty of  humankind

1ives,  but because they wi l - l  become more Like the art i f ic ia l  satel l i tes,  orbi t ing

the earth,  of  course with a l in i ted l i fe span.
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A11 of  th i .s actual t ry gives r ise to one interest ing ref lect ion:  how

onesided much of  the analysis of  t ransnat ionat actors in general  and transnat ional

associat ions in part icular in the l -ast  decade has been. The gist  of  the analysis

has been to show that these are vehic les of ,  dominance by the North-western

corner over the rest  of  the wor ld,  uncioubtedly t rue,  but th is is ontry one side

of the story.  I t  is  of ten forgotten that wherever there is interact ion there is

a two- l ray dependency, and that th is is t rue also when the interact ion paEtern is

set up in such a way that one party dorninated the other.  Transnat ional  corporat ions

have been used as a way of  exercis ing inf luence in per iphery countr ies.  But the

corporat ions also depend on these countr ies in order to operate.  l lence, r^rhen the

per iphery becomes conscious and nobi l " ized enough to confront the corporat ions,

s i rnply saying " look,  you wi l l  no longer be perrni t ted to operate on our terr i tory

unless you sat isfy condi t ions X, Y, Z-- ' t ,  the condi t ions in fact  meaning a t ransfer

of  power towards the pgr iphery,  then i t  becomes ctear that  power is always a

twotay th ing. Exercise of  dominance atways presupposes some element of  cooperat ion

by the dominated. Hence, the highly undemocrat ic t ransnat ional  components spun

around the wor ld in the wor ld systel l  may become a medium unfortunately not only

for denocrat izat ion,  but also of  the emergence of  nee/ power centers,  netr  pat terns

of dominance.

A1l  of  th is,  then, gives r ise to a considerably rnore di f f icul t  problem

if  the quest ion is how to democrat ize the non-terr i tor ia l  cont inent.  The problern is

wel l  knorm from the terr i tor ia l  or  Westphal ia system and hinted at  above; the wor ld

may witness the most beaut i fu l  denocrat ic set-ups at  the nat ional  level  and down

to the smal lest  local  levels,  yet  the global  level  may be total ly undemocrat ic,  run

- for  instance -  by two porrer-greedy superpoqrers.  The non-terr i tor ia l  cont inent

also has actors wi th power considerably disproport ionate to the power of  others.

Thus, the problem with a superpower is not hat i t  has power resources inconurensurate

with their  s ize,  value, input to the total  system or whatever,  but  that  they have

a type of  power keeping much of  the wor ld populat ion at  ransom (because of  the

strategies under ly ing the nuclear weapons),  and that i t  has power incomensurate

with everybody else.  And the same is the case with some of the nonterr i tor ia l  groups,

for instance the i l legi t inate ones known as " terror ists" .  I \ I i thout having to use them

as an example,  however,  the sane point  can be arr ived at  r r i th reference to inEerna-

t ional  p i lots associat ions,  PTT associ .at ions,  etc. ;  groupings that have i t  in their

poner to paralyze much of  the cransnat ional  systerr .  The answer to that  problem, of

course, is not to increase the penal t ies on them for a str ike (and pay them ever

rnore handsomely for  not going to str ike),  but  to make them less indispensable by

having al ternat ive fa l l -back systems. A str ike of  garbage workers becomes a less

impressive tool  i f  the c i t izens decide to take care of  the garbage disposal  them-



selves or (an even better soLut ion) producing Less Siarbage.

In rhis connect ion i t  is  interest ing to see what has happened to diplomacy.

A str ike among diplomats al l  over the wor ld would be di f f icul t  to br ing about as sorne

of them are supposeci  to have opposi te interests.  But i f  i t  came about would hardly

impress anybody as their  infornat ion funct ion is usual ly covered by journal ists;

researches etc. ,  their  negot. iat ion funct ion by direct  minister ia l  ta lks over the

telephone or meet ings in rmrl t i iateral  set t ings and their  representat ion funct ion by

ethnic restaurants,  t ransnat ional ,  associat ions/oorporat ions ete.  What remains is their

status and some less palatabLe funct ions,  such as espionage and subversion. Today

diplomats are paying the pr ice of  the contradict ion between their  h igh publ ic status,

their  re lat ive dispensabi l i ty  for  t radi t ional  funct ions and their  use as cover for

less convent ional  funct ions:  the pr ice is knorqn as "diplo-napping".  Through their

high status governments are supposed to be touched, but governments also hi t  back

to protect  their  own ( in addi t ion,  in the foreign ninistr ies are col leagues and

fr iends of  d ip lornats k idnapped, protect ing them as besr they can).  The outcome of

this power play in the longer run remains to be seen.

The non-terr i tor ia l  cont inent has great resi l ience, and in th is i ieas

exact ly one of  the answer to th is very t r icky problern:  make no actor indispensable,

always have another channel ,  another l inkage system, another actor i f  one of  thern is

ganbl ing on indispensabi l i ty  to gain polrer over others.  This is of  course equal ly

val id subnat ional ly,  and as a pr incipi .e i t  rn i l i tates againsc monopol izat ion,  including

the monopol izat ion by professions, including such professions as t rade unions.

I t  points in the direct ion of  a wor ld wi th a much higher level  of  sel f - re l . l j rnce at

least  where the product ion of  sat isf iers for  basic needs is concerned, and in the

direct ion of  a much more plural ist ic wor ld where al l  k inds of  funct ions are concerned.

A. Conclusion.

We are moving into a new kind of  wor ld,  fur ther and further removed from

the Westphal ia system. In fact ,  what we ni tness today is probabty even a dismant l ing

of che nat ion-state in many corners of  the wor ld,  consider ing the enormous volume of

migrat ion in recent years -  brain drain,  body drain,  refugees for economic and/or

pol i t ical  reasons, etc.  What does i t  a l l  nean, what k inds of  new t ies are being

spun around the wor ld? With nat ions,  c1ans, fani l ies scattered al l  over? We shal l

see -  and to start  wi th maybe we shal l  have to reconceptual ize qui te a lot  and also

rethink our democrat ic theory.


