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INTRODUCTION
The discussion about the political aspects of globalization has become especially possible after
the World War II because period after the World War II created some possibilities of the development
of global processes in the field of politics. In this regard probably it should be noted about the
following aspects that if for example after the World War II there were about fifty states on the world
political map and most significant part of the territory of our planet was covered by the colonial
territories gradually the process of globalization created the condition for the increasing the number
of the independent states in the world, mainly it is necessary to point out here that during the Cold
War period 102 states appeared on the world political map. After the disintegration of the USSR,
Yugoslavia and Czechoslovakia in the beginnings of 1922 new independent countries appeared on the
world political map. And here it is necessary to point out that of course increasing the number of the
sovereign states in the world somehow created the necessity from the each state to be involved in the
global processes on the political level, taking into the consideration the existence of such global
problems of the political and security characters as terrorism as possible distribution of the weapons
of mass destruction WMD , as energy problem for example, as violation of the principles of the human
rights and resolving of the conflicts in the different regions of the world etc.. The more integration of
the countries of the world in the fields of politics is essential factor taking into the consideration for
example the existence of the number of the conflicts in the world.
According to the Heidelberg Institute in 2013, there were 414 conflict points (in the different
regions of the world. In this regard, it would be impossible to resolve different kinds of conflicts
between the private character and interstate characters without of cooperation of the international
community. There were some examples: the war in the Persian Gulf about which will be discussed
in the other topics of our research when for instance after the military aggression of Iraq against
Kuwait, the international coalition was founded for the preventing the assault in this case and
providing the independence of the sovereign country. The other example most probably was the
involvement of NATO in the resolving of the conflict in Balkans when maybe we are talking here
about one organization NATO, but today NATO includes 29 countries. Furthermore, we should
mention here about the most significant international coalition which was founded after the Cold War
period ISAF mission, which included fifty states because we know that Afghanistan during the long1

time period represented the source of the terrorism in some cases and because of this the problem of
terrorism of course concerns each country in the world of different regions of our planet.
Today one of the most significant problems as it was mentioned above is interrelated with the
issue of terrorism because we have the new type of terrorism at this stage which is reflected in the
activity of so cold ISIS which has no common with Islam nor with state but anyway this terrorist
organization managed to establish control over the critical part of the territory in the Middle East,
particularly over the provinces of Iraq and Syria, and especially ISIS managed to establish control
over the vital oil fields in both countries which provided for ISIS producing about 80 thousand barrels
of oil per day and to the September 2014, their income was approximately two million dollars per day.
By this way, this action again clearly showed the importance of the fighting against terrorism. For
example, two years ago, in Brussels, the conference was held with the participation of 60 states which
established the coalition with the purpose of the fighting against of this global threat.
Due to it such issues related to the principles of collective security and defense also would be
included in the agenda. Another critical problem is interrelated with the problem of democracy,
because we know here that democracy enlargement itself creates the convenient base for the process
of globalization in the field of politics. In these regards, we should mention here about the gradual
increase of the number of democratic states in the world. For example, during the World War II period
there were 13 states in the world which could be called as democratic, and at the end of the 60s there
were 37 states, and with regards to the today's world, there are about 90 states according to the freedom
house which is free counters. However, we should mention here that if we take into consideration that
there are 200 states on the world political map, that majority of the states according to the freedom
house are partly free or non-free and authoritarian. Also, it is important to mention that, for example
half of the population in the world live under the anti-democratic conditions we should say here that
this problem on the development of democratic institutions severely hampers the strengthening the
cooperation among of the states in the fields of politics, because we know that as world is more
democratized it will be more secure because we know the main formula in international relations that
democracy does not fight with each other.
It is necessary to point out here about the role and place of Georgia in the international system,
because Georgia managed to gain its independence after a long time of the dependence to the
superpower from the period of the end of the 15th century and the exception was the period of 19181921, but at the same time we should mention that Georgia lost its independence during that period
2

because global processes on the political level were weak during this period and Georgia itself could
not manage to be the part of the global world. For example, Georgia was not admitted as the member
of League of Nations which created the problems for our country during that period. With regards to
the period after the gaining of national independence in 1991, taking into consideration some global
processes of the political character it accelerated integration of Georgia to the International Society
because since 1992 Georgia become the member of the more than 100 international, interstate
institutions and at the same time it should be remarked here that Georgia took plenipotentiary part of
the global society.
However, the existence of the conflicts in the occupied territories of Georgia, a threat which
is coming from the Russian Federation. Russia itself was hampering and still is hampering on the
further promotion of the integration of Georgia to the international society and tries to weaken the
statehood of Georgia. Taking into the consideration this fact, one of the primary purpose of Georgia,
which will be mentioned in the next chapters of this thesis is more integration of Georgia to the Euro
Atlantic and European structures and to become the plenipotentiary part of the international
democratic society.
It is crucial to mention the purpose of Georgia to be involved in any security operation for
example within the NATO or European Union to prove that by the membership Georgia not only
wants to have the benefit whether from NATO or European Union, for instance, be under the joint
defense umbrella of NATO but at the same time Georgia wants to give the benefit to the other
countries of EU and NATO. One of the bright example here can be the involvement of Georgia in
peacekeeping operations in Kosovo and later in ISAF and also to be involved in the peacekeeping
operations together with other NATO member countries on the territories of Iran.
With regards to European Union in this field, the cooperation is developing by the involvement
of Georgia military soldiers in the peacekeeping operations on the territories of the Central African
Republic and Mali, together with EU forces. It should also be mentioned that European Union is one
of the leading guarantees of the independence of Georgia and providing security in Georgia because
we know the example of EU when it monitors the territories of occupied Georgia.
Taking into the consideration the above mentioned factors the primary purpose of the research
is the in-depth analysis of the determination the main reasons in the political sphere of the
globalization so by the implementation the research related to the determination the concrete theories
in international relations, particularly Realism, Liberalism, English School and implementation of
3

some those concepts in practice in the modern period, even the concept of realism which firstly
considers the interest of the state above the interests of other actors but at the same time it should be
explained that even for example the implementation in practice the principles of realism together with
the concept of liberalism it is necessary to discuss the theoretical aspects.
Furthermore, the primary purpose of the thesis is to determine several other principles, which
provide the development of the process of globalization. Particularly the principle of Collective
Security, the main principles of International Law which provides the political-legal cooperation
among of the states and also the deep analysis about the involvement of Georgia in the global
processes on the political level and determination the problem which exists on this way and ways of
resolution of these problems and discuss about several cases how Georgia is involved in the global
processes in the field of politics.
The structure of the research is following: Introduction – which includes the purpose of the
thesis, novelty, methodology, practical importance of thesis. The first chapter discusses the literature
which will be used during the implementation of research. The second chapter is interrelated to the
discussion about the principles of international law, how these principles provide the strengthening of
this integration processes. The third chapter is dedicated to the principles of collective security, and
the role of International organizations in this process and the fourth chapter is related to International
Society, and the fifth chapter is associated with Georgia in International Relations and main obstacles
on this way and the ways of the problem resolutions. With regards to the conclusions and
recommendations, there are some concrete recommendations what should be done by the International
Society in general and mainly by Georgia for the providing further international processes. Two main
appendixes follow the main text of the thesis; mainly, first one includes the interviews with the leading
specialists – University Professors in the fields of International Relations. The second one contains
the interviews/questions with the citizens of Georgia related top their attitude to the process of
globalization and role of Georgia in this field.
With regards to the methodology, we should mention here that interdisciplinary method will
be used, because some political-legal and economic aspects during the working will be taken into
consideration and at the same time during the working it will be the mixture of the qualitative and
quantitative methods. Furthermore, the interviews with the leading experts in the field: World Politics
will be conducted, and nationwide survey – based on the prepared questionnaires for the determination
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the attitude of the citizens of Georgia from the different Regions of the country related to the role and
place of Georgia in the process of globalization will be determined.
With regards to the Novelty of thesis for the first time it will be deeply analyzed the political
directions of globalization because mostly when we are talking about globalization first of all
globalization in such discussions are focused on the economic development among of the nations, but
here will be some deep analysis of the political factors of the globalization. Furthermore, most
probably for the first time will be determined the attitude of the citizens of Georgia toward the process
of globalization.
As for the practical importance, the research will be exciting and vital for the different target
groups, particularly for the professors, scientists, researchers in the fields of international relations
and political sciences, because they will be able to use different types of material during the lecture
process in the area of international relations and politics , for the students who are future specialist of
the international relations, because it would provide the increasing knowledge of these people in the
field, also the representatives of the governmental structures who are working over the national
security and in international relations issues particularly maybe the employees of the Ministry of
Foreign affairs , National Security Council , Ministry of defense and all other people who are
interested in the fields of politics and international relations.
Goal/Objectives
Due to it that one of the most critical process, which is going on in the modern World is firmly
connected with the process of globalization and considering the significant role of the International
Governmental and non-governmental institutions in the improvement of the Integration practice
among of the states and different regions of the World, which will very confidently have reflected on
the resolving of the other type of the global problems in the World.
1. One of the primary purposes of the thesis is to implement research related to analysis of the
problem – which are connected with the main aspects of the Globalization Process in Politics,
compared to the state`s gradual introduction to the International relations based on the principles of
International Law, increasing the number of the International Interstate and Non-Governmental
Organizations, promotion the political integration on the example of the of the several international
institutions.
2. The goal of this study is not to theorize about the nature of globalization or prove that it is,
in general, a negative or positive phenomenon, but rather to analyze the impact of increasing socio5

economic and political interconnectedness, that arises from globalization, on development of
countries that are still trying to define their place within the international political system.
3. To write about the impact of Globalization on Georgia and the politics of our country.
Research question: To analyze the Aspects of Globalization one has to try to answer the
following question: What are the main characters of the globalization process in the field of politics
and how this process will be reflected on Georgia?
Hypothesis: According to many experts, the globalization process including field of politics
has its positive and negative consequences and it's essential to analyze the basic issues of political
integration and present the deep analysis based on different aspects and to prove above prevailing the
positive factors, which promote the peace and stability in the World and will be positively reflected
on the national interests of Georgia.
Methodology: During the research, the Interdisciplinary methods will be used, which will be
reflected in the collecting and using for the further analysis the different literature and conducting an
interview and nationwide survey related to globalization in the field of political science, international
relations, conflict studies, legal sciences, history, economic, etc. The research will be mostly focused
on qualitative and quantitative methods, but at the same time, different statistical dates also will be
used during the working process.
The novelty of the research:
At the dissertation, will be deeply analyzed and presented the results of the aspects of
globalization on the political level amongst the various countries and regions of the World.
For the first stage will be researched political reasons of globalization, including functioning
of international regimes, international intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations and
principles of international law and main processes, which determined the globalization in the political
level in the 21st century.
For the first time, the national comprehensive survey for the determination the attitude of the
citizens of Georgia toward the process of globalization will be conducted.
Theoretical Value: Political Aspects of Globalization will be analyzed on the bases of main
points of view of theories of International Relations. First of all, Liberalism and Realism and English
School.
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Practical Importance: Research will be fascinating for the government officials, professors,
scientists, researchers, mass media and NGO representatives, students and all other people who are
interested in politics and International Relations.
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Chapter 1. Literature Review
Abundant primary sources, archival documents, government resolutions, decrees, laws,
statistical data, Georgian and foreign literature were used when writing this doctoral dissertation.
A lot of primary sources are available about the Political Aspects of Globalization in the 21 st
Century, which makes it possible to conduct objective and thorough research. Georgian, as well as
foreign researchers, and historians provide us with valuable information about Globalization and
Politics.
International Relations is becoming more and more interesting issue since it alarms individuals
and culture all through the world. The degree and unpredictability of the associations amongst these
relations make International Relations a challenging case which requires deep analysis. There is
consistently more to examine. Barely characterized the field of International Relations concerns the
connections among the world's governments. However, these connections can't be comprehended in
seclusion. They are firmly associated with different performers, process (counting economies, culture,
and local governmental issues). These components together power the focal pattern IR today –
globalization. Due to it that one of the most critical process, which is going on in the modern World
is firmly connected with the process of globalization and taking into account the importance of the
International Governmental and non-governmental institutions in the expansion of the Integration
process among of the states and different regions of the World, which will very positively have
reflected on the resolving of the different kind of the global problems in the World.
One of the primary purposes of the thesis is to implement research related to analysis of the
problem – which is connected with the main aspects of the Globalization Process in Politics, related
to the gradual state introduction to the International relations the principles of International Law,
increasing the number of the International Interstate and Non-Governmental Organizations,
promotion the political integration on the example of the European Union etc.
Nevertheless, proceeding with disputes on what globalization truly refers, there can't be any
doubt that globalization is the 'umbrella paradigm' or what is named the 'overarching phenomenon 'of
our period, which has mixed substantial effects on the economy, society, and political issues of our
circumstances. National economies have turned out to be wholly bonded through cross-outskirt
streams of exchange, innovation, speculation, work, and fund. The upheaval in transport and
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correspondences has disintegrated obstacles in time and separation, molding another time of
collaboration and association among countries and groups of people in the twenty-first century.
Globalization not only offers unexpected opportunities for economic and social development through
trade liberalization, foreign investment, capital-labor mobility and information exchange, but it also
leads to unbalanced benefits in that way pushing to the fridge, the poor and the non-privileged, who
become non-beneficiaries of the leading forces globalization, its issues, impacts and lastly, its relation
with the state and political power. Globalization is contestable in several ways and the counter
movements that we have several ways and that we have seen over last decade bear testimony to the
dialectics of emerging alternatives models of human society and civilization.
A period of more than two decades has seen globalization change the ‘rules of the game’ for
the use of state power, role of multilateral agencies and relations among and between states. The state’s
role- as controller of the national economy as the principal provider of goods and services to citizens
and as the engine or national development — has largely been delimited in the face of increasing
inability of states to exercise sovereign control over internal economic activities as also cross border
economic transactions. The emerging rules of the game tor globalization are inequitable (both
interstate as well as intestate) in terms of outcomes, a fact not surprising in a world divided by
inequality within and among states. As it has always happened, the developed nations possess the
power and privilege to make the ‘global’ rules and the authority to execute them. These rules are
bound to significantly reduce the autonomy or developing countries in the formulation of economic
policies in their pursuit of development.
During the second half of the twentieth century, the United Nations and the Bretton woods
establishments were made with by the unique concerns. The then industrialized nations were as yet
frequented by the recollections or the Great Depression which had made a need for the
conceptualization of a welfare state, for pulling a conclusion to imperialism and for making the world
safe for Democracy and peace. This additionally concurred with the desires of the recently
independent nations to achieve quick national progress and financial improvement, in the mission for
which the part of the country was considered vital.
Currently, points of view on financial development in the industrialized world and formative
procedures in the creating scene essentially stand separated from each other. The universe of
contending political belief systems which denoted the Cold wartime has yielded place to a world
where because of the fall of socialism, free enterprise has gotten a new charge of life. Improvement
9

thoughtful has likewise changed from uni -planar directions or improvement to different
methodologies in the contemporary multipolar period in the nations, the ascent of monetarism and
neo-liberal philosophies have implied the withdraw till the state from the economy and the progress
of the market. In the recent Third World Countries, the improvement accord (from the 50's to the 805
of the most recent century) was supportive of cognizant endeavor to delimit the degree of joining of
the national economy with the world economy in quest for a more self-ruling, confident open part
drove advancement in light of the fact that the market without anybody else was not viewed as
satisfactory to meet the formative goals of late arrivals to industrialization.
After four decades, by the mid 1990's, incompletely as a result of natural emergency
circumstances in the political economy of specific states and the fall of settled economies in numerous
shares of the world, a few nations of the creating scene started to reshape their residential monetary
plan to coordinate significantly more into the world economy and to grow the market's domain vis-avis the state. The across the board acknowledgment of this new reasoning on improvement came to
be known as the Washington Consensus since thee points of view on 'advancement' and 'great
administered' came to be scattered by the World Bank which practiced massive effect on economies
in the emergency.
Since the mid-1980's, national economies have been globalizing quickly — markets for
merchandise and ventures have been growing universally, nations have been shaping provincial and
worldwide standard', and companies have been extending their local systems administration to lead a
worldwide business. In this period of a worldwide relationship, a couple of governments looking for
financial and social improvement can stay secluded or bear to neglect the globalizing society. In spite
of the fact that the idea of World Order isn't new, it was brought into the A ' vocabulary directly after
world war-II. With the development of the Soviet restore pioneer Mikhail Gorbachev, who called for
extensive rebuilding, receptiveness, another way or worldwide reasoning, peace for all, superpower
collaboration and a conclusion to the cold war, the idea of another world request reemerged. The
Helsinki Summit in September 1990, US President George Bush progressively utilized the ideas of
another world request and globalism.
“The nation states remain important political actors in the international political system but
have retreated considerably in the international economic arena. Globalization may bring new
economic opportunities but also new political, social, technological and institutional complexities for
poorer countries as well. In a globalizing society, governments must work in tandem with the private
10

sector, civil society organizations and public interest groups to develop institutions that support and
sustain economic and social development that is equitable. Sustainable and poverty alleviating.
However, issues of accountability and control often become problematic in such public-private
partnerships. Gove mental in countries seeking to participate in and benefit from globalization must
increasingly assume new roles — as catalysts for economic and social development through better
Infrastructure support to the market players, enablers of productivity and efficiency, regulators
ensuring that economies remain open and equitable, and stimulators of human resource development
“. (Basu R. p 4)
Over as many as a hundred countries ended rule by military dictatorships or only parties in the
past two decades but that by itself is never enough — “a decent standard of living, adequate nutrition,
health care, education, sustainable work are not just development goals, they are also human rights.
Poverty eradication is not only a development goal; it is a central challenge for human rights in the
21st Century” (UNDP Human Development Reports — 2000-2005).
Globalization has realized a wave of banged in the worldwide political, financial and social
scene along these lines quickly opening up unparalleled new open doors and additionally new dangers
to human security and human opportunity. Transition and economic collapse in the erstwhile
communist slates dismantled the universal economic and social assurances given to their citizens.
Unstable state structures in ‘failed and soft states' in the developing bloc also pose the serious threat
to human rights and legal guarantees to citizens continually as do internal- or interstate inequalities.
Most research on globalization impacts has concluded that a shift towards a more competitive
world economy that began to surface during the early 1990's benefited not only powerful states but
also liberalizing developing states that moved from closed, controlled economies to open ones. The
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) concluded that “nations which
opened their markets to global trade and investment have achieved double the average economic
growth from those that did not” (Open Markets Matter: The benefits of Trade and Investment
Liberalization, Paris, OECD, 1998). According to the same report, open market economies provides
more investing relations, better macroeconomic stability and more powerful private sector roles in
economic development than non-market economics.
Criticisms assert that globalization gains financial intensity at the price of social progress. It
is a tendency to disregard or put down the generous exaltations in social conditions far and wide in

11

the most recent two decades. Generally speaking, social conditions and quality or life pointers
enhanced in a great part of the creating scene within this period.
With globalization, some old asymmetries continue while some new ones have been added.
Poverty, inequality, and deprivation are old problems that persist. One-eighth of the people in the
developed world live in poverty, while approximately 1.5 billion do in the developing world,
concerning absolute deprivation of basic needs. 580 million suffer from malnutrition and 1 billion do
not have access to clean water or sanitation. More than 50 million children are out of school and800
million adults to remain illiterate globally even in the 21st Century.
While writing about globalization, the word governance has no less than four distinct
utilization in the current setting. Thus, they are applied an) as the insignificant state, b) as the new
open government, c) as great management and d) as self-arranging systems.
In the strategy of globalization, the main topic is defining the elements of government and
open arbitration. The loss of capacities by administration divisions implied growing the functional
area of privacy and voluntary associations as elective conveyance frameworks. Limits were likewise
set to the prudence of open workers through the new open administration worldview, with its weight
on administrative responsibility and clearer political control through a more improved modification
amongst legal issues and organization. Government change wound up noticeably one of the overall
patterns of globalization and great administration as spelled out by the World Bank (1992).
For the World Bank, incredible organization filled in as a package, which consolidated an open
government, a self-governing lawful structure and legal framework to actualize contracts, dependable
association of open resources, response 'to a delegate assembly, respect for the law and human rights
at all levels of government, a pluralistic institutional structure and a free press. To accomplish
effectiveness in public services benefits, the New Public Management heroes looked to energize
rivalry and markets, privatization of open endeavors, change of the common administration by
chopping down finished staffing and presenting budgetary teach, better than average acknowledging
organization and making more noteworthy utilization of non-legislative associations.
Finally, as we are moving through the first quarter of the 21‘- Century, both qualitative and
quantitative changes in the global economic, social and political scenario are all being clubbed
together in the single defining umbrella of globalization. Huntington (1996) spoke of the ‘clash of
civilization’. Prior to him, Fukuyama (1992) had prophesied ‘the end of history of man’. Globalization
wears many hats and means differently to different people. Economists consider globalization as a
12

step toward a truly integrated world market. Political scientists view it as a move towards an inclusive
concept of governance, with the state and non-state actors included. All discussions of globalization
deal with the question of ’borders' and associated issues of state jurisdiction, economy, identity,
markets and civil society. However, what needs to be stated unambiguously is that globalization
(following its current practice) will not necessarily mean the demise of the state or its bureaucracy,
but may mandate their functions and role to be redefined and reinvented. It is now ultimately the
citizens (whether viewed as ‘clients’ or ‘user groups’) who will and must strive to be in control directly
or indirectly to spread out the benefits of globalization tor a new world order. At last, it is ‘global
justice’ — that can be the only worthy end of globalization in whichever local avatar it manifests itself
in any state. (World Commission on the Social Dimension of Globalization, 2004. Aglobalization:
creating opportunities for all, Geneva ILO).
In the international arena, the prevalent institutional arrangements for global governance are
quite unrepresentative and inequitable. Developing countries account for more than 80 per cent of
world population and contribute almost 50 percent of world output. Nonetheless, it is a stark reality
that their influence in multilateral institutions that govern the world economy is at best limited and at
worst symbolic. The problem, however, is not to unequal weights in representation in institutions like
the World Bank or IMF but it extends to exclusion from representation in arrangements such as the P53 or the C-8, or even the OECD, which deliberates on decisions which have profound importance to
global governance. The right of veto in the Security Council of the UN is glaringly undemocratic. But
decision making by consensus, as in the WTO, can also be undemocratic, it a consensus is reached
among a small group of powerful states, while most others remain passive spectators or at the
receiving end. The vital prerequisite then, is to create institutional mechanisms that give the
marginalized states a voice in the process of global governance.
“It is a time that countries like Russia, China, India and Brazil (likely to be among the largest
economies by 2050) have a bigger say in the decision making of the IMF and World Bank. IMF's
voting rights do not reflect the changes in the power equations and positions in the new world
economic order. Emerging countries today account for 43 percent of World exports against 20 percent
in 1970. At purchasing power parity rates, their share in global GDP has inched ahead of that of the
developed world, as against a contribution of 40 percent to world output in 1950.The change in the
case or China and India is an eye-opener. In terms, the two makeups 17% of world output and account
for a third of global GDP growth. Even in market exchange terms, China and India make up 7 percent
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of World GDP and 10 percent of World GDP growth, but their votes at IMF jointly account for only
5.5 percent of all votes “(Basu 2008). Organizations like G-8 are out of step with a multipolar world,
where the old divide between the developed and the developing world has blurred, and growing
economies are emerging as centers of strategic power. Regarding the evolving global system, the
choices and decisions that the group makes may probably determine to a substantial degree, the future
course of world affairs.
After two decades of globalization, rhetorical statements and polemical debates surrounding
economic reforms or the role of the state have organized enormous animosity, leading to public
arguments. Time has now come to review and reappraise the entire process of globalization — its
gains and losses, imagined and real, it's also the appropriate time for a more dispassionate analysis of
the entire spectrum of globalization based on empirical evidence of the last two decades. There is need
to revisit the role of the state, which has nowhere withered away under the impact of transnationalism,
but whose existence remains crucial and non- negotiable as the only real guarantor of citizen rights
and entitlements. Widespread deprivation, economic stagnation, and social inequality have been a
bane of human rights and development in developing countries the world over and in our attempts to
operationalize and successfully achieve the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs), accepted as a
benchmark by all nations, we have to understand that state, the market and civil society all have
significant roles to play. This book is certainly not merely about pro or anti-state/market debates or
even about governance _ embraces multiple actors in community problem solving, but it seeks to
seriously investigate the cumulative as well as independent effects of the roles of the stale, market and
civil society in enhancing people's capabilities _ the sine qua non of substantive democracies based
on inclusive growth. If after liberalization, we target a growth rate of 10% and continue to be one of
the largest growing economies or world, there is absolutely no reason why this should not and cannot
be mobilized an equitable and capability enhancing growth and human development. For this to
happen, the slate will remain the most important agency, and the autonomy or powers of such a state
should never be underestimated: e.g., if power is measured today in both economic and nuclear
capability terms, in India's case neither get disparaged by globalization.
As we march ahead in the 21st Century, it is time to reflect on a new global ideology and search
for a new consensus on global coexistence, which can only be based on a futuristic vision
of the economy, polity, and society. In this worldview, the concern for efficiency in economic growth
needs to be balanced with the concern for social equity: for efficiency and growth are means, not ends
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by themselves. The list of worthy ends is exhaustive: democratization, poverty obliteration, reduced
disparity, rights based on individuals’ development and maintainable growth. It is also right time to
develop an updated agreement on development where the focus is on human development based an
environmentally sustainable economic growth.
In all these proposals of the future the respective roles of the nation, market, and civil society
wishes to be identified, augmented and surrounded by purposeful borders.
Definitions of globalization range from the very general, such as Martin Albrow’s claim that
“Globalization refers to all those processes by which the peoples of the world are incorporated into a
single world society, global society” (1990,7) or Roland Robertson’s definition of globalization as
“the crystallization of entire world as a single place” (1987,38), to the very specific: Globalization …
includes “the spatial reorganization of production, the interpretation of industries across borders, the
spread of financial markets, the diffusion of identical consumer goods to distant countries, massive
transfers of population within the South as well as from the South and East to West, resultant conflicts
between immigrant and established communities in formerly tightknit neighborhoods, and emerging
world-wide preference for democracy (Mittelman 1996, p2).”
Definitions of globalization also vary in emphasis from the economic and technological to the
sociocultural and political. Martin Khor's definition of globalization is an indictment: “Globalization
is what we in the third world have for several centuries called colonization (1995, p16) “.
Complicated attempts to define globalization is the difficulty of sorting through which factors
are causes and which are consequences or unravelling the complexity of interrelationships between
different aspects and dimensions of global change. Many scholars point to economics as the machine
of globalization, emphasizing, for example, the role of multinational corporations (MNCs) whose
contribution in worldwide invention and interchange is linked together far-flung states of the universe.
(Globalization and Belonging).
According to Board Task Force "The integration of political, economic and cultural activities of
geography and nationally separated peoples." Also, we should take into the consideration the
definition of Keohane and Joseph Nye: ”The Increase of globalism with ‘is the state of the world
involving networks or interdependence at multicontinental distances…. Trough flows and influences
of capital and goods, information and ideas, and people and forces, as well as environmentally and
biologically relevant substances” (Keohane J., Nye P. 38).
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Here also should be cited the definition of Carnegie End movement "Rapid movement toward
international economic integration; consequences on political values, processes, and principles; and
the revolution in information and communication technologies.
Friedman Thomas in his "The Lexus and olive tree" defined globalization as the defining international
system based on the inexorable integration of markets, nation-states, and technologies (Thomas 1999).
Andreas Busch claims that characterizing globalization is a challenging issue since it
inherently implies various things to a variety of individuals. Mary Kaldor contends that globalization
is a problematic, conflicting procedure that includes both globalization and confinement reconciliation
and fracture. Also, Anthony Giddens characterized globalization as an argumentative procedure, since
it comprises of commonly restricted propensities.
As Natalia Sabanadze claimes, globalization can likewise be comprehended in three primary
routes: as a procedure, as a condition, and as a dialogue. Hence for Anthony Giddens globalization is
a procedure of "the heightening of overall relations which interfaces the inaccessible areas such that
neighborhood happenings are formed by occasions happening numerous miles away and the other
way around."
Additionally, the contemplations of David Held and Anthony McGrew would intrigue while
discussing globalization: "it is a procedure of development, speeding up, and increase of interregional
streams and examples of social Cooperation."
As Ulrick Breck remarked, globalization as a progression, it also represents the belowmentioned processes through which independent nations are intersected and weakened by
international performers with variable predictions of authority, alignments, characters, and links.
To an expansive degree, procedures of globalization are practically equivalent to those of
modernization, prompting a propelled phase of innovation. From these perspectives, processes of
globalization result in a change that means innovative sort of situation practiced by humankind. For
Martin Shaw, this is a state of globalist which contrasts from the globalization as a procedure in so far
as it speaks to something as of now accomplished and existing. As indicated by Shaw, "globalist
speaks to not only certain patterns inside the cutting-edge world but rather another condition or age in
which the last is brought into question." Thus, Richard Langhome depicts globalization like the most
recent stage in continuous changes and collection of innovative developments that have empowered
individuals "to lead their undertakings over the world without reference to nationality, government
specialist, time of days or physical condition." Natalia claims that it is conceivable to encounter
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globalization through in addition to other things travel, correspondence, multilateralism, appropriation
of conventional procedures, and methods for working together.
"Indeed, two key events of recent years reflected globalization. The terrorists who plotted and
carried out September 11, 2001, attacks used the Internet to assist in planning, coordination, and
fundraising for the attacks. And the global economic recession of 2008-2009, which began with the
collapse of the U.S home mortgage market, spread quickly other nations. Highly integrated global
financial markets created a ripple effect across the globe. Thu, two hallmarks of globalization –
expanding communications technology and integrated markets – facilitating events that directly
impacted our daily life (Goldstein, 2010-11, p3)."
Globalization has a mainly positive effect on our everyday lives also. As an innovation thrusts,
the world is constricting step by step. Better correspondence and transportation capacities always
extend the customary people contact with individuals, items, and thoughts from different nations.
Globalization is internationalizing us.
Nevertheless, feeling the impact of globalization and global relations on our day to day lives,
individual's nationals can impact the world also. Frequently, international relations are depicted as a
far off and conceptual custom directed by a little assembly of individuals such a president, officers,
and representatives. In spite of the fact that pioneers do assume a noteworthy part in global activities,
numerous other individuals share an interest.
Globalization encloses many outlines, including extended global exchange, broadcast
communications, money related coordination, multinational partnerships, specialized and logical
participation, social trades of new kinds scales, relocation and evacuee streams, and the connection
between the rich and developing nations from all around the world. Despite the fact that globalization
is vital, it is additionally somewhat enigmatically characterized and not all around clarified by any
one hypothesis. One prominent origination of globalization is as the expanding, developing and
accelerating of overall dependence in all parts of current social life, yet no less than three originations
of this procedure content.
One view considers globalization to be the realization of liberal monetary standards. A
comprehensive commercial center has brought development and success. This financial procedure has
made current states old as monetary units. Countries are along these lines losing specialist to
supranational establishments, for example, the Worldwide Fiscal Store, and European Union, and to
transnational performing artists, for instance, MNC and NGOs. The estimations of technocrats and tip
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top, instructed nationals in liberal majority rule governments are getting to be noticeably worldwide
esteemed, mirroring a rising worldwide human progress. The old North-South division is viewed as
less imperative because the extensive South is moving in different ways relying upon nations' and
areas' coordination with global markets.
The second point of view is suspicious about the facts as mentioned above regarding
globalization. These skeptics take note of that the world's significant economies are not any more
incorporated today than before WWI. The Cynics additionally question that local and geographic
qualifications, for example, North-South partition are vanishing for an individual worldwide market.
Or maybe, they see the North-south hole as expanding with globalization. Likewise, the financial
coordination of states might lead not to a single world facilitated commerce zone, but rather to clear
and equal territorial pieces in America, Europe, and Asia. The congregated developing world human
advancement is canceled by the dividing of bigger units, (for example, the Soviet Union) into little
ones along the lines of dialect, religion, etc., for example, social components.
The third consideration about globalization seems to be more significant the skeptics accept,
yet more dubious than the perspective of followers of liberal monetary matters. These
"Transformationalists" see state power as being dissolved by the European Union, the World
Exchange Association and other news organizations, with the goal that sway is not anymore a flat out
yet only one of a range of haggling use held by the states. The dealing itself progressively includes
nonstate performing artists. Subsequently, globalization diffuses specialist. State control isn't
excessively fortified or end of the week by globalization, however, changes to a different, in another
setting with new apparatuses.
While researchers talk about these ideas of globalization, well known open deliberations
concentrate on the developing of vast enterprises working all-inclusive, the problematic expenses
related with joint world markets, the view of improving variations among the powerful and
underprivileged, and the agreement of national governments in these wrongs through their observation
in IOS, for example, the World Trade Organization and the IMF.
The enlargement of globalization has accomplished a monetary and political association of
various countries. It is seemingly a standout between the most famous and likewise disputable themes
being talked about today. As indicated by the United Nations Poverty and advancement division,
globalization is depicted "as an expanding communication crosswise over national limits that
influence numerous parts of life: monetary, social, social and political."
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“One of the most important aspects of globalization is politics. Political globalization refers to
the accumulation of power in a single international government. Just as families once combined into
tribes and tribes into nations, so nations are combining into regional power blocs, and thence perhaps
to a single world political community “(Buckley, 1998, P.51).
” While the idea is rather overwhelming, there is no denying that it is happening. Over the past
several years, many international organizations have evolved, and the United Nations is probably the
most renowned one today. Although the main objective of the United Nations is to work towards
achieving peace between different nations, it is also working to achieving other development goals.
This was coming together of different countries can be an effective solution for global peace. With
member from 185 countries, the United Nations is a prime example of a global diplomatic village”
(Buckley, 1998, P.51).
Representatives from the different countries rich agreement regarding the rules and strategies,
and incline to reduce the number of conflicts. The mentioned fact is very beneficial for the developing
states because they are all-time at the risk of invasion of the powerful nations and also they are at the
threat to be deprived their advantages. Not only to mention the fact that it is a beautiful way to achieve
the stability, but political globalization can also be a platform to resolve the cases in education,
poverty, environment, or organized crime. All above mentioned are global concerns, that has to be
addressed, but here should be said that developing countries are the most friable ones. With financial
or other types of aid from the states and International organizations, the countries who are still trying
to define their place in the globalized world will have better chances and abilities to overcome the
problems as mentioned above.
In any case, political globalization isn't for the most part as fantastic as it shows up. The
merging of vitality can make countries getting impressively more powerful. Regardless of the method
that the UN Assembly encompass agents entirely from all UN member nations, it is far less skilled
than the Security Council, which is controlled by the immutable five-the US, China, Russia, France,
and the UK (Buckley, 1998).
Representatives from the United Nations laws that they should keep, despite the way that
those "universal" laws may not be as "global" as it has every one of the reserves of being. The vast
countries will likely affect their suppositions influenced on the exercises to be realized. Likewise, a
globalized political structure can cause a conflict of conviction frameworks. The world is up 'til now
a genuinely different place, with different countries pulling for different techniques for regulating, for
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instance, private undertaking, communism, or more significant part run the government. It can
accomplish political strain when powerful nations are endeavoring to feast their conviction
frameworks as the case among China and the Assembled States (Blanchard and Rondonuwu, 2011).
To conclude, globalization is a developing procedure that influences numerous parts of our
life and ought not to be messed with. It's a device one can practice supporting the economy and
political arrangement of a nation. It’s about the to the legislature and the subjects to examine its likely
impacts previously any harm happens.
Ten years ago the term globalization was a peculiarity both in academic and in the important
publications. Furthermore, the present assaults of Al Qaeda and the interruption of Iraq push the issues
which are the crucial problem for every human being in the world. In any case, in its exemplification
globalization doesn’t present a twentieth century-marvel. The view that globalization isn't new
pondering has some substance. The need of a continually expanding market for its products chases
the bourgeoisie over the globe. It must nestle everywhere, settle everywhere, and establish connections
anywhere.
While discussing the globalization, I would like to point out three main perspectives. In the
first place, the most in some split second striking qualities is the volume of activity in the world cash
related markets. As we know, more than 1$ trillion is sold step by step in real money exchange trades.
In more detailed, over the past15 years, the degree of international money related scholar has extended
as the impact of national governments has decreased.
The second central piece of globalization is the development in, and dynamically consolidated
nature, of world trade. There has been a massive improvement in return finished the world, particularly
in the organization division over the span of the latest decades. Additionally, the creation and
apportionment of the stock and endeavors incorporate into this trade has ended up being progressively
joined – automobiles and airplanes being produced in a couple of unmistakable countries, assembled
in a fourth, with transport being controlled from a fifth. The two conditions and final products of this
strategy has been the improvement in the power and effect of multinational organizations, vast
quantities of whose yearly turnovers now outperform the GNP of humbler countries. Third, and
possibly significantly more on an exceptionally fundamental level, globalization is something past a
money-related technique. It is about the change and weight of time and space in the lives of those
whom it impacts. The mass availability of TV, the climb of information development, the mix of
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satellites and PCs, and the impact of inciting electronic correspondence wandering into all sides of the
globe has significantly influenced the way we see both ourselves and our relations to others.
It is the last point which shows up the principal aspect of the globalization. It has changed the
possibility of the most fundamental human activity – labor. The way that capital and like these
occupations can move far and wide without scarcely lifting a memberს suggests weakness of effort.
This weakness, which has always affected physical work, however, cushioned by the post-war impact,
now presses hard on the professional classes. The casualization of labor, the extension of low support
work, and the strain to fabricate productivity which digs in on those adequately lucky to have worked
– all convey a demeanor of dubiousness and pressure.
All these above mentioned are stable rather than negative aspects of globalization, In any case,
globalization – the all-inclusive improvement of useful powers under dynamically commercial
visionary relations-has brought vast points of interest: more people with access to more items, the
decimation of various sorts of contamination. Multinational undertakings make overcapacity in
industry after industry and trading coalitions, for instance, the EU and NAFTA possessed with
harming competition while their pros get themselves incapacitated with reiteration or, in any occasion,
cut down wages as a result of the openness of more affordable work in the more impoverished nation.
While discussing globalization, it is crucial to say the International Regimes are universal
procedures and accumulation of guidelines, and some of the time, when formally sorted out, vast
numbers of them can change into intergovernmental associations. They are, in any case, not on-screen
characters or non-legislative associations. Associations manage and advance regime.
International regimes regularly shape in light of a need to organize conduct among nations
around an issue. Without an all-encompassing administration, for example, media communications
between countries would need to be represented by various respective understandings, which would
turn out to be unthinkably unpredictable to manage around the world. An administration, for example,
ITU serves at the same time as a discussion, a multilateral settlement, and a representing body to
institutionalize broadcast communications crosswise over nations productively.
The International, Biological Weapons Convention, and Kyoto Protocol are different cases of
international regimes. The amount of collective management has extended drastically subsequently
the World War II, and currently governments shelter all shares of international relations that might
involve organization between states, from safety matters, (e.g., missiles non-multiplication or
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aggregate safeguard), to exchange, fund, and venture, data and correspondence, human rights, and the
earth, to provide some samples.
A small number of researchers underline the significance of a hegemon in making an administration
and granting it energy. It is known as the hegemonic security concept. The United States of America,
for instance, consumes its contribution in making the Bretton Woods framework, with associations,
for example, the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund. The method of reasoning is that a
hegemon, being the dominant on-screen character in universal governmental issues and financial
aspects, frequently stands to pick up the most from the making of global benchmarks. For example,
while different nations may profit by it, organizations of the United States of Amerika, like Microsoft,
Universal Studios, and Pfizer would be amongst the best recipients of a strict worldwide stuff
administration. As the hegemons utilize their energy to make administrations, their extraction
correspondingly can likewise debilitate the adequacy of administrations.
To conclude, globalization is an ongoing, increasing process that touches numerous aspects of
our lives and we should take it seriously. It is a tool one can use to help the economy and political
system of a country. It is up to the government and the citizens to study its possible effects before any
damage take place.
The theory of Interdependence Theory is a firstling of the conception of the International
Relations’ pluralists view. The authors and supporters of this theory in the principal issues are against
of Realism and consider it as an outdated conception in the modern International Relations and
especially in the analysis of economic events and processes.
According to the Interdependence Theory Modern International political and Economic
Relations are more complex and diverse, than the Realist conception describes it. It is not accidental
that R.O. Keohane and J.S. Nye in their book "Power and Interdependence" start with the following
words "We are living in the epoch of Interdependence. This dim sentence expresses not well realized
but, rather widely spread feelings that the essence of the world is changing". The famous theoretic and
practician Henry A. Kissinger claimed in 1975 that the economic, relations and wills caused worlds
independence among the human beings.
Keohane and Nye claimed that according to the Interdependence Theory relations between states is
diverse and are connected with the different kinds of problems. It should be mentioned that permanent
hierarchy is not expressed in these mentioned problems. It also means as well that military security is
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not always the most critical problem in the world. This is why the national interests and national
security are losing their meaning or gaining the new importance.
S. Hoffmann in his book "A new world and its Trouble," defines the Complex Interdependence as the
following:" Where the different societies, states are mutually connected with diverse formal or
informal channels." Here we can mention the connections of the formal principality, informal elite
rulers, International Banks, International Corporations, etc.
In the world where the Complex Interdependent is developed and is deepened in the international
relations, military power is not the only crucial factor, but preferably its importance is very significant
in the critical situations. (Keohane and Nye).
In literature, we can find the different perspectives about the mentioned issue. The universe of
Interdependence does not seem to be ease, and it is clear even today. Black and white perceived by
the Realist assumption, in Complex Interdependence are diverse, and as a result, it is difficult to
evaluate events or processes. The universe of Interdependence requires the evaluation of political and
economic perception of participants. We can say this especially with the problems of sovereignty. The
stat remains the formal sovereignty, but it is just formality and nothing more.
The conception of Interdependence caused a critical reaction in the representatives of Realist
conception. The debates about this issue are the following:
According to Keohane and Nye the notion of Complex Interdependence is declined by the
authors, but in reality, it is closer to Realism (to be more concrete close to Neorealism) and tighter
than the critics think about it. As S. Gill claims that in reality, the theory of Interdependence represents
the combination of the liberal conception of International Economic and the Neorealist' view of states
relationship. This conception represents the ideal model of International Relations, that's why it does
not describes this relationship adequately.
The Theory of Democratic Peace is essential from the 70s. According to Kant, there are three primary
conditions for eternal peace: 1. every state should be Republic; 2. International Law should be based
on the general connection of Free states; 3. International Law should become the law of world's
citizenship, which is surrounded by the public hospitability.
German psychologist, Georg Friedrich Hegel considered that any federal connection which included
the peaceful collaboration of all states was impossible. So according to him, the only way to solve the
problem among countries was war.

23

From the previous century, humanity has changed revolutionary and entered the phase of
Industrial Society. As the results of Intellectual, technical, and economic revolutions humankind
should come to the epoch of peace as it was predicted by San-Simpon, O. Kant, H Spenser and by
many others but it did not happen so. There are four main answers on this issue. According to K.
Marks, the first answer can be the following derived from the fact that society is based on the
commissioning, industrial culture leads us to resistance and crisis, which is finished with revolutions
and war. If previously Marks answer was eligible, latest events made clear that it is false.
The second answer belongs to Jozef Schumpeter and Tosten Veblen, which claims that wars have
resulted from the limited development of capitalism.
Rimon Aron would answer that despite the progress, historical processes are not changed and are the
dramas of Empires, armies, and heroes, but in future, with the economic development and arm
improvement war possibilities will be minimized.
The fourth answer belongs to Fridrikh NicSes who predicted that XX century would be the century
of wars; it would be the reaction of people who would try to stop the process of decadence.
Two world wars and two totalitarian imperialism indicates the vigilant of NicSe, but it should be
mentioned that these two-totalitarian imperialisms were destroyed and now Liberal-democracy is
developing in the modern world.
Democracy is a new phenomenon, but it spreads very quickly. And in these spreading processes,
there were many ups and downs.
M.W. Doyle remarks that international relations are based on the National Security and the
conception of Balance of power, but it should be mentioned that liberal principles and institutions
change the conceptions related to the International relations. These changes are indicated in the
relations of Liberal Democratic states. Realists consider that, despite the internal political differences
between the states, the international system is functioning with the same rules. Its anarchy and states
struggle for the power, is always remaining the determining factor of International Relations.
According to R. Aron peaceful, there are three ways to maintain the friendly relationship
between the states: Imperial, Hegemonic and the Balance of Power. Realists believe that Liberal states
are as aggressive as everyone else. If we consider the M.W. Doles consideration, we can conclude
that liberal state can be antagonistic toward the non-liberal state, but liberal countries, as a rule never
had a war.
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E.L. Morse, in his famous article, dedicated to the relationship claimed that foreign politics of
society are similar, but is different from the external policies of non-modern society. He considered
that modern society in its aims concerning to governments the most important points for them are
wealth and prosperity- not the power. The economic characteristics characterize the relationship of
Modern society. It should be mentioned that modernization changes the foreign affairs of the state
more than democracy. As the results of modernization, states try to avoid the conflict and are the
supporters of collaboration.
Different authors claimed that if there is a conflict condition inside the state through the
negotiations, with accepted norms it can be solved and the same should happen between the two states.
The so cold "Democratic Peace" is derived from this conception, because of Z. Maoz and B.M. Russet
considered that states are moving internal norms of behavior to the international relations. Many
authors are against of this consideration.
International Politic cannot be discussed without knowing the economic aspects, and modern
international relations implicates international political, cultural and economic ties as well.
International Economic, can be perceived as a separate, independent acting system, with its laws and
rules, but it is so closely connected with the international political system that, sometimes it is
becoming more and more difficult to make to clear distinctions between two of them. International
Economic System very often seems to be the independent, which is characterized by its structure and
dynamic. International Economic System has very complicated and dynamic history, whose generator
were increased population, technical and technological novelties, class struggle, the improvement of
political organization and the development of Economic theory. On the way of its development,
International Economic System created the considerable wealth, ensured milliards of people with
dwelling, products, working, with other things and services. According to R. Murray, International
Economic System provided the real Global Economy, and in this situation, International Political
System seemed to be very "undeveloped" and dismembered, and International Capital seemed as the
independent from the interests of states.
Despite the intensity of international economic processes and Economic globalization, National
Economics remains the main elements of the global Economic system.
In 19th century relative order of international system in International relations was based on the four
institute: 1. on the balance of power; 2. on the international standard of gold; 3. on the self-regulatory
market and 4. On the liberal state. From the institutes as mentioned earlier, two of them are economic,
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and the rest two – political, two of them are national-wide another two- International. In 1815-1914s,
when the institutions as mentioned above were in action, the period is known as the "100-year peace",
because during this time destructive wars had not happened. According to K. Polanyi, if the
international economic relations were destroyed, the mechanism of the balance of power, would not
be able to ensure the world peace.
While talking about the International Economic System, it is crucial to mention the case of
Imperialism, because it is not only the cognitive, but it has the ideological meaning as well. If we
consider the M. Doyle's consideration concerning to this issue, the ruling system used on the other
people beyond the national border is called imperialism, or colonialism.
Struggle for the colonies and world, in the proceeding period of World War I, the attention of
scholars was caught by the ant agony, which was between the capitalist states because the
development of capitalism and imperialism caused thousands of theoretical and practical problems.
The main thing was to find out what connection was between the development of capitalism and
imperialism. Carl Cautz considers that imperialism is the product of highly developed industrial
capital, and the central aspect here is that every capitalist industrial state, because of its industrial
requirements are forced to add or to subordinate the agrarian countries. Kautz emphasized that politics
has aspired toward the annexation. Two more authors tried to explain the imperialism. Rudolph
Hiperding dedicated book "Financial Capital," and J. Hobson dedicated his book "Imperialism," and
it should be mentioned that these two books are very actual even today.
It is no surprise that the issue of imperialism is actual in the practice and theories of
international relations, because the international system, where everything is determined by the
military-economic power and power of politics, the environment will always be bright for the
imperialist aspiration. Nowadays imperialism is a little bit camouflaged and is used with the economic
mechanism. That is why, sometimes it is called neorealism, non-formal imperialism or neocolonialism.
International Economic system, with the political system, had the crisis in the first half of 20th
century. However, it should be mentioned that the next half of the 20th century was dedicated to the
development of this system, which gained the global dimension after the World War Two.
The idea of the international society in the international theory and practice can be the most wonderful
one. The realization of this theory mostly will be beneficial for the weak states, because their security,
in this case, will be guaranteed.
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Debates concerning to International Society exists for a long time. Many people think that
society is already formed and, they are members of it. Others consider that only some of the elements
of International Society are indicated, and the system is in the phase of becoming the International
Society. The third group of experts claims that it is almost impossible to create such society because
system created by the sovereignty cannot become the society. According to the international society
is a myth and these commandments and ideals like justice, freedom, and equality and their concrete
meaning can be found in the internal life of state and institutions. (M.Wight 1991, pp37-48)
“The idea of International Society is strongly connected with the name Hugo Grotius
(1583-1645) who is from Nederland's. It should be mentioned that the world of Grotius created the
idea concerning to the International Relations which is regulating the relations of the state which are
members of this mentioned society. According to Grotius potential solidarity exists in the members
of International Society, and common economic, trade interests and diplomacy will bring them
friendship relations. According to Grotius, people will have the common rules for habits and new laws
will appear which will regulate the relationship between states. If we follow Grotius, war is
foolishness, and finally, people will say no to war (Goldstein,2010-2011, p3)."
According to G. Evans and J. Newnham, in the 40s the research of international relations gained the
new dimension and directions. Many authors consider International Society as the friendship of
sovereignty states, where the same rules are in action, but with no official government or state power
( T. Nardin p. 149).
“As we see, it is just International System, where we see the order that’s why we want to call
it the International Society. We can conclude that mandatory needs of society, and the existence
International System. International Society should be germinated from the International System.
According to H. Bull, without International System, it is almost impossible to have the international
Society.
Modern International Society is the firstling of European International Society. It was found
in the Europe state system and with the spread of European culture, juridical norms and rules, it gained
the global dimension.
European International Society was developed in the middle century in Latin Christian world.
This world was neither centralized nor isolated from other cultures or societies. It was the generator
of novelty. It was a very long and complicated process to unite the non-European world into the new
global society. At the end of XIX century, it was clear that in the process of globalization United
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States of America and Japan had a leading role. This process had many problems and very often it
resulted in bloody conflicts.
International Society is in the development process. Changes in the balance of power,
technology, and in the interests and priorities of human beings we can find the factors, which governs
the development process of international society.
How will the modern international society be developed? How will it be in future? E. Luard
from Britain suggests us five possible versions of how society can be in future:
1. Transnational Society – In this kind of International Society, one tension of modern world
– to weaken the meaning of state border- is more intensive. Nation-state, the regional state
will lose its meaning. Transnational processes will be ruling in the world. At the same
time, terrorism can be developed, which will be a very complicated problem.
2. International Society – It will be different from the modern international society. This
difference will be indicated by the fact that the role and power of international organization
will be increased. International society can become like the world's ministry organs. Such
kind of international society can be the most peaceful society ever.
3. Society of Influence Sphere - In this kind of society leading powerful states can influence
the world and in this case, international society can be developed in this direction. In this
case, a distinct influential sphere will be outlined, where the leading states will be
dominated and will control the whole world.
4. The world composed with regions - The process of regional integration can lead the
government to concentrate on the level of regions (E.g., Continents), which means the
muscular weakness of government on the level of state and world. Every region will
develop its economy, and political institutions and regions will not interfere in other
regions businesses.
5. The Society of Rich and Poor - International Society is characterized by the tendency to
formulate the Rich and Poor society. Which means that society will be distinguished
according to their Economic development and level, not by the geography or ideology.
The world will be divided into three main economic classes, which will have the antagonist
features. It will be volatile society, where the order will be established with the power of
the wealthy state (Journal of Social Sciences, Mkalavishvili T. 2015. Pp 49-54)".
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Globalization does not seem to be an unusual occurrence. Observed utilizing a materialistic
historical procedure by which humanoid peoples have come to custom a single universal arrangement,
it has succeeded in three different parts.
The first wave, which is called the age of discovery (1450-1850), Globalization was
conclusively formed by the expansions and conquests of the Europeans.
The second wave (1850-1945) demonstrated the initial development in the spread and reinforcement
of Europe territories. By contrast, modern globalization (1960 on) points out a new era in human
relations. Similarly, as the Industrial Revolution and the development of the West in the nineteenth
century characterized another phase into the world history, so nowadays the microchip and the satellite
are symbols of a globalized world form. It is additionally connected with a move in financial power
from the West toward the East with the ascent of China and India.
The Third wave of globalization might be being driven by the developing economic powers of China,
Brazil, India.
Considering a political map of the world: its most arresting component is the division of the
whole world's superficial into more than 200 flawlessly characterized local units in particular
independent states. As an understudy of legislative issues during the medieval times, a guide of the
world ruled by requests and limits would have neither rhyme nor reason. Outskirts are generally the
slow improvement, similar to the possibility that states are independent, self-representing, regional
delineated political groups or commonwealths. Though today a convenient fiction, this assumption
stays as an integral to standard state – driven origination of world legislative issues as the quest for
authority and benefits amongst independent states. Globalization, however, calls this state-driven
origination of world legislative issues into question. Considering globalization significant along these
lines requires a move in the way we consider world legislative issues.
International government is a word that identifies that the portion of political life has modified
permanently: political issues comprehended as that arrangement of exercises concerned
fundamentally with the accomplishment of request and equity is not kept to territorial limits. Authority
in the international structure is no more the only reserve of countries but is spread between a various
range of public and private actors and networks. Political Authorization, as well, has been dimmed
not only up to supra-state frames such as the European Union, but also down to sub-state bodies, like
region assemblages, and beyond the state to private agencies such as International Accounting
Standard board.
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Chapter 2. The main Theories of International Relations which promotes the
International Integration, Liberalism, neorealism and English Schools
2.1. Realism
While talking about globalization and its political aspects, it is crucial to mention the main
theories of International Relations which promote the international integration. Choosing process of
theories is very difficult and the one should take into the consideration many factors because each
deal with the various conventions regarding the characteristic of international politics, each leads
different statements regarding reasons and each suggests the different claims about causes along with
the different set of foreign policy recommendations.
As Kegley Jr. and Blanton claimed, the historical background of the world is the historical
background of changes in the theoretical understanding of international relations. In any given time,
a worldview, or predominant method for taking a gander at a specific subject, for example,
international relations, has emerged to impact results with veneration, which attributes the subjects,
that are most critical, what baffles should be measured, and what scientific criteria ought to
government examine. These ideal models, or "essential suppositions researchers make about the world
they are considering" (Vasquez 1997), tend in the long run to be modified keeping in mind the end
goal to clarify new advancements. Cycles are installed ever, and the hypothesis is always developing
with an end goal to remain in a state of harmony with history's pendulum.
The purpose of this chapter is to compare the assumptions, casual claims and policy
prescriptions of realism, liberalism and English Schools.
As indicated by Kegley Jr. and by Blanton Realism is the most experienced of these previously
mentioned three engaging schools of thought, and has a since a long time ago recognized history that
goes back to Thucydides' works about the Peloponnesian war in antiquated Greece. Other compelling
assumes that contributed the realist thought to integrate sixteenth-century Italian thinker Niccolo
Machiavelli and seventeenth-century English Philosopher Thomas Hobbes. While discussing
authenticity, we ought to analyze it precisely, because its overall keeps on managing much considered
common governmental issues.
"Authenticity, as connected to contemporary universal legislative issues, sees the state as the most
imperative performing artist on the world stage since it answers to no higher political specialist. States
are sovereign: They have excellent control over their region and masses, and no other on-screen
character remains above them using the authenticity and coercive ability to administer the global
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framework. Given the nonattendance of a higher expert to which states can turn for security and
determine debate, pragmatists delineate world legislative issues as an eternal, dreary battle for control
where the solid overwhelming the frail and there is naturally a steady plausibility of war" (Kegley Jr.
what's more, Blanton, 2010-11). Become from the way that every state endeavors to survive and feels
dubious about neighbors' aim, "authenticity asserts that judicious political pioneers look for arms and
partners to improve national security" (Kegley Jr. what's more, Blanton, 2010-11). Here ought to be
said that authenticity excludes the way that adversary forces would cooperate, which will be associated
with the arms control or to the next security issues, which has an incredible significance for each
opponent side. In a specific degree, it asserts that above mentioned coordinated effort will be
uncommon, "in light of the fact that states stress over the unequal conveyance of relative additions
(conditions in which a few members with helpful connections advantage more than others) that can
come about because of participation to the burden of one of the gatherings and the likelihood that the
opposite side will undermine assertions" (Kegley Jr. what's more, Blanton, 2010-11).
To have a simple understanding about to the realist approach five fundamental objections
ought to be considered:
1. As it is demonstrated, individuals by nature are egotistical, continually attempting to pick
up control, to contend with others again to pick up the overwhelming position and selfadvantage. Machiavelli, interfaces pragmatist view to human instinct in his acclaimed work
"The Sovereign" were he guarantees that individuals "are unreasonable, flighty, and tricky,
anxious to keep away from perils, and ardent from pick up, and keeping in mind that you are
valuable to them, they are all with you, offering you their blood, their property, and their
children insofar as risk is remote, yet when it approaches they attempt to turn on you.
2.

In their praised book "Universes Governmental issues, Patterns and Change" Kegley

Jr. furthermore, Blanton assert that, by augmentation, the essential commitment of each state
– the objective to which all other national destinations ought to be subordinated – is to advance
its national intrigue (the objectives that states seek after to expand what they see to be
egotistically best for their nation) and to procure control for this reason. As Thucydides put it,
the standard of equity relies upon the fairness of energy to force.
3. The third presumption can begin with the expressions of Thomas Hobbes, "a war of all
against all." In seeking of energy, states may obtain a noteworthy military ability to hinder
assault by potential foes and to practice impact over others;
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4.

The fourth presumption manages the Security issue. As Kegley Jr. and Blanton

claimed, Authenticity Security Issue is the inclination to see the guarded furnishing of
opponents as depression, making their arm accordingly with the goal that all states' security
decreases.
6. The fifth supposition manages the Regulation of power, the hypothesis that peace and
security are well on the way to be kept up when military power is conveyed to keep a single
superpower hegemon or alliance from controlling the world.
Here should be mentioned that realism has its intellectual roots in ancient Greece. It is also
extended beyond the Western world to India and China. Discussions related to the "power politics"
flourished in the Arthashastra, an Indian Treatise on statecraft, which is written during the fourth
century BCE by Kautilya.
Modern realism appeared on the day before the Second World War, when the prevailing belief
in a natural harmony of interests among states came under attack. It should be mentioned that a decade
earlier this belief made numerous countries to sign the treaty, which is called Kellogg-Briand Pact.
This treaty once again renounced the war as a tool of national policy. It should be mentioned that
Kellogg- Briand pact has been widely violated in Nazi Germany, Italy, and in Imperial Japan. British
historian and diplomat E.H. Carr (1939) criticized that “assumption of universal interest in peace had
allowed too many people to evade the unpalatable fact of a fundamental divergence of interest between
nations desirous of maintaining the status quo and nations desirous of changing it” (Carr 1939).
With an end goal to vow what they saw as an idealistic, legalistic state of mind to remote issues,
Reinhold Niebuhr (1947), Hans J. Morgenthau (1948), and different pragmatists tinted an apathetic
perspective of human instinct.
According to Kegley Jr.and Blanton, the pragmatist picture of International life showed up
especially convincing after World War II. The commencement of restriction between the United States
and the Soviet Union, the growth of the Cold War into a more extensive battle amongst East and West,
and the rambling emergency that imperiled to detonate into worldwide brutality all bolstered the
realists' conspicuousness on the consistency of contention, the poor expectations for cooperation's,
and the difference of national interests among incurably irresponsible, control looking for states.
Discussing globalization and its political perspectives, I consider that mentioning neorealism
will be fundamental. Neorealism is a "hypothetical record of states conduct that clarifies it as dictated
by contrasts in their relative power inside the global chain of importance, resisted principally by the
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dispersion of military power, rather than by different factors, for example, their qualities, kinds of
government, or residential conditions" (Kegley Jr. what's more, Blanton, 2010-11). Kenneth Walthz
(1979) who is the most significant supporter of neorealism, asserted that worldwide rebellion clarified
the reason of why the states were secured forceful battle with each other.
As indicated by Kegley Jr. and Blanton there are a few individuals from pragmatist family,
which is clarified in table 2.1. Essential authenticity as imagined by Kenneth Waltz is frequently
alluded to as protective authenticity to recognize it from the next variation, hostile authenticity.
Although both are original realist hypotheses, cautious authenticity considers states to be centered
around keeping up security by adjusting others and safeguarding the present state of affairs, while
hostile authenticity considers states to be trying to guarantee security by forcefully augmenting their
energy (Mearsheimer 2001).Classical authenticity concedes from both in that it expects "states
contrast with respect to their relative power as well as their essential inspiration," and it underscores
"how fundamental level factors are 'deciphered through against level mediating factors, for example,
chiefs' recognition and local state structure'" (Rynning and Ringsmose 2008; Rose 1998).

Table 2.1 Comparing Variants of Contemporary Realism
Variant

Defensive

Primary

State Systemic

Rational State Preference

Objective

Pressure

Survival

Defensive

Status quo

Survival

Offensive

Revisionist (hegemons excepted)

realism
Offensive
realism
Classical

Varies (e.g., security Defensive or Status quo or revisionist

realism

power, or glory)

Offensive

Source: Rynning and Ringsmose 2008, p.28
The Limitations of realism – Conversely tempting the pragmatists; picture of the fundamental
properties of universal governmental issues, their strategy proposals experienced an absence of
accuracy in the way they utilized such vital terms as power and national conspiracy. In this manner,
once examination moved past the attestation that national pioneers ought to obtain energy to serve the
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national power?, vital inquiries remained: What were the key components of national power? What
employment of energy best served the national power? Did arms outfit insurance or incite exorbitant
arms alliances? Did partnerships upgrade one's resistances or energize debilitating counter
organizations together?
A developing number of critics likewise called attention to the fact that legitimacy did not
represent substantial new improvements in world political issues. For example, it could not represent
critical new improvements in world regulatory issues. For example, it could not clear the formation
of new ad and political organizations in Western Europe in the 1960s, where the helpful quest for
shared preferred standpoint drove Europeans from the unbridled power national issues that brought
them constant fighting since the introduction of country express somewhere in the range of three
centuries sooner. Different pundits started to stress over authenticity's propensity to dismiss moral
standards and about the material and social costs that some of its approach medicines appeared to
force, for example, thwarted financial development coming about because of unreasonable military
uses. Despite authenticity's deficiencies, various human beings continued to think about global
political issues in the dialect developed by realists, especially during in the midst of international
strain. A current case can be found in the remarks by previous Bush organization consultant Michael
Gerson (2006) about how the United States of America should manage Iran's atomic aspirations.
Contending from the pragmatist presumption that "peace is not a characteristic state," he required a
vigorous American reaction given a steely-peered toward concentrate on keeping the multiplication
of weapons of mass devastation in the Middle East. "There must be somebody on the planet equipped
for drawing a line – somebody who says, 'This much and no further.'" Peace, he closed, can't be
accomplished by "a hesitant outside arrangement that enables appalling dangers to develop." Unless
the individuals who debilitate others pay a value, "animosity will be general." When we are talking
about the theoretical aspects of globalization first of all with this regards, we should discuss here the
different theories which take into the consideration relationships among of the different nations and
accordingly among of the different states. The first theory which is crucial to mention is realism
theory, because from one side in realism the priority of national interests is discussed of each state
along with the aggressive policy for the satisfaction of the need of the different countries, I mean the
satisfaction of their interest by the violation rights of the other states, etc.
But at the same time we should also take into consideration the other aspects, particularly that
today according to the new realists theory, which takes into consideration the current realities, which
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are interrelated with facts that it's impossible to be isolated here and interdependence of the different
nations at the same time also force different nations even if it is authoritarian regime inside of the
country and accordingly foreign policy of those concrete countries is more or less aggressive, but at
the same time even those countries, they are forced somehow to take into consideration the current
realities which are determined by the international regimes. For example, the existence of the current
international regimes, etc. When we are talking about the national interests, the national security of
the particular state to which for example realism pays excellent attention, we should mention here
how the national interests of the particular state take into the consideration the satisfaction of national
interests by involvement in some of the global processes, etc. However, in this regards, we should
mention the gradual changes of the central concepts based on the realist theory in practice, because
realism itself in this regards has its roots since ancient period. According to Morgenthau that relations
among states have not been changed, there might be changes in modern technologies, but the relations
have not been changed. But with regards to concept, as we know the principal founders of realism
concept is considered the Thucydides, the Greek scientists and politicians who had his political roots
in the 4th century, BC who explained the main reasons of the involvement concrete Greek city-states
policies into the concrete alliances, because in his researches he was analyzing the confrontation
between the two main coalitions from one coalition headed by Athens and second coalition headed
by Sparta. However, at the same time, even for example during this period, should be somehow taken
into consideration the main reasons of political aspects of cooperation among of the states Those states
were forced to be involved in the concrete alliance with reason to cooperation related to the reply on
the possible aggression.
After the Thucydides, the realist concept was developed by Nicolo Machiavelli in the middle
centuries, when Machiavelli also was discussing the national interest of concrete state and later by
Thomas Hobbs in 18th century and the modern period we should mention here the work of Hans
Morgenthau, his principal work "politics among the Nations' which was published in 1956.
When we are talking about political aspects of globalization, it is essential to mention about
the neorealism concept, because realism considers the main reasons of relations among of the nations,
the personal behavior, so that the roots of realism comes from the nature of real personality. However,
in case of neo-realism, they were discussing here not the main reasons of aggressiveness of real
personality and politician but discussing the existence of particular political regime and the existence
of concrete realities. Taking into the consideration, the fact that after the period of World War II states
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were countries were forced to cooperate with each other even which had ideological confrontations,
for example, United States of America and USSR and despite these confrontations, the mentioned
countries signed several bioelectrical agreements.
2.2. Liberalism
Liberalism has been called the “strongest contemporary challenge to realism” (Caporaso 1993,
p.465). Like realism, it has a recognized family, with philosophical roots reaching out back to the
political idea of John Locke, Immanuel Kant, and Adam Smith. Radicalism warrants out consideration
since it addresses issues authenticity dismisses, including the effect of local legislative issues on the
state level, the ramifications of financial reliance, and the part of worldwide standards and
organizations of monetary association, and the part of worldwide standards and foundations in
advancing global collaboration.
There are several distinct schools of thought within the liberal tradition. Drawing broad
conclusions from such a diverse body of theory runs the risk of misrepresenting the position of any
given author. Nevertheless, there are sufficient commonalities to abstract some general themes.
Liberals contrast from pragmatists in a few essential ways. At the center of liberalism are a
belief in reason and the chance of improvement. Liberals see the person as the seat of moral value and
affirm that individuals ought to be dealt with as ends instead of means. While realists were gathering,
decision-makers look for the lesser malice as opposed to unquestionably the great, liberals underline
ethnical principle over the quest for power and foundations over military abilities.
A few end product thoughts define the liberal theory. These include:
1.

The necessity to additional dispositions which pressure the solidarity of humankind for

the individuals who focused on unsophisticated state reliabilities to free independent nations;
2.

The significance of people their basic respect and principal equity over the span of

history, and the comparison to need to put the security and advancement of human rights and
flexibility in front of national interests and state self-governance;
3.

The utilization of the energy of thoughts through training of stir world popular

supposition against fighting.
Rather than accusing universal clash of a natural desire for control, liberals blame the
conditions under which individuals live. Transforming those conditions, they contend, will upgrade
the prospects for peace. The main component normal to different strands of the liberal idea is an
accentuation on attempted political changes to build up stable majority rules systems. Woodrow
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Wilson, for instance, broadcasted that "Just government will make wars more improbable." Franklin
Roosevelt later concurred, declaring "the proceeded with upkeep and change of majority rules system
constitute the most vital certification of universal peace." In light of resilience, trade-off, and universal
freedoms, vote based political societies are said to avoid deadly power as a method for settling
differences. Governmental issues are not viewed as a zero-whole diversion, as the utilization of
influence as opposed to compulsion, and dependence on proper techniques to settle match claims is
the essential methods for managing struggle.
In line with the liberal concept, battle-resolution hones utilized at domestic too can be utilized
while adapting to the universal debate. Pioneers socialized inside majority rule societies extent
common viewpoint. Seeing around the world legislative issues as an expansion of domestic legislative
issues, they generalize around the pertinence of standards to control universal competition. The debate
among law based governments once in a while boost to fight since each feature acknowledges the
opposite's authenticity and anticipates it to depend on quiet implies of battle determination. These
desires are supported by implies of the straightforward nature of vote-based systems. The moment
acknowledges as genuine with not unordinary to magnanimous theorizing is an accentuation on the
detached exchange. The concept that commerce can reduce fighting has roots inside the canvases of
Immanuel Kant, Charles de Secondat Montesquieu, Adam Smith, Jean-Jacque Rosseau, and different
charm masterminds.
The doctrine that unfettered trade helps prevent disputes from escalating to wars rests on
several prepositions, to begin with, commercial intercut makes a fabric motivating force to resolve
debate calmly: War diminishes benefits by hindering crucial financial trades. The moment, Catholic
trade elites who advantage most of these trades compromise a capable transnational intrigued gather
with a stake in advancing cooperative arrangements to putrefying differences. At last, the internet of
exchange between nations increments communication disintegrates national self-centeredness and
empowers both sides to dodge ruinous clashes. In the words of Richard Cobden, an adversary of the
protectionists Corn Laws that once controlled British global grain exchange: "Free Exchange! What
is it? Why, breaking down the boundaries that separate countries; those boundaries, behind which
settle the sentiments of pride, vindicate, contempt, and envy, which each presently and at that point
burst their bounds, and downpour entirety nations with blood.”
For liberal such as U.S. President Woodrow Wilson, World War I was "the war to conclusion
all wars." Persuaded that another terrible war would eject if states continued practicing control
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legislative issues, liberals set out to change the global framework. These "idealists," as hard-boiled
realists called them, by and large, fell into one of three bunches (Herz 1951). The to begin with gather
supported making worldwide teach to contain the crude battle for control between self-serving,
commonly suspicious states. The Alliance of Countries was the encapsulation of this strain of
magnanimous despite the fact that. Its authors trusted to anticipate future wars by organizing a
framework of collective security that would mobilize the whole universal community against wouldbe aggressors. The League's authors announced that peace was resolute: an assault on one part of the
Association would be considered an assault on all. Since one state was more effective than the
combination of all other states, aggressors would be hindered and were deflected.
The third bunch of liberal masterminds taken after the scriptural infusions that states ought to
beat their swords into plowshares and looked for demilitarization as a implies of maintaining a
strategic distance from war. Their endeavors were outlined between 1921 and 1922 by the Washington
Maritime Conference, which attempted to reduce oceanic competition among the Joined together
States, Awesome Britain, Japan, France, and Italy by putting limits on ships. The final objective of
this bunch was to decrease universal pressures by advancing common demobilization, which drives
them to assemble the 1932 Geneva Demilitarization Conference. The next surge in magnanimous
theorizing emerges decades afterward in reaction to realism's disregard of transnational relations.
Despite the fact that realists proceeded to center on the state, the occasions encompassing the 1973 oil
emergency uncovered that nonstate on-screen characters could influence the course of universal
occasions and every so often compete4 with states. This understanding led to the realization that
complex interdependency (Keohane and Nye 1977) in some cases advertised a way better depiction
of world legislative issues than authenticity, particularly on universal financial and natural things.
Alternatively, maybe that contacts between nations being constrained to high-level administrative
authorities, different communication channels interface social orders. States were getting to be
progressively forbidden, that is, commonly subordinate to, touchy almost, and powerless to one
another in ways that were not captured by realist hypothesis.
Despite the fact that interdependency was not modern, its development amid the final quarter
of the twentieth century driven numerous generous scholars to challenge the realist conception of
turmoil. Despite the fact that they concurred that the comprehensive framework was anarchic, they
too contend that it was more legitimately conceptualized as an "ordered" a political agitation since
most states taken after commonly recognized regulating measures, indeed in the nonappearance of the
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following requirement. When a body of standards cultivates shared desires that direct a regularized
design of participation on a particular issue, we call it worldwide administration. Different sorts of
administrations have been formulated to administer behavioral exchange and money related issues,
By the turn of the century, as squeezing financial and natural issues swarmed political motivation, a
huge body of generous "institutionalist" grant investigated how administrations created and what
driven states to comply with their infusions.
“Powered by the current history that suggested that international relations can facilitate
transformation and that rises interdependence can lead to higher levels of cooperation, neoliberalism
emerged in the last decade of the twentieth century to challenge realism and neorealism. This new
departure goes by several labels including “neoliberal institutionalism (Grieco 1995), “neoidealism”
(Kegley 1993), and “neo-Wilsonian idealism” (Fukuyama 1992).
Like realism an unused authenticity, neoliberalism does not speak to a responsible mental
development or school of thought. Whatever the contrasts that separate them, in any case, all
neoliberals share an interface among something else free transnational on-screen characters may result
in participation. Neoliberalism withdraws from neorealism on many suspicions. In specific,
neoliberalism centers on how impacts such as law-based administration, open supposition, mass
instruction, free exchange, generous commercial undertaking, universal law and organization, arms
control and demobilization, collective security, multilateral strategy, and ethnically propelled
statecraft can move forward life on our planet. Neoliberal hypotheses keep up that the thoughts and
beliefs of the generous bequest could depict, clarify, anticipate, and endorse worldwide conduct in
ways that they could not amid the conflict-ridden Cold War.
Liberal scholars share an enthusiasm for testing the conditions under which similar interests
among performing artists may prompt participation. Taking heart in the universal forbiddance,
through group agreement, of such beforehand settled in rehearses as bondage, theft, dueling and
imperialism, they underscore the prospects for an advance through institutional change. Investigations
of European joining amid the 1960s made ready for the liberal institutionalist speculations that
developed in the 1990s. The extension of trade, correspondence, data, innovation and temporary work
drove Europeans to forfeit parts of their sovereign freedom to make another political and monetary
union out of beforehand isolate units. These enhancements were exterior of authenticity's viewpoint,
making conditions that chosen for speculation grounded in the magnanimous custom convincing
unreasonably various who had as of now tended to realness. In the expressions of the past U.S
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President Charge Clinton, "In a world where opportunity, not oppression is on the walk, the critical
calculus of immaculate control legislative issues does not compute. It is ill-suited to the modern
era."As compelling as modern magnanimous institutionally may appear at the onset of the twentieth
century, numerous realists complain that it has not risen above its optimist legacy. They charge that
like the Association of Countries and the PCIJ, educate nowadays apply negligible impact on state
behavior. Worldwide organizations cannot halt states from carrying on agreeing to balance-of –
control rationale, calculating how each move they make influences their relative position in a world
of harsh competition.
Despite the fact that it may be troublesome to draw a clean line between financial and security
issues, a few researchers note that "different regulation arrangements" exist in each domain, with the
prospects for participation among self-interested states more noteworthy in the previous than the last
mentioned (Lipson 1984). National survival pivot on the compelling administration of security issues,
demand realists. Collective Security organizations gullibly accept that all individuals see dangers in
the same way, and are willing to run the dangers and pay the costs of countering those dangers
(Kissinger 1992).
Latest realist complaint held up against radicalism is an affirmed propensity to channel remote
arrangement into an ethical campaign. Though realists claim that fundamental necessities drive heads
of state, many liberals accept noble goals can direct and compelling leaders. To whole up, realists stay
doubtful approximately generous claims of ethical need. On the one hand, they stress that receiving
such a standard will breed a self-righteous, messianic remote approach. Realists grasp
consequentialism. On the off chance that no all-inclusive benchmarks are covering the numerous
circumstances in which ethical choice must happen, at that point, arrangement choices can be judges
as it concerned their results in specific circumstances. Prudent leaders recognize that competing for
moral values may be at stake in any given situation, and they must weigh the trade-offs among these
values, as well as how pursuing them might impinge on national security and other essential interests.
As former U.S. diplomat celebrated realist scholar George Kennan (1985) once put it the primary
obligation of government "is to the interests of the national society it represents, not to the moral
impulses individual hat elements of that society may experience."
When we are talking about the political aspects of globalization, the theory of liberalism is
somehow more acceptable one for discussing the process of globalization. Liberals were discussing
the intention of each nation to being involved in the integration processes and respect the principles
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of International Law. Most probably the liberal theories were developed by a critical scientist Imannuel Kant who in the year of 1795, in his famous work" Perpetual Peace" he described the main
possibilities of the cooperation among of the European Nations and in this regards established the
peace in case of the development of Democracy for example.
Later liberalist theories were developed by the president of the United States of America,
Woodrow Wilson, who presented the principles of Collective Security and foundation of the first
universal international organization under the name of League of Nations which was founded in 1980
which would take the responsibility for the providing of peace and security in the different regions of
the world.
It is important to mention that liberal theories within the period before the period of World
War II, they could not be introduced in practice, despite the functioning of the League of Nations
because of the aggressive policy of different states, for example, Nazi Germany, Fascist Italy, military
Japan, etc. After the World war two, there are some liberal theories, which were developed and the
work of Keohane and Nye "Complex of Interdependence" is remarkable.
2.3. English School
The theory of English school is based on the standards of the common traditions which are compulsory
for distinctive countries. The theory of International society is perceived by its defenders nearby that
of a comprehensive framework. The idea of the framework is the essential and fewer risky: it requests
us to recognize traces of interfacing among states as having a consistency which, at slightest in portion,
decides their activities and conceivably those of others.
The hypothesis of international society is abnormal. In that social orders are by and large
partitioned concerning social relations among solitary people. Around the world relations as a educate
has the standard issue, in its state-centeredness, treatment of states as on-screen characters much the
same as human beings, and ignoring of the intellect boggling social relations which tie personalities
and nations. Bull sees this in a discourse, decently curious to the sociological eye, of the similitudes
and contrasts between the programmed culture of states (without a central political master) and the
unrefined stateless social orders depicted by anthropologists. Formally, such a relationship might be
exceptionally conceivable, be that as it may, Bull neglects the substantive inconveniences which
develop when we conversation around a familiar open made out of what is 'now' social organizations.
Taking into account the understandings mentioned above international relations have to be
speculatively facilitated through the standard of the social sciences. Its thoughts should be made not
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my relationship with other social sciences, however dependably with them. The practical affiliations
among the thoughts of international relations and relations of other social sciences should be evident.
By characterizing society regarding an agreement between its individuals, it gives a remarkable
bargain to its standardizing consistency. There are, of, tactics in humanism and human studies,
regularly portrayed as functionalist, which have embraced such an approach - despite the fact that Bull
barely recognizes the association. These approaches are broadly disparaged, be that as it may, not fair
since they tended to underrate social strife, but since they characterize society in terms of one of its
measurements - in terms of the dialog in, they characterize in terms of social or maybe than framework
integration.
“Reading Bull, we are left with the feeling that the relationship by analogy may be as important
as any substantive relationship. World society is acknowledged as a reference point, and together with
world politics is accorded notional priority over the international. World society is, however, seen as
something which at best is just starting to come into existence; it does not exist in the way in which
international society does. We see, therefore, that the priority of world society is purely nominal, since
in any sense which counts the society of states is quite obviously stronger, indeed has greater reality.
This conception of world society betrays, however, the same strong meaning of society which we
noted above: world society does not exist, for Bull, because it lacks the coherent, shared values and
framework of understanding which, to a degree at least, international society possesses ”( Bull 2012,
PP13-14).
The idea of an international society in the international theory and practice can be the most
wonderful one. The realization of this theory mostly will be beneficial for the weak states, because
their security, in this case, will be guaranteed.
Debates concerning to International Society exists for a long time. Many people think that society is
already formed and, they are members of it. Others consider that only some of the elements of
International Society are indicated, and the system is in the phase of becoming the International
Society. The third group of experts claims that it is almost impossible to create such society because
system created by the sovereignty cannot become the society. According to the international society
is a myth and these commandments and ideals like justice, freedom, and equality and their concrete
meaning can be found in the internal life of state and institutions. (M.Wight1966, P.120)
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2.4. The Nature of Globalization and some theoretical approaches to this term
Today, the term “globalization” is one of the most distributed names - widespread. Contemporary
world is called – global world and epoch – the era of globalization. The main confrontation in the
modern world is interconnected with the tensions between “globalists” and “antiglobalists”.
The term globalization got introduced in the 80ies of XX century, namely, in 1983 and marked the
integration of the markets of specific products. But, a wider meaning of globalization, namely,
creation of the common world society, gradual deleting of differences between national values,
abolishment of borders, etc. is used from the 1990’s. The term unites all those processes, thanks to
which the world nations are united as one common society.
There are five different contents of globalization. First is one internationalization which implies
activation of ties among the states and gradual decrease of the role of borders. The second is
liberalization, which is reflected in the integrated economy and free movement of people; under this
position globalization is universalization – wide distribution of the material and spiritual values in
different regions of the world; under the fourth meaning (this is how it is expressed in developing
countries and causes the a special irritation) globalization is the dominance of the role of western
civilization or westernization. It is its American form; and last, globalization is considered under the
deteritorization, when the geographic location, distance and territorial borders lose their first
significance.
From the above-mentioned factors it is shown that the main character of globalization is the
abolishment of the state and national borders, the replacement of the national economy to the global
economy, and national culture – by global culture, and national mentality with the global mentality.
It is clear, that globalization is a very complex and painful process. On the one hand, it implies
coexistance from of global, political, economic and cultural processes and, on the other side, local
interests, which very often fill each other, but often are in the confrontation with each other. Thus,
globalization appears in different ways in different regions. For the expression of the global processes
according to the scenario of local development, expression of the local characters, a special term –
glocalization is used (Sharma, 2009).
2.5. Globalization: Myth or Reality
Globalization, as a complex process, is impossible to beevaluate only from one side as a purely
progressive or negative process. Due to it, it is not a surprise that there are radical differences of views
among researchers who investigate global processes (Beck, U. 1999).
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There are three categories of researchers: hyperglobalists, transformationists and skeptics.
Hyperglobalists consider, that globalization is a significantly new epoch in the history of humanity,
which can be called an era of globalization. According to them, the epoch of nation states is over.
Economic globalization of production, trade and finance, by the agency of the establishment the
transnational net the denationalization of economy has been emerged. It is the economy without
borders and the state subordinate to this process. Accordingly, the role of the national state is gradually
weakening, the old hierarchy is disintegrating and the new values are appearing, which creates the
base for the formation of unified and global civilization.
Hyperglobalists themselves evaluate the process of globalization from various positions: if neo
liberals consider as a progress the dominance the of the market principles over the state authority,
neo- Marxists call it a clear example of global capitalism. But, despite ideological differences, both
agree that globalization, first of all, is the economic and business phenomenon, on which politics is
depended. Thus, in the epoch of globalization, politics and business, from the art of possibilities has
been transferred to the clearly shown “economic management”.
Skeptics, for the provision of their opinion, very often give statistical data and compare the indexes
of the intensiveness of current trade, volume of investments and the number of labor force with a
similar period of the beginning of XX Century. Based on those indexes, they make the conclusion,
that current globalization is not the historically non precedent event. It is clear, that
internationalization of only business and economy, or intensification of relationships among national
economies, with regard to the intensiveness of the economic ties, etc. is much less in the contemporary
period than within the period of 1870-1914. Therefore, globalization is a myth and the national state
is the leading force of business and economy. In international economy we have to deal with
regionalization, instead of globalization, because world economy and international business are
developing in three main trade and finance blocks – North America, Europe, Asia – the belt of Pacific
Region.
The opinion about ending the epoch of the national state and formation of the new, non stateconcentrated world political business and economic order is absolutely unacceptable for skeptics. In
their opinion, the state is and will be the main actor of the world politics and business relations among
national economies. The future of the globalization process depends on the state. National interests
are the main factors of the state’s action and no global processes can change it. For the skeptics, the
idea of the ending of the history or the dominance of the liberal-democratic ideas in the whole world
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is the utopia and the division of the world on the regional blocks and clashes of civilization is
inevitable.
According to transformationalists, globalization is the central event of the beginning of the
millenium, which causes rapid social, political and economic changes and determines the formation
of the modern society and new world order. They are more “moderate” globalists and despite the fact,
that in many respects they agree with hyperglobalists, they sometimes also share the opinions of
sceptics.
Particularly, transformationalists do not share the opinion of hyperglobalists about the fact, that the
modern period is the epoch of globalization, but they do not consider globalization as a myth. In their
opinion, global interdependence does not cause any doubt. They recognize that the role of the state
under the conditions of the modern globalization has been decreased, but, at the same time, to discuss
dying of the state, the system does not have any base. Interstate and interregional relations still play a
significant role, but, under the influence of the process of globalization, they also are in the process
of transformation. Therefore, modern international environment is the synthesis of interstate, regional
and global processes, which determine a very much complex and opposite character of contemporary
international business and world politics.
With regard to the main mass of the population, the influence of globalization on their daily life is
clear and it is natural that all complex processes cause different reactions. According to this index, the
population is divided into different groups: one group evaluates the global processes positively and
they conditionally can be called globalists whereas the second evaluates the global processes
negatively and they belong to the anti-globalists category. The third part of the population is at the
neutral position.
2.6. Index of Globalization
For the expression of the index of globalization or pointing how this or another country is involved in
the globalization process, a special globalization index is used. It points the level of involvement of
the states in the world political, business, economic, cultural, technological and ecological processes.
The index of globalization is measured by the hundred scale system.
According to the summary index of globalization, Belgium (92, 2) was leading, followed by Austria
(92, 5), the Netherlands (91, 9) and Switzerland (90, 5). The last places were divided by Solomon
Islands (26, 3), Kiribati (25, 5), and Myanmar (Burma) (20, 7). As for Georgia (61.3), it occupied the
69th place among 181 states (Davitashvili & Elizbarashvili, 2012).
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Determination of the state`s involvement in the global processes is developing into different
directions. From the business and economic point of view, Singapore was the most global country,
followed by Ireland and Luxemburg. The last places were divided among North Korea, Cuba, CapeVerde. As for Georgia, it occupied the 30-th place.
According to political globalization, France, Belgium and Italy were leading. As for Bhutan and
Kiribati, they were outsiders. Georgia was at the 138th place.
With regard to social globalization, Switzerland, Austria and Canada were the first three states
whereas Palau, East Timor and North Korea were the last. Georgia was at the 94-th place.
As to the year 2016, according to the general index of globalization, the first place was taken by the
Netherlands - 92.84, followed by Ireland - 92.15, Belgium - 91.75, Austria - 90.05, Switzerland 88.79. Georgia occupied the 65th place with the score of 64.13. The last positions (192th and 193th
places) were shared by Eritrea - 25.07 and Solomon Islands - 23.98.
With regard to economic globalization, the places were distributed as follows: Singapore - 97.77;
Ireland - 94.65; Luxembourg - 94.06; the Netherlands - 93.06; Malta - 91.74. Georgia - 83.1 being
at the 19th place. Nepal was at the last, 163th place with 24.72.
Social globalization: Singapore - 91.61; Switzerland - 91.13; Ireland - 90.99; the Netherlands - 90.71;
Austria - 90.62. Georgia - 57.44 (79th place). Democratic Republic of Congo - 15.83 occupying the
last place.
Political globalization: France - 97.29; Italy - 97.25; Belgium - 95.79; Sweden - 95.56; Netherlands
- 95.41. Georgia - 48.79 - 146-th place. Last, Marshall Islands 19.03 - 190th pla
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CHAPTER 3 Main characteristics of the process of globalization in the field of
politics
3.1. Collective Security
The war of Persian Gulf has created a new shade for the concept of Collective Security. It is
widely spread that the improved relationship between the superstates, eliminated the majority of
resistances, which did not let the United Nations Organization fulfill all its will in the sphere of
Security. It should be mentioned that International moving toward Iraq, made visible that
Collective Security can be implemented in many useful ways. Anti-Iraq resolution by United National
Organization made clear that states have the real power to unite against of aggressor which declines
the main norms of the International Society. Support of UN and the vivid decry of Iraq actions make
clear that despite the non-homogeneous system, it is possible to have the consensus concerning to
illegal and politically unexpected aggression. The effective implementation of military power by the
coalition composed of 28 states and the successful accomplishment of Anti-Iraq Company, made clear
that Collective Acting is enforceable.
The idea concerning to increase the role of United Nation Organization and establishment the
international world order after the Cold War witnessed many processes of development.
Nowadays it is becoming more and more crucial to discuss the theory of Collective Security.
It should be mentioned that collective security has the historical, conceptual meaning. The term itself
is a new one: it was established in 1934 when League of Nations lost its power, and the attention of
politicians and public figures were moved to use the tools of establishing the order. However, ideas
which are the bases of this concept are rather old, and it appears from the 16th century, to eliminate
wars and conflicts.
As a starting point, I would like to discuss the main meanings of the concepts of Collective
Security and its development process. We have five dimensions, which should be mentioned while
talking about the peace. If one country's' peace has impinged, it means that all other countries are in
danger too. Here should be mentioned that collective security involves protecting the state interests
and readiness to protect the state constitutionally. It is true that using power to have peace very often
is criticized, but not always.
While talking about these five dimensions, as a starting point we should mention what kind of
security is considered in “Collective Security”? This conception was formulated at the end of 19th and
the beginning of 20th century so it was supposed that is would be the answer to the threat of using
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power and aggression among the states. The idea of collective security is based on the conception that
states should prohibit the use of power with aggressive meaning or should meaningfully decrease the
use of military power. It is challenging to eliminate the will of conquest and expansion, but an
oppositional government should assure society that aggression is not as much benefit as they consider.
However, we should mention here that such view of security does not exclude the appearance of
aggression. To maintain peace, collective action from the very beginning confronting the aggression
among the states and in internal disorder.

For example, during the 18th century in San-pier,

watchwords were dedicated to the protection of sovereignty not only from the different movement but
also from irresponsible and unjust homages and rebellions.
Second, to whom security belongs? According to Wilson one of the most critical factors of
Collective Security that it ensures the security of powerful and weak states at the same time.
The third conception, what kind of collectivity does "Collective Security" involve? The
unification of many countries in collective security was always justified with the argument that federal
power would be enough to fight against aggression. Russo, for example, the peace between the
members of one alliance, could be the reason of the evoke of the conflicts with general characteristics.
According to this conception, collective security is not more than the will of the member states of one
block, the support of the international law which is derived from the different motives. Also, it is
mentioned that the unification of states on the level of globalization is far from the reality, and only
the regional collective security can be sufficient because, such kinds of groups are most interested in
solving the problems, they share the universal values. This is derived from the fact that regional groups
know better the geography and the climate of the conflict and such information is always essential
while talking about conflict and its resolutions.
The fourth question, in which form the collective security can be expressed? While discussing
Collective Security, we should distinguish two main approaches: In the nearest past, collective
security is discussed as the tool, which is used to ensure the centralization among the independent
political units, which did not bother state independence and autonomy. Historically, the conception
which is very old and at the same time is alternative perceives military power as the indivisible part
of the reorganization process of the political system. According to HINSL most of the peaceful plans
in the early century were supposed to support one political unit. So ensuring the peace was not their
one and the only responsibility.
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To sum up, what kind of collective action is supposed in Collective Security system? This
conception includes not only the agreement about the elimination of power but also the consideration,
which claims that any attempt to impinge peace will create the danger for all countries interests.
Furthermore, collective security covers the readiness for effect actions.
In our world, it is becoming more and more difficult to maintain peace. If we follow the
conception of Wilson, we can mention that we can have peace only by using the power. If we say that
we do not have war anymore, we should have enough power to achieve it.
At the same time, liberal views have never lost their meanings, and there was always a hope
to have peace without using the military power. Here should be mentioned that collective security was
not perceived as the only tool which could ensure the peace on our planet. According to Martin Ceadel,
because League of Nations were united with the different approaches toward the peace, its weakness
can be connected to these approaches, because mentioned approaches had the blurred
interconnectedness.
There is no doubt that the United Nations Organization did not act during the Cold war as its
founders believe it would work. UN did not represent the pure system of Collective security if we
take into the consideration the existence of VETO and giving the particular role to the five members
of the Security Council. However, it should be mentioned that charter was including the real elements
of Collective Security. On the one hand in provision 2.4 the use of power for aggression was strictly
prohibited. On the other hand, Security Council had the right to measure the existence of danger for
the state (Provision 39), to establish the mandatory sanctions against the aggressor (Provisions 4147), and in case they were not effective, on the bases of decision of 9 State members out of 15, state
can use the military power of curse only if the VETO enforcement is not in power. It is true that in
1930s many unsuccessful hearsays existed around the Collective Security, but according to Michael
Howard the term also represented one of the most important aims of United Nations, which was
expressed in the proclamation effort of the unification of "international peace and security."
The cold war declined the aim which was documentary approved. Intensive confrontations
Between the United States of America and the Soviet Union weakened the system, which was based
on the collaboration in the sphere of the consensus and peace. The right of VETO which was assigned
to the five members of Security Council represented the first precondition. Its importance was caused
not only by the cold war but also with the concentration in United States of America and Soviet Union.
In such condition, any collective action would be the reason for destructive war.
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The alliances of the cold war made clear that isolation of aggressor was unreal. In The
globalization process of Cold War and all crisis and problems among the alliances were connected to
the interests of one superpower state of its ally. In this case, we can mention that there always would
exist such state with the superpower, which would have the will to use VETO, in order to block the
United Nations. On the other hand, the intensity of cold war stipulated tendency, according to which
trustiness of alliances exceeded the loyalty towards the International Society. Derived from this, in
the best condition United Nations Organization had the meaning of the merging the influence sphere
of superpower states while having an attempt to use power, or having the feeling of danger. Like this,
during the main crisis of the Cold War period, the role of United Nations sometimes was very
restricted (The first crisis of Berlin, Cyber crisis of Cuba) or just slightly restricted (The second crisis
of Berlin, Vietnam War).
It is true that resolutions were adopted in accordance with the seventh chapter of UN charter,
but if we do not consider the case of Korea and Iraq, these resolutions did not have necessary measures
(The request to stop a fire in Palestine in 1948, request to stop fire during the Iran-Iraq war). Also to
maintain the order with power was very strictly restricted with economic sanctions (Mandatory
sanctions against to the South Rhodesia, the sanctions for the weapon trade in South Africa and the
restrictions in Yugoslavia in the sphere of weapon supply).
Above mentioned facts were the reasons of UN activities. The whole interest of organization
was addressed to the activities, which were entirely uninterested in the founders of United Nations
and they even did not take into the consideration these ongoing events. The mentioned activities
involved conciliation (monitoring to the military arm withdrawal process, direct and indirect
mediation) preventive acts (delimit of the opposing sides) and the encouragement of the changes
(Decolonization, South Africa). On the contrary to this past, as soon as the attitude of Soviet Union
was changed towards the United Nations, the importance of this mentioned organization was increased
dramatically. In general, for the international law and concretely the will to gain the special meaning
to the UN, was very clearly expressed during the speech of Mikhail Gorbachev in 1988, December.
From the practical perspectives, changed the perception of Soviet Union towards the UN was
expressed in the attempt to solve the regional problems in Angola, Namibia, Afghanistan, and
Cambodia. Here we should mention that the Soviet Union also expressed its will to engage in the
negotiation processes of United Nations.
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However, it should be mentioned that difficulties connected to the Collective security after the
war and the explanations of the future perspectives of this concept will be complicated if we base only
on the cold war experience. Here we should discuss five essential factors.
The first issue is about the nature of the conflict and fights in the world after the war.
According to the model of Collective Security is it possible to the whole agreement about using power
and aggression illegally. For the founder fathers of UN already had the previous experience in SanFrancisco, which required prohibition, restrain or mutual resistance. However, it should be mentioned
that according to many researchers, this module could be following the pre-war period because the
post-war period was entirely different. After 1945, internal conflicts and violations were persistent in
one states. As for international arena hidden interventions, representation wars and rebellions
supported by the external power were very popular. The discussions of this issue were always
accompanied with debates, whether aggression took place in conflicts and who was fugitive. The
heterogeneity of the international system complicated the situation, especially cold war when the
ideological conflicts caused by the nature of internal regimes was one of the characteristics of
confrontations between the superpower states, also the confrontation between North and South, where
the colonial powers perceived the struggle for decolonization as their internal problem.
The invasion of Iraq in Kuwait and its conquest has nothing with the facts as mentioned earlier.
The aim of Iraq was to banish the state which had the global recognition.
While making a comparison between the Iraq crisis and other aggressive activities which
might happen in the future, we are facing a severe problem. It is almost impossible to have the same
events like in Kuwait. During the intervention of Panama, USA, the supporters of justice represented
a considerable effort. Here justice of attempt is not substantial, rather the fact that the water had been
roiled and the reaction of international society had been avoided.
The second issue is about the distributing power. The first aspect, which is already mentioned
in my thesis has many comments, and it considers the concentration of power in the sphere of
International System. We should mention that gathering power in the hands of the five members of
Security Council directly meant that it would be impossible to use the Collective Security against the
wills and interests of United States of America and Soviet Union.
The second aspect of the mentioned issue is straighter and has the direct connection with the
evens of Persian Bay. In the sphere of collective security, after ruling out the conflict between the five
members of Security Council, a doubt appeared that it would not be as much difficult to achieve order
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by means of using military power. During that period of time, this conception was not groundless,
because 95% of power was ruled by the five members of the Security Council. However, one of the
leading characteristics of the world after the war represented the balance of power in the context of
Politics and Military. It is true that subordination process of developing countries on developed
countries is still in process and should be mentioned that it is astounding to use military power in that
mentioned countries. Many crises after the World War II made clear that even the weakest countries
have enough power to seriously undamaged the states with superpowers. Partly, it can be the result of
technological progress; partly it can be the social mobilization and nationalism of developed society.
Partly it can be caused by the dynamic of weapon world market, and partly, it is the result of the ability
to developing countries to be involved in global or regional, widely spread rival models. Taking into
consideration all these factors, a little but effective power of international Police, whose role is very
consolatory and outlined, seems very weak. Moreover, because of the fact that weak states have the
ability to get the nuclear weapon, it is becoming more and more difficult to distinguish, which nuclear
weapon is better, the nuclear weapon from developed or developing country.
How the war against of Iraq and the results did change the picture? On the one hand, it became
clear that persuasive power utilizing achieving order is beneficial. Especially we should underline the
technological priorities of West and the fact that during the war period, United States of America
managed to maintain the support of his population, which witnessed the collapse of Vietnam.
However, on the other hand, it is not clear whether such lessons of war will repeat in other spheres or
not, whether the technological priorities will be essential in the era of fast development of technology,
and also in consideration of people substantial enough to have military operations abroad. It is
important to mention that confident which was gained by the victory was measurably broken, when
the most of the attention was addressed to fixing up problems, which were caused by the war and also
attention was addressed toward to Iraq where the problems should be solved concerning to the stable
political order and regional security.
Therefore, if some arguments about reducing power seem exaggerated, those arguments which
underline the characteristics of military power- political restrictions, seems quite reasonable.
Despite the fact that lessons by West which indicate the renewed possibilities to use power
efficiently and in an excitable price, it is more critical to the success of Anti-Iraq operation, was mainly
depended on the unique effort of one state. Security Council was able to measure the encroachment
of peace and was able to ensure the platform for a broad coalition, which would be against of Iraq,
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but it should be mentioned that Security Council would never be able to start and vector a vast-scale
war. In this case, new problems are arising again: How much is it depended on one state's will to
achieve "collective" order, using its own military power? Theoretically, "the power of international
police," which is formed collectively, is based on the balance of different states, and in the conditions
of non-existing one ruling power, it would not be able to war against Iraq, which is a compelling state.
It should be mentioned that even the Collective Security of regional level would not be able to resist
Iraq. To say it in a different word, the pressing on Iraq, was the expressed will of the United States of
America to be the head of the diplomatic company and the vast amount of military expenses were
covered by the USA too.
For many researchers, such ruling actions of the United States of America in order to have a
collective order were perceived as unreal. If we consider the opinions of Criticism about the United
States of America, we can conclude that States with the help of United Nations managed to make its
own foreign-political aims legitimate. After the two months of Iraq's attack on Kuwait, the schedule
and logic of United States of America's military actions made clear that county had decided to reduce
the economic sanctions effectively. These arguments made clear that the general secretary of United
Nations was incapability, arguments proved that General Assembly's role was secondary. Also, the
mentioned arguments made vivid the fact that the Security Council was governed and the fact when
UN did not intervene in the military decision-making process during the events of Korea. Anyway if
we do not want to consider the arguments as mentioned earlier, the United Nations was wholly
subordinated to the United States of America during the war against of Iraq.
The fact itself destroys the burden for the supporters of Collective Security, according to
which, mentioned conception cannot overcome the dilemma of priority. Because of the fact that we
are living in the “Unipolar” world, the dilemma of Priority has a unique meaning.
On the contrary of above-mentioned considerations, we can conclude that such subordination
on the United States of America has resulted from the balance of power. According to this idea, we
can mention that there is no pure "Collective Security" anymore, but the United States of America
creates a practical base for having the severe collective measures to establish order against of
aggressor. According to this view, during the military operations Korean War and against of Iraq, the
leading role of the United States of America was to make a profound change in the process of
distributing of power.
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If the above-mentioned concept is valid and if Collective Security has not lost its real meaning,
then it means that the system is whole depended on the future foreign politics of the United States of
America: on the will of the citizens of America according to which the United States of America has
to maintain the leading position in the world, with strong economy and military power and in case of
need to fight with its resources in the different place of the world.
The third issue which involves one in the discussions around to the Collective Security is the
scale of conflict and the restriction of quality. Critics to the idea of Collective Security are claiming
for a long time that establishing order by using power may aggravate the tension and make the conflict
resolution process difficult by not taking into the consideration the following restrictions: the
geographic borders of conflict (towards the concept of neutrality) and legal restrictions on the military
power (International Humanitarian Law) .
According to the Collective Security, every state must be ready to fight against any state, who
will destroy the peace. According to Russo in comparison with separate groups, the collective will of
society always should have the priority. Like Russo Collective security is against of all kinds of
alliances which interfere state to act according to the will of whole society, according to which state
says no to its most essential responsibility: to fight against the aggressor. Concerning to the tools,
which are used during the conflicts, right side is always encouraged with moral and political
imperatives to use all kinds of power to achieve the aim, despite the fact that it may cause the weakness
of general agreements on restrictions and the request that they should spread equally.
After the Persian War, it became clear that above-mentioned problem is not as much acute, as
it is mentioned very often. Proclamations concerning to the collective security had some restrictions:
Security Council granted right only states, who were supporting Kuwait. War made clear that the
traditional concept of the neutrality remained as one of the most restriction factors of the conflict.
Some of the states declared and protected the neutrality.
Despite the skepticism of early years, United Nations recognized the meanings of the laws of
war, which was reflected in the serious agreements in this sphere and on the resolutions of Security
Council or General Assembly. However, we should not forget that using these laws in life activities
created many problems confrontations. On the one hand, Iraq was not sure in its activities, with war
law restrictions, on the other hand, the critics of separate political aspects were in progress (bombing
the nuclear technic, etc.).
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The fourth issue of Collective Security, on the one hand, deals with law and principles, on the
other hand, it deals with the interconnectedness between the power and interests. According to the
model of Collective Security, each member of society should discuss any aggression, like the danger
for peace, and military invasions on one state should be perceived as the invasion of all states. In other
words, peace should be the indivisible part of each state.
Along with this, states should be ready for a brave step, even when such kind of steps are very
expansive and valuable and come across with their own short-term interests. Self-appointed critics of
1940, claimed that such assumptions in many cases were false and included many blanks. Replies
state to the aggression or not is mostly depended on the interests of foreign politics.
According to Morgenthau one and the only question the collective security can ask is the
following: "Who implemented the aggression? "And foreign policy cannot avoid the following
question: "What interest do I have to fight against the aggressor and do I have enough energy for a
struggle?"
Public figures of the anarchical world, which is full of conflicts and rival, were responsible in
front of their society and interests. In such kind of world, a moral imperative would be impossible,
which would prefer to fight against unfair aggression and protect the state from all kind of aggression,
rather than to highlight the national interest's states. Why? First of all, the public person felt a moral
responsibility in front of his society. Secondly, the logic of collective security was based on the false
concept of the nature of the international order. For realists, such unreliable international living was
based on power and not on the law. It was based on the countries inequality, based on the balance of
power between them, and also based on the manipulation and governing of this balance of power by
the experienced diplomats. From these perspectives, we can justify the military company against Iraq,
but in this case, it was not the impinge of the sovereignty of Kuwait or the response for violation of
the UN's 2.4 charter. It was aimed to strengthen Iraq's military machine.
According to the Carr, the improved language of the law and morality is the only
rationalization and is intended to maintain the tegument for the status quo. According to his legal and
other principles are an unconscious reflection of subordination of the national interests on the national
politics.
What connections do above mention have with Kuwait? This war made visible many realistic
blanks of the international relations and highlighted the fact that connections between the political and
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legal structures of the political system are more complicated than it is described in the power-oriented
model.
In contrary to the realistic view, surprisingly Iraq's activities are perceived as the wrong. As
for the actions of United Nations, they are widely recognized, and it has substantial public support.
660s resolution of United Nations, which officially blamed Baghdad for invasions in Kuwait, was
unanimously accepted on 2nd of August, 1990. Resolution 661, who established the mandatory
sanctions was accepted on 6th of August with 13 appointees, none of them were against.
The fifth and the most critical issue which deals with the Collective Security can be the
connection between the enforcement of the law in daily life and the resolution of conflicts. The
conception of Collective security had been criticized during many years, and the reason was that the
whole attention of unit was addressed to the violent actions to maintain peace, which was considered
as one and the only characteristics of the active political system. From this point of view, we can
conclude that the primary aspect of the government was an appropriate punishment for guilty. Having
order by using power is an essential element of any political or legislative system, but society anyway
will not be able to maintain the stability unless if it is not involved in the conflict resolution or it does
not lead the processes.
Resolving internal conflicts between the interests of groups of society is only managed with the power
of central government and with the legal procedures. It should be mentioned that the weakness of
such procedures is the distinguishing characteristics of the society. According to these doctrines, the
main error of the doctrine of Collective Security, derives from the conception that main disorder of
the world today, reasons for the predatory nature of some countries. It should be mentioned that such
tendency is coming from the 1930s.
This above-mentioned problem has different aspects. One of them deals with logic and conflict
management of Collective Security and underlines the main traditional tools for managing trains
during the crisis. From this point of view giving more importance to justice, moral and punishment,
can lead to the reduction of the negotiation process and stir up the resistance - including the technology
after the World War II, created by the United Nations.
It would not be correct if we mention that in the sphere of International Relations, an essential factor
is diplomacy and the peaceful resolution of conflicts. It is crucial to mention that, destructive and
illegal wars existed a lot.
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It is important to mention the second aspect of our problem according to which the politic is connected
to the order on the level of political and legal structures, can destroy the existing order which is based
on the conciliation of social, economic and political power inside or outside the region.
The third aspect of the problem as mentioned earlier is following: International Security is not the
result of informal agreements, where everyone has the current contribution. States will not try to
protect the status quo until they are sure that it reflects their interests, values, and concept of social
justice. Security is comparative and subjective. Nowadays, having the border for "peace and security"
is a highly politicized issue. The reaction to the conflict of Persian Bay, especially the beginning of
the military actions, was mainly dependent on the states' places in the hierarchy. It is true that in the
international system, states with different perceptions, have the different considerations about the
International order.
Common consent existed for the damnation of Iraq. General Belief existed that it was essential to
fight against aggression and to maintain the sovereignty for Kuwait, but moves from economic
sanctions to military actions expressed the reduction of consensus between the states. Economic
sanctions and damnation of Iraq were accepted; military actions- were not.
What was the reason?
1. Conflict arose between Iraq and the leading states of the coalition, which renewed the culturally
and historically deep disharmony.
2. The idea of maintaining states with the international order seemed egoistic and unreal for the
majority of Arabic countries.
3. Proceed of military company and termination of economic sanctions, created the doubt about the
motives of West and it was considered as the new war. It should be mentioned that many
considered it as the establishment of "Pax Americana."
In the massive area of the Islamic world, a firm belief existed, that West did not have right to
solve Iraq-Kuwait war with military interventions. It is true that this belief could not change the world
politics, but it still remains as one of the most important elements of the results of war.
As a conclusion of this part, I would like to mention that, war experience in Iraq does not give us a
gambit picture, according to which we can conclude that Collective Security will have the significant
role in the new world order. The opportunity to have the same conditions which would lead us to
have ordered with power will be less.
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If we consider above-mentioned discussions, two main conclusions can be made. First, according to
the minimalist approach, it is possible to achieve the Collective Security, but only with specific
conditions. International Society should work to measure the essential conditions to implement the
adequate collective security, along with the development of institutionalized global and regional
mechanism which have limits in abilities and suggests the narrow explanations about security. We
should not mix collective security with the tools which determine the peace between the states; it is
better if we do not have discussions or conflicts about this issue. It will be useful if we concentrate on
issues, around which we have agreements.
It should be mentioned that Minimalist theory is not far from the reality but, it has a little
chance to create the base to solve existed or future problems with the international collective actions.
That is why we are witnessing the fact of strengthening the maximalist theory, which supports
collective security with its comprehensive and plans. In view of the fact that formal War Between the
States is not as important, it is essential to establish the Collective Security with broad concepts, which
covers the large-scale civil disorder along with economic and ecological dangers. According to this
conception, Collective Security should direct full attention to the reasons which cause disturbances
and armed conflicts, which derives from the internal order of the state: starvation, poverty, tyranny,
ethical conflicts and collision of national ideologies.
Taking into the consideration the fact that every disorder appears within the boundary of the state,
the norms for intervention which is mentioned in the 2.7 provision of United Nations charter, should
be improved and somehow should be weakened to ensure the effective international collective
intervention and to establish the international norms in everyday life. According to this conception,
United Nations Organization should increase its intervention processes into the state which create the
danger for the disorder of international democratic norms, violation of human rights, and disorder of
economic progress, etc.
Ensuring the practical actions, United Nations with the experience of the war of Persia Bay
can give right some of the states to react with the name of society, when there will be the need to do
more in small-scale peaceful operations.
Above mentioned facts are not impossible, and they can be implemented. The reaction of
United Nations on Georgia's crisis, on the war of Yugoslavia and the plans concerning to Cambodia,
shows us that it is possible to overcome the restrictions, which are connected to principles of
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intervention. However, it should be mentioned that some difficulties still remain. Having substantial
steps in this direction is only possible with consensus.
3.2. Maintaining Collective Security through International Organizations
International organizations throughout history have all advances the protection of peacetime
as one of the leading foundations for their creation. An institutional pathway to international peace is
sculpted in liberal and constructivist thought, with liberal focusing on interdependence and the
possibility of cooperation emphasizing the centrality of ideas and norms. Such an approach is voiced
as a different option to the adjust of energy supported by pragmatist scholars to keep up peace by
redistributing power through the free instrument of moving unions and arrangements.
It is important to mention here that reliance on the international organization is opposed
vigorously by classical realist thinking. Realism, it should be recalled, rewards the independent
independence of countries as an essential significance, and criticizes international organization as a
barricade to countries' external strategy sovereignty, autonomy, and tractability of individual action.
Indeed, prescriptions for the global community to "get organized" by creating institutions above states
as a routine to global stability are rejected by realist thought. The only exception to this realist posture
is when great powers have elected to create supranational multilateral institutions for the management
of military power in international relations, and this only when the great powers forming them were
certain that the organizations would be managed authoritatively by them for their self- interests
(Claude 1962).
For generous and constructivist formers, collective security is conceived as an elective to
balance-of-power legislative issues favored by realists. By definitions, collective security involves
collective choices for corporate purposes to encompass universal outfitted hostility, directed by the
rule that an act of animosity by any state will be met with a bound together reaction from the rest.
International organizations are seen as key to peaceful conflict management as “organizations with
interventionist capabilities encourage disputing members to attempt peaceful conflict resolution”
(Shannon 2009, p. 145)
Collective security is based on the creed voiced by Alexander Dumas's d'Artagnan and his
fellow Musketeers: "one for all and all for one!" For collective security to function in the rough-andtumble international arena, its advocates usually translate the Musketeer creed into the following rules
of statecraft:
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1. 1. All dangers to peacetime must be mutual anxiety to everybody. Peace, collective
security premise, is unbreakable. If aggression anyplace overlooks, it, in the long run, will
spread to other nations and ended up more troublesome to halt; subsequently, an assault
on any state must be perceived as an assault on all states.
2. Every part of the global framework has to connect the collective security organization.
Instead of having the actions against each other in similar organizations together, states
ought to interface up in single “uniting” collusion. Such an all-inclusive collectivity, it is
accepted, would have the worldwide authenticity and the ability to keep the peace.
3. Participants of the association ought to promise to resolve debate trough peaceful implies
Collective security is not married to the status quo. It accepts that tranquil alter is
conceivable when educate are accessible to resolve clashes of intrigued. In expansion to
giving an instrument for the intervention of differences, the collective security organization
would moreover contain a legal organ authorized to issue authoritative judgments on the
petulant debate.
4. If it happens that the peacetime is over, the association may on time do all requirements to
punish the attacker. The last presumption supporting the hypothesis holds that individuals
from the Collective Security association would will and ready to give general help to any
state enduring an assault. Authorizations could go from clear judgment to a monetary
blacklist to striking military back.
Putting the pieces of these premises together, this approach to international peace through
collective security organization aims to control political self-help warfare by guaranteeing states'
defense through collective regulation.
Similar to the collective security, the United Nations was founded to stimulate international
peace and security after a horrible second world war. The architects of the United Nations were
painfully aware of the League’s disappointing experience with collective security. They hoped a new
structure would make the United Nations more effective than the defunct league.
For over four decades, the UN was a casualty of superpower contention. In any case, the end
of the cold war evacuated a significant number of the impediments to the UN's capacity to lead in
protecting the peace. For example, in 1999, the Security Council swung into action to authorize
military coercion to force Iraq to withdraw from Kuwait, which it had invaded.
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The North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) is the best-known regional security
organization. Others include the Organizations for Security and Cooperation in Europe (Osce), the
ANZUS pact (Australia, New Zealand, and the US), and the Southeast Asia Treaty Organization
(SEATO).
3.3. Interdependence in the World Politics
We are living in the world interdependence. This vogue phrase expresses not well realized
but widely spread feelings that the concept of the world is changing. The strength of nations –
measurement criteria for the analyst's and public figures which were used for many centuries – has
become more difficult to understand: "Methods to measure power are improved but at the same time
more inaccurate than it was in the past. Henry Kissinger, who is the follower of classical traditions,
claimed, that "traditional schedule of International issues – the balance of power between the
superpower states, Security of nations - does not measure our security and abilities anymore. We are
entering into the new epoch. Old international models have been collapsed. The world has become
interdependent with economic, communication and humans aspirations.
Are these changes radical? Modernistic school of thoughts considers, that travel with
telecommunications and reactive planes create the "Global Village," but the expansion of social and
economic processes establishes far beyond the world's border. It is so or not, some scientists consider
that regional states in the modern world, which was dominant from the end of the feudal epoch, during
the fourth century, has lost its meaning after the appearance of multinational corporations,
transnational social movements, and international organizations. As one economist claimed: "The
world has exhausted all its opportunities as an economic unit."
This supposition is called "Global" by the traditionalists. They are indicating it as the constant
characteristics of world politics. It should be mentioned that military interdependence always existed
and also this power is significant even today in the world politics. As an example we can have a
nuclear curb, a war between the East and India-Pakistan; the influence of Soviet Union on East Europe
or the influence of United States of America on the pool of Caribbean Sea. It should be mentioned
that sometimes authoritarian state can control telecommunications and social interconnections, in case
if they consider them as the intervening factors. Poor and weak countries also managed the
nationalization of multinational corporations, but the expansion of nationalism creates a doubt that
nation-state disappears.
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It should be mentioned that neither modernists nor traditionalists do not have the analytical
frame to explain the world political interdependence. Modernists think that fundamental changes are
correct which is in process nowadays, but they very often, with the lack of analysis, doubt that the
technological progress and the activeness of social and economic interdependence will lead us the
new world, where states and their ability to control the power will have lost meaning.
It is no my aim to protect either modernists or traditionalists points of view because it is evident that
we have constant and changeable events in our world and it would be ineffectual. I aim to expose the
wisdom of these two directions, on the bases of collation for the analysis of political
interconnectedness with the consecutive theoretical framework.
It should be mentioned that we cannot avoid theoretical part, because every empirical or theoretical
analysis are based on it. Scientific works have a significant influence on politicians, which is reflected
in their politics.
What kind of characteristics does politic have when interdependence and especially economic
interdependence is widely spread? Interdependence has a significant influence on world's politics and
states behavior, but it should be mentioned that government actions itself influence the models of
interconnectedness too. To implement concrete actions, with creating or accepting the rules and
institutions, states are regulation transnational or interstate relations. Thus agreements later are names
as the International Regimes. The second issue how and why the regimes are changing will be
discussed later.
Interdependence is not only an analytical conception. It is a rhetoric method too, which is
used by the publicists and public figures
New Rhetoric of Interdependence: The slogan "national security," during the cold war was used by
the politician leaders, to gain support. The rhetoric of National Security in return of justified price
strategies, whose aim was to strengthen the economic, political, and military order of the "World of
Freedom." At the same time, it was creating the logical base for the international cooperation and the
support of United Nations. It should be mentioned that is also justified the wide-scale interventions,
international assistance, and alliances.
National Security in world politics has become the favorite symbol for internationalists, who
were the supporters of intervention from the United States of America. In white house, the central
coordinative unit was Security Council. The administration of Truman used the danger from the Soviet
Union to give the loan to Britain and to approve the Marshal Plan in Congress. As for Kennedy's
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administration, with the argument of security, made Congress accept the act of trade in 1962.
Presidents all attention was toward the security issues to control the specific economic interests, which
included implementation of trade politics. It should be mentioned that National Security very often
was the case of manipulation and it was the reason of the quotas on oil.
The symbolism of National Security was the result of the cold war and the feelings of anger among
the citizens of the United States of America. Realistic Analysis made this conception persuasive,
according to which the national security is one and the only aim of state and threat to security in
international politics is constant.
After vanishing the feeling of danger caused by the cold war, international economic competition and
distribution of internal conflict resolution were aggravated. The intellectual ambiguity of "National
Security" has become more visible after the different types of intervention, which in many cases are
in different forms and found shelter in one rhetoric.
The view of "National Security," in which military facts were dominant, lost its accuracy and the
power of the symbol was weakened. This fact is derived not only from the ambiguity of the term, but
from the reaction of American people on the Vietnam crisis, from the less antagonistic relationship
between the Russia and China, which is called Detent. In the dictionary of internationalists National
Security, as the first symbol has shared its place to the interconnectedness.
We should mention that politicians very often use the rhetoric of interdependence, to present
fundamental importance, and politics should be according to it, which partly is pleasured by the politic
itself. As a rule, they claim that interconnectedness reduces the interest conflicts. Also, they claim that
collaboration is the only way to solve the problems which are so many in our world.
"We are all involved in one initiative. None of the nation or groups of the nation can find the profit
if they go far beyond the border, which supports the growth of world's economy. Setting up progress
with power will not be beneficial for anyone". These words belong to a public figure, who tried to
decrease the number of requests from the Third World. The same person tried to increase his influence
in his own country to realize the modern reality.
I would like to mention that the existence of rhetoric of interdependence and the symbolism of
National Security at the same time is challenging. The first one considered that conflict of interests is
in the past, while the second one claims that conflicts of interests exist and they will always be
fundamental and substitute for violence. It should be mentioned that none of the rhetoric of the
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interdependence and none of the symbolism of the National Security, cannot offer a reliable guide of
principles, to solve the problems of interconnectedness.
The rhetoric’s of interdependence, very often claim that the world has many ecological or
military threats and there should not be the conflicts of interests between the states and people because
there is always doubt whether the world survives or not. These ideas can be shared if three following
conditions will be mentioned:
1. International Economic system or ecological system with vital meanings to be in danger;
2. If any state is not secured from such kinds of catastrophe;
3. Only the existence of one way to solve the problems as mentioned earlier.
It should be mentioned that these conditions appear very seldom in reality.
Although, the theories of the balance of power and the view of National Security comes
inadequately while analyzing problems, connected to the economic and political interdependence.
Security, with its traditional meaning, is not the primary issue anymore, which should be managed by
the state. When military power is ineffective towards some specific issues, traditional meaning of
security lacks power. In details, the solution of different issues may need the different resources.
Moreover, finally, internal and transnational interests, along with executive, take place in the politics
of the interconnectedness. It should be mentioned that domestic and foreign politics have become
densely connected. Practical use of the concept of national interests – the main "guideline star" of the
traditionalists – is becoming more and more difficult. The traditional maxims according to which
states would act according to their national interests and would have attempted to maximize its power,
has become ambiguity.
My aim is not to prove that strengthening interdependence will solve all international conflicts.
On the contrary, these conflicts will gain the new forms and will be aggravated.
Widely spread definition of dependence is about the stipulated condition without external power or
being in the condition of under the significant influence. Interdependence itself, with the most
accessible definition, means mutual dependence. Interdependence in politics represents the condition
when interactive effects characterize the relationship between states or the executives of the state.
These effects very often are derived from money, production, and people and by crossing the
international borders. These interaction has become remarkable after the World War II. According to
Alex Inkeles, during the latest decennary, a general tendency has distinguished, according to which
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interconnections of people who are crossing the international border is doubled in every ten years.
However, we should mention that such interconnections are not connected to the interdependence.
For the Public figures and political analytics, power always represented the vogue conception, and
nowadays it is more intangible. According to the traditionalistic view, military power is dominant
and are controlling the world states who have the most substantial armed forces, but resources, which
promotes power have become more complex.
According to Hoffman, elements of power, ways of utilization, and achievements after the war period
had a radical transformation. However, Hans J. Morgenthau, who is the author of the leading realistic
work in the international politics, while evaluating the events of the 1970s, mentioned that relations
between the political, military and economic powers had been abolished, which is marked as an
unprecedented functional violation of the mentioned relationship.
To measure the power of interdependence, we should point out two main dimensions: sensibleness
and non-observance. Sensibleness means the response in the political frames. We should not measure
sensibleness only by the international cross-changing. It should be measured by the changes in the
interconnections with valuable effects among the members of society and government officials.
We can consider the influence on the United States of America, Japan, and West –Europe, which was
reflected on the increased price of oil, as an example of sensibleness in 1971 and later during 19731974, 1975s. In the conditions of new politics, which establishment and elaboration would take many
years, the sensibleness of these countries would be measured by the significant price of foreign oil
and the quantity of imported oil. Comparing Japan with the United States, America was less sensitive
towards the increased price of oil. However, it should be mentioned that after an increased price on
fuel and a long queue on the petrol station, it became clear that the United States of America was quite
sensitive on the mentioned issue.
The feeling of non-observance has a significant role while studying the international political
structure of the interconnectedness. It should be mentioned that non-observance is more actual than
sensibleness.
Non-observance is connected to the social-political and social-economic relations. Non-observance
of society, from the transnational radical movements at the end of the 60s, was depended on their
ability, to manage the adaptation of national politics to the changes and to decrease the expenses
caused by the adverse changes.
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Now I would like to mention the starvation problem of South Asia and its influence on the
United States of America. Non-observance of the administration of the United States of America,
because of the lack of the politics of humanitarian aid and the problems derived from this fact will be
essential on how US government manage to adopt its politic on this following conditions without
administrative or high economic expenses.
Non-observance of interdependence means a strategic dimension, which is missed in the sensitive
interdependence, but it does not mean that sensibleness is not essential for politics. The fast growth
of sensibleness very often causes the dissatisfaction of interdependence, especially in the countries
with the pluralistic political system.
It is essential to mention that manipulation with the non-observance of economic or social-economic
factors is very risky. Manipulation with interdependence can evoke the new strategies. Thereby we
should remember that military power is always higher than economic strength because the only
strength of economy cannot fight against the strong military power.
In Table 3.1 three types of asymmetric interdependence are defines very clearly. The column
of the official classification indicates power sources ensured by the military interdependence which
dominates unites, which are not protected by the military power, but these units themselves are taking
higher place while comparing them with power sources, which are stipulated with asymmetric
sensibleness. Here should be mentioned that using dominant power is connected to the enormous
expenses. Therefore, in the aspects of expenses, there is no guarantee, which military power will be
more useful to achieve the aim than economic. However, it is expectable that, with the increase of the
meaning of the interests, action figures will try to use the sources of power, which has the high
classification through domination and expenses.
Table 3.1 Asymmetric interdependence and the ways to use them
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Everything what I mentioned above, enables me to conclude that, we cannot measure the success or
failure of any person while influencing the results with the measurement tool like asymmetric
interdependence. We can only distinguish the first priority of the process.
3.4. Realism and the complex interdependence
Human being's concept of the world politics, significantly stipulates how he/she sees the
ongoing events and what kind of theories are formed to analyze that already mentioned events.
For realists, international politics, like all others, is the struggle for power, but if we compare
it to the domestic politics, we will find out that, the organized violation is leading in the international
political system. In the most influential book, after the World War II, we will find out the following
sentences: "The whole history of the mankind indicates that the participants of the international
politics, continuously are in the preparation process, and are very actively involved in the violation,
to reestablish their power." Three main characteristics are famous concerning to the realistic concept:
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1. States as the indivisible units are the main actors of the world politics. This conception has
two assumptions itself: states are dominant; and are acting as an indivisible unit.
2. According to realists, power is beneficial and effective tool. It is possible to use additional
tools too, but using power or threat is the most effective tool to gain political power.
3. The third assumption is derived from the second one. Realists recognize the hierarchy of
the world politics, where the security of the military problem is leading: "high politics of
the military security is important the "low politics" of the social and economic issues.
Above mentioned realistic assumptions present the ideal tip for the for the world politics. Here
should be mentioned the reason, why the politics is always characterized by the active or passive
conflict between the states. Also, the ability of the state to use power at any time is reasoned by the
three central assumptions of the realistic assumptions. Each state attempts to protect its territories from
the real or perceived threats. The weak integration of politics between the states continues until it
works for the national interest of states.
We can criticize each realistic assumption. If we decline three of them, we will have the world,
where except states, we will have some additional actors too in politics, where we do not have the
hierarchy of the issues, and the power is ineffective tools of the politics. In such conditions – which
is called the characteristics of the compound interdependence – it is expectable that, world politics in
realistic condition will be different from the existing one.
Characteristics of the complex interdependence: Complex interdependence has three main
characteristics:
1. Society is connected with the multilateral channels, among them, we can mention free
connections between the elites of the state, formal agreements in the frames of the Ministry
of Foreign Affairs, open connections between the non –governmental elites (face to face
or with the use of telecommunications) and between the trans-nationalists. We can have
the brief definitions for these channels, as the intergovernmental, Trans- governmental and
transnational relations. The realists perceive intergovernmental relations as the regular
channel. Term Trans-governmental is used, when we aim to soften the realist's assumptions
concerning to the fact that, states are acting as the indivisible units; term transnational is
used when we decline the realistic assumption that the states are one and the only unit.
2. Daily agenda of intergovernmental relations is composed of many different tasks, which
does not create the evidential and consecutive hierarchy. Nonexistence of the hierarchy of
68

issues means that military security does not always have the priority in agenda. We should
mention that many issues are coming from the domestic politics of the state and because
of these the difference between the issues of domestic and foreign politics becoming dim.
Non-adequate coordination of politics concerning this issues is connected to the serious
expenses. Different coalitions can be formed around to the different issues. These
coalitions can cause internal conflicts. Here should be mentioned that we cannot solve
politics, near to the state's borders.
3. Military power cannot be used by one state, against to any state in the region, when we
have the Complex Interdependence. Military power can be an essential tool in the relations
of different states concerning to the states out of the region or concerning the different
issues. For example, military power cannot solve the economic problems between the
members of the alliance, but at the same time, it may have the essential importance while
solving the political and military issues against the opponent.
Multilateral Channels. Any visit to the big airport is a wonderful tool to prove that there are
many different kinds of communication channels between the countries with the developed industry.
Bureaucrats, from different countries, have negotiations on the meetings via phone or post. Like this,
the representatives of the non-governmental elites very often, during the normal working relations,
meet each other in organizations, like trilateral commission and conferences which are sponsored by
the private funds.
Also, here should be mentioned that multinational firms and banks have a significant influence
on the domestic and internal relations of the states. Transnational communications are strengthening
these effects.
The existence of the hierarchy of the issues Agenda of foreign politics is expanded and gained
the diversity. Not every issue is depended on the military security. In 1975, secretary of the military
issues H. Kissinger described the current event as the following: "Progress in solving the traditional
issues of agenda is not enough. A new, unprecedented issue has been established. Problems caused
by the utilization of energetic, resources, protection of nature, population, sea, and cosmos are
becoming as important as the issues of military security, fight for the territories and ideologies, which
traditionally belonged to the diplomatic agenda".
The agenda presented by the Kissinger, which can be expanded, shows us how the political
courses influence each other. Negotiations concerning to the organization for Economic Co-operation
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and development, as well as General Agreement on Tariffs and trades and International Monetary
fund shows us how characteristic is for pluralistic and developed countries to cover countries domestic
and foreign politics.
When we have thousands of things on the agenda, where the majority represents the threat to
the interests of groups and not for the whole nation, formulation of the national and consecutive
foreign politics is aggravated.
The meaningless of military power: Political scientists, always highlighted the importance of
the military power in the politics. One of the most important aims of the state is to survive, and during
the difficult time, the power itself is one and the only guarantee for survival. Derived from this, we
can mention that military power is the most important component of national strength.
Despite this fact, the imaginary line of the security between industrial and pluralistic countries
has been expanded: fear of attack generally is decreased, and the fear of attacking one country to
another has vanished.
Here should be mentioned that power in some cases is useless to achieve some more important
goals like the welfare of ecology and economy. It is not difficult to imagine the dramatic or
revolutionary changes, where the power or threat to use the power, aiming the solution of economic
issues or in the relations between the industrially developed countries, can be possible.
Although, even though when the direct use of power is forbidden between some states, military
power can anyway serve for the political aims. Each superpower states continues to have the threats
with power, to stop the attack of the second superpower state; so its ability to stop rival is an indirect
way for protection.
Thus, for the states, whose relationship is close to the complex interconnectedness two main
restrictions remain:
1. The power can become again the important and direct tool, which will be the reason for
radical and social-political changes.
2. Also, it should be mentioned that even though when we have the interests of elite, country
which protects another one with the use of power, the influence on a protected country by
the powerful state is very huge.
The political processes are highly stipulated by the three main characteristics of the complex
interdependence. In real-world military security remains as one of the most important goals. It will
influence the events which directly effects the military power or the territorial protection.
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3.5. The main principles of International Law (1970-75)
A) Main Principles of International Law refers to the International norms according to which all
human being should have the main characters.
Monitoring the principles of the International law is essential. The neglecting of the International
Law is only possible if one neglects the common practice, and the above-mentioned fact cannot be
done only by one or several states.
That is why all states should prevent the violation of the main principles of the international law.
The unique characteristics of the International law derive from its universality. It means that all
participants of the international law are obliged to strictly obey the rules of the principles of the
international law.
B) Principles of sovereign equality of states
According to the declaration of the 1970s, the idea of the sovereign equality contains the
below-mentioned factors:
•

States juridical system are identical;

•

Each state has the right to the Sovereign Equality;

•

Every state is obliged to respect the legal nature of other nations;

•

Regional value and governmental freedom of the public is unbreakable

•

Every nation is obliged to fulfill its international obligations conscientiously and live in peace
with other countries.

Legitimate equivalence of nations does not mean their real fairness that is taken into account in real
international relations. One example of this is the single lawful spot of the long-lasting participants of
the UN Security Council. At present, the state is increasingly transferring part of its powers that are
wounded read as basic attributes of state sovereignty in favor of the international organizations that
they create. There is this for various reasons, including the connection with the growing number of
global problems, Expansion of the spheres of international cooperation and, correspondingly, growth
in the amount of international legal regulation facilities.
As already mentioned the Declaration on the Principles of International Law of the 1970s stresses that
the interpretation of the rectification of the principles they are interconnected and every single
principle should be considered in the context of all other. In this regard, it is particularly important to
emphasize the close relationship existing among the standard of autonomous fairness of nation and
their duty not to interfere in matters essentially falling within the internal competence. The modern
71

concept of laissez-faire does not mean that the state can arbitrarily refer to its competence of any
question.
C) The principle of non-use of force and the threat of force
Declaration on the standards of international law of 1970, used to be the definition of aggression in
1974. The responsibility of non-use of force extends to all states since the need to maintain
international peace and protection requires that all states and no longer only the contributors of the
UN adhere to this principle. According to the UN, it is prohibited no longer solely the use of armed
force but also no longer the arming of violence that have the character of unlawful use of force.In
addition to the concept of aggression, international law is the notion of an armed attack. With all the
similarity of the actions of states in both cases, the legal consequences in their commission may be
different.
The utilization of military by the state initially can be qualified as a forceful war which is a universal
crime and produces worldwide legal obligation of the state and global criminal duty of the liable
people.
Notwithstanding the idea of animosity, international law can stop the idea of an equipped assault.
The standardizing substance of the rule of non-use of power isforce: Prohibition of the control of the
domain of another state infringing upon the standards of international law, the denial of
demonstrations of backlash, identified with the utilization of power, the arrangement by the State of
its region to another State that utilizations it to submit animosity against a third State, association of
prompting to give help or investment in demonstrations of common war or psychological oppressor
acts in another state, association or advancement of the association of weapons in memory and general
powers specifically hired soldiers for the intrusion of the region of another state.
Infringement of the guideline of non-utilization of power takes after any rough activities, restricting
individuals will practice the honest to goodness appropriate to self-assurance and various other fierce
acts.
D) The principle of inviolability and integrity of the state
According to the principle of the inviolability and integrity of the state, the territory is one of the
fundamental principles of international law. The UN charter forbidden the danger or usage of power
in contradiction of the territorial integrity and political sovereignty of any state as well as seen any
other manner incompatible with the goals of the United Nations.
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"The 1970 Declaration of Principles of International Law Concerning Friendly Relations and Cooperation Among States following the Charter of the UN reflected a number of the points of this
principle, although it did not mention its name and did not separately set forth its content. All
provisions pertaining to the inviolability and integrity of state territory are set forth in articulating the
content of the first principle of the Declaration which states verbatim the formula contained in article
2 (4) of the UN Charter and thus combines two principles- the prohibition of the threat or the use of
force, and the territorial integrity of a state"( Sharpe, p. 304)
E) Principles of the peaceful settlement of international disputes
“The principle that States shall settle their international disputes by peaceful means in such a manner
that international peace and security and justice are not endangered
•

Every State shall settle its international disputes with other States by peaceful means in such
a manner that international peace and security and justice are not endangered.

•

States shall accordingly seek early and just settlement of their international disputes by
negotiation, inquiry, mediation, conciliation, arbitration, judicial settlement, resort to regional
agencies or arrangements or other peaceful means of their choice. In seeking such a settlement,
the parties shall agree upon such peaceful means as may be appropriate to the circumstances
and nature of the dispute.

•

The parties to a dispute have the duty, in the event of failure to solve by any one of the above
peaceful means, to continue to seek a settlement of the dispute by other peaceful means agreed
upon by them.

•

States parties to an international dispute, as well as other States shall refrain from any action
which may aggravate the Situation to endanger the maintenance of international peace and
security, and shall act under the purposes and principles of the United Nations.

•

International disputes shall be settled from the Sovereign equality of States and following the
Principle of free choice of means. Recourse to, or acceptance of, a settlement procedure freely
agreed to by States concerning existing, or future disputes to which they are parties shall not
be regarded as incompatible with sovereign equality.

•

Nothing in the preceding paragraphs prejudices or derogates from the applicable provisions of
the Charter, in particular, those relating to the pacific settlement of international disputes
(Center for International Law p. 6) ".
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F) The principle of non-interference in internal affairs – According to which no states have
eight to intervene directly or indirectly for any reason whatever, in the internal or external
affairs of any other State.
G) The principle of self-determination of the peoples of the nation
•

“By virtue of the principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples enshrined in the
Charter of the United Nations, all peoples have the right freely to determine, without external
interference, their political status and to pursue their economic, social and cultural
development, and every State has the duty to respect this right in accordance with the
provisions of the Charter.

•

Every State has an obligation to advance, through joint and separate action, acknowledgment
of the standard of equivalent rights and self-assurance of people, as per the arrangements of
the Charter, and to render help to the United Nations in doing the duties depended to it by the
Charter with respect to the execution of the guideline, in order: (a) To advance well-disposed
relations and co-operation among States; and (b) To convey a fast end to imperialism, having
due respect to the uninhibitedly communicated will of the people groups concerned;

•

Every State must promote through joint and separate action universal respect for and
observance of human rights and fundamental freedoms under the Charter.

•

The establishment of a sovereign and independent State, the free association or integration
with an independent State or the emergence into any other political status freely determined
by a people constitute modes of implementing the right of self-determination by that people.

•

Every State must refrain from any forcible action which deprives peoples referred to above in
the elaboration of the present principle of their right to self-determination and freedom and
independence. In their actions against and resistance to, such forcible action in pursuit of the
exercise of their right to self-determination, such peoples are entitled to seek and to receive
support in accordance with the purposes and principles of the Charter.

•

The territory of a colony or other Non-Self-Governing Territory has, according to the Charter,
a status, separate and distinct from the territory of the State administering it; and such separate
and distinct status under the Charter shall exist until the people of the colony or Non-SelfGoverning Territory have exercised their right of self-determination in accordance with the
Charter, and mainly its purposes and principles.
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•

Nothing in the foregoing paragraphs shall be construed as authorizing or encouraging any
action which would dismember or impair, entirely or in part, the territorial integrity or political
unity of sovereign and independent States conducting themselves in compliance with the
principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples as described above and thus
possessed of a government representing the whole people belonging to the territory without
distinction as to race, creed or color.

•

Every State shall refrain from any action aimed at the partial or total disruption of the national
unity and territorial integrity of any other State or country (Center for International Law PP 78) “.

H) Principle of collaboration - According to which states have the obligation to co-operate with
each other, despite of the distinctions in their political, monetary and social frameworks, in the
diverse circles of global relations, keeping in mind the end goal to hold universal peace and
security and to advance worldwide financial strength and progress, the general welfare of
countries and universal co-operation free from separation in view of such contrasts.
I) The principle of the faithful fulfillment of international obligations - Each State must
satisfy in compliance with universal decency the commitments under the Charter of the United
Nations.
3.6.International Law and principles
Global Law, not in the slightest degree like national laws, gets not from exercises of a
legitimate division or another essential specialist, yet from standard and understandings set apart by
states. It also differentiates in a lousy position of approval, which depends not on the authority expert
of central government yet instead on correspondence, and universal principles. Laws inside states
originate from focal experts’ lawmaking bodies or dictators. Since states are sovereign and perceive
no focal expert, the global law lays on the other premise. The claims of the UN General Assembly are
not laws, and most don't tie the people. The Security Council can ask specific exercises by states, yet
these are charges instead of laws: they are specific to a situation.
Deals and other created customs set apart by states are the most fundamental sources.
Worldwide Settlements now fill more than a thousand thick volumes, with many attestations. In
perspective of the absolute obligation by all states to respect specific significant gauges of public law,
the UN contract is one of the world's most essential deals. Its suggestions are full and bright, instead
of more specific courses of action, for instance, a fishery administration understanding. Another
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critical bargain in overall law is the 1949 Geneva traditions, describing the laws of war as for the
protection of ordinary individuals and prisoners, among related issues.
Custom is the second significant wellspring of international law. On the off chance that states
act toward each other unquestionably for a considerable length of time, their conduct may turn out to
be by, and large acknowledged practice with the status of law.
In 1984, the Assembled States reported that it would singularly pull back from the ward of the
Worldwide Court of Equity, or the World Court. This move took after Nicaragua's allegation that the
US Central Intelligence Agency (VIA) had wrongfully endeavored to "oust and destabilize: the chose
Sandinista government. Nicaragua charged that the Unified States had illicitly mined its ports and
provided cash, military help, and preparing to the agitator contra powers. The Unified States denied
the council's power. In this manner, in any case, it was not acting unprecedented; others had done as
such beforehand. Nonetheless, by thumbing its nose at the court and the rule of law it presents, had
the United States, as some claimed, become an "international outlaw"? Alternatively, as others
asserted, had it acted within its rights?
The world Court supported the former view in 1984, the court ruled against the United States
as follows: "The right to sovereignty and to political independence possessed by the Republic of
Nicaragua, like any other state of the region or of the world, should be fully respected and should not
in any way be jeopardized by any military and paramilitary activities which are prohibited by the
principles of International Law, in particular the principles that states should refrain in their
international relations from the threat or the use of force against the territorial integrity or the political
independence of any state, and the principle concerning the duty not to intervene in matters within the
domestic jurisdiction of a state (New York Times, May 11, 1984, p.8)"
This ruling had little effect, as neither the court nor Nicaragua had any means to enforce it.
Events such as this have led many critics to conclude that International law is “weak and
defenseless” (Fried 1971, p. 128). Radical theory shares this skepticism, holding that “the form of
international law consists of the struggle between states’ view of legal right, and the view that prevails
will depend on which state happens to be stronger" (Carty 2008,p.122; Mieville 2006). There are
many reasons to have confidence in the rule of law. Although international law is imperfect, actors
regularly rely on it to redress grievances (Joyner 2005).
In contrasts, open global law insurances issues of relations amongst administrations and the
collaborations of administrations with intergovernmental organizations(IGOs) and nongovernmental
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organizations (NGOs), for example, multinational corporations. Some trust that we should utilize the
expression world law to depict the blend of open and private, local and universal exchanges that public
international law looks to manage in an undeniably globalized world. Notwithstanding, it is the control
of government-to-government relations that commands the features in talk of public international law.
This territory of action likewise gets the more significant part of the feedback, for here,
disappointments, when they happen, are apparent. As the Israeli diplomat, Abba Eban cynically
quipped, "International Law is that law which the wicked do not obey and righteous do not enforce."
This is particularly valid as for the breakdown of peace and security. At the point when states take
part in the furnished clash, feedback of open global law's deficiencies heightens.
Beyond question, the powerlessness of open global law to control outfitted animosity is viewed
as its most noteworthy shortcoming.
3.7. Core principles of International Law Today
As far back as the 1648 Bargains of Westphalia, states have attempted to serve the privilege
to perform inside their regions in any capacity the legislature picks. That standard is the reason for all
other legitimate principles; the critical idea in global law all address the tenets which sovereign states
say they wish to withstand. Power implies that no specialist is legitimately over the state, except for
that which the state deliberately presents to the global associations it joins. Indeed, as brought about
by theoreticians educated in the pragmatist custom since the seventeenth century, every one of the
principles of universal law communicates sets of conventional rules that secure state's opportunity.
Each state is given "complete freedom of auction" (Repel 1968) to do whatever it takes to protect its
sovereign freedom.
About each legitimate convention underpins and broadens the cardinal rule that states are the
essential subjects of universal law. Despite the fact that the General Assertion of Human Rights in
1948 extended worry about state's treatment of unique individuals, states stay incomparable. In like
manner, by far most of the principles address the rights and obligations of states, not individuals. As
Gidon Gottlieb has watched, "Laws are made to protect the state from the individual and not the
individual from the state." For example, the rule of sovereign correspondence qualifies such state for
full regard by different states and also break even with security by the framework's official guidelines.
The privilege of freedom likewise insurances states' self-rule in their domestic issues and external
relations under the rationale that the autonomy of each presumes that of all. Essentially, the teaching
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of lack of bias licenses states to maintain a strategic distance from the contribution in others'
contentions and coalitions.
Moreover, the strategic distance standards frame the reason for the noninterference standard
expecting states to retrain from uninvited exercises inside in another nation's region. This occasionally
mishandled great control gives governments the privilege to practice locale over basically everything
on, under, or over their limited domain.
By and by private ward allows a state to order and implement whatever laws it wishes for its
particular subjects. The global law was so tolerant toward the state's control of its household
undertakings that, before 1952, "there was no precedent in international law for a nation-state to
assume responsibility for the crimes it committed against the minority within its jurisdiction" (Wise
1993). A national was not ensured against the state's manhandle of human rights or wrongdoings
against humankind.
3.8. Limitations of the International Legal System
Power and the legal standards got from its shape and strengthened universal political agitation.
This implies world legislative issues is lessened to the level of connection without significant direction
or proper worldwide administration; universal governmental issues are lawfully subject to what
government do with each other and the sorts of tenets they willfully bolster. All through the vast
majority of present-day history, the universal law as developed by pragmatists was composed by states
to secure the state, and consequently made sway the center rule to guarantee state's flexibility to act
as far as their apparent national interests. Besides, the enormous powers alone can advance full
acknowledgment and after that uphold the transnational standards of statecraft they support.
The liberal theoreticians, putting the state in front of the worldwide group was a natural
blemish that undermined global law's potential adequacy. Numerous scholars consider the global legal
framework institutionally blemished because of its reliance on states' ability to partake. Since
legitimate formal organizations are powerless at the worldwide level, faultfinders make the
accompanying focuses.
Initially, in world political issues, no authoritative body is equipped for making restricting
laws. Tenets are made when states eagerly watch or grasp them in the bargains to which they
deliberately buy-in. There is no methodical strategy for correcting or repudiating arrangements.
Article 38 of the Statute of the International Court of Justice (or World Court) confirms this commonly
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acknowledged as the influential definition of the “sources of international law,” it declares that
international law derives from:
(1) Practice,
(2) International agreements and treaties,
(3) Court decisions that are national and international
(4) The manuscripts of lawful authorities and specialists, and
(5) The "general principles" of law recognized since the Roman Empire as part of "natural law"
and right reason."
Second, in world legislative issues, no right branch survives to legitimately distinguish and record the
standards acknowledged by states, translate when and how the principles apply and recognize
infringement. Instead, states are in charge of playing out these errands themselves. The World Court
cannot play out these capacities without states' assent, and the UN cannot talk on legal issues for the
entire worldwide group.
At long last, in world political issues there is no proper body fit for implementing the tenets.
Administer authorization more often than not happens through the one-sided self-improvement
activities of the casualties of a transgression or with the help of their partners or other invested
individuals. No unified authorization systems exist, and consistency is willful. The entire framework
rests, like this, on states' eagerness to comply with the standards to which they assert and on the
capacity of each to uphold through retaliatory measures infringement of the standards of conduct they
esteem.
Past the boundaries to legitimate establishments that sway postures, still various shortcomings lessen
trust in universal law:
A) International law needs all-inclusiveness. A robust lawful framework must speak to the
standards shared by those it represents. As per the statute of Roman law, "Ubi societies, be
jus" (where there is society there is law), shared group esteems a negligible precondition for
shaping legal framework. However, the contemporary worldwide request is socially and
ideologically pluralistic and needs agreement on basic esteems, as for proving by the "clash of
civilizations" (Berger and Huntigton 2002) and the dismissal by fear-based oppressors and
others of the Western-based global lawful request. The concurrent operation of frequently
different lawful conventions all through the world undermines the production of general,
cosmopolitan culture and legal framework (Bozeman 1994).
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B) International law legitimizes the focused quest for preferred national standpoint without
respect to moral quality or equity. As in any legal framework, in world legislative issues what
is lawful isn't moral. Universal law legitimizes states' entitlement to take self-improvement
measures to seek after power and administration by any methods, in any case, flippant, for
example, propelling a hostile equipped first strike against a potential adversary that does not
represent a prompt military risk (Lissitzyn 1963). In this manner, common law clings to
pragmatists' "iron law of politics" –that legal obligations must yield to the national interest
(Morgenthau 1985).
C) International law is an instrument of the capable to persecute the frail. In an intentional assent
framework, the standards to which the capable enthusiastically concur are those that serve their
interests. These mourn in this way protect the current worldwide progression (Friedham 1965;
Goldsmith and Posner 2005). Thus, some liberal scholars assert that common law has
reproduced the supposed auxiliary viciousness coming about because of the various leveled
worldwide framework in which the substantial advantage to the detriment of the frail (Galtung
1969).
D) International law is minimally more than a defense of existing practices. At the point when a
specific conduct design ends up noticeably broad, it turns out to be lawfully required;
guidelines of conduct progress toward becoming principles for conduct (Hoffmann 1971).
Famous lawful researcher Hans Kelsen's dispute that "States should carry on as they have
usually carried on" (in Onuf 1982) and E. Adamson Hoebel's decree (1961) that "what the
most do, others ought to do" mirror the positivist lawful hypothesis that when a kind of conduct
happens as often as possible, it ends up plainly legitimate. Exceedingly respected positivist
legitimate scholars push states' standard practices as the most critical source from which laws
get from the nonappearance of formal hardware for making universal principles. At the point
when the birthplaces of universal laws are translated along these lines, the activities of states
shape law, not the other way around.
E) International laws vagueness decreases law to a strategy apparatus for publicity purposes. The
ambiguous, flexible wording of the universal law makes it simple for states to characterize and
decipher any activities as authentic. "The issue here," watches Samuel S. Kim (1991, p. 111),
" is the lack of clarity and coherence that enables the international law to be easily stretched,….
To be an adaptable fig leaf or a purposeful publicity instrument." This indecision makes t
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feasible for states to abuse the global law to get what they can and to legitimize what they have
gotten.
3.9 The Abiding Relevance of International Law
Although international law has lacked, this ought not to prompt the conclusion that it is
immaterial or futile. States themselves discovered universal law valuable and used much push to shape
its development. States themselves discover common law helpful and grow much push to shape its
development. States' official conduct shows that nations translate universal law as good law and obey
it more often than not (Joyner 2005).
The real reason that even the most intense states ordinarily comply with worldwide legal
guidelines is that they perceive that adherence pays benefits that exceed expenses of possible
administer infringement. Universal notorieties are critical. They add to a state's delicate power. Those
that play the round of global legislative issues by perceived standards get rewards, though expresses
that disregard global law or deftly break rewards, while states that overlook universal law or shrewdly
break usual standards pay costs for doing, however, they see fit. Different nations will be hesitant to
participate with them. Violators additionally should fear striking back by those exploited, and
additionally the loss of esteem. Therefore, just the most yearning or heedless state is well-suited to
blatantly slight acknowledged norms of lead.
The essential motivation behind why states esteem universal law and insist their sense of duty
regarding it is that they require a typical comprehension of the "principles of the diversion." Law helps
shape desires, and guidelines diminish vulnerability and improve consistency in global undertakings.
These correspondence capacities each within the global framework. As constructivist hypothesis
explains, transnational standards genuinely change in conjunction with each significant change in
world legislative issues – with fundamental changes in winning standard conditions, for example,
moves in the essential outside strategy objectives that states are seeking after. As indicated by this
constructivist understanding, all through history standards of global statecraft have changes in
consequence of changes in the standard practices of how states are for the most part carrying on.
3.10 The Judicial Framework of International Law
Laws controlling the techniques that states may use in war have additionally developed. These
limitations incorporate the standards of separation and noncombatant insusceptibility, which endeavor
to ensure guiltless regular folks by confining military focuses to troopers and supplies. The laws of
striking indicate conditions under which specific practices are authentic. One classification of coercive
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power, retaliation (threatening and unlawful acts allowed just if made in proportionate reaction to an
earlier hostile and illicit act), stipulates strategies for military occupations, bars, shows of power, and
bombardments. Another class, retorsion (unfriendly however lawful retaliatory acts made in light of
comparable legitimate acts started by different states), gives tenets to embargoes, blacklists, import
shares, levies, and travel confinements to change grievances.
Indeed, liberal and constructivist reformers have far to the movement to satisfy their desire to
see universal law fortify with the goal that it would more be able to successfully police universal
outfitted animosity. The institutional shortcomings remain. In any case, reformers take heart from the
patterns that have as of late empowered common law to expand its ability to deal with the risk of war
inside states, amongst states, and through common fear mongering. They point with certainty to these
means. Furthermore, they question those critics who still battle that universal law is and ought to stay
immaterial to states' utilization of furnished power. They contend that:
A) International law is not expected to keep all fighting. Forceful war is illicit, yet guarded
war is not. It is an oversight, in this way, to assert that global law has separated at whatever
point war breaks out.
B) Instead of getting rid of war, global law jams it as an endorse against breaking the rules.
In this manner, war is a strategy for final depend on rebuff aggressors and accordingly
keep up global framework's legal system.
C) International law is an institutional substitute for war. Lawful strategies exist to determine
clashes before they emit into open threats. Despite the fact that law cannot anticipate war,
lawful methodology frequently influences plan of action to brutality to superfluous by
settling a debate that may somehow or another heighten to war.
The development of universal criminal courts in 1993 motioned to would be culprits the
worldwide group's narrow-mindedness for these monstrosities. The International Criminal Tribunal
for previous Yugoslavia (ICTY) was set up in 1993, trailed by the International Criminal Tribunal for
Rwanda (ICTR) in 1994.
With the approval of the Rome Statute by sixty nations (There are presently 109 signatories,
with Chile turning into the freshest part in 2009), the International Criminal Court (ICC) was propelled
in 2002 as an autonomous court of final resort that examines and prosecutes ghastly mass
wrongdoings, for example, genocide, violations against mankind, and atrocities that have been carried
out since the court's beginning. The ICC seeks after a situation when a state's courts are unwilling or
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unfit to do as such, and brings charges just against people instead of states. To date, the ICC has
opened examinations concerning barbarities in Uganda, the Democratic Republic of Congo, the
Central African Republic, and Darfur-and regardless of protection from numerous individuals from
the African Union, in March 2009 issued a warrant for the capture of Sudanese President Omar AlBashir for genocide.
World request will depend to an impressive degree on the future uses to which states put global
law. Charged deficiencies of global law do not lie with the laws yet with their makers - states and their
proceeding with realpolitik devotion to saving power as a lawful right keeping in mind the end goal
to ensure state's freedom and self-sufficiency.
The crucial factor in deciding the future part of universal law relies upon which drift wins.
Will states reinforce universal law or rather, demand proceeding to oppose the obligatory ward to the
world court and other worldwide councils? One way is shown by the United States, which in 2002
vowed that it would keep on acting as per its supposed Connally change that saves the US. Ideal to
figure out which cases in US courts and to let others us U.S.A. court as worldwide authorities of
worldwide rights and wrongs. The last utilization of American courts by nonnatives to sue for human
rights infringement comes from the 1789 Alien Tort Claims Act (which was composed to battle
robbery). It now empowers casualties to torment, genocide, subjection, and atrocities all through the
world to endeavor to get equity in U.S. court.
The pattern of the U.S. courts to lead criminal arraignments of remote psychological militants
caught abroad is quickening as the United
States change itself from "worldwide policemen" to "worldwide lawyer" (Glaberson 2001;
Slaughter 2004a). A case of this happened in 2001 when five regular Chinese people sued Chinese
Prime Minister Li Peng in an American court for his part in the 1989 crackdown in Beijing's
Tiananmen Square, which executed him, several regular people. The US Supreme Court in 2004
maintained this old law by permitting casualties of the Abu Ghraib orison misuse to sue US contractual
workers.
3.11. Structural Causes and Regime Consequences: “Regimes as Intervening Variables”
In international literature, the attention is caught by the International Regimes. What is
International Regime? In 1975, John Ruggie presented the conception of International Regime and
described it as a Mutual expectation, rules, norms, plans, organizational energy and financial
responsibilities, which are accepted by the state group. After this, regimes were described many times,
83

but S.D suggested the most commonly known definition. Krasner who claimed that International
Regimes represented the same principles, norms, rules, and decisions, in which the wills and
expectations of participants were the same.
If we consider the definition of S.Strange, we can conclude that International regimes are the
instrument for the institutionalizing the general interest. Regimes are accepted as the form of avoiding
conflicts in different relations. According to Joshua Goldstein, an international regime is a set of rules,
norms, and procedures around which the expectations of actors converge in a particular issue area.
The convergence of expectation means in the international system have similar ideas about what rules
will govern their mutual participation; each expects to play the same roles. According to him, regimes
can help collective goods problem, by increasing transparency, because everyone knows what
everyone else is doing, cheating is riskier. The most popular idea of regimes consolidates components
of realism and liberalism. Since states rely upon state control their requirement some International
Relations researchers contend that regimes are best when the hegemon controls them.

However,

regimes do not generally decrease with the power of hegemons that composed them. Alternatively,
maybe they may go up against their very own existence.
To some extent, the survival of administrations lay on their embedding in last long foundations, for
example, the UN, NATO and the global fiscal fund. These institutions become the tangible
manifestation of shared expectations as well as the machinery for coordinating international actions
based on those expectations. International regimes are sets of rules, norms, and procedures, not always
codified into institutions that govern the behaviors of actors in International Relations.
International regimes are global processes and collection of rules, and sometimes, when
formally organized, many of them can transform into intergovernmental organizations. They are,
however, not actors or non-governmental organizations. Organizations only regulate and promote
regimes. International regimes are sets of rules norms and procedures, not always codified into
institutions that govern the behavior of actors in International relations.
Regimes can be defined as the hidden or open unity of the decision-making procedures of norms and
principles, where the expectations of the actors are same in international relations or some other
different spheres.
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Such utilization of the term is compatible with other formulas. According to Robert O. Keohane and
Joseph S. Nye, regimes can measure the unity of political agreements which covers the network of the
habits regulation and the monitoring rules and norms for the results.
We should mention that regimes are more than the temporal agreements.
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Chapter 4. International Society
4.1 History of the development thoughts about the International Society
"The idea of International Society is firmly connected with the name Hugo Grotius (15831645) who is from Nederland's. It should be mentioned that the world of Hugo Grotius created the
idea concerning the International Relations which is regulating the state's relations which are members
of this mentioned society. According to Hugo Grotius potential solidarity exists in the members of
International Society, and collective economic, trade interests and diplomacy will bring them
friendship relations. According to Hugo Grotius, people will have the common rules for habits and
new laws will appear which will regulate the relationship between states. If we follow Hugo Grotius,
war is foolishness, and finally, people will say no to war.
According to G. Evans and J. Newnham, in the 40s the research of international relations gained the
new dimension and directions. Many authors consider International Society as the friendship of
sovereignty states, where the same rules are in action, but with no common government or state power
(T. Nardin. 1983, P.34).
As we see, it is just International System, where we see the order that’s why we want to call it the
International Society. We can conclude that society mandatory needs the existence International
System. International Society should be germinated from the International System. According to H.
Bull, without International System, it is almost impossible to have the international Society.
Present day International Society is the firstling of European International Society. It was found in the
Europe state framework and with the spread of European culture, juridical standards and tenets, it
picked up the worldwide measurement.
European International Society was developed in the middle century in Latin Christian world. This
world was neither centralized nor isolated from other cultures or societies. It was the generator of
novelty. It was a very long and complicated process to unite the non-European world into the new
global society. At the end of XIX century, it was clear that in the process of globalization United
States of America and Japan had a leading role. This process had many problems and very often it
resulted in bloody conflicts.
International Society is in the development process. Changes in the balance of power, technology, and
in the interests and priorities of human beings we can find the factors, which governs the development
process of international society.
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4.2. Types of International Society
How will the modern international society be developed? How will it be in future? E. Luard from
Britain suggests us five possible versions of how society can be in future:
A) Transnational Society – In this kind of International Society, one tension of modern world
– to weaken the meaning of state border- is more intensive. Nation-state, the national state
will lose its meaning. Transnational processes will be ruling in the world. At the same
time, terrorism can be developed, which will be a very complicated problem.
B) International Society – It will be different from the modern international society. This
difference will be indicated by the fact that the role and power of international organization
will be increased. International society can become like the world's ministry organs. Such
kind of international society can be the most peaceful society ever.
C) Society of Influence Sphere - In this kind of society leading powerful states can influence
the world and in this case, international society can be developed in this direction. In this
case, a distinct influential sphere will be outlined, where the leading states will be
dominated and will control the whole world.
D) The world composed with regions - The process of regional integration can lead the
government to concentrate on the level of regions (E.g., Continents), which means the
muscular weakness of government on the level of state and world. Every region will
develop its economy, and political institutions and regions will not interfere in other
regions businesses.
E) The Society of Rich and Poor - International Society is characterized by the tendency to
formulate the Rich and Poor society. Which means that society will be distinguished
according to their Economic development and level, not by the geography or ideology.
The world will be divided into three main economic classes, which will have the antagonist
features. It will be volatile society, where the order will be established with the power of
the wealthy state.
4.3.Main players of the International Society
While talking about the main players of the International Society, first of all, should be
mentioned about the states. States are the main actors in the International relations and accordingly
within the discussions about international society it is important to mention about the gradual
increasing the numbering of the states in the world. For example if after the ww2 periods there were
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about 50 independent states in the world because of the changes of the world political map which were
connected with the process of inter colonization, for example, the number of the independent states
increased and today there are 193 plenipotentiary members of the United Nations which are the
sovereign states and in this regards should be mentioned that state institutions which are responsible
for the foreign and internal policy of the states they represent the part of the international society
because on their functioning is very much depended on the international relations and accordingly the
promotion of cooperation within the international society. (Nations, n.d.) Concerning the non-state
actors, it is necessary to point out about the International organization. We know that there are two
main types of International Organizations: International Intergovernmental Organization and
International Non-Governmental Organizations. With regards to the International Intergovernmental
Organizations, their number today is about 240, and they have universal or regional character (C.
Kegley. S. Blanton. 2011. p. 138). For example, such organization as United Nations is universal
organization includes countries from the different regions of the world, but with regards to, for
example, the regional organization should be mentioned here about the European Union, about the
African Union about the organization of American States ACI, CIS, etc. With regards to the
International Non-Governmental Organizations their number according to the different experts is
about 7 600 (C. Kegley. S. Blanton. 2011. p. 138) and they also by this way play very important role
in International Politics because they have such organizations as Freedom House or Green Peace or
Red Cross and they have their influences in International Relations so at the same time, of course, the
members of other non-state actors should be mentioned here about for nations of the different
countries in the world according to the different experts, there are about 5000 (Neidze V. 2004. P. 46)
different nations and nationalities in the world and of course first of all international society itself
includes the different nations so at the same time taking into the consideration that the number of
population in the world after the cold war period is gradually increasing for about 80-85 million people
per year (M. Zgenti, J. Kharitonashvili. 1999. p. 19) and all new people are automatically being
becoming the members of International Society. In General, we should say here that International
Society represents the relationship between the different people and nations as Nicholas Speakman
American Specialists of International Relations and Geopolitics once mentioned that international
relations represent the relationship among of the different people from the different states. With
regards to the issue where the International Society will be developed if we take into consideration
some negative and positive scenarios one of the positive scenarios should be mentioned here about
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the gradual democratization of the International Society which means the gradually increasing number
of the democratic states in the world, for example, if during the World War II period there were only
13 democratic states, their number increased till 37 in last centuries, today according to the Freedom
House there about 90 democratic states in the world (Freedom House in the World. 2013).
Furthermore, it is necessary to mention here about the process of Globalization increasing the
cooperation among of the states and existence for example of the International Regimes, which
regulate the relations among of the nations, for example International Regime of an Antarctica, UN
Convention of 1959 which regulates the cooperation of the states over the Antarctica, which is
recognized as the neutral continent, free from the nuclear technologies, etc. or for example some
nuclear regimes which exist in the world in the different regions. Furthermore, there should be
mentioned about the different International Conventions which regulate the cooperation among of the
nations as the different fields, for example the field of Human Rights one of the main conventions
universal declaration of Human Rights which was adopted in December 10, 1948 or in the field of
transport and communication for example International Maritime Law, which was adopted in 1982.
"But among of the negative factors, it is necessary to point out the North-South Gap Today, in the
developing world (global South), lives about 80%of the World population. However, they produce
only 40% of the World GDP"(R. Mukhaev. 2009. P. 596).
Furthermore, the problem of terrorist should be mentioned here. According to the US
Department of state, there were 44 International terrorist organizations in 2008 (J. Goldstein. J.
Pevehouse. 2010. P. 207). Considering the fact, that at the beginning of the XXI century, nearly half
of the World`s population still must make do on less than $2 per day (Basic Facts about the United
Nations. UN Department of Public Information. New-York. 2004. P. 144).
International drug trade also represents the big problem and along with the other corruptions and
conflicts. According to the Heidelberg Institute, there were 414 conflicts in the different regions of
the world in 2013 (Conflict Barometer 2013). Due to it one of the main necessary aspects here, first
of all, is the further democratization of the world and promotion of cooperation in different fields such
as culture and education.
In conculusion conclusion, it should be mentioned that human beings themselves create the society,
where they live. Also, the human being is the main actor in creating the International Society. Here
should be mentioned that the process especially is complicated for the weak and small states, because
if the international system is anarchic or if the international society or institutions are weak, in this
89

case, it is challenging to maintain the state sovereignty. Humanity strives to live in a world where
justice will be the ruler; they are searching for a place without wars or conflicts. Taking into the
consideration the positive and negative factors related to the international society's development we
can make a comparative analysis of the optimistic and pessimistic scenarios of the development of
international society. With regards to pessimistic scenarios there were presented at the beginning of
last century by Samuel Huntington who did not believe in the further process of the globalization and
is strengthening the consolidation of the International Society, because according to him there were
eight different civilizations and most of this anti-western civilizations they would unite against west
and he presented his ides "The west and the rest" and in this way he somehow separated the western
civilization with other civilizations. Partly, with regards to Arthur Toby, British scientists he
mentioned about the existence even more as a first state 21 and later 33 different civilizations in
comparison with Huntington. So because of this some experts they think that because of the factors
that there are more than 5000 nationalities in the world, and they belong to different civilizations, will
be impossible by this way to develop the globalization which will promote the strengthening of
globalization at the same time we can see here the existence of the North-South Gap when for example
on the shear of North is coming on about the 15 % of the world population but at the same time they
produce more than 16% of the world GDP. With regards to the optimistic scenarios, of course, we
can base here on the concept of Fukuyama in his research "The end of the history and last man" where
he mentioned about the perspectives of the democracy enlargement in the world and we also can
justify the concept of Francis Fukuyama too, taking into the consideration the democratization of the
world, that today there are about 90 countries which are free according to the standards of the Freedom
House also for example during the World War period there were only 13 democratic countries in the
world. Also taking into the consideration the increasing role of the international democratic
organizations such as European Union as a NATO for becoming gradually the global actors' not only
regional actor. Furthermore, increasing the access to the information, that today about more than 3
billion people have access to the internet it gives us reason to say about the possibilities of the
development and consolidation of the international society by the positive scenarios. But one of the
important factors probably for the consolidation of the international society represents further
democratization in the world because as we know democracy do not fight with each other and due to
this factor of course in different countries democratic institutions will be developed as it would provide
stability and also more liberal approach not only toward the citizens but also on foreign political
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approach which will be oriented not only the conflict but will be oriented on cooperation with other
states and nations. One of the main important factors in my point of view for the further
democratization is to increase the public awareness of the world population related to the democracy
because most of the countries, especially in the countries of the global South, people do not know
about the civil, political, economic and social rights. For example if International society would work
for the introduction the subject democracy and human rights, mandatory subject in the high schools
of the different countries it would somehow promote the introduction of the democratic mentality
among of the young population which is depended the future of international community, future of
democracy and future of world politics ( Journal of Social Sciences, Mkalavishvili T. 2015, pp.49-54)
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Chapter 5. The role and place of Georgia in the Globalized World
5.1. Introduction
Index of Georgia involvement in the Globalization Process in the current period:
According to the index of globalization, in the list of the country Globalization Index, Georgia is on
the 65th place by 64.13 scores. With regard to the Economic globalization, Georgia possesses 19th
position by 83.01 scores; As to the Social globalization, by this data country is on the 70-th place by
57.44 scores and by Political globalization at the 146th place by 48.79 scores (KOF Index of
Globalization, 2017).
After Georgia gained its state sovereignty on April 9, 1991, the Supreme Soviet of Georgia passed a
determination on the reclamation of sovereignty and after the collapse of the Soviet Union in the
period of the December 1991 year, Georgia figured out how to present itself under the states of the
new world political and financial request autonomously, build up strategic, exchange, monetary and
different relations with nations around the globe.
The underlying period of independence ended up being exceptionally excruciating, as a nation
engaged in conventional war. The rebellion occurred in Georgia in January 1992. Additionally, amid
the start of 1992, the nation was globally separated. In the meantime, the Russian Federation did not
perceive the freedom of Georgia. Henceforth, from the first years of autonomy, Russia has begun
weight on Georgia. This weight most importantly was communicated in support of dissent, in South
Ossetia's Autonomous District and after that in the Abkhazian Autonomous Republic
At the beginning of the nineties, the economy of Georgia had a huge loss because of war and coupe,
which stemmed whole national produce’s rejection by 43% in 1992 (Chitadze, 2014).
Having the difficult period, Georgia required help from Western nations and different money related
foundations. Undoubtedly our nation gets the most vital help from the leading Western nations, among
them were US, EU, and from universal money related establishments, for example, The Worldwide
Financial Reserve, World Bank, and so forth… Additionally vital is the way that in the first years of
recovered freedom, the West was not as dynamic in the South Caucasus district. Subsequently Georgia
needed to pick Ace Russian remote strategy on its first phase of autonomy; additionally, Russia has
constrained the administration of Georgia to declare the assertion about the organization of Russian
"peacekeepers" in Samachablo on June 25, 1992. Besides, Georgia was forced to enter in
"Commonwealth of Independent States" and then in Russian military-political bloc, as it is, the CIS
"- the Collective Security Treaty Organization.
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Former President of the Georgian Foundation for Strategic and International Studies (GFSIS)
(Rondeli, 2010) mentioned that "It is not in Georgia's interests to spoil its relations with its northern
neighbor. The financial points of interest of fellowship with Russia and the set up social and related
ties between the general population of the two nations aside, a political encounter with the Russian
Federation is full of genuine, if not deadly, results for Georgia, which Russia has over and again given
its little and frail neighbor to get it. This appearing lack of caution on Georgia's part throws slanders
on the capacity of its political administration to satisfactorily survey the circumstance and settle on
reasonable choices. This is definitely what the Russian military-political tip top is blaming the
Georgian authority for while proceeding to put weight on its feeble neighbor. Be that as it may, is the
Georgian administration, which is purportedly endeavoring to block Russia all around and not
considering the fundamental interests of its effective neighbor, extremely so impulsive?" The
legitimate expectation of Russia is to break Georgia profoundly. Georgia trusted that on the off chance
that it would go on bargain Russia would bolster Georgia's regional respectability; thus Georgia
acknowledged Russian "peacekeepers" to be sent in struggle districts, besides, Russian army
installation was situated in Georgia for 25 – year time span. What's more, on February 3, 1994, was
marked, the "framework agreement" amongst Russia and Georgia. Notwithstanding this, Russia did
not do any progression to advance the rebuilding Georgia's regional uprightness!
Accordingly, it is characteristic that Georgia turned out to be more genius - situated western nation.
As of now in 2001 the U.S.A military dispatches a warrior preparing in the Pankisi, with a point of
adjustment.
In 2002, on a Prague summit, Georgia's former president, Eduard Shevardnadze, formally declared
Georgia's will, to end up a full individual from North - Atlantic Partnership.
“Georgia's rapprochement with the West has grown considerably more after the Rose revolution.
Georgia turns out to be closer with European Union, United States of America and with NATO. In
May 2004, Georgia turned into an individual from EU's Neighborhood Policy and in October 2004,
NATO and Georgia consented to an arrangement, under which was affirmed the "Individual
Partnership Action Plan (IPAP). Also, the Assembled States has increased its military guide and
preparing of Georgian troopers, who were sent to Iraq and later in Afghanistan” (Chitadze, 2008).
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Regardless of everything Georgia figured out how to get over Russia's financial - and political
pressure. For instance, in 2007 foreign interests in Georgia expanded by two billion dollars (Chitadze,
2011). Be that as it may, pressures amongst Russia and Georgia achieved its crest in August 2008, in
its outcome Georgia lost 20% of regions. Clearly, after friendly war relations amongst Georgia and
Russia has vanished, after that Georgia's will to get nearer with the West turn out to be significantly
more grounded, which is communicated in the way that Georgia turn into an individual from Eastern
Association program, in May 2009. Additionally, there was made Georgia-NATO commission, and
after the start of 2009, our nation seriously confronts its commitments under the Yearly National
Program. Today Georgia has nearer relations with the West. It ought to be noticed that, in 2010, as
indicated by the foreign exchange turnover, the offer of EU was around 26% (Sakstat. 2011). It is
essential to be viewed as the dangers and difficulties confronting Georgia after Russian hostility. This
dangers and difficulties are: After the war Russia involved right around 20% of Georgian regions,
additionally their occupation powers are in 40 kilometers from Tbilisi, and Russia is endeavoring to
support subversive and fear-based oppressor follows up on Georgian domains. From the previously
mentioned it is important to be viewed as new substances made after Russia-Georgia war, in this
manner ought to be characterized Georgia's national security and outside arrangement needs.
As indicated by physical-geographical perspectives Georgia is situated between the borders of Europe
and Asia.
“According to general features of geopolitical location, Georgia has 1. the central location in the
Caucasus region; 2. Peripheral location towards European countries; 3. the neighborly location
(border) – towards Turkey, Russia, Azerbaijan, and Armenia, which borders our country. Also, there
are a second row (nearby) countries which directly border the neighboring states of Georgia and have
some territorial closeness with our country. Their neighborhood role grows if first-row neighbor's
territory "space" is not big and it is "bandwidth" is good. We may consider that such neighbors are:
Iran, Syria, Iraq, and Greece (via Turkey). 4. Location on the sea, which directly connects Georgia
not only with Black Sea Coast countries but also opens the suitable way to the world markets”.
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Map 1. The geographic location of Georgia
Source:
https://www.google.ge/search?q=Georgia&source=lnms&tbm=isch&sa=X&ved=0ahUKEwjT5Iqn6
LfUAhWpApoKHcZNB0EQ_AUICigB&biw=1366&bih=662#imgrc=Lp_5LGm0jaQyoM:
Transit Function of the Country
From the end of the 20th century as of not long ago, Georgia has been a vitality hallway associating
Asia and Europe, to a great extent because of its topographical area and political will. Being such a
deliberately imperative hall has had both positive and negative points. Vast numbers of Georgia's
present issues, especially those of its regional trustworthiness, have been caused by this. (Despite the
fact that Georgia's significance as a vehicle hallway ought to in principle secure its wellbeing Russia
has assaulted it for that very reason.) (messenger, 2012).
In 1993, in the City of Brussels, European Commission welcomed South and Central Asia's eight
nation's Ministerial Conference where was risen thought of a trans-Caspian pipeline's advancement
that took after reception of an affirmation, which was a base of the provincial program – TRACECA.
This was precondition technique to reestablish alleged "Incredible Silk Road."
“TRACECA‘s corridor is a connecting corridor of Europe - Caucasus – Asia, which produces
traditional types of vehicles. The transported product, for example in 2005 amounted 37.1 million ton,
has increased the number of processed goods in Batumi and Poti ports, which in 2006-2007 was more
than 14 million ton. Dynamic growth has been noticed on goods transported by rail cargoes, 84% of
these goods are oil and oil products” (Chitadze, 2011).
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Map 2. Main transport and energy projects via the territory of Georgia
Source: Chitadze, 2011. P. 411
5.2. Foreign Policy priorities of Georgia
International Strategy is one of the major headings of Georgia's national security arrangement, went
for setting up a great global security condition for Georgia. Keeping in mind the end goal to
accomplish this objective, Georgia participates with the global society in bilateral and multilateral
arrangements.
From the South two incredible magnificent nations, Iran and Ottomans, were battling to pick up
effective reaches in Georgia and from the North was battling Russian Empire. After the development
Russian Empire has started regional extension and as one of the significant course has been picked
Caucasus. In this period, our southern neighbors urged North Caucasians to start assaults on Georgia.
This is the motivation behind why Georgian lords chose to "join" Russian Empire. Their aim was to
adjust Christian and Muslim powers, with an assistance of Russia.
Later in 1991, after the fall of Russian Empire (USSR), Georgia recovered it is since a long time ago
held up autonomy.
To achieve this dream, the foreign policy of Georgia of 21st century should endeavor to realize global
activities that propel the state interests of Georgia and Georgian populations, and also to make a
commitment to building a world group in which there is continuing peace and security, a growing
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vote based system and enduring flourishing. Georgia ought to build up its vital political course, which
will be founded on certifiable national interests. The way how Georgia will lead its residential and
outside approach is vital because its predetermination and fortunes fundamentally rely upon it.
Country's physical presence infers to keep up the current number of the populace by statistic structure,
which guarantees the safeguarding of their personality
State character is a blend of characteristics that are specified amid the era of recorded, topographical,
and hereditary elements.
Domestic advancement implies - to move towards fitting state of states interests, concurring the
components in light of geopolitical area, social highlights and on global belief systems.
Georgia needs to set up and create reciprocal advantageous and agreeable relations with different
nations as in the area and besides abroad. In the meantime, it is in light of a legitimate concern for
Georgia's foreign political relations to adjust a power, whose interests concentrate on the Caucasus
and essentially on Georgia.
It is crucial to regulating the political course towards the Great Powers. That mentioned point causes
a great interest in both our instant neighbors (Russia, Turkey) and states which are near to our territory
(for example Ukraine, Iran).
Security's external strategy angles are always prioritized in national security framework. Concurring
the advanced comprehension, nation's security cannot be guaranteed just with the military power.
Sadly, until now, the world is orchestrated with the goal that the sophisticated international relations,
is fierceness is rejected in nations relations, concerns just restricted region of our planet yet. Clashes
have not yet wiped out; also, new clashes have conceived an offspring.
Georgia is situated in the area which is loaded with such clashes. Surprisingly the previously
mentioned types of edified global relations are as yet powerless here and later on the new danger of
hostility is not prohibited.
Thus, in Georgia's national security framework parts of military security are essential. Military
security binds together the state guard abilities, i.e., the capacity of the military of the nation to avert
or spurn an assault of outside military powers.
Together with political and military aspects, national security's significant element is economic
security. Today's economic security situation in Georgia is challenging.
While talking about international strategy issues we should focus on the international
arrangement of Georgia as well. In 1992, the first assignment of Georgia's foreign policy was97

worldwide acknowledgment and diplomatic relations with outside nations- was efficiently performed.
Today, Georgia is a member of 37 international organizations and has set up strategic relations with
more than 100 nations. From 1992 till today, one of the real need undertakings of outside strategy is:
legitimate development of popular sentiment about clash process in Abkhazia and Samachablo,
likewise about nation's de-occupation and recovered regional trustworthiness and to guarantee
acknowledgment and reception of global political choices.
One of the most critical factors of Georgia's international policy is the development of close
connections and partnership with foreign states.
The main result which was achieved in foreign policy lately is that Georgia become closer to European
and Euro - Atlantic structures.
•

“Georgia takes an active part in a transport and energy projects of the Caspian and the Black
Sea region.

•

Georgia's membership in World Trade Organization (WTO) is vital, as it gets involved more
actively in the global economy. Today Georgia's foreign trade volume was 11 966 Billion
USD (Pia.ge. 2016).

•

Developing Georgia's relation with European Union is imperative. In June 2004, Georgia was
included in the European Neighborhood Policy (ENP), which represents an essential
mechanism for further movement with the European Union. The ENP provides opportunities
to ensure the "four freedoms" of movement (goods, services, capital, and persons), to increase
the efficiency of state institutions, and enhance scientific-educational cooperation with the
EU. Moreover, there is an opportunity for cooperation in the fields of political dialogue,
border protection, crisis management and the rule of law. In 2006 the two sides signed an
action plan. After the August 2008 events, (Russian aggression on Georgian territories) EU's
observers have begun patrolling operations in the occupied regions of our country. At the
same time, it is important to mention, that since 2009 Georgia, together with five post-soviet
Republics is a member of EU Eastern Partnership Program. In 2014, Georgia signed the
Associate agreement with EU. According to the data's of 2016 Georgia's foreign trade with
EU countries accounts more 3 Billion 601 Million USD “(Pia.ge. 2016).

Despite Russia's anti-Georgian propaganda in the global field, Georgia, is progressively perceived
as an essential and reliable companion. Along with the ongoing positive change in the country, this
was determined first of all because of gainful transport-geopolitical location. Transportation 98

communication hall on Eurasia, which, from the earliest starting point turned into the most critical
point of our international politics and today our district, is in the focal point of consideration of leading
nations, of our neighbors and huge organizations.
5.3.Main Priorities of Defense and National Security System
Georgian National Military Strategy as a vital piece of political barrier arrangement distinguishes the
establishment for creating routes for building the Armed Forces and to build up its structure and
capacities. The military created as per this system affect the state security and serve to deflect
animosity. The guarded approach underpins the National Security Concept of Georgia both in
managing progressing circumstances and in building up the system to be connected amid conceivable
future emergency circumstances. It distinguishes conditions for utilizing power inside or outside the
nation. Guard arrangement incorporates long haul and here and now crucial getting ready for
adequately apportioning assets and distinguishing particular abilities required defending our national
advantages.
Five main general principles of the Georgian Defense Strategy are pointed out below:
1. Ability to prevent and protect the state from direct aggression.
2. Integration with NATO and enlargement of the global collaboration
3. Capability to evaluate strategic environment specifically
4. Deliver constancy in the Caucasus region
5. Involvement in the global security environment
Role of National Military Strategy:
• Encourage National Security Idea
• Classifies military objectives and necessities
• Outlines actions and delivers operational planning guidance to GAF
• Offers management for GAF assembly and competences through 2010
Key Aspects of Strategic Environment
Georgia's present strategic environment contains a fast-changing political scenery, quick
technological changes, a variety of possible challenges and restricted military competences. The
inquiry of current and possible pressures and challenges is crucial to identify missions and tasks
assigned to the GAF.
National Military Objectives
• Resistance
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• Prevention
• Willingness
• Global armed collaboration
Military Competences Involves
• Tractability
• Conduct combined actions
• Involvement in International Operations / Interoperability with NATO
• Conduct thoughtful and crisis action planning
• Military support to civil authorities • Information and intelligence capability
NATO coordination and universal collaboration: The characteristics of present dangers and
challenges, and the trouble of suspecting them ahead of time, expects Georgia to look for close
security participation inside the global group. Besides, Georgia faces a problematic territorial
condition in the Caucasus with restricted assets, which affects us to look for extra security as
cooperation's and organizations. A foundation of the protection arrangement of Georgia is to move
from the local rule of a barrier to the aggregate standard. To achieve this, we are engaged efficiently
with the exercises of accomplice countries' coalition powers and look for NATO participation inside
the here and now. Georgian barrier arrangement is centered on the progressive improvement of
military abilities as a component of the NATO mix procedure.
5.4. A

Small

Country

in

the

International

System

and

Threats

and

Challenges Facing Georgia after War
While deterring priorities of own National Security, the small country should be more exact and
impeccable then big country. Small countries have their place and functions in the system of
international relations. They are no more "legitimate children," who were perceived as a "political
change" of Great Powers during the clash of their interests. Small countries should take care of their
security just as Great Powers do (Rondeli, 2003. Pp. 188-201).
Among small country's National security problems, the most important is – when it is neighbor of a
big country, which threats Security first of all. In international System, big country's will is a "law"
for the small country if there are significant differences in their power. In case, if a small country has
a different opinion, then big country does not refuse from its neighbor's occupation.
The conflict between Russia and Georgia has started even before a war of August 2008 it began from
the moment when Georgia regained its independence. The situation had become even tenser after the
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"Rose Revolution" when Georgia's new government decided to take foreign policy direction towards
East. Russia tried to "punish" Georgia for this step, which was expressed: in restriction of Georgian
wine and mineral waters export on Russian territory, in the deportation of Georgians from Russia, in
subversive and terrorist actions, etc.
Aggression from Russia's side is not excluded. Accordingly, as noted above, Georgia is facing
political, economic, informational, military and other threats.
Main Threats and challenges to the National Security of Georgia
Political Threats: “Among the primary risk ought to be said about internal clashes and occupation by
Russian Organization around 18% of the domain of Georgia in August 2008. This factor imperils
Georgia's independent, regional respectability, non-violability of borders and risk foundation of the
sacred request in a general area of the nation. Illicit arms and medications exchange, trafficking and
other transnational violations have discovered ripe ground on the occupied territories” (Georgia
update, 2014).
International terrorism is the most dangerous threat to the national security of Georgia, mainly taking
into account that Georgia is in the region which close to the terrorist bases of the North Caucasus and
the Middle East.
“Poor control of the state borders represents a major problem for the national security. Illegal crossborder movement of the citizens of other countries, additional deployment of the occupational forces
in two occupied territories of Georgia and entrance illegal arms and drugs trade, as well as a systematic
violation of Georgia's air and maritime borders after August 2008 events often take place. Today,
there are about 5000 troops deployed at each occupied territories of Georgia “(Georgia, update, 2014).
Developing of political encounter among the political powers, radicalism, narrow-mindedness and
xenophobic patterns in the general public imperil established request of Georgia, national solidarity,
insurance of human rights, advancement of the estimations of liberal majority rule government and
state strength as a rule.
Military Threats: Taking into account the occupation of the 18% of the Georgian territory in August
2008, due to the readiness for the further resistance of the Armed Forces of Georgia and pressure from
the International Democratic community, Russia has not managed to implement its final goal – to
occupy whole Georgia and overthrow government in the country. Accordingly, it still exists the
Possibility of second military aggression against Georgia from the Russian side, which will pose an
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immense threat to the independence, territorial integrity, liberty, national unity, welfare and peace of
the country.
After the disintegration of the world communist system accordingly after the collapse of the
USSR the convenient base for the development of the globalization was cr4eated because of most of
the countries from the post-Soviet space also countries fr5om, the Central and Eastern Europe gained
the opportunity to be more integrated to the world political and economic system. In this regards It is
important to mention the increasing of the economy in the world and here should be mentioned that
the volume of the trade among of the different nations in the world today is about 20 trillion US
dollars, volume of the foreign direct investments is about 1.5 trillion US dollars, and at the same time
world GDP is about 177 trillion US dollars, and furthermore we should mention here about the active
role of the different international economic and financial institutions which promote the process of
the globalization. In this regards it is necessary to mention about the world trade organization on the
share of WTO member states is coming more than 19% of the world trade, furthermore the role of the
EU because of the 16 % of international aid is coming on the European Union and at the same time
EU is one of the bright examples how it is possible to promote the international cooperation among
of the different nations in case of EU there are 28 nations for the promoting the international processes.
It is also important to mention here about the World Bank Group, International Monetary fund, etc.
It is necessary to point out that of course, Georgia after the becoming the independent state gained the
opportunity to be the part of the globalized world and to put its maybe modest contribution to the
international economic and political order. It is also crucial to mention that Georgia today is a member
of the more than fifty international intergovernmental organizations and it has diplomatic relations
with more than 100 states in the world. Moreover, for the providing more successful implementation
of Georgia in the globalized world, of course, it is necessary to promote rational foreign policy.
Foreign policy became one of the main important challenges of the new government of
Georgia, which was mainly determined by the three main factors:
1. After the election, a new government was concentrated on the internal-political issues.
Also, Cohabitation was one of the main problematic issues, which provoked the interest of
international society. Therefore, Georgian Government very often had to be in the role of
the defendant;
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2. In foreign countries and some specific political circles of Georgia, the question concerning
the possible changes in the political orientation made the government be in the regime of
self-explaining;
3. The new government should implement all tasks, which were mentioned in the election
program. A government with the assistance of foreign policy, should strengthen the
country`s security and accordingly it should have the reliable image in the international
arena.
The problem of cohabitation did not have the positive impact on the foreign policy of Georgia.
In many cases (For example the Assembly of the Council of Europe) international tribune was used
for the not solving the important issues of the country, but it was used by resistant politicians to express
their positions concerning the other issues or to prove their justice.
Western States and politicians very often expressed their remarks concerning the internal
political activities of the government and they expressed doubt about the existence of the selective
justice. Critics were from international countries and tribunes. Critical analysis of the foreign politics
of Georgia also appeared in the American Press, "Washington Post." Critics covered two main issues:
1. Imperfections and mistakes which were existed;
2. The lack of communication with foreign partners.
5.5.Geopolitical Situation in Europe after “Cold War” period
After the suspension of the Soviet Union and the Organization of Warsaw Pact, power vacuum created
between the weak states of Russia and the West. History shows us that such vacuum between the two
or more poles can cause:
1. Either one of the colossal forces or coalitions independently augments into the center zone, is
divided into ranges of authority by them;
2. They perceive the region between at least two pols as a support zone, and the nations in this
area accept independent or neutral status by or, all the more regularly, without wanting to; i.e.,
they are "neutralized."
It is true that Europe after the Cold war contained both elements, but it should be mentioned that the
powerful states mainly used first one.
Georgia has been stuck in a geopolitical limbo or progress period in quite a while, on the
grounds that from one viewpoint, Russia is endeavoring to transform Georgia into its satellite and
drag it into the CIS, CSTO, and EEU or is thinking about an impermanent option of tolerating
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Georgia's impartial cradle status, yet not pulling back its powers from the involved locales of Georgia
with a specific end goal to sit tight for a future chance to change over the nation into its satelliteIn any
case, the military control of the Georgian territories of Abkhazia and Tskhinvali locale/South Ossetia
by Russia following the 2008 August Russia-Georgia war is a genuine hindrance to Georgia's NATO
desires and to its position of a veritable support. In this circumstance, hypothetically, Georgia can
assume five distinctive geopolitical parts in the locale:
1. The buffer between Russia and the West – If Russia will finish the military occupation of
Abkhazia and Tskhinvali region/South Ossetia or the occupation power of Russia will be
replaced with the contingent of international peace and Georgia will become the neutral state
and will stop its aspiration towards the NATO and EU. One hypothetic variation of this
scenario can be the neutral Georgia, which is not the member of NATO but is the member of
European Union. According to this, Georgia will become the buffer state between the NATO
and Russia.
2. NATO ally - – If Russia will finish the military occupation of Abkhazia and Tskhinvali
region/South Ossetia or the occupation power of Russia will be replaced with the contingent
of international peace and Georgia will become the member of NATO (and at the same time
member of EU).
3. Russia's Satellite – If Georgia will recognize the military power of Russia in Abkhazia and
South Ossetia and will neglect European Union and NATO and also will change its direction
in foreign politic, will declare the neutrality and will become a member of CIS, CSTO, and
EEU.
4. Shatter belt - On the off chance that the Russian tenant armed force neither pulls back from
Abkhazia and Tskhinvali Region/South Ossetia, nor is it supplanted by a worldwide
peacekeeping mission, while Georgia Joins NATO as well as the European Union which
would be jury infer Georgia's integration into these associations with its globally perceived
territory, yet would accepted be equivalent to the part of Georgia along the lines of Russian
military occupation into ranges of authority by Russia and the West.
5. Bridge between the Russia and the West – If rivalry between Russia and the United States of
America, NATO and European Union will be changed with real cooperation and friendship,
Russia will stop the occupation of Abkhazia, Tskhinvali region/ South Ossetia, will recognize
the Unity of the territories of Georgia, will not perceive Russia as the danger and will improve
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the political, economic and military connections with Russia and the West, will become the
member of NATO or European Union, or becomes a member of both organization. It is an
ideal scenario, where the power politics will be transformed into the regional cooperation, as
it happened after the World War II in West Europe.
The first, second and fourth scenarios can be continued with the fifth scenario, which is the best option
for Georgia. Despite the fact that Georgia prefers the second scenario, which means the desire to
become the member of NATO, according to the nowadays conditions, Georgia more or less belongs
to the fourth scenario, which in general is not good for Georgia.
5.6.Relations of Georgia with the European Union
As it is known that Georgia, since the foundation of the statehood on the territory of the country
about the 3000 years ago was always considered as the part of Europe and it was always intended
from the Georgian Society to be the part of the European Family. For example the active participation
of Georgia in the Great Silk Road project which was promoting Georgia to be one of the leading
transit states and also providing the increasing of the volume of trade with European nations
furthermore contacts with Byzantium, later with Roman empire and Greek cities also visits of
Georgian Diplomats, for example Sulkhan Saba Orbeliani to Rome and his meeting with the Pope of
Rome and King of France and later intension of Georgia during the period of 1918-1921 to be the part
of League of nations and to establish close relations with Germany and later with Great Britain
represent its clear example of the Georgian intention to be the part of the European family. After the
restoration of the National Independence of Georgia and when in March, of 1992, 12 EU member
states (within this periods there were 12 states) recognized the independence of Georgia and of course
convenient base for the development of international cooperation between EU and Georgia had been
established. In this regards it is necessary to point out here about the signing in 1996s the trade and
cooperation agreement between EU and Georgia which entered into the force in 1999. Since 2004,
Georgia has become the member of the EU neighborhood policy. In November 2006 Georgia –EU
signed action plan and since 2009 Georgia become the member of the Eastern Partnership Programme.
Later, it is necessary to point out the increasing volume of the trade. Nowadays about 26-27 person of
the Georgian Foreign Trade is coming on the share of the EU member states. In June of 2014 Georgia,
with other states signs Associate agreement with European Union, we know that six other states
refused to sign this agreement. Accordingly, Georgia, of course, pays considerable attention to the
relations with EU and it I crucial to mention the relation in the field of defense and Security. We know
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about the active participation of the Georgian Military Service in the peacekeeping and anti-terrorist
operations on the territory of the Central African Republic and Mali and also the active participation
of EU mission on the territory of Georgia near the occupied territories.
Despite the problems mentioned above and difficulties, the government of Georgia has the
significant achievements in the relations with the European Union. First of all, we should mention the
completion of negotiations about the Association, including the agreement about the deep and
comprehensive free trade.
It is important to mention that the visits of the different representatives from the different
European structures had great importance among other activities such as the activities of Ministry of
foreign affairs, in the integration process with European and Euro Atlantic structures. During the visit
of Prime Minister in Latvia, Georgia got the guarantees about the Associate. At the same time, a real
perspective of this agreement appeared in 2014.
We have huge progress concerning Visa Liberation. The process started in 2010 when
Readmission Agreement entered into force, which was taking into consideration the decreasing the
visa fees for the citizens of Georgia during the entrance to the Schengen zone. Nowadays, EU should
consider the abolishment the visa regime with Georgia during the entrance to the Schengen zone for
90 days. Which means that Georgian people will use the benefits of Liberalization which makes
possible a free movement on the territory of the Schengen zone.
5.7. Georgia-NATO Relations
The relations with North Atlantic Alliance started since June 5, 1992, when Georgia become
the member of the North Atlantic Cooperation Council and later it is important to mention that
Georgia in 1994 joined the NATO programme partnership for peace and within the period of 19982002 the General Secretary of NATO had several important visits to Georgia. After the Rose
Revolution period for the first time, Georgia declared its intention to become the plenipotentiary
member of NATO. In October 2004 the individual partnership action plan for Georgia was approved
by NATO, and in September 2006, the new process between two sides have been started when NATO
member countries during the meeting in the frame of the General Assembly of United Nations
adopted the intensified dialogue programme for Georgia and we know during the Bucharest Summit
of NATO in April of 2008, NATO member countries agreed that Georgia and Ukraine one day would
become the plenipotentiary member of the alliance.
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In the relationships between the North Atlantic Alliance and Georgia, the main role has played
NATO-Georgia Commission, which has been functioning since September 2008. In the framework
of bilateral cooperation, Georgia has to implement Annual National Program. It is quite a dynamic
process in this relationship mentioned above. The organization of the meeting with the North Atlantic
Council of NATO in Georgia in 2013, emphasized its significant attitude toward Georgia. The same
visit expressed the will of Council which deals with the support of Georgia in the integration process
with NATO.
Georgia managed to utilize the decision of 2012, made during the NATO's Chicago Summit,
and expand its cooperation with NATO's aspirant countries such as Bosnia- Hercegovina, Macedonia,
and Montenegro. It should be mentioned that with the initiation of Georgia, important meetings were
held in the mentioned format, which aimed to deepen the collaboration.
In 2013, Ministers of Defense of NATO aspirant countries visited Batumi, where the meeting
was held related to the perspectives of the integration to the Euro-Atlantic structures.
Georgia continues to contribute its significant role in the International Security. Within the
mission of ISAF, Georgia represented the biggest contributor country, among the non-member states
of NATO. It is crucial to mention that the frequency of armed attacks on the dislocation of Georgian
Soldiers has increased since 2013 and the number of Death of Georgian soldiers increased till 29.
It is important to mention about the opening of the training center of NATO in Georgia and
joint exercises with participation of NATO first of all American, British, Latvian Military service men
and Georgian military service men and at the same time we know that at this stage it is in force the
Annual National Programme, according to which Georgia is beginning of each year takes
responsibilities in the fields of politics and economics, military and security judiciary and democracy
for the implementation reform with the purpose of the satisfaction of the standards of NATO.
5.8 USA-Georgia Relations
The existence of the United States of America and its three-century experience is a crucial
charge for the humankind.
It should be mentioned that from the last 90s the positive movements through development were
made in Georgia and United States of America was one of the biggest supporters of our country in
any sphere or field.
The review of the latest relationship between United States of America and Georgia makes
visible how the foreign politics of Georgia is directly diverted towards the West.
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It is crucial to mention that from 1990s USA has declared the region of Caucasus as the first sphere
of interest.
While talking about the relationship between USA and Georgia, it is important to mention that, after
the declaration of independence in Georgia, USA granted to our country which was in crisis 100
million US dollar. The support was not only financial because the USA was lobbying Georgia in
different kinds of financial or non-financial organizations. For example, with the active intervention
of the United States of America, Georgia from 1994 till 2007 received loan with the amount of 600
million US dollar and World Bank has apportioned nearly 500 million US dollar for Georgia. This
money was intended for the development of democratic institutions in the country.
In the 20th century, Georgia had a radical change in the formation of Ministries, which were
provided with the modern technologies. Reforms were made in law system, in schools, and in medical
units.
Also with the help of the USA many successful and necessary projects were implemented in the
fields of the military. The best example here would be the participation of Georgia in "Partnership for
Peace," which was initiated by the USA.
It is crucial to mention that USA is the biggest supporter of Georgia, whose aim is to become
the member of NATO. At the Congress of USA draft law was presented, was the USA expressed its
opinion and claimed that Georgia should immediately become the member of the North Atlantic
Organization. According to this document, USA promised the financial aid to Georgia as well.
After the Rose Revolution in Georgia, with the support of United States of America country
experienced the p0ositive and radical changes by means of Democracy and economy.
It is crucial to mention that during the Russia-Georgia war; USA was the main guarantee of
sovereignty for Georgia. Despite the fact that Georgia Lost Abkhazia and Samachablo, if not the strict
position of USA, Georgia would have lost its sovereignty. The speech of President of the United
States, Barak Obama was significant, when he in Moscow expressed his support toward the unity and
sovereignty of Georgia. Also, visit of Joseph Biden in Georgia in 2009 was also one more expresses
ion of support.
As for the military cooperation, USA continues the training of Georgian military soldiers. As it
is known Georgia has sent nearly 950 soldiers to Afghanistan.
The United States of America remains as the main strategic partner of Georgia. The frame of
cooperation presents the charter of strategic partnership, which covers four main dimensions: security
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and defense; Economic cooperation; Democratic and Civil Society; and the contract between the
people. Since November 2012, to 2013 the meeting of these four working groups was held.
On 14th of June, 2013, United States of America accepted the authorization act of defense,
where the article 1244 deals with the cooperation with Georgia. The mentioned article contained the
critics and strict evaluations towards Georgia. It is also important to mention that, in 2013 Senator
John McCain and Lindsy Gram expressed the significant claims to support Georgia.
5.9.Georgia-Russia Relations
Since the restoration of national independence, Georgia was trying to find the common interests with
Russia, but unfortunately, because of imperialistic ambitions from the official Moscow side, Georgia
lost control over Abkhazia and former South Ossetia Autonomous district at the beginning of 90-the,
but culmination of the tensions between two sides was war in August 2008. The main reason was the
following issues: To analyze Russian actions of 2008, it is crucial to analyze the processes which have
started after the end of the cold war and the dissolution of the Soviet Union and what is most important
is to understand how Russia perceived that mentioned processes. Taking all these into consideration,
the international environment around Russia was determined by several main factors:
A) The Expenditure of NATO towards the West has started in 1999 and 2004 when the three
former states of Socialist Camp (1999) and later seven states (2004) have become the
plenipotentiary members of NATO. In April 2008, NATO invited two more states (Albania
and Croatia), and in 2007 Bulgaria and Romania also joined the alliance. Everything
Russia perceived these as the threat to its security.
B) In 1994 the leading oil companies of West and Azerbaijan signed an agreement which was
called the Contract of the Century. The mentioned contract led to the development of
alternative transportation of the energy recourses. This transportation would be possible
with evasion Russia. The Contract of the Century was including the transportation of the
oil to the West. Oil was founded in Caspian Region. It is crucial to mention that Georgia
was considered as the main transit state for the transportation. After the signing the
contracts in 1999, Baku-Supsa and later in 2005, Baku-Tbilisi-Jeihan oil-pipe-line entered
its exploitation. In 2006, Baku-Tbilisi-Erzrum pipelines were also in force. Everything
these resulted that oil and natural air were on the market without Russia's transition.
Moreover, according to the political Elite, it was the major pre-requisite of decreasing the
Influence of Russia in European Union and Post-soviet countries.
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C) After the recognition of the independence of Kosovo by the majority of Western countries,
Russia was very active in the Balkan region. Russia always supported the Slavic Orthodox
Serbs and perceived this country as its strategically. In the beginnings of 90s Kremlin
openly declared its support towards the Bosnian Serbs, which was expressed by sending
the Russian voluntaries to war in Bosnia. In 1999-2008 Russia was very actively involved
in the process of the determination of the legal status of Kosovo, where Russia was against
of the international recognition of Kosovo.
On February 17, 2008, Kosovo formally declared its independence. After this declaration,
all Western countries recognized the independence of Kosovo. By that time, President of
Russia was Putin who warned the world with global changes. Kremlin declared openly
that, the precedent of the recognition of Kosovo, would be spread to the "iced conflicts"
on the territories of former the Soviet Union, and of course Putin, in this case, was talking
about the conflict of South Ossetia and Abkhazia. Russia aimed to give the appropriate
response to the West for the recognition of Kosovo.
While talking about Russia, it is crucial to mention that Dialogue is the main challenge of the
new government.

At the end of 2012, the Prime Minister of Georgia appointed the special

representatives for having the strong relations with Russia. It is also important to mention that Russia
also agreed on the mutual collaboration and from 2012 till 2013 three main meetings were held
between Georgia and Russia.
Nowadays the dialogue between these two countries has only the humanitarian character.
It is crucial to mention that Georgia needs to maintain high dynamic in all kinds of relationships.
The effectiveness of the foreign policy of Georgia is mainly depended on the domestic politics, on the
implementation of reforms and the fulfillment of obligations. It is considered that Georgia, with the
ambition to become integrated into NATO, should have the communication with high standards and
quality.
The annexation of Crimea by Russia in March 2014 and its continuing military intervention in
Ukraine have once again revitalized discussions about the future of the post-soviet states located
Between Russia and the West.
5.10.

Foreign-Trade Relations of Georgia

Foreign Trade of Georgia is one of the most important factors, which determines the country’s active
involvement in the Globalization processes. According to the Ministry of Economic and Sustainable
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Development of Georgia, Liberal foreign trade policy is one of the major principles of the economic
policy of Georgia. The Government of Georgia implemented reforms in tariff policy as well as in
technical regulations sphere, which resulted in Georgia, to become the country, with the most liberal
foreign trade policies in the world, which implies the facilitated foreign trade regimes and customs
procedures, low import tariffs and minimal non-tariff regulations.
According to the same source, existing trade regimes are very interesting, and they are as
followings:
•

“Most Favored Nations (MFN)
Majority of the trade partners of Georgia are members of World Trade Organization (WTO), thus
among the WTO member States (158 countries), trade relations are regulated on the basis of MFN
principles.

•

Generalized System of Preferences (GSP)
The major quintessence of Generalized System of Preferences is to institute low rate tariffs of the base
import tariff on goods imported from the beneficiary countries, which simplifies access of goods from
developing countries to the markets of developed countries.
Georgia is the beneficiary of GSP regime of the following countries:
EU member states, USA, Japan, Canada, Switzerland, and Norway.

•

Free Trade Regime
Free Trade Regime implies liberation of the trade from custom import taxes among the contracting
parties, except the agreed exceptions.
Georgia has free trade regime with all CIS countries and Turkey.
Multilateral International Agreements on Free Trade
Free trade regimes among the CIS countries, except Russian Federation, are regulated by the
Multilateral Agreement on Creation of Free Trade Zone among the CIS countries (1994), and also in
a bilateral format with those countries Georgia has signed the bilateral agreements.
Georgia is also a member of the Multilateral Agreement on Creation of Free Trade Zone in the frame
of the Organization for Democracy and Economic Development GUAM (2002).
Bilateral International Agreements on Free Trade
Georgia has signed Free Trade Agreements with the following countries: Russian Federation,
Azerbaijan, Armenia, Ukraine, Moldova, Kazakhstan, Uzbekistan, Turkmenistan, and Turkey.
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Foreign trade gross revenue of Georgia in 2014 compared with the 2013 year has increased by 5%
and amounted to 11 457 million USD.
•

Export reduced by 1,6% and amounted to 2 861 million USD.

•

Import increased by 7% and amounted to 8 596 million USD” (Ministry of Economic and Sustainable
Development of Georgia)

Source: http://www.economy.ge/
According to the Ministry of Economic and Sustainable Development of Georgia "attraction of
foreign direct investment (FDI) is one of the main priorities for Georgia. Liberal investment
environment and equal approach to local and foreign investors make the country as an attractive
destination for FDI. Stable economic development, liberal and free market-oriented economic policy,
6 types of taxes only and reduced tax rates, reduced number of licenses and permissions, dramatically
simplified administrative procedures, preferential trade regimes with foreign countries, advantageous
geographic location, well developed and integrated transport infrastructure, educated, skilled and
competitive workforce presents a solid ground for successful business in Georgia. From 2006 to 2014
foreign direct investments (FDI) in Georgia amounted to 10 972.2 million USD. In 2014, foreign
direct investments amounted to 1 758,4 2 million USD, which is 86,7% higher compared to the same
period of the previous year. According to preliminary data, in IIQ. of 2015 foreign direct investments
amounted to 354.7 mln. USD, that is the highest indicator since 2008 and is 80.8% higher (158.5 mln.
USD) compared to the same period of the previous year (http://www.economy.ge/).”
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What the Georgian government should learn from the recent Ukrainian experience is that succumbing
to Russia’s demands and agreeing to a natural or non-bloc status, trying to balance between Russia
and the West with the hope of being left in peace by Russia, makes absolutely no sense.
"The post- Cold war world order was once again shaken by Russia in March 2014 with its annexation
of Crimea. This step was far more brazen than Russia's recognition of the Georgian regions of
Abkhazia and South Ossetia as independent states in August 2008. If the United States, NATO, and
the European Union do not curb Russia's current aggressive behavior against its neighbors and make
it pay a very high price for its deeds, Russia's next step might be to test the same strategy against
smaller NATO members such as the Baltic States." (Turmanidze, 2015. P. 12)
Agreement concerning the Association with Europe supports political associate as the main
priority. What does it mean for Georgia? We can discuss this issue in four main different aspects:
1. Analysis the provisions of the Association Agreement
2. Areas for effective Application
3. Internal implications and external influences
4. Foreign context
Analysis the provisions of the Association Agreement–Political model suggested to Georgia,
covers two different main directions. In details, it covers the strengthening process of Democracy and
also the security of foreign politics and the cooperation in the sphere of defense. It should be
mentioned that European Union has never distinctly dissociated the support to democracy, stability,
and defense. "The Treaty of the European Union "establishes the EU's external action on its guiding
principles "Which have inspired its own creation, development and enlargement and which it seeks to
advance in the wider world: Democracy, the rule of law, the universality, and respect for the principles
of the United Nations Charter and International Law". According to this treaty, European Union will
try to establish the relationships and develop the cooperation with the third world, and with
international, regional or organizations, who share the principles as mentioned earlier.
Discovering the Association Agreement between the European Union and Georgia, we can notice a
strong effort to bring the political collaboration between the EU and Georgia to the highest possible
level in both depth and scope. The Agreement intents to: “Increase the effectiveness of political
cooperation and promote convergence on foreign and security matters, strengthening relations in an
ambitious and innovative way.”
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“The application of the Association agreement extends to areas such as the promotion of international
stability and security based upon effective multilateralism, the fight against the proliferation of
weapons of mass destruction, international security and crisis management, addressing global and
regional challenges and key threats, the promotion

of the principles of territorial integrity,

inviolability of internationally recognized borders, sovereignty and independence, peace security and
stability on the European continent, the field of security and defense and regional cooperation. “
(Gogolashvili 2014, P. 6)
“Seemingly, as a tactic reference to Article 21 of Chapter 1 of the Union’s founding treaty, the
Association Agreement with Georgia in the part of cooperation in CFSP matters as one of the
objectives sets to: “Strengthen respect for democratic principles, the rule of law and good governance,
human rights and fundamental freedoms, including media freedom and the rights of persons belonging
to minorities, and to contribute to consolidating domestic political reforms.” (Treaty on the
Functioning of the European Union).
It should be mentioned that no other agreement signed by EU with third countries is precise and
ambitious in committing initiatives in the field of political cooperation and security.
Areas for effective Application–We have so many facts which prove that Implementation of
Association started before its ratification and signature:
•

The attempt of European Union to Support Ukraine to protect the territorial unity, to
consolidate the state and avoid the economic difficulties, already shows the results of
the starting point of the Association. In case of Need, Georgia can have the same
expectations from European Union too. It is important to mention here to mention that
in the conditions of continuous occupation from Russia, European Union does not stop
to express its political support of Georgia, especially in the "non-recognition" policy.

•

On 29 November 2013, Georgia signed the Framework agreement, which was about
the participation in EU-led crisis management operations, which enables the practical
realization of the provisions of the agreement.

•

The EU and Georgia as of now bear on the close consultation on the issues of regional
security. The vast majority of the arrangements portrayed in the affiliation that have
just been or will soon begin to be actualized because of the strong political will and
enthusiasm of the parties.
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•

International Implications and external Influences –It is important to find out whether
the Association provokes the changes in the internal daily agenda of Georgia, to avoid
and improvident and undesirable events. It is obvious that strong accent is stressed on
the agreement signed on 27 June 2014. This is somehow a show of over-optimism as
the agreement will only enter into force after its ratification by 30 European Union
parliaments.

•

External Context –It is crucial to mention that Georgia started its association with
European Union at a very problematic period. It is a period when Russian Federation
continues its seizure of the Georgian lands, thereby undermines all principles of
International Law, destroying the European Security and stimulating the development
of power politics in the wider region security of Georgia and other Western countries
will be based on not only the European Union but also on the readiness of these
mentioned countries. Moreover, this is a chance for Georgia to grow out of its infancy
and step into the international stage as a mature player.

5.11. The role of Energy in the involvement of Georgia to the global processes
In order to ensure the Georgia`s energy security, the further diversification of energy sources and
transportation routes represents the priority direction of the energy policy of Georgia. It is considered
as an equally important to support the development and modernization of the country’s energy
systems, as well as their integration into regional energy infrastructure. The further promotion of
Georgia’s energy capacity will be positively reflected on the strengthening independence, providing
state security, socio-economic development and increasing the standard of living of the citizens of
Georgia and further integration with foreign world. Strengthening the energy independence is a great
necessity for the national security of Georgia. For the implementation of this goal, it is crucial to
diversify the sources of energy. The importance of Georgia, as the transit country with the convenient
geopolitical and geographic location has been increased, when in 1994 the “Century Contract” related
to the producing and transportation to Europe the Caspian oil had been signed.
The perspectives of the producing and transportation of the Caspian oil and gas and the
possible role of Georgia, as a one of the “main player” within the East-West Transport corridor, not
only attracted the attention of International Community toward this South Caucasus country, but
created the more opportunities for the activation Georgia`s foreign policy.
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In Georgia, authorities, political parties of the different orientation and majority of the public
opinion, during the consideration the future perspectives of Georgia, very often connects them with
the producing the energy reserves of the Caspian Region and plans of their transportation via territory
of Georgia. This issue is considered as an guarantee of the economic development, attraction of the
foreign investments, creation of the job places and increasing the budgetary incomes, which in general
will give the stimulus for the increasing the role of Georgia in the International economic relations.
Energy transit and Eurasian Corridor, is one of the main factor for the increasing the interests toward
the Caucasus Region by the West. At the first years of the restoration of the independence of Georgia,
the Europeans considered the issue – is Georgia a part of Europe? But at the modern times, due to the
several economic, geopolitical etc. including energy factors, Georgia is one of the active members of
the EU “Eastern Partnership” Program.
Taking into account the convenient geographic location, Georgia can get the economic and
political benefits from the transit of the Caspian oil and gas, furthermore, the projects, related to the
Caspian energy reserves, can become one of the key factor for the restoration of the territorial integrity
of Georgia.
Georgia's territory, which borders in the north with Russia, in the east with Azerbaijan and in
the south with Armenia and Turkey, that share a south-eastern portion of its border with Iran, makes
Georgia an attractive geopolitical-economic region, particularly since it is a country through which
runs the Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan oil pipeline that flows from the Caspian Sea to Europe. Georgia also
has easy access to the Black Sea ports. However, it is Georgia's military strategic importance which
brings Georgia into greater focus and attraction geopolitically than its neighbors.
As it was mentioned above, in order to ensure sustainable energy security for Georgia, it is
important to create a favorable investment environment, to strengthen international cooperation, and
to further develop the existing energy infrastructure. Also, great importance is attached to the
diversification of energy resources and suppliers, as well as to participation in international and
regional energy projects. In this regard, Georgia welcomes the implementation of new projects in the
framework of the South Energy Corridor, including those projects that will supply oil and natural gas
from the Caspian and Central Asian regions through Georgia to Europe.
Georgia is a part of important energy corridors. Georgia is aware of its role in supplying the
rest of the world with energy resources from the Caspian Sea and Central Asian regions via alternative
routes. Georgia’s Black Sea ports, the Baku-Supsa and Baku-Tbilisi-Ceyhan oil pipelines, and the
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Baku-Tbilisi-Erzurum gas pipeline are already active and strategically important projects. Georgia is
determined to ensure the effective functioning of these existing projects and to develop prospective
new ones (first of all TANAP project).
Among the main priorities of Georgia’s energy policy are the development of energy
infrastructure, the more efficient use of hydropower, and research into other clean-energy resources.
Georgia actively cooperates with foreign investors on developing renewable energy resources.
The construction of new electricity transmission lines and power plants, and the rehabilitation
of old hydropower stations, contributes to the reduction of Georgia’s dependency on imported energy
sources and, consequently, to the improvement of Georgia’s energy security. Georgia’s goal is to
become an important regional exporter of electricity. Therefore, in addition to increased energy
production, new transmission lines must be constructed between Georgia and other countries.
5.12 Democracy and Human Rights Protection as one of the main guarantees of the More
involvement of Georgia to the global Democratic Community
Considering the realities in the South Caucasus Region including Georgia after the period of
the disintegration of USSR, it should be mentioned, that none of the countries in the South Caucasus
region, neither Armenia, nor Azerbaijan, nor Georgia has experienced longer periods of stable
democratic rule in their history. The forceful integration into the Soviet Totalitarian Empire in the
early 1920s has negatively affected on the beginnings of all democratic processes in the South
Caucasian societies. In 1991, all three countries of South Caucasus declared the independence and
adopted democratic constitutions. Soon afterwards, all three states of the Region struggled with
various transitional problems – especially related to the transition from a totalitarian system to a
democracy and still could not resolve all of them up to today.
Most severe for Georgia was the civil war (Abkhazia, South Ossetia) which broke out in the
early 1990ies. These wars in the two Regions of Georgia have torn apart the country and region
politically and have become protracted conflicts which last up to today. Peaceful conflict resolution
is still not working as the war between Russia and Georgia in August 2008 has highlighted. Mutual
allegations of war crimes and mass murder as well as extremely negative stereotypes restrict the
possibilities of governments and political parties for finding peaceful and stable conflict resolutions.
The socio-economic development and democracy promotion suffers not only from the
protracted conflicts in the country, but as well from shortcomings in the sectors of democracy, rule of
law and human rights. Democratic political institutions as foreseen in the supreme law - constitution
117

of Georgia are not yet fully operating according to Western Democratic standards. Political decisions
in the framework of legislative or executive branches of power are normally taken with a limited
number of the public debate and participation. Main subjects of political socialization like family, peer
groups, mass media and schools still fail to transmit a proper understanding of democratic political
procedures. Young people under 20 years make up little more than 25% of the population of Georgia.
Their attitudes and capacities to be actors in the democratic life will determine the future of the
development democratic institutions in Georgia. Young people from the different regions of Georgia
are barely participating in the political processes. But: without political participation and political
representation Georgia will not be able to be transferred to a stable and prospering democracy.
Taking into consideration the importance of the democratic thinking of the young population
of the country, It should be mentioned in general, that the transition from a totalitarian system to a
democracy and a market economy has turned out to be extremely difficult and painful process. The
main reasons, which seriously hampers development of the democratic Institutions in Georgia and
increasing the democratic thinking of the young population of the country are the following issues:
- Absence of democratic traditions in local political and economic culture and weakness of the civil
elements including the representatives of the young generation;
-The presence of `Soviet mentality` and Soviet management culture among the representatives of the
State Authorities;

In this regard the following issues are worth of mentioning:
In our point of view, one the main reason of the existence the weak democratic institutions is the factor
of lacking information among Georgian Society regarding knowledge of by citizens of Georgia their
own civil, political, economic, social and cultural rights. It is concern especially for the young part of
the population. In this regard it is necessary to point out the following issues:
- Lack of information about main principles of Human Rights Protection and models of Democracy –
political participation in Georgian society, particularly among the Georgian Scientific circles,
representatives of the governmental agencies, school pupils, students, NGO-s from the different
regions of Georgia etc.
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- Despite the fact, that today in Georgia more than 1000 (public and private) schools are registered,
there is almost no school where discipline - Human Rights or Democracy (including political
participation issues) or other directly related to Human rights protection subject is taught.
- There is lack of reference literature-for example books about Human Rights Law and Models of
Democracy, political participation etc. in Georgian and languages of the ethnic minorities. and if we
take into consideration the fact, that today approximately in 90% of the Georgian schools the lessons
are given in Georgian, it is almost impossible for Georgian pupils to study about human Rights and
Democracy, principles of political participation in Georgian and languages of the national and
religious minorities.
In general, According to the information in 2015 of the most authoritative organization “Freedom
House”, which determines the level of freedom in the different regions of the World, Georgia is still
included to the list of the partly free countries under the status Transitional Government or Hybrid
regime, with the democracy score 4,64.
It should be pointed out, that the democracy scores and regime ratings are based on a scale of 1 to 7,
with 1 representing the highest level of democratic progress and 7 the lowest. The 2015 ratings reflect
the period January 1 through December 31, 2014.
During the characteristic by the Freedom House the different indicators of democracy within the 2014,
it is necessary to point the following:
“National Democratic Governance. During 2014, new laws were passed to protect minority rights
and reduce surveillance, though critics argued that they were insufficient. Parliament continued to
expand its role in lawmaking and governance. However, tension between the prime minister and
president regarding their respective powers persisted, and the sudden departure of the ministers of
defense, foreign affairs, and European and Euro-Atlantic integration in November raised questions
about the stability of the government. Georgia’s rating for national democratic governance remains
unchanged at 5.50.
Electoral Process. Local elections held in June were considered relatively free and fair, with a total
of 12 cities directly electing their mayors. However, the GD expanded its dominance of elected
offices, winning control of every local legislature and succeeding in every mayoral election. Observers
noted some violations during the campaign, including abuse of administrative resources, as well as
persistent barriers to participation by minorities. Georgia’s electoral process rating remains
unchanged at 4.50.
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Civil Society. Civil society organizations continued to play an important role in Georgia’s political
and democratic development in 2014. They acted as valuable watchdogs and engaged in several
successful advocacy campaigns around issues such as surveillance and human rights. The prime
minister repeatedly made statements that were very critical of civil society, but the government took
no serious steps to restrict activism. Georgia’s civil society rating remains unchanged at 3.75.
Independent Media. Georgia’s media outlets have grown somewhat more independent from their
owners and collectively carried a diversity of political views and opinions during the year, though
partisan bias remains a problem. As with civil society, the prime minister made statements that
suggested a degree of contempt for the press, but the government did not seek to translate these views
into practical restrictions on media operations. Georgia’s independent media rating remains
unchanged at 4.00.
Local Democratic Governance. An amended code on local self-government was adopted in
February, increasing the autonomy of several cities, and the subsequent elections in June brought more
democracy to the local level than had ever been experienced in the past, with more mayors directly
elected and multiple parties represented in local legislatures. However, local self-governance bodies
still have a limited ability to raise and spend money, as most power remains concentrated in the central
government. Georgia’s local democratic governance rating improves from 5.50 to 5.25.
Judicial Framework and Independence. Although the human rights environment in Georgia has
improved in recent years, including with respect to prison conditions, the spate of prosecutions and
investigations aimed at the government’s political opponents continued to stoke concerns about the
rule of law during 2014. An antidiscrimination law passed in May included protections for sexual
orientation and gender identity, but a track record of enforcement had yet to be established. Georgia’s
rating for judicial framework and independence remains unchanged at 5.00.
Corruption. Aggressive enforcement of anticorruption policies during the period of UNM
government greatly reduced low-level graft, most notably in the civil service, but a number of
problems persist. Following the 2014 local elections, some civil servants were reportedly forced to
resign, replaced by individuals without formal qualifications. Payment processes in the public sector
lack transparency, as do certain large government tenders. Georgia’s rating for corruption remains
unchanged at 4.50.
Ways for the problem`s solution through the process of education
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As it was mentioned above, one of the main reasons of the weakness of the democratic institutions in
Georgia is determined by the lacking knowledge in the Georgian Society regarding the main aspects
of civil, political, economic, social and cultural rights. It is concern especially the young part of the
population.
Taking into account this issue, for the resolving the problem in the long-term perspective and
promoting the further integration of Georgia to the Global family, it is important to introduce at the
all Universities and Institutes of Georgia the subject: Human Rights Protection and democracy studies
as a mandatory discipline. One of the main result of this project will be interrelated with the
development and consolidation of democracy in Georgia by the promotion of the political
participation of young people from the different regions of the country.
Involvement of the future generation from the different areas of the country in Georgian civil society
and political activities.
With regard to the main topics, which will be discussed during the study process, should be the
following:
International Conventions
Universal declaration of Human rights;
International Bill of Human rights;
Economic, social and cultural rights;
Civil and Political rights;
The Convention on the protection and punishment of the crime of Genocide;
The Convention relating to the status of refugees;
The International convention on the elimination of all forms of racial discrimination;
The convention on the elimination of all forms of discrimination against Women;
The Convention against torture and other Inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment;
The Convention on the rights of the child;
The International Convention on the protection of the rights of all migrant workers and members of
their families;
European Convention on Human Rights;
A Single Court of Human Rights;
The European Social Charter;
The European Convention for the Prevention of Torture
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The Framework Convention for National Minorities;
Other Conventions adopted by European Union and Council of Europe
National legislation of Georgia in sphere of human rights
Constitution of Georgia;
The Judiciary system of Georgia;
Election legislation and voting process in the country;
National Minorities Protection issues;
The Law of Georgia on mass-media;
The labour law of Georgia;
The Law of Georgia on protection political, economic, social, religious, civil rights;
Taxation and custom systems in Georgia
Models of Democracy-Classical Democracy, Republicanism (Liberty, Self-government and the active
citizen);
the development of liberal democracy, pluralism.
Political and legal systems of the leading democratic states-USA, EU member states, Canada, Japan
etc.
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Conclusions
In general, based on the concept of Globalization of world political space and principles of
Mundialization and polycentricism, economic and political integration is featured and permanently
growing tendency of modern world. Political integration processes are revealed in formation of
international interstate and nongovernmental organizations.
In the middle of 80s of XX century, world counted more than thousand intergovernmental
organizations; leading countries regularly participate in working of more than 100 organizations. For
example, Denmark is the member of 164 organizations, France – 155, Great Britain – 140, USA –
122, Canada – 110, Japan – 106, Brazil – 100. After the WWII, in a very short period of time, there
were created UN, NATZO, OSCE, WORLD BANK, European Union, etc. Lately, Comecon
(The Council for Mutual Economic Assistance) and Warsaw Pact stopped functioning. No less role is
played in geopolitics, by organizations such as OAS, OPEC, OAU, Organization “Islamic
Conference”, etc. It is notable that number of such organizations continuously increases and functions
of existing ones are developing.
Formation of NAFTA is actively on, including countries such as USA, Canada and Mexico. In 1989,
there was created Asian-African Economic Cooperation; ASEAN, ADB, various unions and
organizations work successfully in Asia.
Integral processes in Europe are well developed, especially on the territories of developed countries,
which are united in European Union. For free movements of people, goods and capital, there are
practically no barriers. Transnational cooperation of political parties in various countries are more and
more widened. Leaders of political parties with various political ideologies keep all efforts to
consolidate and coordinate on international levels. They try to gain transnational character for their
parties and work out common ideological-political principles and thesis for everyone. European
parties were formed – Socialist Union of Europe, People’s party of Europe, federation of liberal and
democratic parties, progressive European democrats, etc.
Annual meetings of G8 on economic and foreign policy issues are the important event of the world
politics. Except sovereign national states, active subjects of international relations are transnational
structures, various organizations, unions, institutions, influence on tendencies and character of
development of international relations. Very often, decisions received in headquarters of transnational
corporations influence the life of separate citizens of the country.
All the said organizations, unions or corporations support the elaboration and introduction of behavior
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rules of the states within world commonwealth. They determine collaboration principles and ways to
solve the conflicts and avoid wars, also elaborate methods for global economical growth, etc.
Central tendencies and regionalization and globalization processes are expressed in the role and
functions of the states and international political system in general. Some time ago, politics (domestic,
foreign) was reviewed as the function of national state. Presently, in the field of international relations
states cooperate with each other for realization of their national interests. Exactly unity of such
individual states created the world commonwealth. Each state, whether acting separately or in
cooperation, decided its own defense and security issues independently.
Present picture is different, as the whole world is being united as one complex, with its parts tightly
connected with each other. Ability of politicians, organizations, governments and states to control
events, receive decisions and accomplish them, depends on not only their capabilities and priorities
on domestic level, but on their skills to consider those circumstances on international level and have
relevant influence on them.
We should pay relevant attention to the fact that globalization factor, notwithstanding its diversity,
does not allow to solve problems with traditional, official methods (negotiations, launching or
termination of diplomatic relations), which are used by official state structures and instances.
Making of decisions on issues, such as increasing or decreasing prices on oil, coffee, milk, etc is
received not by specific state, but by international organizations (OPEC, EU, etc). Issues solved on
domestic political level before, now acquire international-political character. Domestic and foreign
politics are amalgamating and this is revealed on every important field of public activities. It is notable
that, domestic political issues always contain specific international component. As a result, we receive
that widely recognized norms, habits and practice of political government is not enough for states to
solve their problems.
There is notion that, the state, which represents either major or one of the subjects in international
politics, doesn’t have sufficient political-economical shape; it is just particle of larger formation,
called world political and economical system. All these processes allow us to speak about “two worlds
of the world politics”: the first containing sovereign national states and second comprising of nongovernmental organizations, unions, corporations, etc.

Opposite side of internationalization,

interaction of countries and people is strengthening of competition. States reaction on economical
globalization was widening of international relations. But ironically, this cooperation is based on strict
control principle by that state, in which these companies operate. In other case, according to the
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international agreements, companies are not allowed to act beyond national borders. This is well seen
in banking system, having extremely high levels of globalization.
One of the most difficult problems in international politics is the issue of force using (validity and
lawfulness of such usage in various regions and countries). In this concern, pursuant to 2(7) rule of
UN, prohibiting intervention in domestic policy of states, except the cases when such domestic process
puts international peace and security at risk. Exactly for the purposes of international peace and
security, criteria of intervention in domestic affairs may be reviewed. “Right of intervention” is
especially important as one state (or group of states) is entitled to intervene in domestic affairs of the
states, if rights of own population are violated or the government fails to stop civil war, etc. For
example, European Union follows the principle, pursuant to which, protection of human rights is the
affair of the whole world commonwealth. In OSCE summit declaration – 1992, state leaders
acknowledged that responsibility on humanitarian states is not only domestic affair of the state. The
most difficult issue in this context is whether the international commonwealth is authorized to
intervene in domestic affairs or not, when approval is not received from the target country. We should
confess that very often international organizations are the tools for implementing interests of great
states. The same refers to UN. For example, 5 permanent members of Security Council (USA, Great
Britain, Russia, France and China) are authorized to put veto on any decisions of the council and
thereby unilaterally block the will of majority of international commonwealth. Thus, a kind of crisis
of UN is seen in general.
Simultaneously, it should be noted that UN accelerated entering of new independent countries in
international commonwealth and gave them chance to acquire international action rules and
experience of diplomacy and negotiations. UN is international tribune for extremely poor countries
(having no representatives in other countries), where they are allowed to apply the world society on
their problems.
Events of the last years show that, great states are not able to decide the same issue within a long
period of time – the issue referring to the world peace. This fact proves that new world order is not
stable.
Globalization and the disappearance of national borders
Since the word has both technical and political meanings, different groups will have differing histories
of "globalization". In general use within the field of economics and political economy, however, it is
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a history of increasing trade between nations based on stable institutions that allow firms in different
nations to exchange goods and services with minimal friction.
The term "liberalization" came to mean the acceptance of the Neo-classical economic model which is
based on the unimpeded flow of goods and services between economic jurisdictions. This led to
specialization of nations in exports, and the pressure to end protective tariffs and other barriers to
trade. The period of the gold standard and liberalization of the 19th century is often called "The First
Era of Globalization". Based on the Pax Britannica and the exchange of goods in currencies pegged
to specie, this era grew along with industrialization. The theoretical basis was David Ricardo's work
on Comparative advantage and Say's Law of General equilibrium. In essence, it was argued that
nations would trade effectively, and that any temporary disruptions in supply or demand would correct
themselves automatically. The institution of the gold standard came in steps in major industrialized
nations between approximately 1850 and 1880, though exactly when various nations were truly on
the gold standard is contentiously debated.
The "First Era of Globalization" is said to have broken down in stages beginning with the first World
War, and then collapsing with the crisis of the gold standard in the late 1920's and early 1930's.
Countries that engaged in that era of globalization, including the European core, some of the European
periphery and various European offshoots in the Americas and Oceania, prospered. Inequality
between those states fell, as goods, capital and labor flowed remarkably freely between nations.
National borders are a big hurdle to the expansion of the open economy. Integration today remains
imperfect because national borders translate into trading costs, including differences in monetary
regimes. Political borders shelter many goods and services from external competition and,
consequently, represent a critical exogenous force in the integration process. Borders are thicker for
the small countries than the large countries. Regional trade arrangements have softened or, in some
cases, pushed outward national borders, but in the process new borders have emerged. Borders affect
also finance and monies. While the speed of financial integration suggests currency consolidation and
a decline in the ratio of independent monies to sovereign nations, the formation of multilateral
monetary unions pushes the ratio towards unity.
Under-developed countries can empower themselves by doing what the industrialized world has done.
Free markets have worked in the west, and the rest of the world should aim to mimic that. This is a
controversial theory, since the gap between the developed and under-developed world is growing.
Many people strongly protest globalization because it opens up boarders to outside influences, and
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leaves economies in the control of trans-national corporations. Globalization may very well result in
the disappearance of national borders. Only time will tell if this system will work.
Gideon Rachman at the Financial Time writes about the political dimensions of globalization today,
taking note that so long as the very poorest in the world do not feel the benefits of these processes,
political support will continue to hamper the free flow of capital, goods, and ideas, feeding into the
next wave of protectionism.
The challenge to the globalization consensus comes from below. Political elites in the US, Asia and
Europe are struggling to convince citizens that globalization is not just a game that benefits the rich.
If the argument is lost in any of the major world economies, the political consensus that underpins
globalization could unravel.
That consensus is a recent creation. The political changes that made globalization possible took place
in a remarkably short period of time – from 1978 to 1991 to be precise. The first and most important
development was China’s decision to turn from Maoism to the market, with the reforms initiated by
Deng Xiaoping in 1978. A year later, Margaret Thatcher came to power in Britain. One of her first
acts was the abolition of foreign exchange controls, easing London’s rise as a global financial centre
and setting an example that was emulated internationally. Then, in 1980, Ronald Reagan took power
in the US on a platform of deregulation and tax cuts – giving a huge boost to market ideology around
the world. In the mid-1980s, the European Union committed itself to creating a single market.
In 1989, the collapse of the Berlin wall allowed Eastern Europe – and Russia itself – to join the
globalization game. The 1980s also saw the discrediting of protectionist populists in the largest
countries of Latin America. Finally, in 1991, came another huge change: the decision by Indian leaders
to move away from the regulation and protectionism that had hobbled the Indian economy since
independence.
So, in less than 15 years, the political elites in the power centers of the world had come to broadly
similar conclusions. They embraced global business and market economics.
The result is a world in which it now feels as natural to do business in Beijing, Moscow and Delhi as
in London and New York. But this world has been with us for less than 20 years. Previous eras of
globalization were ended by political upheaval – the outbreak of war in 1914 and the rise of fascism
in the 1930s. So could the same thing happen again?
The most obvious threat is a crisis in the most important political and economic relationship in the
world – that between the US and China. The Bush administration, despite its bellicose reputation, has
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been assiduous in avoiding confrontation with China; and the Chinese similarly have no desire for a
clash with America – at least, not now. Globalization has created a web of mutual interests. The real
risk in Chinese-American relations is of miscalculation: a clash – whether over trade or Tibet or
Taiwan – that escalates into something that does real damage. Combine a looming recession in
America, a presidential election and the Beijing Olympics and you have a formula for potential
trouble.
Over the longer-term, terrorism and climate change also pose risks to the system. Globalization
depends on ease of travel. But, in different ways, both global warming and global terrorism threaten
the ability to hop on a plane at a moment’s notice.
But the biggest risk is that politicians simply begin to lose the argument for globalization. A recent
opinion poll showed that 58 percent of Americans think globalization is bad for the US and just 28
percent think it has helped America. Ten years ago, there was a narrow majority in favor of
globalization. Politicians are reacting to this shift. Democratic presidential candidates are taking an
increasingly skeptical line on free trade. Republicans rail against illegal immigration.
In Europe, Nicolas Sarkozy, French president, has been arguing for protectionism on a European level.
He wants to re-establish “community preference” – essentially higher tariffs against goods from
outside the European Union. Mr. Sarkozy does not have many European Union allies yet. But the reelection of Silvio Berlusconi in Italy could change that.
Outsiders see the Indians and the Chinese as the greatest beneficiaries of globalization. But the last
Indian government lost a general election, largely because poor, rural voters felt left out by the boom.
With another election in the offing, India’s politicians are not rushing to sign a new world trade deal.
The political climate in a one-party state such as China is harder to gauge. But the authorities’ evident
anxiety about rural unemployment, environmental protests and the wealth gap between the rich coasts
and the poorer inland regions suggests that global capitalism can be a tough sell – even in China.
The sense that the poor have lost out as a result of globalization has grown with the rise in world food
prices. Hunger – that most traditional threat to ruling elites – is returning to many countries that have
embraced globalization.
Political leaders around the world are struggling to contain all these pressures and maintain the
consensus that has made globalization possible. But their task is getting harder. Globalization was
made possible by political change. But what politics made, politics can take away.
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The hypotheses have been proved with the help of qualitative and quantitative data analysis, which
are proved in the below cited interviews and national wide surveys.
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Appendix 1
A) Interview with Dr. Heiko Pääbo
Dr. Heiko Pääbo is the Director of the Center for Baltic Studies at the University of Tartu and
Manager of the MA programme Baltic Sea Region Studies. He is also responsible for overseeing the
CEERES MA programme at Tartu. He obtained his PhD in Political Science (2011) at Tartu
University and regularly teaches at the Johan Skytte Institute of Political Studies
1. What are the main reasons, which cause the start of the process of globalization,
especially in the fields of politics?
I think that globalization can be also certain elements of globalization we have seen in the
earliest centuries. One thing is the period of colonization and exploration, Europeans started
to explore the world, some even said that Chingis Khan conquest is also the one example of
globalization and what thrives these people to explore the world probably is the development
of technology, gives this kind of push that there is possibility to do it, is it a military or
navigation or info technologies, what we have today.
2. What are the main characters of Globalization?
Human nature, curiosity I think that one of the characteristics what homosapiens has and this
kind of global history analysis or conclude that human curiosity is one of the factors why we
first started to develop, started to change and why we constantly want to know more and also,
particularly in this Western world and European world, this kind of curiosity became the center
of our circulation to compare with for example; middle east or Islamic societies where this
curiosity was early and Islamic world was expanding. This society was also much more
dynamic and open for new knowledge. Later stages it stagnated, development of science was
even effected by the religious arguments and so no. And later these gave the advantages to
Europeans renaissance gave the new push or curiosity to the Europeans to explore the world.
In the fields of politics what strives people to conquest the other lands, because the politics is
mainly related to conquest or later on domination, when we are talking about the 20th century
there is not much conquest, but there is domination and then power struggle. Probably also
need for resources to improve your capabilities and wealth of the society.
3. Which historic period can be considered as a starting of globalization in politics?
Different scholars have different ideas about the starting period of the globalization in the
fields of politics. Helenic Empire and the period of Alexander the Great can be also the
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example of the Starting of Globalization. If we consider the contemporary political situation,
I would admit that the starting pint of Globalization in the fields of Politics can be the start of
Industrialization. Mid 19th century.
4. What are the main characters of Globalization?
World becomes smaller, physically, also mentally. Connection between people intensify all
over the world. This also connects different systems, political systems, and economic systems.
It causes interdependence.
5. What are the main strength and weakness for Georgia to be involved in the global
processes?
One of the weakness for Georgia is local particularity may disappear and this kind of heritage
and so on, identity related. It leads to the radicalization of the society which causes conflicts.
Probably there is also economic dimension that is so familiar in Georgian Economy profile.
Georgian economy has the ability to become not part of the core but rather the part of the
peripheries when we are talking about the world political system.
I think Georgia is trying to move at least to the semi peripheries but I think Georgia is not able
to decide to participate or not to participate in globalization processes. So far Georgia ha rather
shown the willingness to be the part of the globalization and I think that this kind of enthusiasm
is rather the strength. Another strength can be considered that, Georgia has partners who are
willing to raise it in European Union.
6. Can the process of political globalization be continued? If yes / no - why?
I think it continues. I think it’s really impossible for globalization to be stopped.
7. What are the main obstacles on the way of globalization?
Probably one of the biggest obstacles is the mind of statist, mentality that we see them.
National border, limited resources. Sometimes the resources ends.
8. Are there any threats of more involvement of Georgia in the process of globalization?
Threats of more involvement related to the heritage issue and how to preserve to be over
shouted by the global culture and how to preserve the own particularities, that can be the threats
for Georgia.
9. How the economic and cultural globalization can influence on the political globalization?
They are necessary elements for political globalization, Economic provides the need or
necessity that strives countries to globalization building several political institutions and so
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on. Cultural globalization can diminish the barriers between the different countries with
different culture.

B) Interview with Prof. Andrey Makarychev
Andrey Makarychev is Visiting Professor at the Johan Skytte Institute of Political Studies,
University of Tartu. Before he came to Tartu, he was Alexander von Humboldt Foundation
fellow at Institute for East European Studies, Free University of Berlin, as well as Professor
of International Relations at the Linguistic University (Nizhny Novgorod, Russia).
What is your understanding of Globalization and how you see the involvement of
Georgia in the Globalization process in the fields of politics?
Basically, my understanding of globalization is related to the structural processes that develop
especially after the end of cold war, the fall of the berlin wall and dismantling of the Soviet
Union, that very significantly boosted, such phenomena, as first of all the diminishing the
importance of the nation states with their regulations and with their jurisdiction and
diminishing of the importance of the borders that somehow delineate one nations jurisdiction
from another. So, this sense understands globalization as movement, not something as static,
but basically as the movement from the world’s nation states to more global community. This
is not to say that nation states will disappear in this process but they will need to drastically
transform their functions which is one of the most important factors of globalization. When I
am talking about globalization I always emphasize, the way how states have to adopt to the
challenges of globalization, this is the most important thing: how they change their policies,
how they share their competences with non-state actors, and what it implies for state
sovereignty, state borders and state institutions. One of the key elements of globalization is, a
creation of more complex system of relations between state and non-state actors and non-state
institutions. So the states are increasingly forces to share the powers with non-state institutions,
like for example private military companies, that take very important role sometime, in
military field, since, instead of sending regular army to the conflict zone, state might just
contract private army. This is wildly spread phenomena in many parts of the world but to me
it is one of the effects of globalization, instead of engaging itself directly solving the military
and security action state contract with non-state let say private organizations. Or for example
another interesting illustration is the system of the German party foundation, and the way how
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they are working globally, including Georgia, by the way. A question is whether a state is
based on the institution or not, well it’s hard to say because on the on hand they use state
budget, money, but on the other hand the develop policies and they are free. This is exactly
how the state delegates certain power, functions.
There are 2 different models of globalization: Vertical, which for example u have relatively
hierarchical structures, like United Nations for example, in which only five countries are
permanent members. United Nations are deciding many important issues and they have their
own hierarchy and their own vertical of power. This model of globalization works, may be
not, because of the veto power, in the UN, but the model is workable.
Another types of globalization is about building the networks, where participants will have the
equal status and this type is called horizontal.
Speaking about the globalization we always need the specification which model of
globalization are we talking about, UN based model or more networking (horizontal model)
and more inclusive model rather than exclusive.
There are many faces and spaces of globalization in which nation states somehow participate
or prefer not to participate.
As for as the Georgia is concerned, I think that one of the contradictions here is that Georgia
as old Post Soviet country is building nation state and its clear. On the one hand this is good,
this is positive mean of the nationalism, because how can you build the democracy without the
strong national identity, but the problem starts when this country, and this is not about only
Georgia (most post-soviet countries) what happens if these countries rebuild the nation states,
if they simultaneously want to be the part of something global network, legal regimes and legal
arrangements. In this case they would need to open up, they would need to expose themselves
to global structures, global forces who are not controllable from one source or one center.
In the global world, there is no one central power and that make relatively small nations,
basically post-soviet countries, even more challenging and difficult, because it’s not about the
traditional diplomacy and arrangement, no it is something more and deep, it’s about opening
up your own political institutions to influences from the world. So, if you are open up for the
world, you can’t keep the state sovereignty. For me this is the basic contradiction. To keep the
state sovereignty as it is, you can’t be considered as the full member of the globalized world.
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Globalization is about the sharing sovereignty and if the country is afraid of all these, such
countries are skeptical about the globalization.
The problem for Georgia and all post-soviet countries, are they ready, well loosing may be a
very strong word, are they ready to share this power? I know the resistance
of the globalization is very much related to this, but generally the tendency the Georgia has
towards the globalization process is really valuable and crucial and supporters Georgia have
from the globalized world emphasized this.
C) Interview with Dr. Kakhi Kenkadze.
Research Fellow at Harward University.Minister. Deputy Head of Mission. Embassy
of Georgia to the United Kingdom of the Great Britain and the Northern Ireland
2. What are the main reasons, which cause the start of the process of globalization,
especially in the fields of politics?
In the end of the WWII victorious nations the USSR, the US and the UK arrived at the
necessity of creating a new world order that would guarantee peace and stability throughout
the world and avoid the WW3 in future. Creation of the UN and its Permanent Security Council
was preconditioned by the above-mentioned motives of the leading nations of the time.
As a result of the war the United States emerged as the potential world hegemon which started
its journey aimed at replacing the UK as the Sea Hegemon and the Soviet Union as the
Continental Hegemon. The US and the Soviet Union tried to achieve the world hegemony
through spreading their respective ideologies across the planet: the US using propagating
principles of liberal democracy and free trade and the Soviets applying principles of class
struggle and social equality.
By the late 70-ies of the last century so called bi-polar world’s contours were finally
formed which was more than less successfully maintained through the principles of the
International law given in the UN Charter.
3. Which historic period can be considered as a starting of globalization in politics?
The end of the cold war and the collapse of the Soviet Union can be cited as the starting historic
point of globalization in the world politics, though it is not a homogenous process.
4. What are the main characters of Globalization?
It will not be correct to state that there is a single political globalization process underway on
our planet. Largely the world has developed into two zones. The west (US, Canada, Australia,
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New Zealand, Japan and the EU nations) and the rest of the world including Russia, China,
India and other countries.
The western globalization process is of homogenous character. Roughly speaking the modern
western world is divided into two subgroups. On the one hand there are: conservatives,
nationalists, capitalists, xenophobes and racists and on the other hand we have liberals,
globalists, socialist democrats, oikophobes and internationalists. Brexit in the UK and Trump’s
supporters in the USA are represent the first group, whereas European unionist and American
democrats belong to the second group. Therefore, the western civilization is first of all
characterized by the relentless confrontation between these two adversaries in each western
country. For example, British remainers are much closer with the American democrats than
with compatriot brexitiers and vice versa, American conservatives and white supremacists
have more in common with the English nationalists than with their own liberals and democrats.
For example, the recent march of the white supremacists held in Warsaw in which tens of
thousands of protesters took part not only from Poland but other nations of the western world
can be cited as micro globalization process of the western world.
As for the none western world we can observe some signs of political globalization there as
well. BRICS (international organization that comprises Brazil, Russia, India, China and South
Africa) can be discerned as such indicator. However, in this camp Russia and China remain as
main competitors for gaining influence in Euro Asian space and China and India from time to
time arrive at the edge of military confrontation.
So far the US remains the world hegemon. Although Fareed Zakaria calls it a reluctant
hegemon because Washington is bearing the financial burden as well for preserving its
position of a world leader. All major world straights are controlled by the US navy that protects
the international sea trade. If not US warships controlling the sea trade routes there would be
constant piracy and the economy of all nations would suffer a lot. However maintaining its
navy’s control in the oceans represents big strain for the US budget.
5. What are the main obstacles on the way of globalization?
World order is fundamentally changing. The Trump Presidency has left a vacuum in global
leadership; developments in the Middle East are intensifying the struggle between Gulf states
and Iran; Russia persists in reasserting its power while Europe remains preoccupied with its
internal recovery; the North Korean threat has become thornier; and China seeks to balance its
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growing international ambitions and internal dilemmas. This is all taking place against a
backdrop of accelerating technological advances and ever-expanding flows of information,
bringing unprecedented change and uncertainty to how we work, compete and relate. Under
President Trump, the US has withdrawn from its historical role as the underwriter of the postwar liberal consensus. Instead, the current administration has chosen to define the world as an
arena where players engage and compete for national advantage. This amounts to a strategic
shift in world order – away from a ‘global community’, towards a national, ‘Me First’ brand
of international affairs.
6. What are the main strength and weakness for Georgia to be involved in the global
processes? What benefit can political globalization can bring for Georgia? Are
there any threats of more involvement of Georgia in the process of globalization?
Since regaining its independence in 1992 Georgia immediately found itself in the globalization
processes of political and economic kind. By choosing the path of its integration within the
European (Council of Europe, the EU) and Euro Atlantic (the Nato, the OSCE) structures
Georgia has been involved in the western political globalization processes. Georgia can benefit
from this involvement significantly in economic terms if it becomes member of the EU and in
security terms if it is granted the NATO membership. However, these trends of the Georgian
foreign policy caused dramatic negative political consequences for the nation. Russia fiercely
opposes Georgia’s pro Western policy and respectively the Kremlin punished Georgia by
occupying more than 20 percent of its territory and by expelling more than 500 000 ethnic
Georgians from the occupied territories. Georgia paid price for refusing to take part in the
other globalization process headed by Russia by rejecting membership offer of the Moscow
led Euro Asian Union.
At present Georgia is in kind of a limbo. It is hard to say what other threats may arise on part
of Russia if Georgia continues its western journey. Unpredictable and aggressive as it is
Moscow may endanger Georgian economic and physical security at any time. Therefore, the
best way to secure itself for Georgia is to get involved in the world economic globalization
process. Namely, due its favorable Geographical location Georgia has to do its best to turn
into an economic, trade, energy and transport hub connecting the Chinese market with the
European one.
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Appendix 2
Social Survey
In Appendix 2 main results of the research conducted in the regions will be analyzed to understand
the attitude of the different people about the involvement of the Georgia in the global processes. The
results were satisfying, and no matter living in the capital city of Georgia or being the representatives
of different regions of the country, according to the results, I can admit that Georgia is on its right way
to globalization and majority, 89% of the respondents consider that Georgia’s’ involvement in the
globalization processes is a positive phenomenon.

1. How do you think is Georgia's involvement in globalization processes positive or negative
phenomenon?
Figure 1.1

100 RESPONSES
Positive

Negative

11.1, 11%

88.9, 89%
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2. What are the main positive factors from the perspectives of globalization for Georgia?
Analyzing the positive factors of the globalization, 28 % of the respondents consider that one
of the main positive factors of globalization is that Georgia’s contacts with various foreign
countries in the political sphere will be expanded. Another 27 % consider that if Georgia is
involved in the global processes, the world becomes more familiar with it. 29% of respondents
consider that the foreign trade of Georgia will be expanded while 16% is respondents think
that the more active participation of Georgia in the international relations is one of the most
important positive factors of globalization.
Figure 1.2

100 RESPONSES
Georgia's contacts with various foreign countries in the political sphere are expanding;Qtr
Georgia is more active participant of the intenatinal politics
Foreign trade of Georgia will be expanded
The world is better acquainted with the
Culture of Georgia

27%

29%
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28%
16%

3. In your opinion, which one is the threat posed by the globalization for Georgia:
The question seemed critical for respondents and 41 % of the respondents claimed that the
biggest threat for Georgia caused by the globalization is the weakened national identity and
consciousness
Figure 1.3

100 RESPONSES
Weakening national identity and consciousness;
The Growth of the dependence of Georgia on Foreign countries
Georgia as a small country will not be able to establish a decent place in the global world;
Globalization process is not a threat to Georgia

25%
41%
17%
17%
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4. Do you think that you are a citizen of the world together with Georgian citizenship?
54% of the respondents consider that they are world citizens, along with Georgia. It is
important to mention that 32% think that they are only the citizens of Georgia, while for 14%
still the question is too complicated to answer.
Figure 1.4

100 RESPONSES
Yes

No

It is difficult for me to answer

14%

54%

32%
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5. Is Georgia ready to be involved in global processes?
48% of respondents consider that, Georgia is ready to be involved in the global processes.
Figure 1.5

100 RESPONSES
Yes

No

It is difficult for me to answer

22%
48%

30%

6. If Georgia is ready to be involved in global processes, what is the main determinant of that?
In the last question of the survey, 24% of the respondent think that if Georgian product is
spread in the international market, then it’s ready to be involved in the global processes. I think
that in this regards, the awareness of Georgian citizens should be increased, thus only the
export of Georgian product is not the only major indicator, which determines, whether Georgia
is ready to be involved in the global processes or not.
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