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ATRIBUTELE PUTERII SI TEORIA
FANTOMA A GLOBALIZARII

Adrian GORUN'

Rezumat: Ambiguitatea este un atribut
fundamental al puterii. Prin  asigurarea
privilegiilor detinatorilor puterii (indiferent la ce
nivel), pdna la mdsura in care puterea Insasi
bazatd pe inegalitate este acceptata pdna la
anumite limite, puterea este permanent contestata
(desi in grade diferite). Datorita rolului sau de
garant al ordinii si securitdtii, puterea este
acceptata, datorita implicatiilor sale sacre ea este
veneratd, da pentru ca mentine §i justifica
inegalitatea, puterea este contestatd. Orice regim
politic, indiferent daca este sau nu in conformitate
cu traditia sau ratiunea politicd, manifestd
aceeasi ambiguitate in ceea ce priveste puterea
exercitata de actorii principali. Prin articolul de
fata, ne propunem sa exploram atributele puterii
politice in primul rdnd prin prisma unor analisti
politici  recunoscuti, dupa care vom trage
concluzii proprii cu privire la putere, si teoria-
fantoma a globalizarii.

Cuvinte cheie: putere, globalizare, teoria-
fantoma, fenomen social, factori decizionali

In stiintele sociale si politice existd o
ampla dezbatere asupra puterii. In Prefata la
Studiul sau ,Puterea”, Keith Dawding
(Oxford, 1996) evalueaza succint rezultatele
dezbaterii: ,,Pe de o parte erau elitistii, care
credeau ca, in ciuda structurilor democratice
puterea era In mare masurd in mainile unui
numar mic de oameni stransi in jurul celor cu
vechime in functii politice si in jurul
intereselor birocratice si de afaceri. De
cealalta parte erau pluralistii, care, printr-o

THE ATTRIBUTES OF POWER AND
THE GHOST THEORY OF
GLOBALIZATION

Adrian GORUN?

Abstract The ambiguity is a fundamental
attribute of power. By ensuring privileges to
the holders of power (no matter what level), to
the extent that power itself is based on an
inequality accepted in certain limits, power is
permanently (yet in varied degrees) subject to
contest. Owing to its role of guarantor of order
and security, power is accepted, owing to its
sacred implications it is worshipped, but
because it maintains and justifies inequality,
power is contested. Any political regime, no
matter if it is in conformity with tradition or
bureaucratic rationality, manifests the same
ambiguity towards the power exerted by the
main players.
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factors

In both social and political sciences
there are debates in detail upon power. In the
Preface
to his study “Power”, Keith Dowding
(Oxford, 1996) succinctly assesses the results
of the debate: “On the one hand there were
the elitists who thought that in spite of
democratic structures, power was to a great
extent in the hands of a small number of
people, gathered around the senior ones in
the political positions and around the
bureaucratic interests and businesses. On the
other hand there were pluralists, who,
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serie de studii de caz au aratat cd in cel mai
rau caz elite diferite dominau diferite
domenii de probleme si adesea elitele nu
obtineau tot ceea ce doreau. In fond exista
putere in sistemul democratic, nu doar prin
urna de vot, c¢i mai ales prin dezvoltarea
grupurilor de presiune. Altii sustin ca puterea
era mai difuza, prinsa in probleme privitoare
la libertatile reale si interesele oamenilor,
libertati si interese care merg dincolo de cele
recunoscute de cea mai mare parte a
oamenilor”'. Tesatura de relatii si densitatea
aspectelor de profunzime pe care le
presupune puterea il determina pe Dowding
sd concluzioneze: ,,Sistemul puterii era
complex pentru a fi studiat prin
instrumentele empirice simple ale analistului
politic behaviorist™,

Puterea, in sensul de putere politica,
nu este — si nici nu poate fi — apanajul unui
individ, ci apartine grupului, manifestandu-
se doar pe perioada in care grupul respectiv
se mentine. In analiza puterii intervin o serie
de elemente prin care continutul acestuia ni
se nuanteazd: producerea de efecte asupra
persoanelor si lucrurilor, capacitate de
actiune efectiva, posibilitatea constrangerii
unor persoane de catre alta (alte)
persoana(e), posibilitatea acordata unui actor
social de a conduce in voie si dupa propria
vointd etc. Multi autori atrag atentia asupra
unui fapt semnificativ: nevoia preciziei si
rigorii terminologice in definirea puterii in
general, a puterii politice in special. In
aceastd directie se finscrie s§i analistul
Gheorghe Teodorescu 1in opinia caruia
ambiguitdtile ce caracterizeaza manifestarile
fenomenului social al puterii provin din
echivocul distinctiei pe care Aristotel a
realizat-o in legdtura cu intelesurile diferite
ale lui dynameis (puterea in stare latentd) si
entelehia (puterea manifestata): ,,Ori de cate
ori ea este evaluatd superficial, apar si
intelesurile ~ aleatorii  care = complica
cercetdrile ce-i sunt dedicate™.

De altfel, observatia privitoare la
«competenta» si «performanta» lingvistica
intelese drept insusirea unei limbi ,.de a

through a series of case studies have pointed
out that in the worst case different elites
dominated different domains of issues and
that often the elites did not obtain anything
they desired. In essence, there was power in
the democratic system, not only in the
election urn, but especially in the
development of pressure groups. Others
ascertain that power is more diffused, caught
in the problems regarding the real liberties
and people’s interests, liberties and interests
that go beyond the acknowledged ones by
most of the people'’. The web of relations
and the density of deep aspects which the
power supposes, makes Dowding conclude:
“The system of power has been complex
enough to be studied via the mere empirical
instruments of the behaviourist political
analyst™'*.

Power in the sense of political power
is not — and cannot be — an individual’s
privilege, it pertains to the group and it is
manifest during the time the respective group
has it. In analyzing power there is a broad
range of elements which shade the content of
power: yielding effects upon people and
things, ability of effective action, the
possibility of one person constraining other
persons, the possibility given to one social
player to lead freely as he pleases etc. Many
authors draw the attention upon a significant
fact: the need for precise and rigorous terms
to define power generally speaking and of
political power particularly. The analyst
Gheorghe Teodorescu goes along this line
and in his opinion the manifestation of the
social phenomenon of power comes from the
ambiguity of distinction which Aristotle
accomplished regarding the  different
meanings of dynameis (power in latent
condition) and entelehia (the manifested
power): “Every time it is superficially
assessed, random meanings emerge which
make the research dedicated to it even more
complicated”".

In fact, the observation regarding one
language linguistic <<competence>> and
<<performance>>  understood as the
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dispune de o capacitate adecvatd pentru a
reda acele sensuri de mare subtilitate
pragmatica ale conceptului de «putere»” este
cat se poate de corectd, ca de altfel si
remarca privitoare la lipsa de performanta in
domeniu a limbii romane. Intrucat termenul
de putere nu are sinonime ,atit de
productive semantic™ in limba romana sunt
posibile ,,ambivalente supdratoare”.

Pornind de la termenii utilizati in
limba latind — de potentia si potestas, autorul
citat gaseste ca termeni echivalenti in limba

romand, termenii putere §1  putintd,
considerand util pentru evitarea
ambiguitdtilor In analizele pe care le

realizeaza, sa apeleze la cuvantul putere in
cazurile in care el are intelesul de potentia,
iar 1n cazurile in care sensul cuvantului
invoca latinismul potestas sa fie folosit drept
corespondent cuvantul putinta.

,»Argumentul de la care am plecat —
intareste Gh. Teodorescu — a fost ca daca
puterea, in general, corespunde aptitudinii
umane de a actiona, atunci puterea politica
priveste intotdeauna actiunea colectiva a
comunitatii.

Puterea, in sensul de «putere politica»
nu este — si nici nu poate fi — apanajul unui
individ, ci apartine grupului, manifestandu-
se ca atare numai atat timp cat acesta se
mentine. Prin comparatie, puterea ca putinta
trimite la ceva singular, la individ si,
indiferent cd se exteriorizeazd ca raport
interpersonal, ea rdmane in mod esential o
realitate independenta si autonoma™®.

Analiza noastra include, in
continuare, raportari la alti doi autori
semnificativi in literatura de specialitate:
George Burdeau si Georges Balandier.

In  Traité de science politique
Burdeau descrie puterea — in general — ca
fenomen social prin excelenta ,,...In sensul
ca ea nu poate fi conceputa in afara societatii
pe de o parte, ea neputdndu-se manifesta
decat prin intermediul relatiilor sociale pe de
altd parte, In afara relatiilor de putere o
societate fiind un corp inert, incapabil de a-si
satisface ratiunea de a fi, care este actiunea

“adequate capacity of a language to render
those meanings of a great pragmatic subtlety
of the concept <<power>>" is as accurate as
possible, and so it is the remark concerning
the lack of performance in the domain of the
Romanian language. Since the term
<<power>> has no synonyms “as
semantically productive”’, in Romanian
there are “annoying ambiguities”.

Starting from the utilized terms in
Latin — potentia and potestas, the quoted
author finds as equivalent terms in
Romanian, the terms puz‘erem and putinta”,
considering useful to avoid ambiguities in his
further analyses to resort to the word putere
whenever it has the meaning of potentia,
whereas in the cases when the meaning of the
word refers to the Latin potestas, the word
putinta should be used.

So Gh. Teodorescu emphasizes —
“The starting argument was that power,
generally speaking, is correspondent to the
human ability to act, then the political power
always regards the collective action of
community. Power in the sense of <<political
power>> is not — and it cannot be - an
individual’s prerogative, it pertains to the
group and it is manifest during the time the
respective group has it. By comparison,
power as possibility refers to something
singular, to individual and regardless the fact
it is exteriorized as an interpersonal relation,
it essentially remains an independent and
autonomous reality”*’.

Our analysis continues to resort to
two significant authors in the specialized
literature: George Burdeau and Georges
Balandier.

In his Traite de science politique,
Burdeau describes power — generally
speaking — as a social phenomenon in the
highest sense of the word”... in the sense that
it cannot be conceived outside society on the
one hand and on the other that it can only be
manifest via the social relations; apart from
the power relations, a society is only an inert
body, incapable to fulfil the reason of being
in the world, that is the ongoing activity”'.
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continud™’. Dar actiunea continud — ca
ratiune existentiala a societatii, presupune ca
0 societate umand nu poate fi conceputd in
afara existentei si manifestarii puterii politice
care are functii de coordonare, organizare si
aparare, ceea ce dovedeste cd Burdeau, desi
analizeaza puterea In general, ajunge tot la
relatiile de putere de tip politic®. Perspectiva
juridica introdusa de Burdeau, conduce la un
reductionism prin care puterea ca fenomen
social poate fi analizatda doar 1n termenii:
,Puterea este o conditie a ordinii, iar
libertatea nu este posibila decat in interiorul
unei ordini™.

In esenta, se constatd referirile lui G.
Burdeau la societatile organizate,
posibilitatea ei existentiald manifestandu-se
doar in interiorul unei ordini. Desigur ca
termenul ordine (care acoperd si procesul
organizare) comportd nuantari insd, in cazul
descris de Burdeau, ordinea este ceva
institutional-functionald, organizarea fiind
una  legal-rationald. Ceea ce  este
semnificativ, dar nu si suficient. De aceea,
consider remarca lui Georges Balandier nu
doar semnificativa, ci si absolut necesara
intrucat ,,...puterea — oricare ar fi formele ce
i1 conditioneazd folosirea — e recunoscuta in
orice societate umand, chiar rudimentara”'’.
Prin urmare puterea exista si in afara unei
societati organizate dupd principiile ordinii
pe care o dd aparatul institutional de tip
politic.

Ce este prioritar in analiza puterii:
efectele sau atributele sale?

Este de la sine inteles cd efectele sunt
cele ce pun puterea 1n evidentd si de la
aceastd premisa porneste Balandier atunci
cand, din punct de vedere metodologic,
acorda prioritate efectelor puterii prin
raportare la atributele acesteia. Citand-o pe
Lucy Mair (,,Nu existd nici o societate in
care regulile sa fie automat respectate”),
Balandier subliniazd ca puterea ,este
intotdeauna in serviciul unei structuri sociale
care nu se poate mentine doar prin
interventia «cutumei» sau a legii, printr-un

fel de supunere automata fatd de reguli”'’.

Yet the ongoing activity — as an existential
reason of the society, suppose that a human
society cannot be conceived outside the
existence and manifestation of political
power with coordination, organization and
defence functions, which proves that even if
Burdeau analyzes power generally speaking,
he reaches the same power relations of
political type”’. The juridical perspective
introduced by Burdeau leads to reductionism
through which power as social phenomenon
may be analyzed only in the terms of: “Power
1s a condition of order, and freedom is
possible only within this order™?.

In essence, G. Burdeau’s reference to
the organized societies, their existential
possibility being manifested only within an
order, 1s to be noticed. Of course the term
order (covering the organization process)
contains shades, yet in the case described by
Burdeau, order is something institutional-
functional, organization is legally rational.
This is significant enough, but not at all
sufficient. That is why I myself consider
Georges Balandier’s remark not only
significant but absolutely necessary since
“...power — no matter the forms conditioning
its utilization — is acknowledged in any
human society, even if rudimentary™. It
follows that power exists outside of a society
organized on the principles of order which
the institutional apparatus of political type
confer.

What is a priority in analyzing the
power: its effects or its attributes?

It goes without saying that it is the
effects that emphasize power and Balandier
starts from this premise when
methodologically speaking gives priority to
the effects of power in relation with its
attributes. Quoting Lucy Mair (“There is not
society in which rules are automatically
obeyed”), Balandier stresses that power “is
always in the service of a social structure
which cannot maintain itself only to the
<<common law>> intervention or through an
automatic abide the laws”?.

Acknowledging the existence and
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Recunoscand existenta sl
manifestarea puterii in orice societate (chiar
in ,,societdtile rudimentare”), antropologul
francez ~ vorbeste despre caracterul
aproximativ al echilibrului oricdrei societati,
despre instabilitatea potentiald recunoscutd
de antropologii ,fard prejudecati fixiste”,
chiar la nivelul mediului «arhaicy.

Din acest echilibru aproximativ, din
instabilitatea potentiala, care face ca orice
socictate sa fie vulnerabila, Balandier
extrage efectele fenomenului social numit
putere: ,,Puterea are deci ca functie apararea
societatii de propriile slabiciuni, conservarea
ei, s-ar putea spune, si, daca este necesar,
acceptarea schimbarilor care nu sunt in
contradictie cu principiile sale
fundamentale”. Apoi, o data cu depasirea
relatiillor de rudenie de catre raporturile
sociale, ,,intervine Iintre indivizi si intre
grupuri o competitie mai mult sau mai putin
evidenta, fiecare vizand sa orienteze deciziile
colectivitdtii in avantajul propriilor interese.
Puterea (politicd) apare deci ca un rezultat al
competitiei si ca un mijloc de a o controla”'?.

Caracterul aproximativ al echilibrului
este inerent oricarei societati, cu atat mai
mult omenirii azi, in conditiille in care
internationalizarea si-a atins plafonul maxim,
iar globalizarea reproduce riscuri vechi si
creeazd noi vulnerabilitati. Instabilitatea
potentiald a oricdrei societati, luatd separat,
in conditiile globalizarii, se amplifica (atat ca
intensitate, cat si ca modalititi de
manifestare), fecunda contaminare negativa
reprezentand o realitate asa cum si fecunda
contaminare pozitivd este o realitate. Prin
urmare, globalizarea nu face lumea mai putin
vulnerabild si nici cu mai putine slabiciuni.
Efectul de domino are indici exponentiali de
propagare, comparativ cu  propagarea
vulnerabilitdtilor societatilor clasice. Tocmai
de aceea puterea exercitatd intr-o lume
supusa globalizarii trebuie sa apere aceasta
lume de propriile sldbiciuni, sa-i asigure
conservarea si sa-1 accepte schimbarile care
nu sunt in contradictie cu principiile sale
fundamentale. Asa cum in plan intern exista

manifestation of power in any society (even
in  “rudimentary societies”), the French
anthropologist speaks about the approximate
character of the balance in any society, about
the potential instability recognized by
anthropologists “without fixed preconceived
ideas” at the very level of <<archaic>>
environment.

Out of this approximate balance , of
potential instability, which make any society
vulnerable, Balandier extracts the effects of
the social phenomenon called power: the
function of the power is thus protection of the
society against its own weaknesses, we may
say its preservation, and if necessary,
accepting the changes which are not
contradictory to its fundamental principles”.
Once the kinship is overcome by the social
relations, “a more or less obvious
competition intervenes between individuals
and groups, each of them aiming at orienting
the decisions in favour of their own interests.
Thus (political) power appears as a result of
competition and as a means to control it”*°.

The approximate character of balance
is inherent to any society, even more for
nowadays mankind provided that
internalization reached the maximum limit,
whereas globalization reproduces old risks
and creates new vulnerabilities. The
potential instability of any society, separately
considered, under the conditions of
globalization, magnifies (both as intensity
and as modalities of manifestation), the
negative prolific contamination represents a
reality and so is the positive prolific
contamination. As a consequence,
globalization makes the world neither less
vulnerable, nor with less weaknesses. The
domino effect has exponential indices to
propagate, by comparison to propagate the
vulnerabilities of classic societies. This is
precisely the reason why, the power exerted
in a world subject to globalization has to
protect this world against its own
weaknesses, to provide its preservation and
to accept its changes which are not in
contradiction to its fundamental principles.
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relatii de dominatie — ascultare si in planul
relatiilor internationale puterea se exercitd
prin intermediul unor astfel de raporturi —
suport. Teoria fantomda a globalizarii
ascunde, la acest nivel, un alt mit: mitul
democratizarii relatiilor internationale care,
la randul lui, ascunde o serie de idei-forta
precum: suveranitatea limitatd, mindul
american, binele universal, pax americana
etc. Teoria fantoma a globalizarii ascunde un
anumit tip de ordine internationald, o ordine
in care lumea nu este vazutd intr-o dinamica
ce conduce la schimbari de statusuri si roluri
in privinta decidentilor §i printre decidenti, ci
intr-o perpetuare imuabild, staticd a acestor
roluri. Puterea este imanenta si transcendenta
oricarei societdti in era globalizdrii si, in
mod natural, ea trebuie sd conserve aceste
societati. Fiind o sustinatoare ardenta a ideii
ca globalizarea este inerent dezirabild si
inerent inevitabila, teoria fantoma a
globalizdrii ascunde o altd prezumtie legata
de putere: prezumtia legitimitatii ei si
exercitarii ei legitime in plan mondial. Ea —
teoria fantoma — este, din perspectiva
cautarii  intemeierilor legitimarii-analoga
ideologilor coercitive, centrate in logica
constrangatoare a ideii circumscrise dogmei
ce propagd monopolul adevarului absolut.

In realitate, ce reprezintd puterea
exercitatd intr-o lume in care globalizarea
este in expansiune continud? Nimic altceva
decat un vector compus de puteri: un vector
cu capacitate de modelare 1in trepte
(corespunzdtoare nivelului de participare la
decizie) si care exprimd relatia putere —
dominatie, avand la o extremitate un numar
restrans de actori (uneori unul singur), iar la
terminalul sagetii un grup numeros de actori.

As in home affairs there are domination
relations — obey — the same happens in
foreign affairs when power is exerted via
some support-relations. The ghost theory of
globalization hides at this level another myth:
the myth of democratization of the
international relations, which in turn hides a
series of penetrating ideas as: limited
sovereignty, American mind, universal right,
American peace etc. The ghost theory of
globalization hide a certain type of
international order, an order in which the
world is not seen as a dynamics leading to
change of statuses and roles regarding the
decision-making factors and among the
decision-making factors, but in an imputable
and static ongoing of these roles. Power is
inherent and transcendental to any society in
the globalization era and naturally, it has to
preserve these societies. As an ardent
upholder of the idea that globalization is
inherent desirable and inherent inevitable, the
ghost theory of globalization hides another
assumption connected to power: the
assumption of legitimacy and legitimate exert
globally. It — the ghost theory — is from the
perspective of searching for founding the
legitimacy — analogous to coercive
ideologies, centred on constraining logics of
the idea circumscribed to dogma propagating
the monopoly of absolute truth.

In fact, what does power exerted in a
world in which globalization is in ongoing
expansion represent? It represents nothing
more than a vector composed by powers: a
vector with shaping capacity in stages
(corresponding to the level of taking part the
decision-making  process) and  which
expresses the relation power-domination,
having at its extremity a small number of
players (sometimes only one), and at the
terminal of the arrow a large group of
players.

Polul executant

» (numar mare de actori)

Polul decident (grup Putere
restrans de actorti; >
unul singur) Dominatie
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Nota: actorii sunt diversi: state nationale, companii transnationale, trusturi,

concerne

internationale, organizatii internationale, grupari extremiste, asociatii religioase, organizatii militare.

Decision-making pole Power Executive pole
(Small group of players; » (great number of
one player) players)

Domination

Note: The players are different: national states, transnational companies, trusts, international

concerns, international
associations.

organizations,

In exercitarea functiei sale esentiale —
aceea de aparare si conservare a status-
quoului (in fapt, a ordinei internationale),
puterea isi elaboreaza norme si reguli.

Au loc transferuri de loialitati, iar
schimbarile acceptate (care nu sunt in
contradictie cu principiile sale fundamentale)
reprezintd sursa legitimarii acestor loialitati.
In sprijinul imperativititii ascultarii este
invocata ideea binelui universal, ascultarea
fiind obtinutd prin asumarea regulilor sau, la
nevoie, prin fortd. Teoria fantoma a
globalizarii include o serie de paradoxuri:
democratizarea si politica de dictat, razboiul
pentru asigurarea pacii, pluralismul lingvistic
si imperativul lingvistic, societatile plurale si
cultura globald, diversitatea identitard si
ciocnirea civilizatiilor, unicitate i inglobarea
etc.

Globalizarea ridica competitia la scara
mondiala.

Actorii internationali stiu cad existd si
sunt luati in considerare numai prin
participarea la schimbul de valori universale,
iar aceastd participare presupune competitie,
ce produce ierarhizari, clasificari. Raritatea,
unicitatea, competitivitatea sunt  seturi
calitative functie de care se obtine si se
gradualizeaza performanta. Dar competitia
imanentd globalizarii din modernitatea tarzie
i-a gasit pe competitori pe pozitii de start
inegale din perspectiva unor varii criterii, cele
mai multe dintre ele evidentiind stadii de
dezvoltare. Competitia imanentd globalizarii

extremist

groupings, religious associations, military

Power frames rules and regulations in
exerting the essential function — that of
defence and preservation of status quo (in fact
of international order).

Transfers of loyalties take place,
whereas the accepted changes (which are not
with its fundamental principles) represent the
source of the legitimacy of these loyalties. The
idea of universal right is invoked to uphold the
imperative of submission, it being obtained by
assuming the rules or when necessary using
force. The ghost theory of globalization
includes a series of  paradoxes:
democratization and dictatorship policy, war
to provide peace, linguistic pluralism and
linguistic imperative, plural societies and
global culture, identity diversity and clash of
civilizations, oneness and inclusion etc.

Globalization raises completion to
global scale.

The international players know it exists
and are taken into consideration only by
participating to the exchange of widespread
values, and this participation supposes
competition, the competition  yields
hierarchies, classifications. Rarity, oneness
and competitiveness are qualitative sets
depending on which performance is obtained
and graded. Yet the completion immanent to
globalization of late modernity found the
competitors on unequal start positions from
the perspective of varied reasons, most of
them emphasizing stages of training. The
completion immanent to globalization started
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a pornit nu doar de la decalaje reale de
potential, ci si de la reale clivaje care cel mult
s-ar fi putut diminua, dar nicidecum elimina.

Reluand observatiile lui  Georges
Balandier — remarcabile prin corectitudinea
lor — se poate aprecia ca in lumea supusa
globalizarii fiecare actor vizeaza sa orienteze
deciziile colective in avantajul propriilor
interese. Teoria fantoma a globalizarii adauga
aici incd o prezumtie inadecvatd: prezumtia
convergentei intereselor in plan global. Ori ,
aici apar alte doud probleme. Prima —
reflectare a unei realitati factuale — vizeaza
alaturi de convergenta, divergenta multora
dintre interese, divergentd izvoratd din
decalaje, clivaje, roluri in competitie.

Cea de-a doua problema se ridica in
legaturd cu capacitatea, recunoscuta si
acceptata in plan mondial (regional) de a
orienta deciziile in avantajul propriilor
interese, 1n conditiile in care actorii principali
sunt, din acest punct de vedere, ierarhizati.
Prin urmare, ierarhiile prestabilite garanteaza
si legitimeaza forta de elaborare si
implementare a deciziilor pe care le reclama
globalizarea.

Din corelarea celor doud probleme,
apar alte dimensiuni ale globalizarii,
dimensiuni pe care teoria fantoma nu le ia in
calcul. Aceste dimensiuni vizeaza
cuprinderea (sfera intereselor convergente),
excluderea (sfera intereselor divergente),
transferul de loialitati artificiale (sfera
actiunilor care graviteazd in jurul polului
decident, ca sustinatori, dar nu ca participanti
activi), legitimarea §i legitimitatea tranzitiva
(transferul de legitimitate dinspre norme si
principii cu rol de conservare puterii intr-o
ordine globald, catre actorii principali,
fondatori i sustinatori ai acestei ordini),
consensul  prin  consimtamantul  indus
(alienarea consimtamantului actorilor ce
graviteaza pe orbita polului decident),
reproducerea matricei lumii globale prin
(re)producerea elementelor sale structurale,
functie de vointa discretionara
([re]producerea institutiilor, relatiilor, culturii
globalizarii etc., functie de vointa de putere,

not only from real gaps of potential, but also
from real cleavages which could have been at
least diminished not at all eliminated.
Reiterating ~ Georges  Balandier’s
observations — remarkable through their
accurateness — the following appreciation can
be made: in the world subject to globalization,
each player aims to orient his collective
decisions in favour of his own interests. The
ghost theory of globalization adds here one
more adequate assumption: the assumption of
convergence of interests globally speaking.
Here two issues arise. The first — mirroring of
a factual reality — aims along convergence to
the divergence of many interests, a divergence
derived from gaps, cleavages, roles in the
competition. The second issue arises in
relation with the capacity, globally
(regionally) acknowledged and accepted, to
drive the decisions towards their own interests,
provided that the main players are from this
standpoint in a hierarchy. Consequently the
pre-established hierarchies guarantee and
legitimate the force to frame and implement
the decisions claimed by the globalization.
From the correlation of the two issues,
other dimensions of globalization emerge,
dimensions which the ghost theory does not
take into account. These dimensions envisage
including (the domain of convergent interests),
exclusion (the domain of divergent interests),
transfer of artificial loyalties (the domain of
activities revolving around the decision-
making pole, as upholders, not as active
participants),  legitimacy and tranmsitive
legitimacy (transfer of legitimacy from rules
and principles with the role of power
preservation in a global order, towards the
main actors, settlers and upholders of this
order), consensus through induced consent
(alienation of the players’ consent, players
revolving round the decision-making pole),
reproduction of the global world matrix by
reproducing its structural elements, depending
on the will of decision-making poles
(reproduction of institutions, relations, of
globalization culture etc. depending on the
will of power, by the power exerted globally)
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de puterea exercitatd in plan mondial), etc.
Aceste dimensiuni acceptate si mascate de
teoria fantoma a globalizarii au ca efecte:
perpetuarea normelor si regulilor ce justifica
ideile — forta ale conduitelor discretionare,
perpetuarea decalajelor de potential si — in
multe cazuri — adancirea clivajelor,
perpetuarea ierarhiilor (chiar in conditiile in
care pozitille reale sunt in schimbare),
perpetuarea politicilor zonelor de influenta,
justificarea interventiilor militare etc., toate
justificate prin intemeiere in modernitate —
modernizare. Rezultatul? Pe ansamblu, lumea
nu este nici mai bogata, nici mai echitabila,
inegalitatile, subdezvoltarea si politica de
dictat reprezentand fenomene s§i procese
prezente in era globalizarii.

Afirmatia lui G. Balandier: ,,Puterea
(politicd) apare deci ca un rezultat al
competitiei si ca un mijloc de a o controla”
este una de valoare universald. Globalizarea
nu anuleaza, ci asigura perpetuarea unei astfel
de puteri. Puterea, judecatd in termeni de
dominatie — ascultare se distribuie 1Intre
actorii principali ai competitiei inegale,
competitie care a creat acest tip de putere si a
ierarhizat actorii participanti. Pare un cerc
vicios, insd iesirile — In conditiile actuale —
sunt inerent imposibile. In termeni de
prioritati, competitia are prioritate genetica
fatd de puterea exercitata global, in timp ce
puterea are prioritate functionala fata de
competitie, ea avand capacitate de control
asupra competitiei Insasi. Concretizatd la
nivel de actori ce se bucurd de recunoastere,
puterea are rolul de mijloc de control,
devenind astfel omniprezentd (spatial si
temporal) si asigurand omnipotenta actorilor
decidenti.

Ca si in plan intern, puterea exercitata
in relatiile internationale intr-o erd a
globalizarii care-si are propria ordine, este un
lanus cu doud fete.

Aceasta dedublare a puterii exercitd in
relatiile internationale nu se manifesta
exclusiv 1n legatura cu un anumit tip de regim
politic (asa cum se fenomenalizeaza ea in
plan intern, ca putere de stat, regimul politic

etc. These dimensions accepted and masked
by the ghost theory of globalization effect in:
perpetuation of rules and regulations that
justify the ideas — force of decision-making
conducts — perpetuating the gaps of potential —
in many cases — deepening of cleavages,
perpetuating of hierarchies (even under the

conditions that the real positions are
changing), perpetuation of policies of
influential ~ eras, justify the military

interventions etc., all of them justified by
founding in modernity-modernization. Result?
In assembly, the world is neither richer nor
fairer, inequalities, underdevelopment and the
dictate policy representing phenomena and
processes present in globalization era.

Balandier’s  statement:  “(Political)
power thus emerges as a result of competition
and as a means to control it” is one of
universal value. Globalization does not annul
but ensures perpetuation of such a power.
Power judged in term of domination —
obedience — is distributed among the main
players of the unequal competition, which
created this kind of power and made a
hierarchy of the main players. It seems a
vicious circle, yet the exits — under the present
conditions — are inherently impossible. In
terms of priorities, competition has a genetic
priority in the face of the exerted power
globally speaking, while the power has
functional priority in the face of competition,
the power having capacity of controlling the
completion itself. Materialized at the level of
the players enjoying acknowledgement, power
has the role of control means, thus becoming
omnipresent (spatially and temporally) and
ensuring the omnipotence of the decision-
making players.

The same as in home affairs, the power
exerted in foreign affairs in an era of
globalization with its own order is a two-faced
Janus.

This split personality of power exerted
in foreign affairs does not manifest exclusively
in relation to a certain political regime as it is
substantiated in home affairs, as a state power,
the political regime being, in essence, a power
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fiind, n esentd, un regim de putere de un
anumit tip — regim democratic, regim
autoritar, regim totalitar — fiecare in
amplitudini diferite), ci reprezinta
fenomenalizari ale puterii In conditiile
coexistentei unor regimuri diferite, ale unei
pluralitati de regimuri ale caror suporturi sunt
statele nationale, dar si alti actori. Tocmai de
aceea, 1n era globalizarii, puterea exercitata n
plan global este manifestd atat prin functiile
de conservare, cat si prin functiile de
modelare dinamica, ambele categorii de
functii  implicdnd imanenta controlului.
Extinzand planul de analizd propus de G.
Balandier, conform caruia puterea ,, este
inerentd oricarei societdti”, prin urmare si

societdtii supusa globalizdrii, se poate
conchide c¢a si 1n socictatea din era
globalizarii puterea provoacd respectarea

regulilor care 1i stau la baza, apara aceasta
societate de propriile imperfectiuni, limiteaza,
in cadrul sau, efectele competitiei Intre
indivizi §i  grupuri. Are deci, functii
conservatoare. Necesitatea puterii politice
decurge si in plan international, din caracterul
sdu negentropic. In acest sens, ,formula
sinteticd” la care recurge Balandier, conform
careia ,,se va defini puterea ca rezultand,
pentru orice societate, din necesitatea de a
lupta Tmpotriva entropiei ce o amenintad cu
dezordinea, dupda cum amenintd orice
sistem™’ este una cu valoare epistemica si
metodologica si pentru sistemul relatiilor
internationale, ordinea la acest nivel fiind la
fel de necesara.

Logica derularii raporturilor dintre
actori in plan international este una, pe cat de
simpla, pe atat de edificatoare: fiecare actor
este congtient de imposibilitatea
autoextragerii, participarea  la  viata
internationala aldturi de ceilalti actori fiind
inevitabila; inevitabilitatea participarii
reclama inevitabil acceptarea regulilor
impuse (a ordinei). Desigur cd acceptarea
poate fi una voluntard, prin asumarea
regulilor sau, la nevoie, una coercitiva,
mijloacele constrangerii avand grade si
intensitati diverse (embargouri, tratament

regime of a certain kind — democratic regime,
authoritarian regime, totalitarian regime — each
of them in different tonalities), but is
represents substantiation of power under the
conditions of the different regimes
coexistence, of a plurality of regimes
underlying on national states and also other
players. It is for reasons of this kind, that in
the globalization era, the power exerted
globally is manifested both through the
preservation functions and through the
dynamic shaping functions, both categories
implying the immanence of control. Extending
the analysis plan proposed by Balandier,
according to which power “is inherent to any
society”, consequently to the society subject to
globalization as well, a conclusion may be
drawn: in the society in the globalization era,
too, power pose the challenge of playing by
the rule on which it is based, the power
protects this society against its own
imperfections, within it limits the effects of
competition between individuals and groups.

Thus it has preservation functions. The
necessity of  political power  flows
internationally too, from its non-entropic
character. To this sense, “the synthetic

formula”, to which Balandier resorts and
according to which “for any society, power
will be defined as the result of the necessity to
fight against the entropy that threatens society
with disorder, as it threatens any system™, is
a formula with epistemic and methodological
value for the system of international relations,
order at this level is necessary alike.

The logic of the development of the
relations among players internationally
speaking is as simple as it is enlightening:
each player is aware of the impossibility of
self-extraction, participating to the
international life along the other players being
inevitable; the inevitability of the participation
requires inevitably agreement with the rules
imposed (by the order). Of course, the
agreement may be a voluntary one, by
assuming the rules or if necessary, a coercive
one, the means of constraint having different
degrees and  intensities (embargoes,

Annals of the ,,Constantin Briancusi” University of Targu Jiu, Letters and Social Sciences Series, Issue 4/2011

16



Analele Universititii “Constantin Briancusi” din Targu Jiu, Seria Litere si Stiinte Sociale, Nr.4/2011

diferentiat, retragerea clauzei natiunii celei
mai favorizate, interventii militare etc.).
Aceste mijloace sunt disponibile actorilor
decidenti principali.

Granita intern/extern In societatea
supusd globalizarii este una extrem de
flexibila, multe dintre mecanismele care
contribuie la mentinerea sau re-crearea
cooperdrii interne — despre care vorbeste G.
Balandier — fiind utilizate si in cooperarea
internationald. Constatarea lui: ,,Ritualurile,
ceremoniile sau procedurile ce asigurd o
refacere periodica sau ocazionald a societatii
sunt, la fel ca suveranii si «birocratia» lor,
instrumentele unei actiuni politice astfel
intelese”™™® are validitate si in re-crearea
cooperdrii In plan international 1n era
globalizarii. De altfel, functia negentropica a
puterii — inteleasd ca necesitate careia i se
supune orice societate, o necesitate izvorata
din determindri interne ale societatii
respective, nu poate fi integral manifesta daca
nu este luatd 1n calcul rezultanta unei
necesitati externe, urmare a relatiilor
societatii respective cu mediul exterior:
,,Fiecare societate globald este In legatura cu
exteriorul, ea este, direct sau la distanta,
legatd de alte societati pe care le considera
strdine sau ostile, periculoase pentru
securitatea si suveranitatea sa”>.

Cum stau lucrurile azi, cand
internationalizarea si-a atins plafonul maxim?

Pe scurt, trebuie spus cd, Intr-o
societate orientatd spre globalizare planul
intern (identitate, securitate, suveranitate etc.)
transleazd intens cdtre ceea ce anterior
reprezenta exterior, relativitatea granitei
intern/extern generand alte niveluri ale
suveranitatii (suveranitatea limitata),
securitatii (securitatea internationald),
cetateniei (cetdtenie intermitentd, cetdtenie
europeand, ,.cetatenie globala”). Ceea ce
reprezenta pentru multi actori statali
,determinari externe”, 1n era globalizarii
acestea devin ,,determinari interne”, elemente
constitutive ale ordinei societatii supuse
globalizarii. Regulile interne sunt, fie
acomodate la cele internationale, fie, pur si

differentiated treatment, withdrawal of the
clause of the most favoured nation, military
interventions etc.). These means are available
to the main decision-making players.

The border internal-external in the
society subject to globalization is an extremely
flexible one, many of the mechanism
contributing to the maintaining and re-creating
the internal cooperation —about which
Balandier specks — being utilized also in the
international cooperation. His notice that:
“The rituals, the ceremonies or the procedures
ensuring a periodic or occasional restoration of
the society are similar to the sovereigns and
their ~ <<bureaucracy>>, the tools of
democracy understood as such™ is valid in
recreating the cooperation internationally
speaking in the globalization era as well. As a
matter of fact, the non-entropic function of the
power — understood as a necessity to which
any society obeys, a necessity derived from
internal determinations of the respective
society, cannot be totally manifest unless the
result of an external necessity is taken into
account, as a result of the respective society
relations with the foreign environment: “Every
global society is in connection with the foreign
environment, it is directly or from afar,
connected with other societies which it
considers foreign or hostile, dangerous for it
security and sovereignty™*'.

How are things today, when
internationalization reached its superior limit?

In short, the following observation
must be made, in a society oriented towards
globalization, the home affairs (identity,
security, sovereignty etc.) pass intensely
towards what previously represented foreign;
the relativity of the border internal/ external
generates other levels of sovereignty (limited
sovereignty), security (international security),
citizenship (intermittent citizenship, European
citizenship, “global citizenship”). What
represented for many state players “external
determinations”, in globalization era they
become “internal determinations”, constitutive
elements of the order of the society subject to
globalization. The internal regulations are
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simplu, lasd loc regulilor consemnate in
tratate  internationale. Dar acesta nu
presupune ca ascensiunea globalizarii elimina
,,determinarile externe” pentru toti actorii, in
conditile =~ in care o  globalizare
atotcuprinzatoare (cum demonstram supra) nu
este posibila.

Puterea exercitata in plan global este
manifestd nu doar prin functiile sale de
conservare, ci si prin functiile de modelare
dinamica. La orice nivel, cu atat mai mult la
nivel international, puterea implicda o
disimetrie in cadrul raporturilor (economice,
sociale, politice, juridice, etc.).

Functiile de modelare dinamica ale
puterii In plan international se exprimd in
gestionarea relatiei de interconditionare dintre
putere si inegalitdti, puterea intdrindu-se o
datd cu accentuarea inegalitatilor, iar
inegalitatile reprezentand conditia mentinerii
puterii (in conditiile in care, la randul ei,
puterea este conditia mentinerii inegalitatilor)

. latd o altd asumptie mascatd de teoria
fantoma a globalizarii.
Se pledeazd pentru o ordine

internationald bazata pe dreptate, egalitate,
echitate In timp ce resorturile disimetriei se
perpetueaza implacabil, in legaturd cu esenta
si atributele puterii. In orice tip de societate
se stabilesc suprematii, subordondri. Ele sunt
prezente chiar 1n  societatile asa-zis
,»primitive”,  societdti  calificate  drept
egalitare, dar care dovedesc — cum constata
Georges Balandier — generalitatea faptului ca
puterea implica disimetrie, chiar daca
manifestarea se prezintd in ,,forma sa cea mai
atenuantd”. Dacd in aceste societati se
stabilesc suprematii si subordondri in functie
de sex, varsta, situatiec genealogica,
specializare si calitati personale, in societdtile
in care ierarhiile sunt evidente relatiile dintre
putere si disimetriile ce afecteaza raporturile
sociale devin foarte clare®®, iar in societatea
supusa globalizarii protoclasele si castele sunt
inlocuite cu alte tipuri de ierarhii precum
potentialul militar, potentialul economic,
potentialul informational etc. Inegalitatea
care creeaza ierarhii, suprematii, subordonari

either adjusted to those international, or they
merely leave room for the rules recorded in
international treaties. But this does not mean
that the rise of globalization -eliminates
“external determinations” for all the players,
considering that all encompassing (as we have
demonstrated above) globalization is not
possible.

Power exercised in the world is
manifested not only by its functions of
preservation, but also by the dynamic shaping
functions. At any level, so much the more
internationally speaking, the power implies a
dissymmetry within the (economical, social,
political, legal, etc.) relations.

The functions of dynamic
internationally ~ shaping of power, are
expressed in the management of the relation of
conditioning between power and inequalities
the power becomes stronger once the
inequalities are  emphasized, = whereas
inequalities representing the condition of
maintaining the power (under the conditions in
which, in turn, power is the condition of
maintaining the inequalities). Here it is
another assumption masked by the ghost
theory of globalization.

Everybody pleads for an international
order based on justice, equality, fairness while
the dissymmetry resorts are implacably
perpetuated concerning the essence and
attributes of power. In any kind of society,
supremacies, subordinations are established.
They are to be found even in the so-called
“primitive” societies labelled as equal, but
which prove - as Georges Balandier notices —
the general fact that power implies
dissymmetry, even if its manifestation is
presented in “the most attenuated shape”.
Whether in these societies, supremacies and
subordinations are established taking into
account the sex, age, genealogical situation,
specialization and personal qualities, in the
societies in which hierarchies are obvious, the
relations between power and dissymmetry
affecting the social relations became
manifest’, whereas in the society subject to
globalization the proto-classes and the caste
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este inevitabild (grade diferite de dezvoltare,
acces diferentiat la resurse etc.), dar ascunsa
in corpusul teoriei fantomd a globalizarii.
Controlul imanent al puterii vizeaza
deopotriva functiile de conservare si functiile
de  modelare  dinamicd, negentropia
asigurandu-se atdt prin perpetuarea unor
status-quouri, cat si prin reasezari si reajustari
la nivelul rolurilor in decizie. Potentialul
variabil de inegalitate se perpetueaza,
indiferent de ritmurile impuse modernizarii,
macar din perspectiva relatiei actori principali
— actori subordonati. Am in vedere aici relatia
de interconditionare putere — inegalitdti, ca

relatie  suport pentru  suprematii i
subordonari si  nicidecum imuabilitatea
pozitiei si  rolurilor acelorasi  actori
principali. Mai clar, prin modelare si

conservare, ierarhiile se mentin, fiind posibile
si reale atat pierderi, cat si castigari de
suprematii. Mutatiile produse la nivelul
actorilor ierarhizati creeazd aparenta unor
sanse egale. Esenta, raméane Insd aceeasi:
perpetuarea disimetriei.

In  demonstrarea  inconsistentelor
teoriei fantoma a globalizarii aducem si
argumentele legate de sacralitatea si
ambiguitatea puterii.

Luand din nou ca punct de plecare
analizele si concluziile lui G. Balandier, ne
atasdm 1ideii cd in nicio societate puterea
(politicd) nu este desacralizatd complet,
raportul cu sacrul impunandu-se evident in
societatile denumite traditionale: ,,Discret sau
vizibil, sacrul este intotdeauna prezent in
cadrul puterii. Prin intermediul acesteia (al
puterii) societatea este inteleasa ca unitate —
organizarea politicd introduce adevaratul
principiu totalizant — ordine §i permanenta.
Ea este inteleasd sub o forma idealizata, ca o
garantd a securitatii colective si ca o simpla
reflectare a cutumei sau a legii, e confirmata
sub aspectul wunei valori supreme si
obligatorii, devine astfel materializarea unei
transcendente ce se impune indivizilor si
grupurilor particulare™'.

In dezvoltarea spuselor Ilui G.
Balandier, prin extinderea planului de analiza

are replaced with other types of hierarchies as
the military potential, economic potential,
informational potential etc. Inequality creating
hierarchies, supremacies, subordinations is
inevitable (different degrees of development,
differentiated access to resources etc.), but
hidden in the corpus of the ghost theory of
globalization. The immanent control envisage
in the same degree the preservation functions
and dynamic shaping, non-entropy is ensured
through the perpetuation of status-quos as well
as through re-placing and re-adjustments at the
level of the decision-making roles. The
variable potential of inequality is perpetuated,
irrespective of the rhythms imposed to
modernization, at least from the perspective of
the relation main players-subordinate players.
Here I take into consideration the conditioning
relation power-inequality, as a support relation
for supremacies and subordinations and not at
all the immutability of the position and roles of
the same main players. To be more specific,
through shape and preservation, hierarchies
are maintained, loses are possible and real and
gains of supremacies. The shifts that have
taken place at the level of the hierarchies of
players create the appearance of equal
chances. Still the essence is the same:
perpetuating the dissymmetry.

In order to demonstrate the
inconsistencies of the ghost theory of
globalization we bring in discussion the
arguments connected to sacred and
ambiguities of power.

Using again as starting point G.
Balandier’s analyses and conclusions, we
embrace the idea that in no society (political)
power is completely void from sacred, the
relation with the sacred imposing obviously in
the societies called traditional: “Open or
veiled, the sacred has always been present
within power. Through the vehicle of power,
the society id understood as a unit — the
political organization introduces the real
totalitarian principle — order and permanence.
It is understood under an idealized form, as a
warranty of the collective security and as a
mere reflection of common law it is confirmed
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a puterii catre societatea supusa globalizarii,
iterez aici ideea cd aceasta (puterea) nu este
niciodatd complet desacralizata, ca sacrul este
intotdeauna prezent in cadrul puterii. Prin
urmare, si in cadrul puterii exercitate in
societatea din era globalizarii unde, principiul
totalizant introdus de organizarea politico-
juridicd, solicitd ordine §i1 permanenta.
Aceasta face ca societatea globalizata gradual
sa fie perceputa ca unitate, iar puterea ca o
garantd a securitdtii colective. Puterea
exercitatd in plan global este, ca si puterea
politica, Inteleasa sub o forma idealizata, ca o
simpla reflectare a cutumei sau a tratatelor.
Puterea e confirmatd si la acest nivel sub
aspectul unei valori supreme si obligatorii,
devenind  astfel = materializarea  unei
transcendente ce se impune tuturor actorilor.

In esentd, in planul relatiilor impuse
de globalizare, mai mult decdt in planul
determindrilor  interne,  puterea  este
«putincioasd» nu numai prin mijloacele sale
coercitive obiectivate in plan fizic, ci si
printr-un sistem de mijloace persuasive prin
care puterea deasupra §i puterea asupra
implicd un anumit grad de sacralitate care
conduce catre un alt tip de constrangeri:
constrangerile interioare. Autoimpunerea
constrangerilor 1n fata ,,unei valori supreme si
obligatorii”, caracterizeaza fiecare individ in
parte, mai mult sau mai putin, In functie de
societatea din care face parte. lar
materializarea acestei transcendente se
impune indivizilor si grupurilor particulare,
actorilor de pe scena politici internd si
internationald §i 1n baza constientizarii
gradului lor de putintd/neputintda in baza
puterii.

Balandier  reia, in  sustinerea
sacralitatii puterii, argumentatia pe care
Durkheim o realizeaza in studiul sdu asupra
formelor elementare ale vietii religioase
(capitolul V Religie si putere) sustinand ca
relatia puterii cu societatea ,,nu este in mod
esential diferitd” de relatia stabilitd de catre
Durkheim intre totemul australian si clan.
,Dar aceastd relatie — constatd Balandier —
are, In mod evident, o Incarcaturd de

as a supreme and compelling value, it thus
becomes the  materialization of a
transcendence imposed to the individuals and
particular groups™®.

Enlarging upon G. Balandier’s words
and by extending the plan of analyzing the
power in the society subject to globalization, I
reiterate here the idea that it (power) is never
completely void of sacred, that sacred has
always been a part of the power. As a
consequence, the totalitarian  principle
introduced by the  political-juridical
organization requires order and permanence
within the exerted power in the society in the
globalization era, too. This leads to the fact
that the society gradually globalized be
perceived as a unit, and power as a warrant of
collective security. The power exerted globally
is as the political power is, understood under
an idealized form, as a mere reflection of
common law and treatises. Power is, at this
level too, substantiated as a supreme and
compulsory value, the materialization of a
transcendence imposed to all the players.

In essence, in the context of the
relations imposed by globalization, more than
in the context of internal substantiations,
power is <<possible>> not only through its
coercive means materialized in the physical
context, but through a system of persuasive
means through which the over power and
above power involve a certain degree of
sacred leading to other types of constraints:
the inward constraints. Self-imposition of
constraints in the face of “a supreme and
compulsory value” characterizes, more or less,
each and every individual varying with the
society he is part of. Furthermore
materialization of this transcendence is
enforced to individuals and particular groups,
to players on the internal and external political
ground, resting on their awareness upon their
degree of possibility/ impossibility in face of
power.

In upholding the sacred of power,
Balandier reiterates the argumentation which
Durkheim materializes in his study on the
elementary forms of religious life (chapter V
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sacralitate. Literatura antropologicd ramane,
in mare parte si uneori fard sa stie, un fel de
ilustrare a acestui lucru™?,

Voi detalia aspectele legate de
sacralitatea puterii in era globalizarii intr-un
alt capitol, ilustrand cum este utilizata religia
— chiar 1n diversitatea ei — In perpetuarea
dominatiei.

Ambiguitatea, celalalt aspect principal
al puterii este lamurita de G. Balandier,
printr-o logicd impecabild, in urmatorul
demers:*

» puterea apare ca necesitate a

oricdrei vieti in societate;

» puterea exprima constrangerea
exercitatd de catre societate asupra
individului;

» puterea constrange cu atat mai
mult, ,,cu cat pastreazd 1n sine o farama de
sacru’;

» capacitatea de coercitie este
suficient de mare, ,,atdt de mare, cat sa fie
considerata periculoasa de aceia care trebuie
sd o suporte”;

» o consecintd a caracterului
coercitiv, in crestere, al puterii, este aceea ca
,unele societati dispun de o putere ale carei
amenintari §i riscuri sunt, continuu,
dezamorsate”. Facand trimitere la modul in
care P. Clastres expune ,,filosofia seferiei
indiene™, prezentdnd dezamorsarea prin
analiza organizarii politice a mai multor
societdti amerindiene, Balandier conchide:
,, Lrel propozitii rezuma teoria lor implicita:
puterea este, in esenta sa, coercitie;
transcendenta sa constituie, pentru grup, un
risc de moarte, seful are deci obligatia de a
evidentia, n fiecare clipa, inocenta functiei
sale”;

» puterea este necesard, insa
necesitatea existentei ei solicitd necesitatea de
a fi mentinutd intre limite precise: ,,Ea
necesitd comsimtamantul $1 o anumitd
reciprocitate. Aceastd contrapartida este un
ansamblu de responsabilitati si de obligatii
foarte diverse in functie de regimurile in
cauza: pace si arbitraj, aparare a cutumei si a
legii, generozitate, prosperitate a tarii §i a

Religion and Power) upholding the point of
view that the relation between power and
society “is not essentially different” from the
relation established by Durkheim between the
Australian totem and clan. Balandier notices
that: “this relation has obviously a sacred vein.
Anthropological literature remains to a great
extent and sometimes not knowingly, kind of
illustration of this fact™**.

Aspects concerning the sacred of
power in the globalization era are addressed to
in detail in another chapter, showing how
religion is utilized — even in its diversity — to
perpetuate domination.

Ambiguity, the other main aspect of
power is made clear by G. Balandier, utilizing
an impeccable logic, in the following
approach:*

» Power emerges as a necessity of any
life in a society;

» Power expresses constraint exerted by
the society upon the individual;

» Power constraints so much the more,
“as it keeps in itself a particle of
sacred”;

» The coercion capacity is high enough,
“ as high as it be considered dangerous
by those enforced to bear it”;

» One consequence of the coercive
character of the power is increasingly
that “some societies dispose of power
whose  threats and risks are
continuously diffused”. Referring to

the way in which P. Clastres
illustrating “the philosophy of Indian
chiefdom™®, presents the defuse
through the analysis of political

organization of several Amerindian
societies, Balandier sums up: “Three
sentences summarize their implicit
theory: power is in essence coercion;
its transcendence is for the group a
deadly risk; the chief is bind to
emphasize the innocence of its position
every moment”;

» Power is indeed necessary, yet the
necessity of its being in the world
requires for necessity to be maintained
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oamenilor, acordul stramosilor si al zeilor etc.
Mai general, se poate spune cd puterea
trebuie sa se justifice (s.n.) antrenand o stare
de securitate §i de proprietate colectiva.
Acesta este pretul ce trebuie platit de
detindtorii sai, un pret care nu e niciodata
platit integral”;

» consimtdmantul implicd un
principiu $1 mai multe mecanisme: principiul
este legitimitatea, iar mecanismele, sunt cele
care controleaza abuzurile de putere. Aici
Balandier face trimitere la analiza pe care
Max Weber o realizeazad asupra legitimitatii -

,una din categoriile fundamentale ale
sociologiei sale politice” — la tipurile
weberiene ideale de dominatie legitima

(dominatia legald, dominatia traditionala si
dominatia charismaticd), considerdnd ca
sociologia politica a acestuia ,, este un sistem
care are la bazd aceste trei moduri de
legitimare a raportului de comanda si
supunere” ea inspirand demersul teoretic al
mai multor antropologi>”.

Transferul ideii de putere din planul
determindrilor interne 1n planul vast si
contextual — definit al determindrilor externe
faciliteaza Intelegerea validitatii argumentelor
expuse supra §i pentru societatea supusa
globalizarii.

In acesti termeni, cititorul avizat poate
constata cum fiecare dintre aspectele
sacralitatii si ambiguitatii puterii se adauga
continutului teoriei fantoma a globalizarii.
Difera doar intensitatea, amplitudinea si
modalititile combindrii mijloacelor. Iar
arsenalul diversificat al mijloacelor asigura
posibilitatea ca ele sa fie interschimbabile
functie de aprecierea gradului de imanenta al
determindrilor in anumite momente, apreciere
ce cade in competenta exclusiva a actorilor
principali.

Mai trebuie precizat aici ca Georges
Balandier nu se limiteazd doar la a aminti
influentele sociologiei politice weberiene
asupra unora dintre antropologi, ci ofera
cateva exemple spre a demonstra asemenea
influente. Astfel, el detecteaza la J. Beattie
diferentierea puterii de autoritatea politica,

within precise limits: “It needs consent
and certain reciprocal relations. This
counterpart i1s an assembly of
responsibilities and obligations varying
with the regimes in question: peace
and arbitrage, defending of common
law, generosity, welfare of country and
of population, the agreement of
forefathers and gods etc. At large one
may say that power should justify itself
(s.n.) through a secure climate and
collective power. This is the price
which its holders should pay, a price
which has never been totally paid”;

» The consent implies a principle and
more mechanisms: the principle is the
legitimacy and the mechanisms are
those that control the abuses of power.
Here Balandier refers to the analysis
max Weber accomplishes upon
legitimacy — “one of the fundamental
categories of his political sociology —
to Weber’s ideal types of legitimate
domination (legal domination,
traditional domination and charismatic
domination), considering that his
political sociology “is a system

underlying these three modalities of

legitimacy of the relation between
command and obedience” it being an
inspiration of the several
anthropologists’ theoretic approach®’.
The transfer of the power idea from the
context of internal determinations to the vastly
defined context of external determinations
facilitates the insight of the arguments validity
exposed above, in the case of the society
subject to globalization.

In this context the competent reader
may notice how each of the aspects of power
sacred and ambiguity is added to the contents
of the ghost theory of globalization. Though it
is different in that intensity, amplitude and
modalities of combining the means concern;
whereas the diverse arsenal of means enables
the possibility for them to be interchangeable
varying the appreciation degree of immanence
of changes in certain moments, appreciation
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cea de pe urma implicand recunoasterea
publica si acceptarea, cele doud elemente
implicate 1n autoritate presupunand un
criteriu distinctiv al ei: legitimitatea. Din
aceastd perspectivd, autoritatea poate fi
definita ca ,,dreptul recunoscut unei persoane
sau unui grup, prin consimtamantul societatii,
de a lua decizii privind ceilalti membrii ai
societatii®.

Un alt exemplu este cel al lui R. Firth
care, intr-un studiu asupra populatiei tikopia
din Polinezia (Essays on Social Organisation
and Values, 1964) analizeaza problema
acceptarii si a efectelor opiniei publice.

Astfel, Firth explica de ce puterea nu
poate fi complet autocratica si enumera unele
forme prin care ea ,,cautd si primeste o parte
variabild de adeziune de la cei guvernati: fie
prin apatie de rutind, fie prin incapacitatea de
a concepe o alternativa, fie prin acceptarea
catorva  valori comune estimate ca
neconditionate. Dar oricum, cei guvernati
impun limite puterii; ei incearca sd o mentina
intre anumite granite, recurgdnd la
«institutiile formale» (sfaturi sau grupuri de
batrani desemnate de clanuri) si la
«mecanismele informale» (zvonuri sau
evenimente exprimand opinia publicd). Astfel
se regaseste ambiguitatea deja evocata:
puterea tinde sa se dezvolte ca raport de
dominatie, dar consimtdmantul care o
legitimeaza tinde sa-i reducd autoritatea.
Asemenea migcdri contrare explica faptul ca
«nici un sistem politic nu este echilibrat». R.
Firth afirma cu hotarare ca existd, in acelasi
timp, «lupta cu alianta, respectul fatd de
sistemul existent si dorinta de a-1 modifica,
supunerea fata de legea morald si incercarea
de a o interpreta in functie de avantajele
particulare». Spre deosebire de interpretarea
hegeliand, politicul nu realizeazd neaparat
depasirea particularititilor si a intereselor
particulare™’.

In concluzie, ambiguitatea reprezinti
un atribut fundamental al puterii. Prin
privilegiile conferite detinatorilor puterii
(indiferent de nivel), in masura in care
puterea se bazeaza pe o inegalitate acceptata

falling under the exclusive competence of the
main players.

One more specification should be done
here. Georges Balandier does not confine
himself to only remind the influences of
Weber’s political sociology upon some of the
anthropologists, but he furnishes some
examples to substantiate such influences. Thus
he traces in J. Beattie the difference between
power and political authority, the Ilatter
implying the public acknowledgement and
acceptance the two elements implied in
authority supposing its distinctive criterion:
legitimacy. Precisely from this perspective,
authority can be defined as “the right of a
person or a group acknowledged by the
society’s consent, to make decisions regarding
the other member of the society”**.

Another example is that of R. Firth
who, in a study on Tikopia, the population of
Polynesia (Essays on Social Organization and
Values, 1964), analyzes the problem of
acceptance and the effects of public opinion.

Therefore, Firth explains why power
cannot be completely autocratic and
enumerates some forms through which it
“seeks and receives a variable part of adhesion
from those who are ruled, either through
routine apathy or the inability to conceive an
alternative, or by acceptance of some common
values estimated as unconditional. But
anyway, the governed ones impose limits on
power, they try to keep it between certain
boundaries, resorting to <<formal
institutions>> (elder groups designated by
clans) and to <<informal mechanisms>>
(rumours or events expressing public opinion).
Therefore ambiguity is found already
mentioned: the power tends to develop as a
report of dominance, but the consent that
identifies it tends to reduce the authority. Such
contrary movements explain why << no
political system is balanced>>. R. Firth said
emphatically that there is, at the same time,
<<fighting alliance, respect for the existing
system and the desire of change it, obedience
to moral law and attempting to interpret it
according to the private benefits>>. Unlike the
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intre anumite limite, puterea este (dar in
grade variabile) supusd contestarii, iar
datoritd rolului sau de garant al ordinii si
securitdtii puterea este acceptata; datorita
implicatiilor sacre este venerata; dar pentru
ca intretine si justificd inegalitatea, puterea
este contestata. Ea manifestd aceeasi
ambiguitate fatd de putere si orice ordine
internationald manifestad aceeasi ambiguitate
fata de puterea exercitatd de actorii principali.

Consider ca si alte exemple pe care le
aduce Balandier pentru sustinerea atributului
ambiguitdtii puterii sunt edificatoare in
intelegerea mecanismului  dominatie —
ascultare. Astfel, in societati precum fang si
cele ale popoarelor vecine cu Gabon si Congo
(societati africane fard centralizare a puterii)
mecanisme corectoare, cu actiune disimulata
amenintd cu moartea pe oricine abuzeaza de
autoritatea sau de bogédtia lor. Apoi, in unele
dintre statele traditionale ale Africii negre
»tensiunile ce rezulta din inegalitatea claselor
sunt dezamorsate in imprejurdri determinate
si se pare atunci cad raporturile sociale sunt,
dintr-o datd provizoriu, inversate. Dar o
asemenea inversare este controlatd: ramane
organizatd in cadrul ritualilor corespunzatoare
care pot, sub acest aspect, sa fie denumite
ritualuri de rebeliune, dupa expresia lui Max
Gluckman. Viclenia suprema a puterii e de a
se contesta ritual, pentru a se consolida mai
bine efectiv*®. Cate invatiminte au tras din
valorificarea acestor studii antropologice
marile puteri si cum se consolideaza astfel
teoria fantoma a globalizarii, se va vedea in
capitolele urmatoare.
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necessarily accomplish the overcoming of
particularities and of particular interests.”

I find other examples that Balandier
brings to uphold the attribute of power
ambiguity enlightening enough for the insight
of the mechanism domination-obedience.
Hence in societies as Fang and of the people
neighbouring Gabon and Congo (African
societies ~ with  non-centralized  power)
corrective mechanisms, with dissimulated
action threatens with death anybody that
abuses their authority or richness. Then in
some traditional states of black Africa “the
tensions resulted from the inequality among
classes are defused in  determined
circumstances and it seems then the social
relations are at once reversed. Yet such a
reversion is controlled: it remains organized
within the corresponding rituals which may
under this aspect be called rebellion rituals,
utilising Max Gluckman’ s words. The
supreme slyness of power is to contest itself
ritually in order to consolidate itself better”®.
How many lessons have the Great powers
learnt by capitalizing these anthropological
studies and how the ghost theory of
globalization becomes more solid every day
are issues addressed to in the next chapters.
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