Who speaks for the citizens in Central and Eastern Europe in 2009?


The aim of the session was to reflect on the issue of the “lonely citizens”, whose voices and interests are no longer represented properly and to answer the question, that seems to be simple, which is “who speaks for citizens in CEE in 2009”. Discussion led to reflection on limitations of democratic institutions and efficiency of corporate mode. It focused on the problem how can we make those institutions and channels more open and less distant from individuals, is democratization complete or does it need improving, if yes in which direction?

To reflect on those issues we invited sociologists and political scientists. Our panelists were IVAN KRASTEV, MILA MINEVA, SLAWOMIR SIERAKOWSKI, and ALEKSANDER SMOLAR. The discussion chaired WAWRZYNIEC SMOCZYNSKI, journalist from Polish magazine “Polityka”. The session was divided into two parts – one connected more with the theory of democracy and the problem of representation, the second one focused more on the practical side – the use of democracy and its tools. During the sessions there were presented two clips from the street poll run in CEE countries. There were also few interventions from the audience, as well as from the participants of the on-line discussion, which was parallel moderated by SIMON DELAKORDA.

The discussion tackled many issues and led a lot of reflective opinions and remarks. Below we present only few of them, those who seem to be most interesting and inspiring:
 

· We are not reflecting enough on the democracy and its mechanisms. Our imagination of democracy comes still from the transformation times. Everything changes since then in democracy. But we did not move a lot in our visions of democracy. The problem is that we should stop talking about 20 years and institutions made for democratizing processes, we should act. There is a lack of people who perform so called self-reflected activism. We need somebody to be more practical in bringing mechanism into life.

· We are not able to communicate what democracy is to people.  People still think of the representation as a political party issue or election mechanism. This is very limited notion of democracy, which is not engaging for citizens.
 
· The problem is that people nowadays have increasingly individualistic attitudes, they are focused on their problems. Not many people – citizens are interested in building democracy. There is for sure not enough power in citizens nowadays, or not enough will to engage. People believe that there are too many inequalities in their life between other people to find common goal and understanding.
 
· Misunderstood or incomplete democracy lead to populism and technocratic methods and leaves space for abuses. We could experience in the region the selectiveness of democracy caused by inequalities and lack of people solidarity. In public debate some topics are more articulated and visible, when the others are left behind.
 

· Another problem is that nobody really explain to people why do they need to vote. There is no new promise in democracy. Some goals have already been achieved, like transformation, EU integration. Democracy should be a promise, something what can move people’s minds. There is a need for some offer from democracy. What should it be? The democracy should be a process which ends on different stages, leading to the next step. Democracy should be a temporary choice between something against the other thing, it shouldn’t be neutral.
 
· Role of civil society in democracy was always a substitute for politics or a buffer between the citizens and politics, where politics is a technical process only. The problem is that NGOs are not going to be elected, so will not represent people. The problem is that more people trust political parties than NGOs.
 
· There is a paradox that people don’t really want to have representation, but they need it. No one wants to be active in everything - people want and can be active in something specific
 

· The problem with representation is related with globalization. A lot of decisions influencing our countries are not taken in our countries. The globalization process changed everything. Often happens that some decisions (mainly market ones) are taken outside the country which they have biggest impact on.
