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ANNOTATION
Rafic Sulaiman. Functionality of federalism in the contemporary world (Middle
East). Doctoral thesis in political sciences. Chisinau, 2019.
Thesis structure. This PhD thesis contains annotation (in English, Romanian, Russian),
summary, introduction, 3 chapters, general conclusions and recommendations, 131 pages of
basic text, bibliography of 304 titles.
Key words. Federalism, Middle East, political systems, functionality, political reality,
sovereignty, state power, federation, confederation, federal processes.
The field of the study. Political Sciences.
The purpose of the PhD thesis is to elucidate the conditions of functionality of
contemporary federalism and to identify the opportunities and obstacles that play roles in
determining the political present and future of the the examined countries
The research objectives: to study the theoretical and methodological peculiarities of the
scientific approach of the contemporary federalism phenomenon; the systemic approach of
federal relations in contemporary states; to identify some issues of sovereignty and equality of
rights of federal subjects; to determine the particularities of the federal integration processes of
the Middle East states; to identify some directions for improving the organization of state power;
the comparative analysis and the highlights of the principles of contemporary federalism; to
study the problem of federalism related to the political realities of Middle East states.
Scientific novelty and originality of the obtained results. The thesis has an innovative
character well argued by the research process of current problems, which have resulted from a
series of changes in the political realities of various contemporary states. Here is presented a
complex approach of federalism, based on systemic and comparative analysis of ongoing
political processes. It is one of the few papers in Moldova in which the issue of federalism is
examined taking into account the current political situation of the Middle East.
The important scientific problem solved in the thesis is the complex approach of
contemporary federalism, which fact led to the systemic and contrastive analysis of political
realities and which allowed the determination of its functional conditions, especially in Middle
East states.
The theoretical importance of the thesis is marked by the achievement of some results
regarding the methodological particularities of the approach to contemporary federalism, the
identification of specific elements of the federal processes, the determination of the factors of the
functionality of federalism.
The applicative value of the thesis consists in the possibility of using this theoretical
material in the didactic process and for carrying out further research in the field.
The implementation of scientific results was achieved by examining and approving
them at the Center of Political Research and International Relations and the Profile Seminar of
the ICJPS, through reports and communications at International Scientific Conferences,
publication of more than 20 scientific works, as well as within the didactic activity of the author
as associate professor at Mardin Artuklu University in Turkey.
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ADNOTARE
Rafik Sulaiman. Funcționalitatea federalismului în lumea contemporană (Orientul
Mjlociu). Teză de doctor în științe politice. Chișinău, 2019.
Structura lucrării. Teza conține: adnotare (în limbile engleză, română, rusă), sumar,
introducere, 3 capitole, concluzii generale și recomandări, 131 pagini text de bază, bibliografia
din 304 titluri.
Cuvinte-cheie. Federalism, funcționalitate, Orientul Mijlociu, sisteme politice, realitate
politică, suveranitate, putere de stat, federație, confederatie, procese federale.
Domeniu de studiu. Științe politice.
Scopul tezei de doctorat constă în elucidarea condițiilor funcționalității federalismului
contemporan și identificarea oportunităților și obstacolelor care se manifestă în procesul
determinării prezentului și viitorului politic al țărilor examinate.
Obiectivele cercetării: studierea particularităților teoretice și metodologice de abordare
științifică a fenomenului federalism contemporan;abordarea sistemică a relațiilor federale în
statele contemporane; identificarea unor probleme ale suveranității și egalității în drepturi ale
subiecților federali; determinarea particularităților proceselor federale integraționiste;
identificarea unor direcții de perfecționare a organizării puterii de stat; analiza comparativă și
evidențierea principiilor federalismului contemporan; cercetarea problemei federalismului
raportată la realitățile politice ale unor state din Orientul Mijlociu.
Noutatea științifică și originalitatea rezultatelor obținute. Lucrarea are un caracter
novator derivat din cercetarea unor probleme actuale, survenite în rezultatul unui șir de
modificări ale realităților politice din diverse state contemporane. Abordarea federalismului este
complexă, bazată pe analiza sistemică și comparativă a unor procese politice în derulare. Este
una dintre puținele lucrări în spațiul moldovenesc în care problema federalismului este
examinată ținându-se cont de actuala situație geopolitică a statelor din Orientul Mijlociu.
Problema științifică importantă soluționată în teză constă în abordarea complexă a
federalismului contemporan, fapt care a condus la analiza sistemică și contrastivă a realităților
politice și care a permis determinarea condițiilor de funcționalitate a federaliusmului, în special,
în statele Orientului Mijlociu.
Importanța teoretică a tezei rezidă în obținerea unor rezultate referitoare la
particularitățile metodologice de abordare a federalismului contemporan, determinarea unor
elemente specifice ale proceselor politice de ordin federal, precizarea condițiilor de
funcționalitate a federalismului în statele contemporane.
Valoarea aplicativă a lucrării constă în posibilitatea utilizării materialului tezei în
procesul didactic și pentru realizarea unor ulterioare cercetări în domeniu.
Implementarea rezultatelor științifice s-a produs prin examinarea şi aprobarea lor în
cadrul şedinţelor Centrului Cercetări Politice şi Relații Internaționale și ale Seminarului Ştiinţific
de Profil al ICJPS, prin rapoarte și comunicări la Conferințe științifice internaționale, prin mai
mult de 20 de publicații științifice, precum și în cadrul activității didactice a autorului în calitate
de prof. asociat la Universitatea Mardin Artuklu din Turcia.
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АННОТАЦИЯ
Рафик Сулейман. Функциональность федерализма в современном мире
(Ближний Восток). Докторская диссертация в области политологии. Кишинёв, 2019.
Структура диссертации. Диссертация содержит: аннотацию (на английском,
румынском, русском), резюме, введение, 3 главы, общие выводы и рекомендации, 131
страниц основного текста, библиографию из 304 наименований.
Ключевые слова. Федерализм, функциональность, политические системы,
политическая реальность, суверенитет, равенство прав, государственная власть,
федерация, конфедерация, федеральные процессы.
Область исследования. Политические науки.
Цель диссертационной работы: определить условия функциональности
современного федерализма и выявить возможности и препятствия, которые играют роль в
определении политического настоящего и будущего некоторых стран.
Задачи исследования: изучить теоретические и методологические особенности
научного подхода к современному федерализму; осмыслить, на основе системного
подхода, федеральные отношения в современных государствах; выявить некоторые
особенности в проявлении суверенитета и равенства прав субъектов федерации;
определить характеристики федеральных интеграционных процессов; определить
некоторые направления совершенствования организации государственной власти;
провести сравнительный анализ в применении принципов современного федерализма;
исследовать проблемы федерализма, связанные с политическими реалиями
ближневосточных государств.
Научная новизна и оригинальность полученных результатов. Диссертация
обладает новаторским характером, исследованием текущих проблем, возникших в
результате ряда изменений в политических реалиях различных современных государств.
Комплексный подход к федерализму определяется системным и сравнительном анализом
текущих политических процессов. Это одна из немногих работ в Молдове, в которых
рассматривается вопрос о федерализме с учетом нынешней политической ситуации в
ближневосточных государствах.
Важной научной проблемой, решаемой в диссертации, является комплексный
теоретический подход к феномену современного федерализма, который привел к
системному и сравнительному анализу политических реалий и позволил определить
обстоятельства функциональности федерализма в разных государствах Ближнего Востока.
Теоретическая значимость диссертации выражается в раскрытии, на
теоретическом и методологическом уровне, особенностей современного федерализма,
идентификации конкретных элементов федеральных процессов, определения условий
функциональности федерализма.
Практическая ценность диссертации заключается в возможности использования
этого теоретического материала в дидактическом процессе, а также для проведения
дальнейших исследований в этой области.
Внедрение научных результатов осуществлялось путем их рассмотрения и
утверждения на заседаниях Центра политических исследований и международных
отношений и профильного семинара ИЮПСИ, посредством докладов и сообщений на
международных научных конференциях, публикацией более 20 научных работ, а также в
рамках деятельности автора в качестве доцента в Университете Мардин Артуклу в Турции.
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INTRODUCTION

The importance and the actuality of the researched problem. The federalism is one of
the principles applied in the practice of relations between the central power and the power
exercised in the territories of that state. It is not only a form of state organization, a principle of
relations between the center and its regions, but also a comprehensive concept, a particular
vision based on the capacity to discover the development potential of a state in its diversity and
on the granting of autonomy to the constituent regions. The federalist vision is in search of the
possibilities of dialogue, of mutually acceptable solutions, in sharing responsibility. That is why
federalism in the contemporary world is, or may be, under certain circumstances, the basis of
social-political stability.
The experience of federalism in the world provides a rich material for reflection in order
to highlight the best practices and extract the positive elements in the event of their
implementation in the political practice, sometimes marked by deficiencies.
The issue of federalism appears at the forefront of international political practice and, at
the same time, of current scientific debates. To know the peculiarities of application of this
principle in the political practice of international actors is a matter of attraction for political
scientists. Despite the attention paid to the issue of federalism, there remains a whole series of
unclear issues. In this context, addressing the problem of functionality of federalism could reveal
a number of relevant issues.
Unresolved fundamental theoretical and applied problems of the development of
federalism (particularly, in Middle East) adversely affect the political behaviour of the masses,
depriving them of the necessary guidelines for the organization of their own state, assessing the
activities of its various units. All this taken together cannot but affect political stability in society,
the political awareness of pressing tasks by various state structures, and the provision of power
with the necessary support from the people.
The nature of the modern stage of the formation of the states objectively requires
thorough political and sociological studies that reveal the essence, signs and principles, types and
models of federalism, the prospects for its development. These circumstances predetermined the
actuality of the problem of the federalism and choice of the topic, the object and the subject of
the study, its goals and objectives.
The empirical material, which requires systematization and re-evaluation, is quite rich
and offers the possibility of new and careful research. Thus, the proposed subject involves
9

examining the current situation in the field of federalism, starting with the investigation of the
federalist practice of some states of Middle East (United Arab Emirates, Iraq, Syria, especially).
It would of course be impossible in a single paper to examine the issue in question in
exhaustiveness. That is why we are using only a few (real or possible) experiences of federalism
in those countries that we have considered more relevant to addressing the issue. It should be
noted that the problems of federalism continue to attract the attention of researchers. There is
multiple evidence of recent interest in re-invigorating debates on the issue of federalism, such as
the „Federalism in the Middle East” conference organized by the well-known Freeman Spogli
Institute of Stanford University in 2017 [278]. In fact, federalism in the Middle East is a very
relevant issue in the current context. The region has long beenwas, in opinion of the experts, a
zone of turbulence and conflict, and the rapid developments in the region, internal instability and
weak predictability, the destruction of statehood and uncertain responses of elites to modern
challenges repeatedly put this problem at the center of political discussions. On the political
horizon, there are more and more federalization projects in which their external and internal
authors see the opportunity to get out of the perils of general conflict, into which more and more
countries and regions are drawn.
Therefore, special place in the work will be devoted to studying the problem of
federalism in the Middle East. It should be noted that political realities in Middle East, marked
recently by the federalist trends, have some justification.The regularly voiced idea of
federalization conceals the attempts of local authorities and external actors to come up with a
model for preserving statehood in a situation of weakening or disintegration of institutions. On
the other hand, federalist initiatives can be seen as an attempt by the central government to
preserve the unity of the country by finding a consensus with regional (often ethnic or nonconfessional) elites. This is the expression of the desire to improve the political system, which
has the power to carry out the mechanisms of governance, to create more subtle management
mechanisms. The federal government even may be not have much of the rivalous regions in its
governance processes, but also stimulates the development of civil societies and democracy.
Clearly, speaking about the experience of federalism, we cannot neglect such countries as
USA, Germany, Canada, continuing with a research on the political aspects that influence these
options, also it appears appropriate as well as to examine this issue in the context of debates on
the political realities of the Republic of Moldova.
The description of the situation in the research domain and the identification of the
research problems. Contemporary scientific approaches to the functionality of federalist
10

principles in the contemporary world have seen a significant increase over the last period,
usually resulting from both political and legal approaches. They focused on the historical
experience and evolution of the concept of federalism, the various theoretical and practical
aspects of the federal relations, highlighted the specific nature of this form of political
organization, the particularities of political doctrine of the federalism and its implementation in
the national systems of the modern states, on the global, national and regional scale of
federalism.Such studies have been signed by a number of notorious researchers such as Daniel
Elazar, Preston T. King, William Riker, Ronald Watts, Kenneth Wheare, Vincent Ostrom,
Michael Burgess, Arendt Lijphart, Alfred Stepan, Pippa Norris, Robert Shapiro, Jan Erk,
Lawrence Anderson, Daniel Ziblatt, Murray Bookchin, Jens Woelk, Claus von Beyme, Daniel
Weinstock, Wayne Norman, Daniel Halberstam et al. Their work was the theoretical and
methodological basis of our research.
In the Republic of Moldova the problems of federalism were approached, even
tangentially, by Valentin Beniuc, Victor Juc, Alexandru Burian, Victor Saca, Sergiu Nazaria and
others. It is worth mentioning the general character of several of the above-mentioned works,
which suggested the opportunity to carry out a special study focused on federalism issues, with
an integrated view on the phenomenon of federalism in the countries of the Middle East, the area
characterized in the last decades by the complex social-political processes, civil conflicts,
reversals of regimes, challenges to security against the backdrop of some manifest tendencies to
reinvigoration the idea of federalism.
Particularities of the political processes currently taking place in the Middle East have
been devoted to the works of both Western authors, such as Michael Gunter, Alex Danilovich,
Eric Davis, Malcolm Peck, Brian Galligan, Dylan O'Driscoll, Denise Natali, Johannes Jüde etc.
and belonging to researchers directly linked to the Middle East area: Mallat Chibli, Ali Allawi,
Hasan Al-Qarawee, Khada Keram, Lydia Khalil, Kazim Aqil, Sujit Choudhry, Nagham Saleh,
Ismet Vanli, Rafat Al-Akhali, Mohammed Ahmed and others.
Such a study could offer the possibility of assessing the quality of democracy in the
examined states, appraising hypothetical scenarios of the future development of the region,
testing the possible solutions for peace and stability of the Middle Eastern states, examining the
application of the principles of federalism in concrete political realities.
Then we start from the idea: in general, despite the considerable volume of scientific
literature on various aspects of the phenomenon being studied, the problems of political tension
in the Middle East region in the context of the issue of federalism must be continued and
11

deepened, the more that the previous works has lost its relevance due to rapid changes in the
nature of political confrontations in the region. This dissertation is intended to highlight the
modern features of the deployment and settlement of political disagreements in the Middle East
in their refraction to the issues of the functionality of federalism.
So, taking into account the above mentioned, the relevance of the researched problem, we
considered that it would be useful to verify the following main hypotheses:
1. The phenomenon of federalism, in all its diversity, is an integral part of modern
political processes.The contemporary forms of federalism are the result of a series of
developments and require a re-evaluation that will be theoretically justified by scientific
investigations.
2. The launching and the deployment of federalization projects in various states
(including those in the Middle East) points to the fact that the functionality of current federalism
is interdependent with the political reality of the respective state, driven by both internal and
external factors.
3. There is a complex relationship between federalism and the democratization processes.
Federalism is beneficial for democratic development, supports working democracy and, in some
cases, can contribute to a better organization of state power. At the same time, in poorly
functioning democracies, federal forms can hinder democratic development.
The theoretical content of this work, the presentation of the results obtained from the
scientific investigations carried out, willbe structured according to the methodological
requirements for the elaboration of doctoral theses. Thus, each chapter of the thesis will serve to
verify one of these hypotheses; will serve to achieve the aim and the objectives of the research,
to formulate conclusions and recommendations based on the application of the most appropriate
methods.
The purpose and the objectives of the thesis:
The main purpose of this PhD thesis is to elucidate the conditions of functionality of
contemporary federalism and to identify the opportunities and obstacles that play roles in
determining the political present and future of the some countries.
In order to achieve this major goal of the research, the following objectivesshave been
proposed:


to study the theoretical and methodological peculiarities of the scientific approach of the
contemporary federalism phenomenon;



to higligts the principles of contemporary federalism;
12



to achieve a systemic approach of federal relations in contemporary states;

 to identify some issues of sovereignty and equality of rights of federal subjects;


to determine the particularities of the federal integration processes of the Middle East
states;

 to identify some directions for improving the organization of state power;


to study the problem of federalism related to various states in the Middle East;

 to make a comparative analysis of federalism in various states of the world;


to determine the relevance of problem of federaslism for the political realities of the
Republic of Moldova.
Methodology of scientific research.In order to achieve the aim and objectives of this

doctoral thesis, two categories of research methods were used:
1.

the methods that have served to examine the theoretical material, to elaborate the
bibliography and to investigate the sources, the necessary information, such as: the
analysis, the synthesis, the induction, the deduction;

2.

three research methods that directly served to solve the problem: the systemic approach,
the comparative analysis, the normative-value method.
The systemic approach will be applied to investigate and determine the particularities of

federal processes. The results of these researches will be presented in Chapter 2 of the thesis.
Also, the same method of systemic analysis will be applied to the complex research of
contemporary federalism, which will allow us to identify its main elements, as well as the
interaction between them. It is a research method used very often by various researchers in the
field of political science. In most cases, the investigated problem and the aims of the research are
taken into account, but also the specificity of this method. According to the literature in the field
of philosophy and methodology of scientific research, the systemic analysis allows us to have
some conceptual clarifications in the case of investigating phenomena, processes or events. It
allows us to achieve certain terminological distinctions and to achieve the approach of some
general concepts. The most important fact is that after identifying the basic elements of the
object of the research, we can investigate the interaction between these elements and,
respectively, better understand the principles of its functioning as a system. In the case of this
thesis, focused on the research of the functional and non-functional factors of current federalism,
the systemic approach is one of the main methods. For this reason, the results obtained by
applying this method will be presented in some compartments of Chapter 2 and Chapter 3.

13

The comparative analysis is another method of research widely used in the field of social
sciences and more recently applied in the field of political sciences. Its importance derives from
the overcoming of the national framework in the case of a complex research and the extension of
the investigation area. It is very useful to respect the basic rule of applying this method – the
careful selection of comparable units.The examination of specialized literature allowed us to
remark the use of this method in the case of the research of political institutions, of political
phenomena, of legal systems or of public policies. In some cases, on the bases of comparison,
political phenomena are better understood or certain classifications are made. In fact, the
comparative analysis gives us the advantage to check the correlation between phenomena and to
formulate more general conclusions. In the case of this thesis, the method of comparative
analysis will be applied for the research of contemporary federalist models. The results of these
investigations will be presented in Chapter 3 of the thesis.
The normative-value method is important because of the possibility of examining
political phenomena from the point of view of their compliance with certain norms or valuessuch
as justice, freedom, equality. Therefore, it is a very useful method for researching the federal
relations in contemporary states, for studying the issues of sovereignty and equality of rights of
federal subjects, for analyzing and identifying some directions for improving the organization of
state power. The results of applying this method will be presented in Chapter 2 of the thesis.
Scientific novelty and originality of the obtained results. The novelty is determined
primarily by the conceptual political science approach to the study of federalism, based on a
specific analysis of the problems of the political process development, mainly in the countries of
the Middle East. The thesis has an innovative character well-argued by the research process of
current problems, which have resulted from a series of changes in the political realities of
various contemporary states. Here is presented a complex approach of federalism, based on
systemic and comparative analysis of ongoing political processes. It is one of the few papers in
Republic of Moldova in which the issue of federalism is examined taking into account the
current geopolitical situation in the Middle East.
The important scientific problem solved in the thesis is the complex approach of
contemporary federalism, which fact led to the systemic and contrastive analysis of political
realities and which allowed the determination of functional conditions of the implementation of
the principles of federalism in various states of the world, especially în the Middle East.
The theoretical value and the practical relevance of PhD thesis. The results of the
research carried out during the elaboration of this thesis have a theoretical importance and an
14

obvious practical relevance. The theoretical and practical value of this paper is conditioned by
addressing the issue of contemporary federalism, applying the most appropriate research
methods in the field of political sciences, formulating conclusions and recommendations that are
needed both for researchers and for politicians. Results of the study make it possible to clarify
political understanding of federalism. This is a subject whose actuality is marked by the
specificity of the global society, the recent changes of the economic system and of the political
system in various states of the world, the latest geopolitical situation. Therefore, this thesis is
first of all a way of dialogue and of the presentation of solutions for the improvement of the act
of governance in states with great cultural diversity.
Thus, taking into account the objectives of these researches, we can mention that the
theoretical importance of the thesis is marked by:
 the achievement of some results regarding the methodological particularities of study of
contemporary federalism;
 the study of the experience of examining the forms of contemporary federalism;
 the study of the evolution of federalist theory;
 -the identification of specific elements of the federal processes;
 the determination of the factors that influence the functionality of federalism (based on the
examples of the Middle East states).
On the other hand, the applicative value of the thesis consists in:
 the accumulation of new experiences on the systemic analysis of federalism;
 the results of the study make it possible to clarify political understanding of federalism.
 the investigation of contemporary federalist models based on comparative analysis;
 the possibility of using this theoretical material in the didactic process, to teach courses in the
field of political science at the level of university and postgraduate studies;
 the possibility of using the thesis material for carrying out previous researches focused on
addressing the same issues;
 the elaboration of some recommendations (conclusions) on the functionality of contemporary
federalism;
 the scientific argumentation of some solutions regarding the social and political stability in
the current federalist states.
Implementation of scientific results was achieved by examining and approving them at
the Center of Political Research and International Relations and the Profile Seminar of the
ICJPS, through reports and communications at International Scientific Conferences, more than
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20 scientific publications, edited in Chisinau, Berlin, Minsk, Comrat, Iasi, etc., as well as within
the didactic activity of the author as associate professor at Mardin Artuklu University in Turkey.
Summary of the thesis compartments. This PhD thesis contains: annotations, a table of
contents, an introduction, 3 chapters, general conclusions and recommendations, a bibliography.
In the Introduction is presented the argumentation of the actuality and importance of the
investigated theme, is determined the scientific novelty of the research, are identified the purpose
and the objectives of the thesis. Also, in this compartment are mentioned the hypotheses that will
be verified, the main research methods applied for the purpose of the thesis, the main results
presented in various publications and at national and international conferences. Also, are
mentioned the theoretical importance of PhD thesis and the practical relevance of the obtained
results.
The Chapter 1 of the thesis, with the title The theoretical and methodological
landmarks of the research of contemporary federalism, is divided into 4 sections, serves to
verify the first hypothesis, contains an analysis of scientific materials on the topic of the
scientific approach of contemporary federalism, includes a description of the situation in the
field of researches. In the same compartment of the thesis are identified the research problem and
the ways of its solution. As a result of applying the first category of scientific methods, which
serve to select and analyze the theoretical material (the synthesis, the deduction, the induction),
were studied the conceptual bases for the interpretation of contemporary federalism, described
the experience of examining contemporary forms of federalism, investigated the theory of
federalism and its stages of evolution, were determined the perspectives of the phenomenon of
federalism. All of these have allowed us to achieve the goal of studying the theoretical and
methodological peculiarities of the scientific approach of the contemporary federalism.
The Chapter 2 of the thesis, with the title The challenges of federalism in contemporary
Middle East, contains 5 paragraphs and is focused on investigating federal relationships in
contemporary states of the Middle East. In this compartment of the thesis were applied the
research methods of the second category (that directly served to solve the problem): the systemic
approach, the normative - value method, the comparative analysis. The normative - value method
was used to examine the political phenomenon from the point of view of its compliance with
certain social norms and values. More specifically, this method has served to study the issues of
sovereignty and equality of rights of federal subjects. As a result, have been identified and
analyzed some directions for improving the organization of state power. The systemic analysis –
another method used in this thesis compartment served to achieve the following objectives: the
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investigation of some issues concerning the sovereignty and the equality of rights of federal
subjects; the delimitation of main particularities of the federal integration processes of the
Middle East states (United Arab Emirates, Iraq, Iraqi Kurdistan, Syria); the identification of
some directions for improving the organization of state power.
The Chapter 3 of the thesis, with the title The problems of functionality of federalism,
is divided in other 3 paragraphs and contains the presentation of the results obtained on the basis
of the comparative analysis of the contemporary federalist models. In the same compartment of
this doctoral thesis were investigated the principles of contemporary federalism and the main
issues of federalism in the contemporary states, including the Middle Eastern countries and
Republic of Moldova. Consequently, as a result of these researches, was achieved the complex
theoretical approach of federalism, were determined the particularities of the evolution of
federalist relations, have been identified the conditions of functionalitiy of federalism in various
states of the world. Particularly, it examines the problems that stand in the way of its efficacy to
adequately manage ethno-religious fragmentation, contain inter-group conflict, and ultimately
foster a national community.
As a logical conclusion, the final section of the thesis includes the General Conclusions
and some Recommendations that resulted from the study of the phenomenon of the federalism in
contemporary world (especially in the Middle East).
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1. THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOGICAL LANDMARKS OF THE

RESEARCH OF CONTEMPORARY FEDERALISM

In this compartment of the thesis are presented the main results concerning the theoretical
and methodological particularities of the study of the contemporary federalism. The examination
of important bibliographic sources allowed us to make a description of the situation in the field
and to remark the interest of political scientists for the practical application of federalist
principles in countries such as USA, Canada, Germany, United Arab Emirates, Iraq, and others.
In this context, it important to note that federalism is a topic of debate for various political
scientists. The high relevance of the „federalist theme” can be explained by the following two
factors. The challenges of modernity produce such alternative and interrelated motives as the
need to create political alliances for the construction of a modern, dynamically developing state;
on the other hand, the need for small self-governing territorial entities to be, more adaptive, more
responsible for citizens, more able to protect and legitimize group affiliations, religious, ethnic,
cultural, social and other traditions [156, p. 3]. It is the states of the „federal solution” that
convincingly demonstrate the ability to create an adequate constitutional form for coordinating
these objective trends. The need for the application of the principles, institutions and
technologies of federalism in settling a multinational state is especially high in which the
contradiction between the desire to preserve the identity and independence of individual nations
(ethnic communities, state-territorial entities) and the unity, integrity of the nation-state remains
fundamental. The second factor that actualizes research in the field of federalism is complex and
contradictory tendencies in the most territorially political organization of modern states. In a
number of unitary states, there is a steady transformation from rigidly centralized territorialpolitical relations to a „hybrid” form of state structure that combines unitary and federalist
principles and institutions.
A more thorough analysis of these works allowed us to note that „the polyphonism”
(multiciplity of forms) of federalism offers the opportunity of considering the phenomenon from
various points of view. However, the diversity of investigations and points of view related to
addressing the issue of federalism can be classified into two main research directions. In the first
one can be grouped the researchers who support the idea that federalism and democracy are
inconceivable one element out of another. Other researchers (those in the second category)
focused on promoting the opinion that the federalism as an institutional form can become the
object of manipulation by political elites. They think that the federalism is capable of fortifying
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and diminishing the potential of democracy - depending on the circumstances of the application
of those principles. Therefore, some researchers make theoretical and practical investigations to
the arguments of the advantages of federalism, and others - to justify its disadvantages. In this
context, addressing the issue of functionality of federalism could reveal a number of relevant
features of the phenomenon, generating some viable solutions to overcome existing crises.

1.1. Scientific views regarding the problems of contemporary federalism

The federalism viewed from the point of view of political sciences is not only a
constitutionally guaranteed distribution of competences between the state and subnational levels
of power, but also political partnership relations, and negotiations on conflict resolution, and a
balance of distribution of influence resources between the center and the regions. Federalism is
designed to weaken the contradictions between the center and the periphery. As a principle
applied in the practice of relations between the central power and the power exercised in the
territories of the state, it is not only a form of state organization, but also a particular vision based
on the capacity to discover the development potential of a state in its diversityand which would
guarantee the autonomy of the constituent regions. The federalist vision is subordinate to search
of the possibilities of dialogue, of mutually acceptable solutions, in sharing responsibility. That is
why the federalism in the contemporary world constitutes (or could, in certain circumstances) a
precondition for social-political stability and can be a tool for making the economy more
efficient. At present, the idea of federalism is often circulated by the academic community as the
„basis for increasing political participation and democratic stability” [65, p. 2] and its potential
for a „social-political balance” [97, p. 20].
The experience of federalism around the world provides a rich material for reflection in
order to highlight the best practices and to identify positive elements in the event of their
implementation in political practice, especially the one marked by deficiencies [53]. The
empirical material gleaned in political reality is considerably rich and offers the possibility to
synthesize the observations, to reveal the essential features of the phenomenon studied and to
draw some conclusions.
What would be the purpose of federalization? Which circumstances determine the adoption of federalism? How is power divided between governing levels in a federal state or about to
federalize? Is federalism a remedy or an end in itself? Why are some federation successes succeeding and some thriving? Such salient questions are currently in the eyes of promoters of vari19

ous theories of federalism - the legal institutional theory (K. C. Wheare [160]), sociological theory (M. Burgess, W. S. Livingston [22; 85]), political / bargaining theory (W. H. Riker [115]), the
process/developmental theory (C. Friedrich [48]) and other have tried to respond over the years.
The latest political realities clearly lead to the advancement of the issue of federalism in
the forefront of international political practice and, at the same time, of current scientific debates.
The elucidation of the particularities of the application of this principle in the political practice of
international actors has become a topic of debate for various political scientists.
As governments „tend to expand against the waves of regional fragmentation in modern
societies” [72, p. 47], as national pressures on minority issues, national identity (Brazil, India,
Canada, South Africa (Nepal, Ethiopia, Russian Federation, Venezuela), self-determination
requests are revealed through secession (Pakistan, Canada, Spain), scientists are addressing these
complex challenges, which, in fact, summarizes current problems of federalism, and come with
theoretical proposals that reveal the logical explanation of the causal relationship of federalism.
Attention to the problem of federalism, an attempt to understand and explain the
formation and functioning of federative systems, has generated considerable research interest for
a long time. The volume of scientific literature devoted to the analysis of various aspects of this
concept is really huge. The whole set of sources considered by the author during the preparation
of this study can be divided into several groups.
Firstly, these are studies of a general theoretical nature devoted to the rxamination of the
specifics of the phenomenon of federalism as the fundamental principle of organizing social
relations in heterogeneous societies. A large number of studies from this group became part of
the scientific tradition and were integrated as an integral part in the political ideology and
practice of modern states. The works of D. Elazar [40; 41; 42; 43], A. Lijphart [84], W. Riker
[114; 115], and others, which have become scientific classics, conceptualize federal relations as a
means of overcoming numerous social schisms, the mechanism of social integration and conflict
overcoming.
The second group of studies is devoted to the analysis of the functioning of federal
systems in individual political systems at different stages of their formation and development.
Most of them set themselves the task of the most complete and detailed description of individual
cases: the functioning of federal relations, their evolution in specific circumstances [3; 13; 89;
164; 147, and others].
What matters for the characterization of federalism is that federal relations as a derivative
of it „may be conveniently defined, as Preston King pointed aut, as a constitutional system which
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instances a division between central and regional governments and where special or entrenched
representation is accorded to the regions in the decision-making procedures of the central
government” [79, pp. 140-141].
Most researchers agree in the understanding of federalism as political principle, the
essence of which lies in the divided and partnership between the center and the regions [48; 75;
101]. Proceeding from this, certain criteria of the federal system are formed:
1. the same territory and population are simultaneously under the jurisdiction of the two
levels of power;
2. each level of power has its own competence;
3. none of the levels of power has the right to abolish the other;
4. at the federal level is mandatory to ensure the representation of regional interests.
Of course, every concrete case requires a thorough examination. This type of
investigation would give us the opportunity to know the advantages and disadvantages that
usually accompany the ongoing federalization processes. Thus, the specialists show, among the
benefits to be gained by adopting the federalist option, the fact that the elements of the federal
structure can be constituted as genuine laboratories of democracy, as real platforms for verifying
certain social and political experiments.
About 40% of population of the planete lives in federal systems, in countries „that can be
considered, or claim to be federations, many of which are multicultural or even multinational in
their composition” [157, p. 9]. Federalism is for some a success story, because it combines
autonomy and cooperation, especially in multinational states. For others it is just a first step to
the break-up of nation states. For some federalism enhances the elements of democracy, because
it creates an additional layer of governance (closer to the people than the political centre). For
others it creates an unnecessary and costly additional level of government with benefits only for
bureaucrats and the political classes.
Regarding the processes of change stemming from separation and division of powers in
federal, federalizing and decentralizing polities, efforts of researchers have been made to
elucidate these dynamics by seeking appropriate characteristics of the respective societies.
In practice, it has also been demonstrated that the federalism effectively protects and
supports the pluralism, that it contributes to the real multiplication of levels of government and
that it offers to the population an increased access and greater involvement in decision-making.
Another mentioned advantage of federalism is to ensure separation of powers and overcoming
barriers to some possible abuses. It is considered that local governments, in relation to the central
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power, have the antidote against tyranny: this fragmentation, in fact, is an opportunity to keep up
the flag of freedom. By removing the national government from engaging in some controversial
issues and by assuming responsibility from the local government, the federalism creates real
opportunities for the central administration to strengthen its political stability.
The recurring themes in the literature include a multitude of concepts. Lately, researchers
have devoted themselves to studying the various facets of federalism. The advantages and
deficiencies of federalism are given, for example, a special attention [17; 27; 97; 100; 116; 120;
253; 290]. The disadvantages observed in the functioning of federal governance usually have two
types of inconvenience:
1.

the lack of opportunities to impose a single national policy, which may cause some
confusion;

2.

the difficulty in making responsible decisions: the overlapping of the limits of competence
between the national government and those of the federation's entities makes it difficult to
attribute guilt to failed policies.
Critics of federalism claim that there is no direct correlation between federalism and the

potential attributed to it or, in other words, there is no guarantee that a federal system governance
will encourage democracy, provide economic prosperity, or favor the minority [47]. P.
Beramendi, for example, interprets the benefits generated by federalism as a „federal illusion”
[18, p. 759], and other authors [52] are launching the argumentation on the advantages of unitary
and parliamentary governance versus federal or presidential.
It cannot be overlooked that federalism is not a viable alternative to secessionism, and,
under certain circumstances, it can even be a factor favouring separatist impulses [32; 81].
Of course, since the theoretical postulates until their application in political practice there
is a very long distance. „Perils”, associated with the possible implementation of federalist
principles in political reality, can generate reluctant attitudes. Thus, the debate of the problem of
federalism in the media of the Republic of Moldova after 2003, activated with a repeated
periodicity, points out that „the population and the surface of the Republic of Moldova are not
able to claim an imperative necessity of a federal government system.In this particular case, it is
missing namely that uniting the rest of federations around the world: the common goal. From the
beginning, the separatism was generated by the difference in cultural identity, it was launched the
opinion that the imperial minority was afraid of „decay” to the status of ordinary citizens, with
rights and obligations - not only rights” [177].
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In any case, the opinions of researchers from different countries are focused on the
attestation of the fact that some of the mechanisms for managing the relationship between
federalism and democratic aspirations illustrate how different federal models affect the
preferences, the strategies and the decisions of actors involved in the political process. This
affirmation is particularly valid for societies where both federalism and democracy are the
objects of institutional change [18, p. 762].
In the discussion of the issue of federalism, all political segments in different countries
are currently involved: the political right – the liberals, but also the centre and the left political;
the economists, the constitutionalists, the political scientists, the sociologists, the international
relations specialists, the opinion leaders, generating a full spectrum of interpretations - from the
presentation of the principles of federalism as a panacea against all the evil of modern society to
the „exaltation of local forms of collective egoism” [288].
Also, it is important to note that „the polyphonism” [127, p. 2] of federalism offers the
possibility of examining the phenomenon from different perspectives. First of all, it is obvious
the opportunity to examine the given phenomenon, very pronounced in the contemporary
society, from the point of view of the inherent connection, existing in the relationship between
the conduct of democratic processes and the manifestations of federalism.Some researchers,
interested in establishing linkages between federalism and democracy, noted that federalism and
democracy are inconceivable one element out of another [16]. For these reasons, it is
symptomatic that democratic regimes functioning in most contemporary federal states, even if
authoritarian federalism is also met in real practice (the example of Brazil, characterized before
as „the most demos-constraining federation in the world” [130, p. 23] went on the path of
transformation into a case of the demos-enabling society: „Brazilian political institutions enable
the federal government to deal with national problems without infringing the rights of subunits,
since these are framed to limit the possibilities of minority groups blocking the will of the
majority” [11, p. 146]. In other researchers' opinion, the federalism as an institutional form can
become the object of manipulation by political elites, and it is both capable of fortifying and
diminishing the potential of democracy - depending on the circumstances of the application of
those principles: „the various forms of distortions imposed on the practice of federalism appear
to be key issue” [163, p. 6] in social-political life of the certains states (for example Nigeria);
„institutional arrangements which facilitate territorial autonomy in states or provinces may
reinforce ethnic differences and provide resources for leaders who play the ‘nationalist’ card,
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thereby promoting ethnic intolerance, and even in extreme cases nationalist succession, partition,
or state failure” [290, p. 6].
The doctrine of federalism is the one that supports and favours the process of integration
of different states, sometimes called federation subjects or, in certain situations, territories,
autonomies, provinces, regions, länder, commoonwealth etc.
Respectively, the political approach means the examination of the most diverse aspects of
the phenomenon, such as: the values of federalist principles and the value of federalism, the
migration and federalism, the contemporary models of federalism, the nationalism vs.
federalism, the ethnic issues determined by federalism, the confessional factor, the political
dilemmas of federalism, the role of political parties in federal state formations, the historicalpolitical motivations of federalism, the federalism and the electoral system, the contradictions of
the federal political system, the institutional design of states in transition, the distribution of
power in a federal state, the principle of autonomy in federations, regionalism vs. federalism, the
economic and fiscal problems of federalism, subsidiarity and federalism, the verticality of state
power, the question of the articulation of power, the federalism and the issue of decentralization
of power, the relations between the center and the periphery, the impact of federalism on state
development, the mechanisms of political participation in federal conditions, the popular
movements of federalist matrix, the particularities of federalism in different countries and many
others [28; 63; 72; 74; 86; 93; 104; 122; 125, etc.].
The subject of federalism's political interpretation is also the federal relations, the
relations of representing the interests of the federation's subject in the upper house of the federal
parliament, the participation of the representative body of the federation's subject in the
legislative process at federal level, etc. Despite the attention paid to the issue of federalism
remain a number of unsolved issues.
In other words, it is no coincidence that contemporary specialists in the field of political
sciences, in their debates on the conditions of federalism, on concrete applicability of the
principles of federalism, on state structure, on functionality and non-functionality of
contemporary federalism often apply the formula „puzzle” [36, p. 42; 164, p. 21] of federalism.
Some arguments have been used efficiently to contest the case of participatory
democracy than the statement that we exist in „a complex society or multi-cultural-nationalities".
The current processes in economy are too „global”, may be, to unravel the intricacies of the
productive sphere. In the current circumstances of the transnational system, often highly
centralized political system, it is better to fortify the representation in the state, to increase the
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efficiency of the institutions; we are advised „than to advance utopian „localist” schemes of
control of people over political and economic life [271].
Over the past two decades, political scientists say, „we have heard a historically
unprecedented volume of talk about and praise of democracy, and many governmental,
nongovernmental, and international organizations have been engaged in democracy promotion”
[104]. More power given to the people in the current means signifies adequate representation in
institutions of power. In relation to democracy is important, as there may bean alternative
democratic to the nation-state.
Apparently, some arguments in favour of centralized government, such as those
expressed by Jeremy Brecher et al. [20], may seem quite convincing. However, tendency to
ignore the problems of „localism”, for example, the existence of „conflict of the
decentralization” is no less serious than the issues raised by globalization that promotes total
decentralization of politics at the global level. The interpretation of the concept of
decentralization in an arrow understanding causes the local isolation and a promotion of selfsufficiency, and overall may lead to cultural parochialism and chauvinism.
The phenomenon of parochialism can lead to problems that are as important as a
unification of cultures, their flatting, which can be over come just by participatory democracy.
The ideals of localism, decentralism, and self-sustainability of the communities must be taken
into account in the discussion of matters of state organization. Clearly, it is a worrying fact that
neither decentralization nor self-sufficiency, yet definitely not the prerequisite for achieving
democracy plenary. However, decentralization in itself provides no assurance that we will have a
multi-cultures society. A decentralized society can easily co-exist with extremely rigid
hierarchies [296, pp. 2-3].
An open federalism and interdependence are two key words to solve the problem.
Decentralism and self-sustainability, therefore, refers to a much broader principle of forms of
governance. In fact, there is a compelling need for democratic and truly, communitarian forms of
interdependence - in short, for libertarian forms of open federalism. The researchers explain: „If
libertarian skepticism about government is correct, it implies that we often have good reason to
worry more about the need to limit the scope of harmful legislation than the need to maximize
the impact of good laws. From that perspective, federalism is often valuable as a strategy for
reducing the risks of bad government” [129, p. 8]. In fact, observs the same author, federalism is
not an unalloyed boon for freedom. „Unless properly structured, it can also empower subnational
governments to exploit owners of immobile assets, most notably land. Federalism can also
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permit local majorities to oppress local minorities. Finally federalism also creates substantial
dangers for liberty in sutuations where regional governments derive all or most of their revenue
from the central government rather than through taxattion of their own residents” [129, p. 2].
Generally speaking, notes the contributors of the series „Perspectives on Federalism”
participatory democracy is a set of proceedings - in which participatory budgeting is at the top of
the ladder – that possess this common character: to implement the voluntary collaboration,
institutionally ruled, of ordinary citizens with public authorities in the deliberative process of a
public (administrative or even legislative) decision, so that citizens can be influent actors of the
same decision [5]. The findings are valid about federalism.
Aside from the United States, countries that have a federal system of government are
Mexico, Canada, Australia, Germany, Switzerland and Malaysia. In Canada, the federal system
of government is defined by dividing the powers of the federal parliament and the different
provincial governments of the country. In the proposed definitions of federalism different authors
emphasize different aspects of the concept. Thus, some scholars highlights the form of
government with the principles of economic organization of the state. They assert that „marketpreserving federalism” [294]. William Riker, in his turn, defines federalism as a hierarchy of
governments in which: a) „two levels of government rule the same land and people”; b) each has
a well-defined scope of authority; and c) each possesses a guarantee of autonomy within its own
sphere of authority [115, p. 11]. Barry Weingast and his collaborators add four additional
requirements for market-preserving federalism that deal specifically with the role of the state in
the economy: the subnational governments have primary authority over the economy within their
jurisdictions; the national government has the authority to police the common market and to
ensure the mobility of goods and factors across subgovernment jurisdictions; revenue sharing
among governments is limited and borrowing by governments is constrained so that all
governments face hard budget constraints; the allocation of authority and responsibility has an
institutionalized degree of durability so that it cannot be altered by the national government
either unilaterally or under the pressures from subnational governments [159, p. 3].
A federalist option involves a clear separation between policymaking and the execution
and coordination of adopted policies. Of course, policy development is exclusively the right of
popular community assemblies based on the practices of participatory democracy. Coordination
and administration of all the activities are the tasks and the responsibility of federal authorities,
which represents the means for interlinking villages, towns, neighbourhoods, and cities into
federal networks [271]. Understanding federalism means make sense of such a rich diversity of
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federal experiences. Is evident that the fundamental organizational and normative principles that
set federalism apart from unitary political systems is very difficult and cannot be sufficient to
describe and explain this confusing array of federal systems in practice.
But is clear that the federalism is thus a way of perpetuating the interdependence that
should exist among communities and regions - indeed, it is a way of democratizing that
interdependence without surrendering the principle of local responsibility, control and
administration. Examplecanserve manycases of federalstates; consider, for example, United Arab
Emirates and Iraq, especially, Germany, the USA. After the Iraqi liberation, the Iraq became as
federal system.
Lately, there has been an increase in the interest in the research of the federal political
institutions, which is most justifiable if we consider that many of the most developed and most
democratic countries in the world are federations: „Federations and decentralized unions, and
also local government decentralization, allow spatially-concentrated communities considerable
freedom to manage their own affairs and to protect minority rights, for example over education
or language policy. Certain well-known cases can be regarded as exemplifying the success of
federations in established democracies and plural nations, notably Canada, India, and the United
States” [290, p. 11]. Although the number of countries with a federal structure (28 out of 193
recognized by the United Nations) seems small compared to those with a unitary political
system, around 40% of the world's population lives in these 28 countries [275]. But what is
significant about federal states is the variety of existing forms, from developed societies. To less
developed countries such as Nigeria or Ethiopia, which have been able to integrate ethnic,
linguistic and cultural differences such as India, Canada or Malaysia and others who have
problems in this regard, such as Belgium, and up to states that, although not yet true federations,
still possess federal structures and features such as Italy and Spain. R. L. Watts explains the
increasing relevance of federal organization to today's world through the following aspects [154,
p. 71]: cultural particularities that make sense of the desire for self-determination;people who
want to be global consumers but local citizens;the economy no longer has national bases and
people don’t have to like each other to get mutual benefits;technological changes have led to the
organization of federal business principles, which has led to attitude changes towards political
organization; the principle of subsidiarity as a democratic principle is applied in all
areas;federations are flexible and adaptable forms of organization; UNDP shows that Human
Development Index is higher in federal rather than centralized states. The United Nations
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Development Program sets the Human Development Index (HDI), which also takes into account
qualitative factors such as education and health.
The federalism remains a great unknown, because sometimes while it is equivalent to the
destruction of the state and the nation, in Great Britain it is associated with too much
centralization (which is why the federal projects was seen as an accumulation of too many
powers in the hands of the technocrats) [168, p. 5]. Alfred Stepan expound this situation:
„Unfortunately, some of the most influential works in political science today offer incomplete or
insufficiently broad definitions of federalism and thereby suggest that the range of choices facing
newly democratizing states is narrower than it actually is. In large part, this stems from their
focusing too exclusively on the model offered by the United States, the oldest and certainly one
of the most successful federal democracies” [130]. However, federalism has a fairly safe future,
in particular because the nation-state is overtaken by things, but in Europe also due to the fact
that the Treaty of Lisbon has put a few solid stones at the federal edifice of the European Union.
„Equality of citizens does not mean that territorial units must have the same powers ...
The asymmetric status of units based on nationality can be considered as a means of promoting
the principle of moral equality, because it guarantees the same attention to the identity of
minorities as the one of the majority nation” [278, p. 226]. This means that, for example,
Canadian territorial units can, in an asymmetric federalism, exercise specific skills and take
responsibilities according to their own situation. In Canada, federalism has many asymmetric
aspects. On the one hand, those de jure, which come from the constitutional and legal nature and
which emphasize the division of powers, and on the other hand the de facto ones, which come
from the administrative arrangements between the levels of government. However, they are not
very stable, because they can be modified according to the short-term force ratios, and in
addition, the de jure are almost irrelevant in numeric terms compared to the de facto ones.
Moreover, the few powers granted are in fact a compensation for the breach of exclusive
competence in Quebec [272, p. 163].
The subjects of the federation are guaranteed territorial integrity. This is an inalienable
right of federal subjects. Under the conditions of democratic federations, territorial integrity is
assured. However, we can not say the same under the conditions of federations with authoritarian
regimes. „As an example, we have the Soviet federation. It is well known that initially the
Moldavian Soviet Socialist Republic, which was forced into URSS as a result of the additional
secret protocol of the Ribbentrop-Molotov Pact, would have a territory of about 50,000 square
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kilometers. By the end, Moldova was also robbed of those territories, which have never joined
other states” [205, p. 8].
Along with the federal constitution, the Constitutions of federal subjects as well operate
in some federations. Also, federal law acts alongside federal subjects’ laws. In all cases, however,
the supremacy of federal legislation is undermined by federal law. This ensures the uniqueness of
normative regulation on matters of major interest. It also affects the organs of federal.
Beyond federal issues, within the federal state there can be seen the so-called federal
territories, which do not enjoy the status of federal subjects, but are subordinated directly to the
central public authorities. This category includes federal districts (US, Mexico, Australia, etc.)
where the capitals of these states are located, some forms of autonomy being determined by the
need to solve some national problems. Thus, we see forms of autonomy in the federation:
autonomous republics, autonomous regions, national districts, autonomous provinces.
By pointing out the most prevalent typologies in current federalist research, we can
distinguish, of course in rough terms, the main varieties of federal governance:

the dual

federalism and cooperative federalism, the competitive federalism, asymmetric federalism,
market preserving federalism, participatory federalism, confederal government and multi-level
governance [1; 58; 115].
Depending on the co-ownership between the federal state and federal subjects (federal
states), federalism may be dualistic or cooperative. Dualistic federalism requires a balance
between the federal state and the federation subjects, the latter being endowed with a certain
competence, and the relations between them based on the principle of internal non-interference
[127, p. 92]. Cooperative federalism is based on the idea of bilateral co-operation between the
federation and the federation subjects, with a fair division of attributions between the federation
and its subjects. „This cooperation has given autonomy to many states, thanks to block grants
from various federal governments” [14, p. 54]. However, the federation is a sovereign state that
pays greater attention to its unitary character. Currently, federations have begun to be classified
as symmetrical and asymmetrical.
The classic symmetric federation consists of subjects of the federation, having the same
legal status. The asymmetric federation is manifested in many forms [152]. The first model is the
structural asymmetric federation - it is characterized by the fact that besides federation subjects,
the federal state includes other territorial formations: federal territories, federal district, federal
colonies, and some states, even associated states. For this model of asymmetric federation, the
inequality of legal status of federation and non-subjects is specified by reducing the rights of the
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latter. The second model of asymmetric federation consists only of subjects of the federation, but
unidentified. Russia, which consists of 89 federation subjects, includes: republics, territories,
regions, autonomous regions, autonomous districts, two federal cities. The third asymmetric
federation model, „camouflaged asymmetry”, consists of federation subjects of the same rank,
but equality is not respected in some areas (they are represented in a disproportionate manner in
the parliamentary assembly, depending on the number of population within each subject). An
example of such a federation is the United Arab Emirates, where seven federation subjects are
represented in the National Assembly by a different number of deputies (from 4 to 8). De facto
„asymmetry refers to variation (commonly observable in most federations) in size and wealth of
constituent units, geography, population, economic development and so on” [86, p. 171].
Analyzing the researches of the federal structure of the states, we find that it is not
determined by the territorial area, by the density or the number of inhabitants, by the existence of
several nationalities, by the political regime or by the government, but by the unification or
deregulation of several states to achieve common interests.
The federalism today constitutes, in the view of the many political scientists, the most
appropriate response to the demands for change the society and political life. Federalism can be a
win-winfor both the strongest and most developed regions, and for the less-favoured regions. To
the support that promises to give the competitive potential of each economic system territorial
and guarantees that seems to offer in the field of management of public resources and control
strategies equalization, the federalism seems to have satisfied the requirements for citizentaxpayers of these regions.
But no less positive responses federalism seems to give to the poorest regions. In fact, the
effort that normally require their federal systems states to local self-government to be effective,
or is accompanied by financial self-sufficiency and full responsibility for decisions spending, can
also offer the poorest regions prospects for a no more development-directed. In addition,
autonomy, self-government and responsibility that federalism advocates are the ingredients for
growth of a civil society stronger and more aware.
The federalism advantages meet the benefit of the policy of freedom and development
within the country. However, the federalist principles provide protection against external
pressures: federal defence is a defence against divide and conquer. Although federalism is
conceptually based on a limited number of primordial principles, there is an almost infinite
variety of federal formations in practice [64].
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1.2. The conceptual bases of the interpretation of the phenomenon of federalism
in the contemporary world
Without a doubt, the approach to federal case is an improvement step in the theoretical
enrichment and deepening of the political science. The federalism as a political model is flexible
and democratic, able to resolve the political problems between the central and local authorities,
in a country of many cultures and nationalities.
As general definition of the federalism, we can highlight the following formulation: „a
constitutional division between one general government (that is to have authority over the
national territory) and a series of subnational governments (that individually have their own
independent authority over their own territories, whose sum total represents almost the whole
national territory)”. According to prof. Julian Schofield opinion, „an indestructible union of
indestructible units” [296].
Federal constitution, as interpreted by specialists, is a special agreement that explicitly
admits the existence of conflicting interests among the component territorial communities and
commits them to seek accommodation without outvoting the minority and without the use of
force.
Federalism is a process that is in perpetual negotiation: some issues need to more
researches, analysis and accurate definition. It is true: the contours of federal system are under
constant negotiation, „as governments construct the scope of one another’s interests and powers
while pursuing their agendas” [116, p. 1626].
Federal political regime and its national constitution impose the authority of the home,
rather Federation. It put an end to the central authority and setting limits to the powers of a fixed
political system and its institutions and absolute orders.
It gives the regions or provinces have all the political, social, and economic, legal,
cultural and even diplomacy powers, some German lands, for example, the federal State of
Bavaria has the direct diplomatic relations with France and Vatican.
The nature and the structure and powers of the federal state or federal systems are various
according to the following: Privacy Geography, Privacy ethnicity, Privacy Fusion. We can find
this situation in the United States, Germany, United Kingdom, Spain, United Arab Emirates
where their political system and the Federal Constitution, which elected by the people , granted
them the constitutional powers to run their own affairs and active participation in issues of the
country's internal and external and also gives the federal political system and its constitution the
right to participate even in the central government starting from the federal sovereign powers
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through parliament and the ministries of Interior and Foreign Affairs to ensure their entitlements
in wealth according to proportion of the population distribution in the regions.
The Privacy ethnic one can find its situation in the Republics of China e.g. Turkish Gore
there, Kosovo in last Serbia, the people of Palestine in Israel, the case of Kurdish people in Iraqi
Federal Republic.
In addition to the mentioned rights, the federal system with its federal Constitution grants
the diplomatic representation and the right of criticism/veto about the crucial issues, cultural,
trade exchanges and the right of legitimate defence under the criteria and international politics
and international law.
The systems under the Federal Constitution is not entitled to the central state to has a
special federal army except in situations of wartime and ending the legitimacy of this Army with
the state of war. The State of Switzerland does not allow forming a federal army of war, but in
the case of wartime. Because the political and federal constitution, democratic systems see the
danger in building a foundation of war and a private army in a federal country. Primarily, the
federal political system and the nature and structural pluralism and local administrations are
protected by international law and the federal judiciary does not need to build an army to the
Federal Region. In some cases, „the national army under the control of the national government
tries to suppress violent regional conflicts” [63, p. 58]. Under such conditions, researchers think,
it is important „the institutional arrangements on the management of internal conflicts” [112, p.
261]. In fact, the promoted opinion is correct: „post-conflict states must solve a very different set
of constitutional problems and in deciding whether and how to implement federalism they must
respond to a very different set of challenges” [27, p. 380].
Moreover, this situation may encourage the ethnic regions to move for building of its own
army and this situation threatens the political system, federal and democratic constitution and
therefore could cripple the mechanisms and the evolution of federal institutions and may also
create serious dilemmas. To return to the protection of nationalism and to move away from:
affiliation and federal systems and encourage the national institutions and the imposition of the
national culture; the absence of the actual role of civil society institutions.
For example, Bulgaria granted the cultural autonomy to Turkish minority on the territory
of Bulgaria, Republic of Moldova – to the Gagauz people, while ensuring the right of full
citizenship constitutionally and in addition to cultural rights, the Bulgarian and Moldavian
Constitution giving them the right of the effective participation in state institutions at home and
abroad. Of course, there is a different privacy from one country to another, where Oman´s
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Constitution granted the Cultural rights - language and citizenship to Baluchi minority on the
territory of the Sultanate of Oman [68]. According to factual analysis, information and reports,
the Baluchi minority have all the rights and without discrimination there.
Federal political system came as a result of arduous struggle, to become a political
reference, democratic and civilized policy to solve the problems of countries with a combination
of cultural and ethnic variety. Humanity has been and continues to suffer from the totalitarian
political systems and national institutions and hierarchical form, which was and still is a cause of
civil wars and internal.
The mentioned Regulations and institutions have caused more or less weight against the
erosion of cultures and languages under their national culture or the political class in the country.
So, the left of their existing systems of national and comparative policy and institutions a great
gap in the formal, institutional, and vocational and technical cooperation through its departments
and its central, creating a strong shock in the structure of civil society and the intellectual
Renaissance of the country.
Some researchers consider federalism as real need for countries with a combination of
cultural and ethnic variety. Elisabeth Alber, from the European Academy, finds the federal
system as building exits between the different solutions in both cases of „Assimilation and
Emancipation” [255]. Florian Bieber, from the University of Graz, believes that the federalism is
a real solution for multiethnic-country. According to his view, the political federal system is a
flexible model in order to absorb the emerging problems and political contradictions [258].
Joachim Blatter, from the University of Luzern, argues deeply through his research that the
federal system reducing and identifying the powers of the central authority [19]. Prof. Jens
Woelk, from the Institute for regional and minority issues of the University of Trento believes
that the political federal system is a natural model to save the minority from the majority [162].
In this context, to note that the principle of self-determination in federalism has become a tool
used by sub-groups within nation-states to ensure their continued existence as diverse and
uniquely different cultures. In this case, the federalism could be the salvation of nation-state
[145].
To be sure, those are several benefits of federalism. In a nation of separate ethnic groups,
a federal system can ensure voices for all. It can provide each group with a decisive say over
local matters. And it can counter balance a central government dominated by one group. But
then, in scientific community so are circulating the unfavourable opinions about the
federalization process. David Owen, who worked for peace in Yugoslavia, has a trenchant
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attitude in relation to the potential contradictions between central and local power: „The
Federalism creates a state within state” [103]. The experts points out: the decentralization often
„has no impact on economic growth”. Domenico Fisichella, a noted Italian political scientist,
recognizing the plausibility of the federalist practice for some countries, at the same time warns
about „the dangers of institutional anarchy, ungovernability, management disorder, financial
wastage, widespread incompetence, administrative decay, the decline of the public mind…”
[260, p. 12]. Thus, federalism does not lend itself unequivocal; the problem of the real
implementation of the principles of federalism is much more complex.
The new world order, established in the world after the events of the early 20th
century,has generated a prominent trend in governing the states: the tendency towards
federalization, which leads to the emergence, together with the existence of old, traditional
federal formations, of new federal systems.In fact, the federalization process has nothing to do
with the establishment of a federal system in the ordinary sense. The contemporary Western
researchers interpret the significance of federalism, on the one hand, as granting a status of
independence and self-administration to the federation's components and, on the other hand, to
ensure favourable conditions for them in the management of public affairs. The federalism, in
such cases, is seen as a safe tool, susceptible of being used successfully in conflict resolution,
including ethnic conflict. This opinion is expressed, in particular, by the authors of the important
scientific contributions included in the volume „Federalism and the Role of the State”, edited by
American scientists William M. Chandler and Herman Bacvis [13].
In general, federalism as a concept has a very broad interpretation. First of all, the federalism
is viewed not only as a distinct structure in the typology of state organization, but also as a
notion that necessarily includes the procedures for regulating relations. As a famous Western
specialist in the field, Daniel Elazar, the significance of federalism, in this context, is limited to
ensuring the unity of the various elements within a union that would allow the achievement of
common goals, while preserving the autonomy of the parties [41]. Characterizing Elazar's
conception of federalism, R. Watts noted a dominant theme in his vision „was the notion that in
the contemporary world, we seeing a paradigm shift from a world of nation-states to a world of
reduced state sovereignty and constitutionalized linkages of a federal or confederal character”
[158, p. 155].
In opinion of D. Elazar, the application of the federalist principle states the combination of
self-administration and separate leadership. The reference is, therefore, to such a constitutional
separation of powers in which the components of the federation have their own part in political
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decision-making and in administration. According to D. Elazar, the device of the federal state
corresponds to a decentralized model. Federalism as a method of territorial and state organization
of power is based on a specific form of the constitutional structure. The federal states are
typically decentralized: that is, the powers of government within them extend among many
centers whose existence and power are guaranteed by a general constitution, rather than being
concentrated in a single center. Decentralization as a principle of the state of the federal state is
of a contractual nature and concerns the structural distribution of powers among multiple centers
(subjects of the federal system). Thus, in this model, there are no higher or lower centers of
power. It has only large or smaller powers (which are fixed in accordance with specific tasks) of
the government, which take appropriate political decisions. For D. Elazar, the federalism is „a
vay to peace”, „a vay that all the partners preserve their respective integrities, even as they build
a common framework or a common frameworks to cooperate, to secure common ends” [43, p. 5].
Robert Inman noted that the word „federal” has come to represent „any form of
government that brings together, in an alliance, constituent governments each of which
recognizes the legitimacy of an overarching central government to make decisions on some
matters once exclusively the responsibility of individual member states” [4, p. 73].
The researcher launches the notion of „federative aggregations”, calling them state
formations in which the organizational means are used to reconcile the self-management
requirements and the separate leadership. Some authors in the field [122] assert that since
federalism is in its essence a way of fortifying democratic republicanism, which implies a
separation of powers - totalitarian systems, strongly marked by such a feature as the refusal to
separate powers in any form whatsoever, may not be considered in any way federative. Other
scholars, without challenging the fairness of such statements, also promoted the idea that the
influence of the federal spirit,even if its manifestation was only an appearance, has the capacity
to provide an institutional-constitutional weight to the local ethnic-territorial interests, allowing,
even in limited proportions, a certain perpetuation of these [12]. Political practice has shown that
the followers of both a current in the treatment of federalism and the other have, in fact, been
right. Several researchers also launches the idea of defunct federalism, highlighting cases of
failure of federals relations [74].
It was enough that the totalitarian regimes of time (post-totalitarian, pronounced
authoritarian) to show, in the late 1980s - early 1990s, the accumulated weakness, then, at a
spectacular speed, to fail [196]. The creation of new states in the post-socialist / post-Soviet
space took place in accordance with the already existing federal states, leaving the federation
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being qualified as obtaining the independence and sovereignty by the ethnic entity, included in
the composition of the old federal formations. It results, in fact, that for the establishment and
preservation of an atmosphere of peaceful coexistence the federalist option may present one of
the other reasonable solutions.As we see, it is justified to address the federalist issue from an
interrelational perspective, embodied in constitutions, structures and functions, although mutual
relations have a particular relevance in this context.
A broad interpretation of the notion of federalism involves inclusion in the category of
the States with federal dominance, along with traditional federations, of unitary states that apply
federal principles to reconcile the requirements of self-management and separate rule. Thus, the
federal state phenomenon of a federal state, to a greater or lesser extent, is quite large and
important to understanding the overall picture of the contemporary world. There are, as experts
say, several forms of federalism [48]. If we were to examine the problem, based on the degree of
involvement of a country's citizens in opting for such a way of organizing the state, we could
differentiate at least two approaches.
Under the first form of federalism, the form of government is set by citizens by vote, in
other words, assumed. Such federations are constituted on the basis of the common and longlasting historical past, often involving the convergence of identity features, the language and
culture community. The principle of subsidiarity is characteristic of such state formations, a
principle by which „basic social functions are managed at primary level” [167]: there is a very
clear delimitation, each of the hierarchical components having a set of legislative, executive and
legal duties strictly determined. According to this prescription, for a state belonging to a
federation, for example, there is no provision for the exercise of foreign policy attributions or it
cannot abstain from the laws adopted at the central level. In such federations, the role of citizens
is manifested in the condition imposed by a rational decision, generated by the awareness of
common goals for the citizens of the states-parties of the federation in both internal and external
politics and the sense of necessity of conjugation of efforts.
There are also other types of federations, in which, for example, a certain group, usually
ethnic, holds levers of influence over the central authorities, which control the situation quite
firmly and have the ability to dominate - politically, economically, military - the components of
the federation. The language and culture of the ethnic state of the central state formation is
imposed on other ethnicities, generating forced assimilation effects.
There is, therefore, a growing interest in the use of federalism as a way of managing
countries whose populations differ from ethnic point of view. In ethnically divided countries, the
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aspiration is that political recognition of cultural and ethnic pluralism through federalism reduces
ethnic tensions and conflicts.
That is why federalism was interpreted as a compromise between ethnic nationalism which like nationalism in its classical form advocates congruence between nations and states [62,
p. 9] and the assimilationist centralization by the dominant ethnic groups in multiethnic countries
[4, p. 73].
In fact, the formation of such federations is the result of military action, the annexation of
the defeated state being presented as a result of a „voluntary” request to join the
federation.Formally, the appearances of classical federalism are preserved at the legislative,
constitutional level, but essentially the real power belongs to the dominant group.
Naturally, the spectrum of concrete illustrations of the federal phenomenon is quite
extensive. Broadly speaking, however, federal organizations require reliance on such a system of
administrative organization in which power is shared between the central government and the
states of the whole, and the federation is a state in which power is shared between the federal
authority and the local authorities.
Today, a significant number of European countries demonstrate the vivacity of the federal
system, including Belgium, Switzerland, Germany, Bosnia and Spain. Belgium, for example, has
gradually obtained federal status, based on regional and linguistic divisions. Germany is a
convincing example of a federal state, consisting of 16 Länder, with its own governments, the
central authorities being not just economic issues or culture, but also issues of common areas
such as defense and foreign policy, although there is the the autonomy of governments. Local
government goes to the task of concluding international cooperation agreements. It has been
observed that „in Brussels, the most sumptuous and imposing international diplomatic mission is
that of the German Land of Bavaria and not that of the German Federal State, which does not
imply any desire for independence from the Land of Bavaria” [266].
Bosnia entered in the list of states with a federal structure as a consequence of the Dayton
accords (December 14, 1995), which imposed federalism as a pre-eminent condition, ensuring
the peaceful cohabitation of the Serbian and Croat-Muslim communities. As far as Spain is
concerned, the federal character implies its rights and the privileges granted to its autonomous
regions such as the Basque Country or Catalonia. The tendencies of autonomy and
regionalization are found in such European countries as Italy, France and Portugal, where a
number of plenitudes have recently been assigned to the provinces; the fortification of elements
of federalism is highlighted in Austria, Canada, and the United Kingdom.
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Ultimately, in the development of contemporary federalism, the tendency toward
integration is strongly re-emphasized, taking into account the observance of certain guarantees
for the rights and interests of the subjects of the federal states. At the same time, it cannot be
neglected the fact that the separatist tendencies distort the essence and functionality of
federalism.
And these tendencies find a certain explanation, being invoked „the sudden aggravation
of the political, economic, social contradictions, accompanied by the increase of the political
instability and the plenary manifestation of the conflicting element in this space.This was the
case for those countries and regions characterized by the presence of multiethnic features in the
population, and, in particular, they have become a meeting point of geopolitical, economic and
other interests, manifested by regional as well as supra-regional actors” [197, p. 136], and
continues to manifest itself both in highly developed countries and in economically
underdeveloped countries.
In any case, which is revealed by the multitude of interpretations and valences of the
phenomenon of federalism contained in the literature in the field (indeed, a great deal of works),
confirms the idea outlined in their book „Federalism.Political Identity and Tragic Compromise”
by Malcolm Feeley and Edward Rubin: „Federalism is one of the most influential concepts in
modern political discourse as well as the focus of immense controversy resulting from the lack of
a single coherent definition” [47].
Moreover, other researchers also attest to the ambiguity of the concept in question:
„federalism suffers from conceptual ambiguity” [1, p. 299], „federalism can be a charged and
sometimes confusing word” [58, p. 3].
In the researches of Moldovan scientists the problems of federalism did not enjoy due
attention. However, several studies have been published that have addressed the issue. In his
study, prof. Valentin Beniuc undertook a complex examination of the concept of federalism. The
author emphasized: with all the different interpretations of federalism, there is no such criterion
that would generalize all the features of federalism. But it does not have to. The main thing is to
understand the principle of federalism and the specificity of manifestation in every concrete
country [222, pp. 5-6].
Discussing the practical application of the notion of federalism, the researcher Sergei
Nazarya notes that in his opinion federalization is „the most reliable cure for separatism.
Moreover, this is the most democratic form of state structure, since it best takes into account the
balance of interests between the center and the regions” [245, p. 60]. He very categorically
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conducts in his work the idea that the federalization of Moldova is the condition for its
emergence as an effective, politically functional democratic state.
And in the works of other political scientists the problems of federalism appear to be
examined in the context of the controversial discussions about the eventual federalization of the
Republic of Moldova. Thus Dumitru Manzarari, in his study „There are no natural prerequisites
for federalism in Moldova”, applying the concept of federalism to the political realities of the
Republic of Moldova, is inclined to reject the federalization of the country, explaining: „in case
of Moldova, federalism contributes neither to efficiency, nor to justice; and on the contrary, it
limits the application of these principles. Moldova is too small as a country, it can be effectively
governed by one government, and the creation of other state structures will increase the costs for
state employees and will reduce the effectiveness of administration” [284].
In a consistent and documented study, „Building International Post Cold War
Relationships” prof. Victor Juc argues that the federalization of the Republic of Moldova „is
unacceptable and contradicts national interests, being a legal means of international recognition
of the regime secessionist” [191, p. 234].
Defining the national interest of the Republic of Moldova, Victor Juc highlights the
following: „on the one hand, as a category whose parameters are determined by the international
situation and, on the other, as a system whose values prevail in society and at the state level - is
the design and the expression of social needs and of the state through the activity of political
leaders” [262, p. 114]. In another work the same author writes: „The national interest of the
Republic of Moldova involves the following: guaranteeing and ensuring people's basic rights and
freedoms, free development of a multi-sector economy; ensuring a decent way of living, which
offers financial well-being to all citizens; ensuring the existence of a sovereign, independent,
unitary and indivisible state; building the rule of law, promoting the pluralist democracy and
strengthening civil society; ensuring national security, spiritual rehabilitation, restoration of the
national conscience and asserting European aspirations of people; European and EuroAtlantic
integration” [70, p. 171].
Attention is drawn to the fact that in the studies of Moldovan scholars, questions of
federalism can often be related to the issue of national interest. In our opinion, it is a judicious
and constructive approach. Thus, according to V. Beniuc, „the essence of national interest, in
principle, and for Moldova in particular, is determined by the factors that ensure the continuity
and quality of state and society in the internal and international competition environment" [169,
p. 116].
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Researchers provide a comprehensive concept analysis, linked to local realities. Based on
the status of the country, V. Beniuc points out: „small countries are subject to dangerous
challenges and various risks that come not only from their own nature - the „small country”, but
also from the international environment itself, which are more dangerous and destructive” [221,
p. 23].
As evidenced by several papers by Moldovan researchers, the problem of federalism
(well circulated in political and in the media agenda) appears to be capitalied to the concept of
national interest. This political concept, in fact, becomes a prism through which the issue of
federalism can be interpreted into concrete political realities. Practically, no work avoids the
connection to the political situation of the Republic of Moldova.
We remarks in this respect the fundamental compartment „National Interest as a Political
Priority of Sustainable Development of Society” [189] elaborated by the researchers of the
Institute for Legal, Political and Sociological Research, but also a several works signed by Victor
Juc [190; 191; 192; 193; 262], Victor Saca [208; 209; 210; 211; 212], Alexandru Burian [225],
Natalia Albu [166], Cristina Ejova [182], Emil Ciobu [174], Svetlana Mironova [195], Nicolae
Afanas [165], Iurie Pîntea [203] etc.
Moldovan researchers have a special interest in the issue in question, and this is really a
very current and timely issue for clarification in the case of the Republic of Moldova. In this
context, the researchers show, „it is scientifically and methodologically appropriate to use the
notion of national / state interest as one that sums up the range of interests of both the state and
its citizens” [199, pp. 35-36]. It is quite right to believe that the formation of national interests
takes place in a complex interconnection of economic, social, national-psychological and other
factors that „determine in their entirety the content and character of the national-historical
experience of the people and the country” [170, p. 192]; that concept of national interest is an
integrated concept, based on people's desire for solidarity, that defining its national interests is an
opportunity for the Republic of Moldova „to demonstrate that it has committed itself to
respecting the values of liberty and tolerance is open to bilateral and multilateral dialogue and
cooperation, tends to become a security and trustworthy partner, and thus gains more audience
and credibility” [202, p. 93], that „perceiving national interest is the result of awareness the
needs and interests of all social groups” [207, p. 101].
By sharing the Hans Morgenthau idea of the „primacy of national interest” [95, p. 207],
researchers emphasize the importance of national interest in maintaining „national integrity”,
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assuring „national security”, preserving the „national role”, maintaining „reputation” and
„international standard” [184, p. 27].
Under current circumstances, the notion of national interest is defined, says Svetlana
Cebotari, not only through the content, but also by the pragmatism, the state's ability to propose
and achieve certain goals. At present, the concept of interest, including national interest, acquires
new meanings, generated by integrative and disintegrative processes taking place on the
European continent [173, p. 52]. Moreover, as Victor Juc notes, „the European integration and
the state reintegration are two simultaneous processes which are not in contradiction. The
recovery of these two components of the national interest will contribute to the completion of the
state of Republic of Moldova and to the political and socio-economic modernization of country”
[70, p. 182].
It is obvious „the complexity of the interconnection between the internal and the foreign
policy, in the process of formulating the national interests of the Republic of Moldova in the
context of the European integration process” [166, p. 72]. Consequently, we are witnessing the
contradictory process of the formation and function of the national interests of Republic of
Moldova in the context of democratic transformation: the development of the national interest in
the Republic of Moldova evolves „uneasily, through turbulent movements, through ascension
and decline” [215, p. 37].
There is also a certain interest of Moldovan law specialists who approached the
respectively subjects: the problems of federalism was found in the works of Ion Guceac [188],
Andrei Smochină [213], Serghei Țurcan [216], Marcel Cușmir [176], Victor Rusu [118], Andrei
Guceac [187] et. al.
Nevertheless, a synthesis work, representing a complex approach to the problem of
federalism from the point of view of political science, in addition, addressing issues related to the
Middle East political realities, in the Republic of Moldova has not existed yet.

1.3. Theoretical and methodological aspects of investing the сontemporary federalism

As we already referred to federalist theory, the term federalism comes from Latin, from the
word fœdus and refers to the set of institutional features and practices of federal political
systems. So, the federalism is a system of organization, administration and government in which
the state is organized as a federation and shares with the federated states the various
constitutional powers: legislative, jurisdictional and administrative (examples: Comoros,
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Switzerland, Germany, the United States, the Federated States of Micronesia, the United Arab
Emirates, Brazil, Argentina, Nigeria).
When it concerns a form of organization of the State, it opposes the unitary State. The
separation of powers then takes place between federated states and the federal state, according to
the modalities organized by a federal constitution. A federation can arise from the union of
several states within the same federal state or from the split of a unitary state into several
federated entities. The State duality thus created refers to a double loyalty of citizens: one
towards the Federation and the other towards the Member State.
Johannes Althusius is considered the father of modern federalism [80, p. 21]. In particular
he explained the bases of this political philosophy in Politica Methodice Digesta, Atque
Exemplis Sacris and Profanis Illustrata (1603). Charles L. Montesquieu sees in L'Esprit des lois
the examples of federalist republics in societies, the polis uniting villages, and the cities
themselves forming confederations [153].
However, federalism in the modern sense comes first of all from Switzerland and then
from the United States. The modern federal state appeared with the Constitution of the United
States of America in 1787 which succeeded the Confederation of 1777. Switzerland itself
adopted a federal constitution in 1848.
During the French Revolution, federalism was the name given in 1792 and 1793 to the
design that the Girondins were given to form, starting from the departments of France. In spite of
the disturbances which then agitated the West and the South, it does not appear that this project
had any reality.
The Community federalism existed in such states as the Aztec, Indian, Chinese or Turkish
empires, where throughout the territory it was the communities, essentially defined by origin or
religion that constituted a federation. This type of multinational federalism is also known as
„secularism" and „Milliyet System” (of Turkish origin) and has persisted in some post-Ottoman
states such as Cyprus, Lebanon, Syria, Jordan, Egypt or Israel. There are also in states such as
Morocco, Iran or Pakistan.
The Austrian principle of „national-cultural autonomy”, applied in the USSR and in the
former Yugoslavia, presents a system inspired both by territorial federalism (with federated
republics or Autonomous Regions) and community federalism (depending on ethnicity). Some
forms of multiculturalism, in the United States, Canada and Australia in particular, use similar
concepts, where „national-cultural autonomy” is taken into account both territorially and
according to the Milliyet system.
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The evolution of the idea of federalism had, therefore, a long track. The federalism was
supported as well by Kant, Tocqueville, Proudhon, Maurras, Joseph Paul-Boncour etc. It was
also one of the bases of the Girondin society project during the French Revolution.
At present, there are two main conceptions of federalism:
1) the so-called „Hamiltonian” institutional and democratic federalism focuses on the
organization and the democratic functioning of federal institutions without interfering in
political ideologies and programs, which belong to the free choice of citizens through these
institutions and
2) the integral or global federalism. It is a conception of federalism that goes beyond the theory
of the federal state alone, but which makes it a political philosophy in its own right, derived
from the writings of Pierre-Joseph Proudhon, from the practice of organizations emerging
from the currents of revolutionary syndicalism and anarcho-syndicalism, as well as
personality and social Christianity.
In this context, it is necessary to remember that Emmanuel Kant posed in 1795 the
foundations of a philosophy of federalism at the very time when the first federal state was
formed in America. In his view, the peace can truly exist only if a federal-type organization
controls the States.
In other terms, we can notice two other concepts of federalism: The European
Federalism and The World Federalism. These two concepts are the results of globalization
processes, taking into account the type of governance in different geographic regions of the
globe.
After all, such arguments often run, centralists are all really “localists” in the sense that
they believe in „more power to the people” - or at least, to their representatives. And surely a
good representative is always eager to know the wishes of his or her „constituents” (to use
another of those substitutes for „citizens”).
In our complex modern world we can have any democratic alternative to the nationstate. On the surface of things, arguments like Brecher's for centralized government [20] seem
rather compelling. A structure that is „democratic,” to be sure, but still largely top-down is
assumed as necessary to prevent one locality from afflicting another non-localism-movement.It
seems that many pragmatic people ignore the importance of decentralism, many in the nonlocalism movement tend to ignore very real problems with „localism” - problems that are no less
troubling than the problems raised by a globalism that fosters a total interlocking of political life
on a worldwide basis. Without such wholistic cultural and political changes, notions of
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decentralism that emphasize localist isolation and a degree of self-sufficiency may lead to
cultural parochialism and chauvinism. Parochialism can lead to problems that are as serious as a
„global” mentality that overlooks the uniqueness of cultures, the peculiarities of ecosystems and
ecoregions, and the need for a humanly scaled community life that makes a participatory
democracy possible. This is no minor issue today [37]. Specialists in the field consider that we
obviously have to give of local ideas, decentralization and self-sustainability a broader and fuller
sense.
„It is a troubling fact that neither decentralization nor self-sufficiency in itself is
necessarily democratic. Plato's ideal city in the Republic was indeed designed to be selfsufficient, but its self-sufficiency was meant to maintain a warrior as well as a philosophical
elite. Indeed, its capacity to preserve its self-sufficiency depended upon its ability, like Sparta, to
resist the seemingly „corruptive” influence of outside cultures (a characteristic, we may say, that
still appears in many closed societies in the East) [271]. Decentralization itself does not provide
any assurance that it constitutes the plenary premise of a society close to the ideal one. They are
knownr, throughout history, examples of how a decentralized society has coexisted easily with
extremely rigid hierarchies.
Decentralism and self-sustainability must involve a much broader principle of social
organization than mere localism. Together with decentralization, approximations to selfsufficiency, humanly scaled communities, ecotechnologies, and the like, there is a compelling
need for democratic and truly communitarian forms of interdependence — in short, for
libertarian forms of confederalism.
Studying the evolution of federal structures some researchers [271; 296] are turning
their attention to the concept of confederalism. Its essential characteristic that makes it different
from other forms of federalism is that it refers to cooperation between independent states.
Confederalism, at least, tends to counteract the tendency of decentralized communities to drift
toward exclusivity. Confederalism means the fact that it forms a key principle and gives fuller
meaning to decentralism. Proceeding from this, confederation, namely, a union of states that
retain their full sovereignty and only agree on establishing common organisms and common
methods, in order to preserve peace. Each member state of confederation retaining some
independent control over both internal and external affairs. Federalism and confederalism have
many differences. For example, sovereignty in a confederal system focuses on units, while in the
federal one lies at the central authority. While states, in a confederal system, have the possibility
of separating themselves, but this is not the case with a federal structure.
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The authors like S. Khan [78], C. Church [29], K. Dodd [276] consider confederalism to
be applicable and important for the modern world. The arguments of these authors are twofold.
First, confederalism has a significant impact on the integration of existing national states. It can
contribute to a certain understanding of such phenomena as the European Union (European
Economic Community) and the Organization of the United Nations (UN). Secondly,
confederalism can serve as a model for establishing peaceful coexistence in a specific situation
characterized by ethnic tensions.
In vision of Murray Bookchin, the confederalism is above all a network of administrative
councils whose members or delegates are elected from popular face-to-face democratic
assemblies, in the various villages, towns, and even neighborhoods of large cities. The members
of these confederal councils are strictly mandated, recallable, and responsible to the assemblies
that choose them for the purpose of coordinating and administering the policies formulated by
the assemblies themselves. Their function is thus a purely administrative and practical one, not a
policy making one like the function of representatives in republican systems of government. A
confederalist view involves a clear distinction between policymaking and the coordination and
execution of adopted policies. „Policymaking is exclusively the right of popular community
assemblies based on the practices of participatory democracy. Administratiom and coordination
are the responsibility of confederal councils, which become the means for interlinking villages,
towns, neighborhoods, and cities into confederal networks. Power thus flows from the bottom up
instead of from the top down, and in confederations, the flow of power from the bottom up
diminishes with the scope of the federal council ranging territorially from localities to regions
and from regions to ever-broader territorial areas” [271].
At the same time, it should be noted that the сonfederation is an internally contradictory
form of political organization. Here, every unit entering the confederation almost completely
retains its constitutional prerogatives and power. The central government receives funds for its
activities through more or less voluntary contributions from lower-level governments. As
historical experience has shown, the confederation is one of the most unviable forms of
government.
All these theoretical reflections allowed us to see the existence of an important
scientific problem to be solved by carrying out the research within this thesis. It consists is the
complex theoretical approach of contemporary federalism, which fact led to the systemic and
contrastive analysis of political realities and which allowed the determination of its functional
conditions in various states of the world (especially in Middle East).
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In order to achieve this major goal of the research, the following objectives have been
proposed:


to study the theoretical and methodological peculiarities of the scientific approach of the
contemporary federalism phenomenon;



to determine the principles of contemporary federalism;



to achieve a systemic approach of federal relations in contemporary states;

 to identify some issues of sovereignty and equality of rights of federal subjects;


to determine the particularities of the federal integration processes of examined states;

 to identify some directions for improving the organization of state power;
 to make a comparative analysis of federalism in various states of the world;


to study the problem of federalism related to the political realities in considered
countries;

 to examine the relevance of federalism for various states in the Middle East.
The historical method, the systemic approach, the comparative analysis, the normativevalue method are the main research methods that will serve to to achieve the intended purpose.
The systemic analysis, applied by American scientists D. Easton and T. Parsons, has been
used in political science since the 1950s and 1960s. This method explores the political life of
society as an open system, subject to internal and external influences, but at the same time
capable of preserving its existence [228]. The system method is focused on the integrity of
politics and on its relationship with the external environment. It allows defining the most
important goals of the functioning of states and other elements of the political system, the best
ways and means to achieve these goals - by building a model that includes all the factors of the
interrelation of the real political situation. The system method is characterized by a holistic
review of the federation as a system consisting of a set of subjects of the federation, the
interrelation of which leads to the emergence of new integrative properties of the federal system
that are absent in the constituent elements (subsystems). In this context, it is necessary to note
that the federal system is characterized by the main features of complex systems. Of these we
consider that it is useful to mention the following basic features:the presence of a set of elements
- subjects of the federation;the unification of elements within the framework of an integral
aggregate - a sovereign state;the presence of links between the elements both through the
organizing principle - the federal center, and through direct interaction between the regions in
various fields of activity;the stability of the links and interactions between the elements in the
system;the goal of developing a federal system is to achieve the greatest possible stability of
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relations within the system.Thus, from a systemic standpoint, the federation can be characterized
as a complex holistic, purposeful system that has a structure and consists of elements (stateterritorial entities, subjects of the federation). However, not only statics, but also the dynamics of
the behavior of systems, the identification of its probabilistic nature is of great importance for the
systemic approach. From this point of view, the federalism is a self-organizing, open system.
In the case of this thesis, the systemic approach will be applied to investigate and
determine the particularities of federal processes. The same method of systemic analysis will be
used to the complex research of contemporary federalism, which will allow us to identify its
main elements, as well as the interaction between them.Many researchers in the field of political
science have applied the systemic method to achieve the various objectives. In most cases, the
investigated problem and the aims of the research are taken into account, but also the specificity
of this method.
The comparative analysis is another method of research widely used in the field of social
sciences and more recently applied in the field of political sciences. This method designates the
mental operation of approaching two or more things in order to determine the similarities and
differences between them. So, the comparative method consists in looking for the explanation of
the facts by comparing them with others of the same, similar or contrasting genre.It is an
essential method for human and social sciences. The comparison means: the proximity and
confrontation of the facts described separately;revealing similarities and differences, grouping
them into genres and classes;interpreting and justifying the similarities and differences between
the facts;the discovery of universal elements from a local phenomenon;the identification of
tendentious regularities and explanatory function. In the context of social sciences, the
comparative method is essential in explaining phenomena and relationships that cannot be
directly analyzed. Most often, this research method is used in the case of the research of political
institutions, of political phenomena, of legal systems or of public policies. In some cases, on the
bases of comparison, political phenomena are better understood or certain classifications are
made. As mentioned by Giovanni Sartori, the comparative analysis gives us the advantage to
check the correlation between phenomena and to formulate more general conclusions [123, p.
244].
The comparative analysis in political science is based on the comparison of the same
political phenomena and processes among different peoples, in different countries and cultural
environments. So, the comparative method makes it possible to reveal the general and specific
features of the political life of different peoples and countries, the general and specific tendencies
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in the development of political processes, to determine the features of political regimes, to
identify factors that increase the effectiveness of the mechanisms of power, to uncover the
connections and interactions of the political system with the economic and spiritual spheres of
society.In the case of this thesis, the method of comparative analysis will be applied for the
research of contemporary federalist models. In this regard will be respected basic principle of
this method - the careful selection of comparable units.
The relevant documents were sourced to undertake the research. Likewise, related literature both from websites and published and unpublished printed documents such as books, journals and reports have been used.
The normative-value method, important because of the possibility of examining political
phenomena from the point of view of their compliance with certain norms or values is, also, very
useful for achieving the purpose and objectives of this thesis. This method will be applied for
researching federal relations in contemporary states, for studying the issues of sovereignty and
equality of rights of federal subjects, for analyzing and identifying some directions for improving
the organization of state power.
The historical method is often applied to political science in terms of the possibility of using
the past positive experience in solving current problems. The phenomena of reality must be
viewed as a whole, in their sequence, the historical conditions that generated them and the effects
they gave rise to.
Accordingly, our study is an explanatory research following more of a qualitative
approach for making a detail description, diagnosis and explanation of federalism and its effects.
This method was selected due to the reason that the type of data that have been collected and the
nature of the research in itself was a qualitatively explanatory type. In other words, the study was
objectively intended to identify and portray the effect of the systems established in the examined
countries rather than making any experimental analysis.
The method it is a way of explaining the world (the evolution of events, phenomena, and
the emergence of real facts). This explanation is made by using the method of inference, which
seeks to establish individual, yet unknown, truths through the previously known individual
truths. We note that, as in history we only deal with particular truths, individualized over time,
they have less application both the method of deduction (widely used in law), which proceeds
from a general premise, and the method of induction, by which we come from private truths to
general ideas.This means is very effectively in the research process.
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1.4. Conclusions for Chapter 1

This compartment of the thesis is focused on studying the theoretical and methodological
peculiarities of the scientific approach of the contemporary federalism. The analysis of the main
bibliographic sources in the field allowed us to conclude the following:
1. The experience of federalism in the world provides a rich material for reflection in order to
highlight the best practices and extract the positive elements in the event of their
implementation in the political practice.
2. The study of important bibliographic sources allowed us to make a description of the

situation in the field and to remark the interest of various political scientists for this research
theme.
3. This diversity of investigations can be classified into two main research directions. Some
researchers make theoretical and practical investigations to the arguments of the advantages
of federalism and support the idea that federalism and democracy are inconceivable one
element out of another. Other researchers try to justify the disadvantages of federalization
processes and think that the federalism is capable of fortifying and diminishing the potential
of democracy.
4. The doctrine of federalism is the one that supports and favours the process of integration of

different states. Currently, according to this vision, the federalism in the contemporary world
is (under certain circumstances) the basis of social-political stability.
5. The federalism as a political model is flexible and democratic, able to resolve the political
problems between the central and local authorities, in a country of many cultures and
nationalities.
6. The federal state is established in two different ways: either by turning a central state into a
federal state to respond democratically to the national, geographic, economic and historical
reality or by unionizing different regions.
7. Despite the attention paid to the issue of federalism remain a number of unsolved issues. In

this context, addressing the issue of functionality of federalism could reveal a number of
relevant features of the phenomenon, generating some viable solutions to overcome existing
crises.
8. The historical method, the systemic approach, the comparative analysis, the normative -

value method are the main research methods that will serve to solve this problem and to
achieve the aim and objectives of this thesis. The method of systemic analysis will be applied
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to investigate the particularities of federal processes, the comparative analysis - for the
research of contemporary federalist models, the normative - value method and the historical
method - for researching federal relations in contemporary states, for studying the issues of
sovereignty and equality of rights of federal subjects, for analyzing and identifying some
directions for improving the organization of state power.
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2. THE CHALLENGES OF FEDERALISM IN CONTEMPORARY MIDDLE EAST

In this chapter of the thesis, divided into five paragraphs, are presented the results of the
research of federal relationships in contemporary states of the Middle East. Due to the
normative-value method, the political phenomenon was investigated from the point of view of its
compliance with certain social norms and values. Also, the method of system analysis was
applied to achieve the following objectives: to identify some issues of sovereignty and equality
of rights of federal subjects; to determine the particularities of the federal integration processes
in the some states of the Middle East; to identify some directions for improving the organization
of state power.
Another important objective of this compartiment of thesis is to come up with a analyze
the particularities of federal integration processes based on the political changes in Middle East
and how to find a realistic solutions and how to facilitate political transformation against each
other by formulating strategies to cope up with the complexity of the political transformation.
Using the categories actors, issues, structures, processes, once again, allows a more
comprehensive and systematic analysis of the stumbling blocks providing resources when
formulating strategic solutions.
The term „Middle East” is commonly used in geopolitical affairs and diplomatic
exchanges to some countries, but to date there is no agreement to determine the boundaries of
this geographical area, neither on territories nor on the populations who should be included in
this area [2, p. 370].
Our work studies the political process in the Middle East, by which is meant the region
that includes a number of states, namely: the countries of North Africa (Mauritania, Morocco,
Algeria, Tunisia, Libya, Egypt), the so-called „Levant” (Israel, Jordan, Syria, Lebanon),
countries of the Arabian Peninsula (Oman, Yemen, Bahrain, United Arab Emirates, Qatar, Saudi
Arabia, Kuwait, Iraq). In general, this corresponds to the classical ideas about the boundaries of
the region.
Of all these countries, we have decided to focus our attention on only a few (UAE, Iraq,
Iraqi Kurdistan, Syria) which in our view presents the most relevant experience for the
phenomenon of federalization in the Middle East. These countries will form the basis of analysis
in accordance with the need to reconcile the abstract connotation of federalism with reality,
which is found in concrete political practice.
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2.1. Middle East in the context of federalism issues
The Middle East occupies an increasingly significant place in the system of international
relations. Compared to the period of the Cold War, the impact of the events taking place there on
world development has become more noticeable and more serious in its consequences. The
current role of the region is dictated by the difficult and painful period of the folding of the new
world order, overcoming the asymmetry creating an extremely unstable balance of power in the
world.
The Middle East has become a gravitational field of attraction for conflicts that affects
not only regional states, but also global powers.
It is important to note that federalism is one of the key concepts that should be considered
when analyzing the political situation in the Middle East in recent decades: „The ghost of federalism roams the Middle East” [302]. On the political horizon, more and more federalization projects appear, in which their external and internal authors see an opportunity to get out of the cloaca of general conflict, into which more and more countries and regions are being drawn.
By addressing the topic of federalism in the Middle East, „we could clarify the situation
in an area where clearly old models failed, or they are applied without taking into account new
realities.This is typically work in progress” [89, p. 1].
It is impossible to deny that the current situation in the Arab world and around it is very
dramatic. On the one hand, national states here no longer have the same degree of legitimacy.
Moreover, such a loss of legitimacy (albeit to varying degrees) is felt not only within these states
themselves, but also in relation to them from the outside - especially in the light of the modern
evolution of the system of international relations, when major power centers no longer seriously
consider the sovereignty of national states [238, p. 67].
Arab states are once again under stress, so much so that some already broke under pressure, others are teetering on the edge (post-Qaddafi Libya and Yemen), and still others are just
barely hanging on through barbaric crackdown (Bahrain and Syria) [73, p. 100].
Under these conditions, federalism manifests itself as an attractive project. That is why it
is intrinsically linked to democracy itself. Federalism can strengthen democracy by allowing for
a more accountable government that is nearer its citizens
Based on the principles of federalism, certain political and legal criteria of a federal
structure are formed: 1. the same territory and population are simultaneously under the
jurisdiction of two levels of government; 2. each level of authority has its own competence; 3.
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none of the levels of government has the right to abolish another; 4. At the federal level, it is
mandatory to provide regional interests; 5. Provides for a mediation institution for resolving
disputes between regional and regional authorities. It is a fact that: 1. the resolution of conflicts
between levels of government takes place in the public sphere, and not in an administrative way;
2. formally unrelated, but almost always present satellite of a real federation is a democratic
political regime; 3. society is the main “customer” of the federalist project [219, p. 149].
Resulting from this interest, in the 1990s, „growing constitutional dynamism was
observed in Arab countries” [227].
Federalism in the Middle East is a loaded word. It is contradictory and misunderstood.
Reasons for the Middle Easternization of federalism as a route for secession have not been
studied enough. One can venture a mixture of interlocked explanations. Some are power-related
and contextual.
Plans of building on federalism to acquire independence come from a deep
misunderstanding of the concept of federalism as a constitutional arrangement.
Federalism is a new word and practice in Arab politics [146, p. 91]. The concept of „federalism”, until recently largely seen as a taboo in Islamist and Arab nationalist discourse, has
since 2003 made an astonishing impact the region, in particular in Iraq. But other key countries
also possess internal tensions similar to those that have prompted demands for federalism in Iraq.
Policy-making in unstable federations or failing states, such as South Sudan, is seen as a zerosum Game” [21, p. 11]
Federalism is also poorly understood on a conceptual level. Some of the
misunderstanding derives from divergent political interests: Middle Eastern advocates of
federalism paper over or hide their separatist yearning by using the word. They consider
themselves as a “people” entitled to self-determination, meaning independence, and use
federalism to cloud the discussion. This is typical of Kurds in the four Middle Eastern countries
in which large Kurdish communities live: Iraq, Iran, Syria and Turkey.
Because of the long-standing threats posed by powerful central governments, various
Kurdish leaders have tended to avoid the call for secession by advocating federalism. In any
case, in the national levels and inside the Iraqi society and among the groups, „coalitions and
various trends concerning federalism there are different views and there is not a particular
coherence and coordination among them” [94, p. 497].
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Contemporary debates in Libya, Syria, Yemen underline this need for flexible solutions
in a world of ever more complex conflict; there can be no‘one size fits all’approach to federalism
in post-conflict societies.
In the Middle East, resistance to federalism mostly stems from government opposition to
political change, sharing of power, and the reality of minority rule. „Unfortunately, calls for
federalism are often viewed in the Middle East as a conspiracy against regime stability and
sovereignty and as a gateway to a new Sykes-Picot carving up national borders. But federalism
can work” [293].
The crisis of institutions and the dispersion of sovereignty had another unexpected result.
The territorial integrity of the states of the region and their territorial-administrative structure
have been called into question, and this applies not only to countries such as Libya, Syria, or
Yemen, the impossibility of maintaining unity of which is often stated directly, but also of such
well-off prosperous states.
Democratization is the key word for understanding current processes. Federalism without
democracy, both at the center and in the regions, is inconceivable. A country could be democratic
without being federal, but a country cannot be federal without being democratic. In the Middle
East, none of the formally federal states are democratic. Sudan’s federalism collapsed into two
separate states in 2011, and South Sudan quickly became mired in a brutal replica of the rule in
Khartum [3]. Federated Emirates in the United Arab Emirates (UAE) mirror the national system
based in Abu Dhabi as the capital, but national rule in Abu Dhabi is not democratic in the most
basic sense of people electing their rulers freely, so the UAE fails federalism’s first test. And
Iraq, which became officially a federal state in 2005, continues to suffer from difficulties.
In the absence of democratization success, the success of the reforms remains questionable. Authors work in the field explains:
1. The concept of federalism is confused in the Middle East, where many of its advocates
wrongly use it as a substitute for secession.
2. Democracy is a condition sine qua non for federalism to work.
3. A serious Middle Eastern agenda for federalism requires a leap of faith [89].
In the cases of Yemen, Syria and Libya, the regularly voiced idea of federalization hides the
attempts of local authorities and Western experts to come up with a model of preserving
statehood in a situation of weakening or collapsing institutions (or, in the case of Libya, the
destruction of the system of personal power that masked the lack of institutions). The Iraqi
experience has shown that such a strategy has quite definite limits - the unity of a loose
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federation depends on finding a consensus among regional elites regarding the separation of
access to the country's resources, and, of course, on the interests of third countries. In case of
violation of interregional balance or changes in the international situation, the system is
extremely vulnerable. However, in other cases, it is usually not about federalization as such, but
about decentralization or other forms of implementation of elements of federalism into the
system of governance of countries [300].
Historically found to be complex and diverse, Yemen, Libya, Syria have always been prone
to federalization because of the extreme heterogeneity of their political space, devoid of the unity
of culture, religion, language, ethnic substrate [121; 161, 291, 251, 299, 302]. But this need for a
combination of self-government and divided government inherent in federalism has not been met
for decades, since the intensive festivity of the newborn states, which immediately spread to
postcolonial societies, has resolutely forced federal projects into the background. In other words,
federalism, even if bad, is very necessary for the Arab world, but the embodiment of its
principles still lies outside the realm of real politics.
In Lebanon, it is actually a question of hidden federalization, aimed at balancing the interests
of localized ethno-confessional groups [88]. The Lebanese experience was largely borrowed by
the Americans in building a new Iraqi statehood.
Obviously, in all cases, without exception, federalist tendencies can be viewed in two directly
opposite ways. On the one hand, as a desire to improve the political system, to create more subtle
management mechanisms and thereby increase the inclusiveness of political power. On the other
hand, federalist initiatives can be viewed as an attempt by the central authorities to preserve the
unity of the country, finding a consensus with regional (often foreign ethnic or foreign religious)
elites. In the case of Iraq, this is particularly pronounced.
Is the fact, in all cases, without exception, the federalist tendencies observed, in
particular, in the countries of the Middle East, can be considered „two directly opposite images”
[241, pp. 24-25]. On the one hand, as the desire to improve the political system, to create more
subtle governance mechanisms and, thereby, to increase the inclusiveness of political power.
Strengthening the election of local authorities and expanding the powers of local councils in the
administrative and financial spheres, the government not only involves the regions in
administrative processes, but - at least in theory - stimulates the development of civil society and
democracy in the country. It is clear that the formal norms of the constitution reflect rather the
aspirations of the active part of society at the time of the adoption of the fundamental law than
the political reality. Nevertheless, even a formal expansion of the space of democracy can
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already be considered a positive step. On the other hand, federalist initiatives can be seen as an
attempt by the central government to preserve the unity of the country by finding a consensus
with regional (often hetero-ethnic or other confessional) elites. In the case of Iraq, this trend is
particularly pronounced.
Thus, the abandonment of the Sykes-Picot system essentially means recognizing the
weakening of the model of statehood that developed in the region during the 20th century under
the influence of European ideas and, accordingly, the recognition that another model of political
power comes into its place [241, p. 26], taking into account the specifics of the region.
With the region’s long history of federalized systems and the dramatic failure of so many
centralized states, federalism is worth considering as a transformative solution to the various
challenges faced by countries of the Middle East [300].

2.2. Particularities of federal integration processes in United Arab Emirates
It is considered that the most stable model of federalism in the Islamic world „is applied
in the United Arab Emirates” [220, p. 117], „this system has generally worked well” [93, p. 9],
UAE „represents the only working federation in the Middle East” [89, p. 24].
Unlike any other Middle Eastern state, the United Arab Emirates is a federation,
„consisting of seven tribally-based emirates that controls the southeastern portion of the Arabian
peninsula south of Bahrain and Qatar” [280, p. 25]. United Arab Emirates is a unique example of
absolutist monarchy with a federal system. Without of democracy (or with few elements of
democracy) federalism functionning in the UAE. Nevertheless, the UAE works well as a federal
state. UAE combines traditional methodsof regional interests with the „import of institutions” of
Western democracies. Federalism has a pronounced elite and class character. „Patriarchalauthoritarian relations in the UAE society make the described system effective”, notes specialists
[220, p. 119]. Over the several decades of the development of the federation, conflicts did not
arise.
The UAE path towards federalism is relevant. The UAE had an uneasy launch, but has
since developed into an economically successful showpiece of federalism in the Middle East.
During the British withdrawal from Gulf in January 1968, the big potential power
vacuum in the area was seen. Nixon administration had to face the Soviet Union, China, and the
war in Vietnam and he was not interested in Gulf more. To put an end to the regional crisis, the
US had to push both Iran and Saudi Arabia to keep safety in region. Nixon and Kissinger were
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interested to rise the oil prices between 1969 and 1972 gave the Saudi Arabia and Iran the
resposibilty to serve the stability in Gulf. It was a critical policy decision, overlooked by most
scholars [106]. On the other hand, the United Kingdom decided to keep its interests in Gulf by
the creation of UAE and to keep it's policy independent away from US.
By trying to maintain its empire on the cheap, Britain turned into an arms supplier
supreme. But offering and selling arms does not a foreign policy make, leaving Britain in the
long run with less influence in regional affairs. This was true also for the US, whose arms sales
were to prove no realistic an alternative to foreign policy.
Obviously, the US hid under the Iranian security blanket for almost a decade. Given the
weakness of the regime and the Shah’s nonsensical dreams of turning Iran into one of the top
five industrial and military powers in the world, the policy was cavalierly irresponsible [106].
With the announcement by the UK in the 1968 that it would withdraw from the Arab Gulf and
Persian See area by 1971, Shaikh Zayed (Zaid) became a founder of the United Arab Emirates.
While the withdrawal of the British military presence all the Gulf States, including Iran and
Saudi Arabia, to reconsider their defense requirement, the January 1968 announcement meant
that Bahrain, Qatar and the Trucial States would soon have to conduct all their external relations
themselves. In some of these states educational and development projects as well as much of the
day-to-day administration and internal security was run directly or indirectly with British
Government assistance.
At the time of the surprise announcement of the British intention to withdraw, few of the
states appreciated the formidable task of establishing at him viable governmental machinery,
while at the same time finding the right balance in regional and global power politics. The
British announcement, as many observers noted, had set of immediate competition for preeminence between the states of the region [87, p. 187].
The political changes in the UK have led to the immediate reaction to withdraw from
Gulf and its affections.The security´s issue was a real problem for all the area and Rulers. It
behaved to the immediate reaction to the British announcement was disbelief because of recent
British assurances to the contrary, followed by apprehension when the truth became clear. The
resultant state of mind among the Rulers certainly encouraged them to draw more closely
together, aided by some strong lobbying on the part of the British Foreign Office. However,
some diplomats were cynical because they had seen the recent failure of the British-engineered
South Arabian Federation.
The Ruler of Bahrain, Shaikh ´Isa bin Salman Al Khalifa, was the first of the Rulers to
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state publicly that the establishment of a federation between the Gulf Emirates was „a national
issue which we will decide and which will not be decided by anyone for us”. He made official
visits to Saudi Arabia and Kuwait during January and February 1968 to discuss the future of the
Gulf, while the Kuwait Minister of Foreign Affairs, Shaikh Sabah al Ahmad al Jabir Al Sabah,
demonstrated his country´s support for Gulf-wide co-operation by visiting all the Lower Gulf
States at the end of January.
During that period, all those seven emirates were very poor economically since 1820.
They were under UK infleunce and its economy dependen upon pearl and fishing. But after
Japanese experts discovered the cultured pearls in 1930s, the economy of these emirates became
worse. As unexpected at this point, the first oil company teams came to carry out geological
surveys. Sheikh Zaid bin Nehyan was not only appointed to lead them in desert, but was
apponited to govern Al Ain in 1946 and traveled to Europe United States, Switzerland, Lebanon,
Iraq, Egypt, Syria, India, Iran, and Pakistan to participate in the oil dispute. But, the discovering
of oil in Abu Dahbi in 1958 was a new transformation in economy and the life of people began to
improve including infrastructure. And the commercial field has been dependen on offshore Umm
Shaif. Even Sheikh Shakhbut gave control of Abu Dahbi to his brother (Sheik Zaid) in 1966.
The successful period of growth and development began under Sheikh Zaid who was
given pirority to build basic housing facilities, schools, health services, and the construction of
an airport, a sea port, roads, and a bridge to link Abu Dhabi with other parts of country.
Sheik Zaid did not hesitate to call for a federation in 1968. He was sure of the florishment
of Abu Dahbi. At the same time he was convinced in that how to build a strong cooperation with
all his neighbors and as result of his strategic vision he succeeded to persuite his tribal emirates
in his project to meet the benefit of establishing the United Arab Emirates and his first step
was to meet with the ruler of Dubai, Sheik Rashid bin Al Maktoom.
When the two meetings failed on the 19th of February 1968 at Samih to dedrawn the
border disputes, the project of Federation of nine emirates (Abu Dhabi, Ajman, Bahrain, Dubai,
Fujairah, Ras al-Khaimah, Sharjah, Qatar and Umm al-Quwain) collapsed. In fact, Bahrain and
Qatar wanted a full independence. But, a federation of six emirates (Abu Dhabi, Ajman, Dubai,
Fujairah, Sharjah, Umm al-Quwain) formed the United Arab Emirates [UAE] in 1971 and
Sheikh Zayed was elected president and Sheikh Rashid elected vice-president. After then, Ras Al
Khaimah decided to join the above mentioned federation in 1972. This quick response and
willingness to co-operate, no matter how grave some of their differences had been, was partly
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due to the fact that before the British announcement British officials had been encouraging the
idea of forming a federation.
Here one can not neglegt the truth that the British announcement British officials had
been encouraging the idea of forming a federation. Even the Trucial States Council meetings (in
1952) which took place at the invitation of the UK political Agent resident in Dubai under
Supervision of the political Resident in Gulf.
The meeting of the nine Rulers in February 1968 in Dubai was organized neither by the
Trucial States Council nor by a British sponsored constitutional conference. The invitation was
extended by the Rulers of Dubai and Abu Dahbi, who each had their own reasons for wanting to
expand the scope of the meeting and hopefully of the federation itself, beyond the circle of the
seven Trucial States. Thus it was probably the idea of Shaikh Rashid of Dubai to include Qatar,
which was then ruled by his son-in-law, Shaikh Ahmad, who had helped generously with loans
and grants for development projects in Dubai; on the other hand Abu Dhabi had always had close
relations with Bahrain, whose currency, the Bahrain Dinar, it had used from 1966 to 19 May
1973; also the Government of Bahrain had literally provided teachers and civil servants for the
expanding Abu Dhabi administration [35].
Sheikh Zayed`s concepts from theory into reality have resulted by announcing the
formation of Federation:he began to bring his plans, ideas and visions from words to actions. He
was the first statesman in the Gulf to call for this union. He began to put his plans for unification
into action. His first step was to establish preliminary contacts with Sheikh Rashid bin Said Al
Maktoom, Ruler of Dubai. The two Rulers held an historic meeting in Samih on the 18th
February, 1968 and announced the formation of federation between the two emirates as the
nucleus for a wider union. They also invited the remaining five emirates on the coast of Oman to
join this federation and called on Bahrain and Qatar to meet them so as to discuss the future of
the region and to approve a common action for its future security.
One week after the signature by the two rulers of their bilateral agreement, a meeting was
held attended by the seven rulers of the emirates as well as the Rulers of Bahrain and Qatar. On
the 27th February 1968 a new agreement was proclaimed for the establishment of a federation
between the nine emirates (Abu Dhabi, Dubai, Sharjah, Ras Al Khaimah, Ajman, Umm Al
Quwain, Fujirah, Bahrain and Qatar). This agreement, however, was short lived. Sheikh Zayed
tried over the next three years to bring together the diverging viewpoints between its signatories.
His great aim was to build, develop the United Arab Emirates with the best technological and
scientific elements one land for Science, Education, Technology, Developing and Civilization
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and added Learning is like a light, which illuminates the future and the man´s life because it is
endless: „We have to strive to keep it. The ignorant man is the one who believes that he has
learned and finished his studies, but it is mature man who is never finished learning. We all live
our life in learning”– was a memorable statement of Sheikh Zaid bin Nehyan.
In spite of this step, which was an historical achievement for future of Federation it was
inadequate as an instrument for welding the nine sheikhdoms into a political organism
functioning as one federal State or union. It was not a constitution but more the expression of an
intention. There was no provision for a cabinet of ministers, either in the draft or in the
agreement. The legislative power was reserved to the Supreme Council, consisting of the nine
Rulers.
The Supreme Council was to draw up a constitution, to formulate the policies of the
State, to legislate federal laws required in this connection and to prepare an annual budget. The
executive body of the federation was to be the „federal Council”. In this draft this Council was
intended to resemble a parliament, and three councils concerned with defense, economy and
culture were to report to it. In the agreement,the role of the federal Council was considerably
reduced, and it was to operate under the close supervision of the Supreme Council. The
composition of the Federal Council was to be left to be decided by law [105].
The part of the agreement, entitled „General Rules”, addressed itself first to the need to
co-operate in defending individual Emirates and the State as a whole external aggression;
secondly to the Supreme Federal Court, whose function were specified only in the draft; thirdly
to the need for the Supreme Council to decide on its permanents headquarters; fourthly to the
preservation to each Emirate of the right to manage its own internal, non-federal affairs; and
finally to a provision that the Supreme Council could amend the agreement particularly if the
amendment tends to make ties among the member Emirates stronger. As proposed in the draft, it
was decided that the agreement should come into force on 30 April 1968 and remain in force
until superseded by a permanent charter.
Frauke Heard-Bey reached to the following conclusion: „that the success of the federal
system in the United Arab Emirates due credit to the following conditions: the nature of the
political system and federal flexible; the performance of administrative and professional
successful federal state institutions; political integration of social and cultural institutions in
regulations of the federal system; pursue a policy and a culture of internationalism through
acculturation with all cultures and languages of non-Arab; the country's leadership supporting
for the renaissance of civil society and the imposition of the rule of law; pursue a policy of
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economic openness, cultural, trade and exchange of experiences with the outside world etc.”
[59].
Synthesizing events happened and logic and their significance might be noted the
following:
1. The signed of the Dubai agreement on 27 February 1968 by all the nine Rulers was
immediately welcomed by Kuwait and favorably greeted by many other governments. Saudi
Arabia, after an official visit by the Ruler of Qatar, stated on 3 April that it welcomed the
federation, and made an offer of economic aid. But Iran as used to, the other State with territorial
claims vis-à-vis a member of the federation, broke its silence only on 1 April, stating that it
„reserves all its rights in the Persian Gulf and will never tolerate this historic inequity and
injustice” [68, p. 182]. The British Government „cannot relinquish and give away land which
according to history was taken from Iran by force” [60, p. 345].
2. Moreover, it appears that some of the participants of the meeting, particularly the
Rulers of the smaller Emirates, began to have second thoughts. Thus 30 March 1968, the date for
agreement to come into force, came and went without the Supreme Council meeting and without
any further explanation. Leaving open the question as to the practical function of the fledgling
federation. There was, however, a great deal of discussion among some Rulers and their aids at
that time.
3. Rulers of States were for strong of federation, may be some wished it to be loose;
others were for strong central authority, other saw the federation as the vehicle for the evolution
of democratic representation. Shall be deemed that apart from the novelty of the UAE in the
Peninsula as an experiment in power-sharing, „it was notable in formalizing the necessary
adjustments in relative status between the Rulers of the various sheikhdoms” [280]. The UAE
was also important „in driving home the realization that the individual Rulers and their ministates could not go their separate ways but needed to cooperate in the larger political entity
provided by the UAE” [108, p. 394].
4. The discussions were very serious and there were differences between them, so that the
advisers decided to leave many subjects until adoption of a constitution of federation. Qatar
particularly strongly advocated forging ahead with establishing the various organs necessary for
the state to function; it insisted that fourteen new items were included in the agenda, ranging
from the selection of the first President of the federation to the unification of the currencies and a
discussion of the establishment of ministries [117; 124]. The drafting of the permanent
constitution were discussed at this meeting and it was one of the most important things.
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5. The Constitution, adopted in 1971, was transformed in 1996 [236] from temporary to
permanent. The most difficulty in the federal experience of the UAE consists in „finding the
correct balance between the federal powers and the power of individual Emirates” [89, p. 23]; it
was agreed that, although the major issues should be resolved by the Federation, each Emirate
can legislate at its own level until this issue would be covered by the jurisdiction of the UAE
federal legislation.
6. Certain scholars and politicians in the UAE insist on highlighting the case of UAE
federalism as a model for the other states in the region: thus, Minister Anwar Gargash said that
federalism's flexibility and potential, „serves as a better alternative than Iraq’s separation,
especially after looking at the UAE’s experience” [281]. In fact, it is a common opinion that
political dialogue would be necessary to address concerns, fulfill ambitions and create a stronger
partnership, and protecting a democratic process is beneficial to a region suffering from division
and fragmentation.

2.3. Iraq in the context of federalism problems

The process of the liberation of Iraq and the elimination of the totalitarian political
system and its political, social and civic institutions opened the door wide to a new structure to
deal with Iraq in all its aspects and in particular the combination of nationalism and to diverse
cultural and an open federal political system.Within this context is the issue of federalism in Iraq,
a matter of substance and essential to resolve the problem with the composition of Iraqi national
and cultural variety.
Federalism as a solution for Iraq was predicted earlier, after the collapse of the Soviet
Union and pan-Arabism. Later, former US Vice-President Joe Biden wrote a piece for The
Washington Post, peddling the idea of creating „functioning federalism” in Iraq [287].
The idea of a federalist system was promoted by the United States and supported by Iraqi
opposition groups when planning for a post-Saddam Iraq. Federalism was seen as an appropriate
way to guarantee the rights of minorities, to prevent the return of dictatorship and keep the
country together. The 2005 Constitution reflects the specifics of Iraqi federalism, aimed at
providing large powers to provinces, including the Kurdistan region, and increasing political
participation, involving the population in political life.
In connection with these circumstances, many questions arise, in particular, the nature of
Iraqi federalism, the answers to the Kurdish regional aspirations, the status of Kirkuk, the degree
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of influence of the external factor, the specifics of the development of the oil industry, the
division of incomes and the necessary amendments to the Constitution - all these issues are
waiting to be resolved.
To answer at these various issues it has to stop on the several themes.
The liberation of Iraq and to build a federal, pluralistic and democratic society did not constitute
the first case in totalitarian political systems change through intervention. Space, have preceded
other cases in history, and in our times, especially in recent years Europe has seen war from
NATO, led by United States against the former Yugoslavia totalitarian political system, who has
committed crimes of ethnic cleansing against ethnic groups and used violence against human
rights.
And Asia as well as Middle East has seen a similar American-led war also against the
religious fanatic in Afghanistan and Iraq make both Afghanistan and Iraq into an arena of
violence against human rights.
As we already referred that it was confirmed throughout the nineteenth and twentieth
centuries of any national liberation movement fighting for freedom to ask USA for support(the
Kurdish leader Mustafa Barzani, and later his son, the recent president of Iraqi Kurdistan, Masud
Barzani, have requested support from USA). Amazingly, now that America has decided
voluntarily to liberate the peoples of former Yugoslavia, Afghanistan, Iraq, East Timor, South
Sudan, and conducting the negotiation between Palestinian-Israeli through the commitment made
at the General Assembly of the United Nations to set up independent Palestinian state and USA
and EU both are supporting the federation as well as the Iraqi Kurdistan referendum on 25
September 2017. the peace-treaty between tow kurdish parties were done under leadership of
USA.
The Iraqi experience has made the successful experience and significant federal because
richness and plurality of national and cultural civilization of Iraq and its extensions in the
neighboring countries, and also because of the importance of the geographical location of Iraq,
which is situated in an area, which located on the top concerns of the United States of America,
Europe and Japan.
The support of these countries to Iraqi people against ex-dictator Sadam Hussein an his
totalitarian political system and support now is in the trend of integration with the rest of the
civilized world by building civil institutions and democracy and the election of governing bodies
and parliamentary elections, which played its part in the establishment of the executive
authorities, and the independence of the judiciary and political freedoms and cultural rights, free
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media, and the rights of nationalities, which included in the permanent constitution and the laws.
As with regard to the new world order, of course, the global system of political plurality
will be to fit the realistic and pragmatic policy.
The diagnosis of USA and European side of the nature of totalitarian political systems
and to be invited to carry out the political and civil reforms by political and economic pressures
and through a peaceful transition to democracy and pluralism and the removal of one-party
system and change the constitution and laws in line with the institutions of civil society and the
situation here, the scientific and political analysis will not be against these principles and
objectives, which meet the benefit of democracy and civil rights.
According to Ambassador Burhan Jaf, „eighty percent of the Iraqis have chosen the road
towards federalism. It is time the opponent group should accept this. Federalism does not equal
separatism, it means a state that makes way for different identities, and for (3 or 4) regions
carrying their own authorities. The Shiites do understand this” [274].
The Iraqi situation in the salvation of the totalitarian political system through external
support by United States still faces many challenges, notably the issue of sectarianism and
conflict areas between the federal authority in Baghdad and the federal authority in Hawler
(Erbil), in particular the normalization of the situation in Kirkuk as well as the issue of
distribution of wealth and power.
This task, which have failed by previous Iraqi governments to find the solution for
outstanding conflict on Kurdish question, which led Iraq to spend a potential human and material
since independence. Not the importance of resolving these issues lies in resolving the issue of
Iraqi national internal, but it is including the regional and external dimension that the challenge
facing the allied nations and the principles of human rights and civil society institutions.
„Everyone knows that the stability and re-building of Iraq is a problem of global proportions”.
And „the KRG’s consistent support for the new federation has been essential in the re-making of
Iraq... The KRG’s model is certainly one for the other regions of Iraq to emulate” [50, p. 24].
But, one should not neglect the reality and fact that the federal system and policy in
Baghdad is not only failed to integrate with federal system inside the central territory of Iraq,
but moreover it could not integrate with the local trends to federalism in Kurdistan too [136].
Since throughout that imposing a systematic economic embargo against Kurdistan population
and including the cutting of national budget.
Thus federalism since 2014 was understood as „a tool for manage conflict and associated
risks” [34]. The success of the Iraq's federal experience will be to achieve peace and a suitable
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national ground for the development of civil society institutions, as well as peaceful coexistence
among the different components of Iraqi society. Most researchers [6; 31; 36; 94; 218, etc.]
thought as the Iraqi experience (Iraqi federalism) is an large-scale social experiment.
Therefore, the change in the Iraqi case means:


Removal of the political system of the totalitarian one-party-system and the monopoly of
one nation and one minority of the political, civilian and militray institutions.



The construction of a democratic federalism and institutionalized in an integrated manner
will not be easily and no doubt, there are some obstacles and difficulties for the future.



There will not be the correct situation in the desired democratic Iraq without a new Middle
East based on modern basis and modernizing of teaching, education and treatment of
religious extremist tendencies and repair systems of political totalitarianism to democratic
and civil institutions and equitable distribution of wealth and accelerate the development and
construction and reducing the manufacture and import of weapons of mass destruction and
prohibition of nuclear weapons.



The perpetuation of direct transactions to facilitate the process of peaceful and democratic
change in support of federalism open to Iraq under the Washington Convention, having the
European and American administration's interest in the success of the federal system in the
Middle East, especially the Iraqi federal system, including Kurdistan.
For Iraq, the situation is unequivocal. Not by chance there is a variety of interpretations of

the situation. Some researchers emphasizethe weakness of its central government and claim that
the reconstruction of the Iraqi state in a federation brakes for this very reason [256], while others,
on the contrary, claim that federalism would rather have slowed down the country's
disintegration [34].
Vulnerabilities that affect the federation's functionality come from a number of reasons,
including sectarian religious systems. Among other feebleness are: historical conflicts based on
secular culture; the practice of religious fanatic based on the systems of violence; the fact that
Baghdad's state policy is not independent as Iraq's national policy: it is still dominated by shiite
policy in Tahran [39, p. IX]. Iraq is one of those typical countries where „national unity” is
lacking: is a country in which ethnicity plays a crucial role in politics [91]. National unity is
lacking because of the many dimensions of Iraqi disunity - sociologically and historically
between Arabs and Kurds, and within Arabs, between Shi'is and Sunnis [88, p. 11].
Scientists converge in the opinion that political stability and peace could not be ensured in
federal Iraq without taking into account the following basic milestones: 1. Ensure respect for
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democratic freedoms such as freedom of opinion, expression, thoughts, assembling, belief,
peaceful congregation and the likes. 2. Ensure respect for transfer of power by peaceful means
though the free and democratic elections. 3. Respect for the principle of multi-political parties
and for peaceful political opposition. 4. Emphasize the separation of powers among the
legislative, executive and judicial branches of government.5. Separation of state and religion. 6.
Maintain the independence of the judicial branch of government. 7. Separate the military
establishment from politics and party affiliation. 8. Establish High federal constitutional court in
charge of overseeing the application of law or the breach of law in light of the rule of law. 9.
Grant equal rights for women to that of man in rights and responsibilities, also secure the
maintenance of child’s, handicapped and elderly rights. 10. Ensure freedom of religious belief.
Institute the principle of religious, ethnic and intellect tolerance. Respect for human rights in
accordance to the international charter for human rights and other international declarations
[265].
Iraq lately faces a whole gamut of problems associated with post-war recovery and staterebuilding compounded by age old mistrust and suspicion. The situation in Iraq resembles a huge
experiment in which social scientists try to observe the consequences of actions taken across an
entire country. In this context are justified the emerging questions: „Can Western ideas take route
and flourish in non-western societies? Can constitutionalism take hold and work in a traditional
religious and deeply divided society? Is Iraqi federalism a solution to the country’s severe
disunity or a temporary fix?” [34].
However, the reality is „much more complex” [77, p. iv]. In recent years the Iraqi
political system „is unstable” [6, p. 12]. There are more and more signs about Iraq’s „fluid
political environment” [73, p. 102]. And recent developments point to the fact that the
circumstances could degenerate until the system enters a phase of collapse that many observers
could not imagine.The rivalry over who controls the state or the largest share of it has continued
and escalated because of competition within the central government and between the central
government and regional and provincial authorities. The parties to this conflict resort to
mobilizing support through ethnic or sectarian narratives and institutions, and this generates
further social fragmentation. Meanwhile, tensions are increasing between those who want to
consolidate power in the hands of a central executive branch and those who want to further
decentralize power [6, p. 12].
In reality, the Constitution „defines Iraq as a federal state, but no consensus exists about
the nature and scope of this federalism” [6, p. 13]. It is true, some of the legal analyses of Iraq’s
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constitution „ascribe these deficiencies to inexpert or hasty drafting... Certainly, much of the
international commentary misses the central point about the constitutional drafting process in
Iraq: radical regionalization was deliberate” [96, p. 4].
The various researchers are increasingly inclined to believe that an Iraqi Federation „is
unlikely to be successful:Iraq does not meet any of the criteria for the likelihood of a successful
federation” [277]. Trying a federated middle ground in Iraq would probably not work. The
formation of a successful federation is much more likely with a preexisting congenial and
tolerant political culture [42, p. 193] and with the common vision and mutual trust required for
shared institutions. Furthermore, according to Clement Dodd, „Federations made from the top
down, where there is change from a unitary state, are less stable than those that are made from
the bottom upwards: there is likely to be more enthusiasm for the new configuration in the latter
than in the former case” [276].
In other words, liberal federated government is better created by the bubbling up of desire
from the people rather than by a foreign power’s imposition from above on a reluctant populace as in the case of Iraq.
Any attempt to form or impose a federal system without the prerequisite dire
considerations and conditions amounts to much wasted time and energy on a system that
willultimately fail. In this view, if the Kurds can use the threat of secession to gain major
concessions and a very peripheralized federal power structure, they will ultimately seek a strong
confederation, briging an end to the hesitated federal experiment of Baghdad.
The Federal Constitution, under authority of the Federal Supreme Court, guarantees the
rights and prerogatives of the federal republics, respecting religions, beliefs and religious practices, freedoms and personal opinions, equality between women and men, protection of children,
health, food security and education for all. This means that in case of a federal Iraq or any part of
it, it is not permissible for citizens to impose a certain ideology on the citizens that violates democratic principles and freedoms. Religion is the individual's faith in a supreme creative power
and it has nothing to do with the policy of state [150, pp. 202-210].
Unlike the interim constitution, this document could no longer be said to be inconsistent
with the Iraqi realities. One of the main features of the constitution is the provision on the federal
structure of Iraq. The structure of the federal system is as follows: the country is divided into
regions, provinces that are not part of the regions, and local administrations. The introduction of
the principle of federalism was a fundamentally new step in the constitutional structure of the
country: at all stages of the previous historical development, Iraq was a unitary state. This time
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the introduction of the principle of federalism in the constitution meant, first of all, recognition
of the fact of the sovereignty of Kurdistan, which actually existed on this territory for more than
ten years.
Some principles of federalism applied in the Iraqi state are the following:
1.

The federal state is based on federalism and it is a political philosophy based on the

democracy and the distribution of state powers horizontally, geographically between the federal
republics that comprise it, and vertically between the federal authority, the highest and the
powers of the federal republics, according to an agreed federal constitution that defines the
federal powers (Central) and the powers of the Federal Republics. Thus, the federal state and its
republics are in contrast to the central government and the dictatorial rule, which is likely to
dominate all the central authorities in the provinces and even the municipal ones. In other words,
the government in the federal state is closer to the people because of the distribution of the state
authorities vertically and horizontally. Within this philosophy, different models of the federal
state can be visualized according to historical and geographical data.
2.

Federal powers are specifically mentioned in the federal constitution. In general, as in

most or all of the federal states, these powers are limited to foreign relations, national defense,
monetary policy, investment of the most important natural resources - including oil and gas for
Iraq - and distribute its wealth between the federal republics, in accordance with the Constitution
and under the control of the legislature or the judiciary. There are federal and other security
authorities for states and federal republics. In addition, powers are vested in the federal republics,
including security, education, health and communications, municipal affairs, economy, ages,
commerce, agriculture, industry, and judiciary in the region. Models can be slightly different
from this.
3.

The powers of the federal state are the legislature (the parliament) and the executive

(central government) and the judiciary (the federal supreme court), which are autonomous
authorities to protect democracy. They are directly elected by the people in all the federal
republics. Inthe constitutionally stable and clear manner in the composition of the federal
authorities to exercise central powers, which closes the door to any dictatorship or any central
government exercises powers even in the regions and regions and provinces.
4.

The Federal Constitution, under the authority of the Federal Supreme Court, guarantees

the rights and prerogatives of the federal republics, respecting religions, beliefs and religious
practices, freedoms and personal opinions, equality of women with men, protection of children,
health and food security and education for all.
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5.

For the future of Iraq, the capital Baghdad and its suburbs could become a central federal

district (as Washington). The city of Mosul may be converted to another federal district due to its
multicity national and religious society provided that all elements contribute to the city's rule.
6.

Then, on the one hande, the federal republics of the federal state have wide powers, and

on the other hand bears their own powers in their own territory, and their participation in the
formation of the federal state and the contribution of exercising their powers according to the
following equation: in the exercise of its powers plusdemocracy at all levels and ensure them
constitutionally and legally [150, pp. 210-222].
7.

Based on the statements of the Iraqi democratic opposition and as noted above, we find

that the constitution of the federal Iraqi state is based on the following two basic principles: a)
the elimination of national, religious and sectarian discrimination among individuals and respect
for religious, political, intellectual, civil and human rights for all citizens; b) the federal state of
Iraq is based on the option of association between the Arab and Kurdish peoples of Iraq and their
right to self-determination and recognition of the rights of nationalities that determine the reality
of the Iraqi people. These provisions must have an official form as a historical document and a
written agreement signed by the President of the Parliament of the Kurdistan Federal Republic
and the President of the Iraqi Arab Republic Parliament and by the President of the Federal
Parliament, the text being part of the federal constitution and the federal constitutions.
The Iraqi federal state and its federal Kurdish republic should contribute as much as
possible for democratization of these countries and make attempts to resolve the Kurdish
national issue in Turkey, Iran and Syria in a democratic manner that guarantees the Kurdish
people's national, cultural and national rights. The League of Arab States should also reform
itself so that its decisions will not remain mere words but actions or evade its responsibilities.
According to prof. Nagham M. Saleh from Baghdad University „The Constitution has
envisioned a solution to the Iraqi dilemmas of federalism as a mechanism to prevent a return
dictatorship, strict centralization of governance, a way of sharing wealth, and governance. If not
dealing with these issues in a civilizational and civil manner may lead to the failure to reach a
national agreement. The outbreak of civil war resulting in the division of Iraq as a final solution.
It seems that the federal system in Iraq is not intended to be a federation as well grew up. It is
like the federal unions in the world, which strengthen the country and maintain its unity and
integrity. A mixed federation combining federalism and confederation. Federalism to produce a
highly decentralized state whose work is limited to foreign affairs, defense and politics,
monetary, economic and financial“ [120, p. 49]. In his vision, the Constitution also gives the
69

right to every region or province the constituents of a state with a kind of sovereignty through the
establishment of armed forces or the issuance of currency and determine its financial and other
features of the state, and the changing the paragraphs of Constitution is impossible. „And the
obligation and the constitutional recognition of Kurdistan is confirmed, but the process of
forming other regions left to the Assembly National. In order to non-return to central and central
administrative power, which is not widely supported, all groups

should make Dialogue,

consultation and openness to reach the best federal formula, whether federal or geographic
provinces or territories and be accompanied by democracy, freedom, basic rights and duties and
a referendum on the assumed formula. In order to prevent the concentration of power in the
center of the state, careful steps can be taken to grant these provinces with additional powers,
gradually and with the organization of such units on the basis of the principle of decentralization
to federalism. That is, to begin to grant these provinces the power to form provincial councils
and appoint Governor“ [120, pp. 67-68].
But prof. Fauziya Karam has the other vision on this issue: „There is no doubt that
federalism is an option to run the system of government and the state, but it is not necessarily the
best. There is always no federal version of federalism that can be considered the best in the
federal system. Over time, federalism has to have a sense of identity with the country as a whole
as well as societies. Federalism is appropriate for some states, not all, and it is a form of
democratic governance”. As well as to developing countries or a transition period and looking
for a form of democracy that is applicable, considere the researcher. „Federal democracies
require the availability of conditions, elements and characteristics, including cultural and
political awareness, democracy and respect for the rule of law and the rights of minorities and
the element of common identity, and therefore a number of Federal systems failed, especially at
the beginning of their existence. Most of their people had little or no experience of democracy. A
short history as a country where everyone is involved or a weak sense of the common identity“
[76, pp. 146-147].
It is believed that the prospects for federalism in Iraq are determined establishing
asymmetric federalism, in which the Arab the provinces of Iraq will enjoy far less autonomy than
Kurdish region [231, p. 140]. Various scholars [51; 78; 88; 126; 302, etc.] have suggested
different ways of achieving congruence of the government, territorial distribution and
mobilization of political forces in Iraq in their search for providing the appropriate framework
for a stable, democratic and „united” Iraq.
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Until recently, the predominant political debate in Iraq has been between two priorities:
(1) reconstituting a strong federal and unity government, keeping a sense of federal identity,
fighting the foreign agenda of dismemberment, and (importantly) ensuring the prompt removal
of the foreign occupation forces; and (2) legalizing, via federalism, the formation of spheres of
influence, where separation would calm violence. It was at least a debate that stayed within the
bounds of common human decency; it was a rational debate.
Now, in the circumstances that have come about, the predominant debate is a different
one. The federalist position is the same. But imperceptibly, the nationalist position has been
drowned out, and the federal system as a new one is an alternative to Kurds and Shiites. The US
position has been that legitimate nationalism doesn't exist.
The key questions that emerge from this series of complex political deadlocks, experts
note, „are whether the modern nation of Iraq can sustain a uniﬁed state under a central
government elected via nation-wide elections; whether it will devolve into a federated system
with increased regional autonomy; whether current authoritarian tendencies will see the reemergence of a fully ﬂ edged dictatorship; or whether Iraq will disintegrate altogether under the
weight of secession, contestations, division and violence” [66, p. 13]. Whatever the future holds,
the current state of Iraq’s troubled politics speaks volumes about the merits or otherwise of
imposing a top-down model of democracy [52].
To strengthen and justify the idea of federalism, it takes a lot of effort. The current form
of Iraqi federalism „needs to be modified to encourage more efficient and effective governance
and economic development” [289, p. 7]. The process „cannot be instant” [101, p. 46]. But the goal
is clear: „the imperative of functioning federalism shifted from winning the war to winning the
peace” [267].

2.4. Kurdistan on the path of federalization

The Iraqi Federation was conceived as a step by the domestic actors to mitigate the
rivalries between the Kurds and the Arabs and, on the other hand, it was imposed by the external
forces. That has made Iraqi federalism „a hybrid type where coming-together” and „holdingtogether” considerations are combined” [34, p. 50]. The idea that federalism is used to „hold
together” diverse populations, or letting them „come together”, considers politologiste Alphred
Stepan [130, p. 22], is closely related to the notion of ethnofederalism.
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Most experts believe that federalism offers „a roadmap for how the country could salvage
its territorial integrity and bring about a sustainable political arrangement that could protect
against future conflict” [267], being „only acceptable solution” [7, p. 40], „a natural political
solution to the quagmires in Iraq”. This would allow, they consider them, the power of the central government to be shared with regions and communities. Sub-national groups, which feel left
out of politics and economic development, would have a stake and a voice in the nation. Baghdad has to admit that people look mainly at their provincial governments and should empower
governments to provide the services their citizens need and to represent those citizens in the
capital. There is a need for a provincial federal system, as already enshrined in the Iraqi Constitution and Law, but it is often ignored in practice. In theory, the provinces will be combined on the
basis of the Kurdish model and will benefit from autonomous status [293]. However, Iraqi Kurdistan today seems to be only one of elements of a new wave, which raises questions about new
approaches of international law [257, p. 21].
Since the spring of 2003, „the sui generis entity of Iraqi Kurdistan has been gradually
transforming itself into a more defined entity, „a federated region within the framework of the
Iraqi state” [257, p. 29]. After the Iraq liberation operation in 2003, the Kurdistan Region and
Iraq „stepped into a new era of cooperation with Iraq and the international community” [147, p.
5]. In the fight against IS, Washington made a bid on the Kurds of Northern Iraq. In turn, Iraqi
Kurds have planned to use cooperation with America in creating their own independent state
[232, p. 95].
It is found, and there is reason for these statements that the Kurds of Iraq have differed
from Kurds elsewhere. They have been better organized both to conduct armed and political
struggle and to nurture and maintain their constituency [102].
Between the independence demanded by the Kurds („Kurdish dream” [286, p. 282]) and
the desire to keep a state centralized by the Sunni population, federalism appeared in 2005 as
being the best of the worst possible solutions. After attempting a strong central government that
proved to be a failure, it was considered the best solution that would bring the various Iraqi
groups into a unified country in a federal system of governance.
It is clear that the creation of the Iraqi State, by the union of three former Ottoman
vilayets (provinces) of Bassorah, Baghdad And Mosul (Iraqi Kurdistan), „had as the condition
the recognition of such autonomy for the Kurdish people” [131, p. 185].
In the political agenda, federalism was seen as a solution, not as a problem. Mostly
converging opinions reflected the position: federalism means uniting Iraq and not partitioning
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Iraq. It is unfortunate that people have misrepresented federalism as a problem. The debates
therefore are not so much the rejection of the federation project of Iraq as fear of a split in
smaller state units resulting in an unequal division of natural gas and oil reserves.
With the fall of the regime of Saddam Hussein on April 9, 2003, a new fight for the Kurds
begins: „the constitutional fight” [257, p. 39]. The constitution, adopted in 2005, proclaimed Iraq
as a federal state. At the same time, during the period of drafting the constitution there was only
one region recognized as federal - Kurdistan; under the constitution, further regions will be
formed as a result of the free will of the provinces. This step contained the potential to negotiate
all the ongoing problems and conflicts between Baghdad and Erbil in the context of the Iraqi
federal constitution.
The leading political parties in Iraqi Kurdistan - the Kurdistan Democratic Party (KDP)
and the Patriotic Union of Kurdistan (PUK) - have proclaimed a course towards the realization of
the Kurdish people’s right to self-determination in the framework of the new democratic federal
Iraq.
Table 2.1.
Parties represented in Kurdistan Region Parliament (more 2 seats, in 2018)
Party
KDP - Kurdistan Democratic Party
PUK - Patriotic Union of Kurdistan
Gorran - Movement for Change
New Generation Movement
KCP- Kurdistan Islamic Group
KIU - Kurdistan Islamic Union

Leader
Masoud Barzani
Kosrat Rasul Ali
Omar Said Ali
Shaswar Abdulwahid
Ali Bapir
Salahadin Bahaadin

Seats
45
21
12
8
7
6

Political position
Big tent
Big tent
Centre-left
Big tent
Right-wing
Tight-wing

Source: http://www.rubincenter.org.

Kurdish leaders have developed a minimum program (consolidating the already existing
achievements of the Kurds by legitimizing the autonomous status of Iraqi Kurdistan) and a
maximum program (achieving broad autonomy; expanding the borders of Kurdish autonomy,
primarily through Kirkuk - in the framework of federal Iraq; participation in the distribution oil
revenues, etc.).
What happened in Kurdistan was due to the following factors: the Kurdish government
has dependen on the civil society and civil institutions; the federal systems became a basic of all
the political, cultural, economical, educational etc. organisation and authorities; according to the
federal constitution of Kurdistan all the different religions as well as cultural groups are
respected and protected and they are equal in law as citizens.
The Kurdish nationhood project was constructed with the perspective that the Kurds as a
nation, could qualify for but is deprived of, achieving nation-state status. Based on the Kurdish
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project, Kurdistan and Iraq consist of two homelands: the Arab part of Iraq and Iraqi Kurdistan
[110, p. 488]. In this context it is important the observation made by Michael Gunter that „the
kurds have managed to maintain their sense of belonging to one nation that is, the continuing
will to be a nation” [56, p. 59].
As a result of these conditions, Iraq wad still increasingly unable to keep up with the
complex changing structure, needs, and demands of the Arab Society. As well known, the
persistence of the State-centered (1960-2003) structure of the polity has become too centralized,
restrictive, authoritarian and dictatorship under Baath Regime. Hence, neither individual, nor
group expectations and demands are fully understood nor met by the central and dictatorauthority (Baath State). The detachment of the „Centralism and Dictatorism” led Kurdish
national liberation Movement under national Leader Mustafa Barzani the great not only to the
estrangement of Baath State but also forced him to announce the legal fight against centralism
and dictatorism [131].
The centralist system looks upon the emergence of new social and political power centers
or alternative policy proposals as extraordinary, subversive, and even deviant.The fact that the
Baath regime 1960-2003 and its social and political process were met callously or simply
suppressed causes violence in the Iraqi society, (including Kurds and Arab).
Baath Regime could not understand that the root of this ethnic problem lies the process of
Kurdish and Arab Nation-building which progressed not form the nation towards the creation of
the state, but rather evolved as a process of building a nation with the initiative of the existing
state apparatus and bureaucracy. In the Baath Regime (Iraqi regime) the state preceded the nation
[148, pp. 6-8].
As we already referred this do not neglegt if we believe that the political Baath or the
central authority took on the task of defining Shii´s-arab-nation; Shii-arabisation-nation in name
of Security, stability and law etc. and „Islam” as well as the qualities of a „Shii-Arab” and
„Muslim”. Once these qualities were determined, they became the arsenal of the nationalist and
secularist standardization. This intense effort of the last years has been partly successful.
However, it is becoming clearer this process is flawed because it emanates from a fictive reality
rather than existing realities of the plural federal or united society / country.
For bearer, the recent Iraqi federal and united republic has to be sure that Iraq was, is and
will be not a nation-state. It was, is and will be a composition political union (on a federal basis)
of diverse nationalities, ethnic and religious groups. The Baath State was founded as a nation-
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state, which created a special tension between the tutelary central and dictator-authority in
Baghdad and the multi-democratic-peacekeeping in Kurdistan.
If is important to remember that the Iraqi Republic was founded on 1958 (in fact) and one
of Iraq´s major problems emanates from what we attribute to the nation of nationhood,
fundamental concept for political and ethnic process.
At the time of the declaration of the Baath republic 1963 (especially) the pluralistic
nature of the population and the multi-cultural-national and ethnic polity richness of the Iraqi
society (Kurds, Arab, Assyrians) inherited from the Iraqi republic under Free Officers; by
leadership of Abdulkarim Qasim, who agreed with Kurdish national Leader Mustafa Barzani Iraq
for Kurds and Arab and decided to resolve the outstanding conflict of Kirkuk diplomatically.
Even Iraqi Government accepted to give 25% from Kirkuk´s oil-resources to Kurdistan. Even,
his ethnic, cultural, religious, and linguistic heritage, the „Nation” was deemed to be the political
union of all groups living in Iraq. This understaning could have created a pluralistic political
structure out of a plural demography in which the nascent pluralist political organization would
inevitably be democratic. The urgent need to create a common political culture as the basic of the
envisaged nation prompted the ruling Baath to adopt the policy of uniformity (liquidating
cultural and ethnic differences). The preference led the Baath state (State of Nation) to
acculturation of the „Nation” with the qualities of the majority, namely Arabness; Arabisation
and Sunni as Branch of Islam. So that, the infrastructure of the Iraqi Baath policy met the reality
that Baath Policy has repeated itself under Al-Maliki and is continuing under Al-Abaadi through
his systematic economic embargo against Kurdistan since 2014.
Obviously, the Iraqi federal government under Al-Abadi has pushed the Kurdish people
to decide in favor of referendum on 25 September 2017 and its expressing a desire for the will of
a nation. This is what Kurdistan people did.
Table 2.2.
Results of Iraqi Kurdistan independence referendum, 27 September 2017
Choice
Registered voters and turnout
Yes
No
Valid votes
Invalid or blank votes
Total votes

Votes

%

4,581,255
2,861,471
224,464
3,085,935
219,990
3,305,925

72,16
92,73
7,27
93,35
6,65
100,00

Source: http://www.khec.krd/pdf/173082892017_english%202.pdf.
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Whenever there were negotiations about future relations between the Kurdistan Region
and Baghdad, the response was that this (the view articulated by the Kurdish side) did not
necessarily reflect the will of all the Kurds so it was necessary to know what the Kurdish people
want. 92,73 % voted „yes” in favor of independence. Politicians, supporters of Kurdistan's
independence, welcomed these results: „When a nation expresses its desire for the way of life
they want to have and to secure and guarantee the future of their children, that is what matters
above all else. The referendum was a peaceful and civilized exercise in democracy. I don’t think
the Kurdish people should be held responsible or punished for saying how they want to live”,
said Masrour Barzani, Chancellor of Kurdistan security [285]. At the same time, it was
emphasized that the results of the referendum would not automatically lead to a unilateral
declaration of Kurdish independence: this was just a vote.
However, the referendum which, it was believed in certain political circles, was held
prematurely („is not a propitious time to declare KRG independence” [56, p. 58]) and, indeed,
has aroused contradictory reactions, served nevertheless two purposes: it provided support for
the Kurdish people to the political elites of Iraqi Kurdistan and improved their positions in
further negotiations with Baghdad. Most participants agreed that the emergence of an
independent Kurdistan on the map of the Middle East is unprofitable neither to regional nor to
world players, as it will lead to further fragmentation and destabilization of the region. Efforts to
successfully carry out the federalization of Iraq and a peaceful solution to the conflict, at that
time, seemed preferable to all parties.
Of course, success can only be ensured by mutual reciprocal movement. Experts' views
converge to the idea that the Arab population need to make concessions to Kurds, abandoning
their centrally-oriented policy and demonstrating wiliiingness to establish a devolutionary
system across Iraq. And the Kurds, in their turn, must also make concessions to Arabs by
renouncing secessionist aspirations in favor of maintaining the integrity of a functional
federation of Iraq.„The element vital to ethnic conflict resolution is commitment. The
commitments of Arabs to implement federalism and of Kurds to adhere to its rules are crucial to
make the potential federation workable and long-lasting” [286, p. 321].
It can be said that the in Kurdistan policy exists two categories: peaceful diplomacy and
tolerance policy to negotiate on both level: internal and externally. Internal category presupposes
tolerance in political action. The tolerance term defined as a peaceful mean is differ from
aggression, violence, discrimination and war that gives plenty capacity to cope with diversity and
democratic means and enough distance to solutions and peace. This means that the tolerance
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term includes acceptance of the very things one disagrees with, disapproves of or against it or
dislikes. This tolerance policy of Kurdistan has averted the internal or civil war between Erbil
and Baghdad, while Baghdad was violating the federal constitution by announcing the clear war
to recapture the oil-city of Kirkuk using the military power and violence.
Regarding the external category, should be noted that Erbil did not cut its diplomatic
relations internationally but stayed in touch with United States, some European countries and
even with Baghdad too. Even the USA and European Countries were not against peremptorily
the above-mentionedreferendum, which took place in 2017. Only their concerns were mainly on
one point that they believed that the referendum could negatively impact the fight against the
Islamic State (IS).
It seems that the realistic and tolerance policy and peaceful diplomatic movement
internationally by Kurdistan could persuade the world community to support its policy and keep
Kurdistan in safe and strong on one hand to enforce Baghdad to deal with Erbil again and to
persuade Bagdhad that the people who voted are still part of Iraq and the United States is
ensured, and convinced Baghdad, that the results of the referendum would not automatically lead
to a unilateral declaration of independence and it was just a democratic and peaceful vote not
more. These diplomatic movement internationally has successfully reached and moved the
frozen policy internationally as well as nationally in Baghdad.
Pursuant to political, local and international changes and reality became the Iraqi Kurdish
state automatically a real federalism and could manage his national, political, economic, cultural,
diplomatic and international issues. So that, the Kurdish Unity within Iraqi federal republic could
be defined as federalism with elements of confederalism with the central government in
Baghdad.
If changes to the constitution relies on the unanimity of all the component unites, they the
confederation of states has not yet transformed itself into a federal system. On the other hand, if
only the federal authority is required for changes to the national constitution, then the system is
unitary.This means, it is hard to distinguish because unitary and federal systems vary widely: in
unitary systems, there exist indestructible local political unites (guaranteed autonomy or efficient
local administration), just as there are temporary political unites in federal systems.
The indestructibility refers to forces from outside rather than from within a political unit.
Indestructibility of unites is relative: historically, most formed from above Canada, USA and
United Kingdom is an example of federalism from below. But, that the above Kurdish state
situation has a special, historical and ethnic case. In case of Iraqi Kurdistan, the federal /
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confederal system (federal system officially, but confederal in structure)appears as a real and a
creative solution for above-mentioned situation [142].
The possible strategy in this case is based on the awareness of the following ideas:
a) Kurds and Arab of Iraqi federal Unity and the citizens of Kirkuk are members of two united
states. The root cause of the existing misunderstandings is not the multi-society in Kirkuk
(majority are Kurds and it belong historically, ethnically and geographically to
Kurdistan), but the official federal institutions, parties and ideologies in Baghdad;
b) the official practices institutions have lost the effectiveness;
c) Iraqi governments under Al-Maliki so far have reflected an unresponsive attitude to the
existence of Kurdish people in Kirkuk and other ethnic and political realities;
d) pursuant to Iraqi Constitution, Article 140 and the nature of Policy in Baghdad and reality
in Kirkuk the could be the expeditious implementation of the following legal and
institutional infrastructure: to put into practice the requirements of all the selected
constitution and Article 140 and basic laws and principles signed by all the Iraqi parties
(Kurds and Arab), to rapidly adopt more laws concerning the election system in Kirkuk,
and political parties, and freedom of expression and assembly, in order to widen the base
of democracy and to open the way for popular will to influence the decision-making
mechanisms,to prepare a new constitution safeguarding such laws based on the principles
of pluralism and participatory democracy, to make the concept of local federal
government in Kirkuk a reality and to try to solve soon as soon possible the outstanding
conflict and to practice the legislation in force with the will and initiative of the local
people, to create systems in accordance with referendum´s result and decision, the Kirkuk
region could legally join Kurdistan or Iraq in context of the federal constitution as
referred precede.
The most political scholars often converge in the opinion that „while the study of
federalism has in many respects reached an advanced stage today; there nevertheless remains a
troubling absence of agreement as to the precise meaning of the concept” [4, p. 71]. In any case,
it is obvious that an essential premise for the creation of a federation is a strong desire to have a
union. „The will to have a union and to be under a single independent government for some
purposes is really the basis of Federation, mentions Anur C. Capur, the author of the book
„Principles of Political Science”. - It means that the federating units must to be inspired and
bound together by a sense of oneness. With a desire to objective it politically. Unless they
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become a community of interests, sharing each other’s weal and woe, their cohesion into a new
state is extremely difficult” [24, pp. 407-408].
Given that experts argue that federalism is a „sophisticated division and sharing of power
between a central government and its constituent parts” [57, p.126] and given the specific circumstances, some commentators state that Kurdish autonomy in Iraq at the moment is „the prototype of the state and the de facto independent from the central government” [244, p. 108], since
2005 the Iraqi Kurdistan is a „federated region within an invisible federation” [256, p. 88]. What
is clear, however, is that the Iraqi Kurds are setting up a de facto independent state.
Searches for the optimal path continue. It is not at all easy to balance convergent and divergent interests. To create a balance between Kurdish public expectations on the one hand, and
the US and surrounding countries' hostility to Kurdish secession on the other, Kurdish politicians
- the researchers explain - have employed dual strategies. „One has involved negotiating with the
Shiites and Sunnis overthe reconstruction of the Iraqi state and fostering consensus for a systemwhich is preferable for the Kurds; this has also entailed supporting the US efforts in Iraq as
well as constant public statements confirming their obligation to Iraq’s integrity.
The other strategy asserts that the current level of semi-independence within the new Iraq
is non-negotiable. Furthermore, they have sought to consolidate Kurdish gains, legalise their
status, assert Kurdish influence over Kirkuk, and reunify Kurdish forces and administration. The
second policy has enabled Kurds to develop their own region of the country in ways that will
consolidate their de facto independence... Secession from Iraq is a popular Kurdish demand and
their support for federalism is one step towards that goal” [111, p. 415]. We note that scientists
recognize in this case the precariousness of the line separating federalism from secession [302].
The case of Iraq, in fact, illustrates the well-known „paradox of federalism” [9, p. 2; 44, p. 128;
268]: federalism „seems to both facilitate and prevent secessionist conflict” [8], despite having
relevant features that would inhibit separatism, federalism also has „secession-inducing factors”
[44, p. 6].
Although federalism is included in Iraq's constitution and is established in northern Iraq, establishing a comprehensive and systematic federalism in the country takes great deals of time. In
other word, the consolidation of federalism in Iraq is impossible unless ambiguities on this issue
are removed. For example, federalism in the Iraqi Kurdistan region has exceeded standard notion
of federalism. Independent flag, military units, as well as relations with regional countries are
characteristics of an autonomous government rather than a federative one. Before consolidation
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of federalism in Shiite regions, mechanism of this system of government in western provinces,
mostly Sunni-populated, should also be determined.
It seems they were right those who argue that „most likely, the White House and the
Pentagon will promote a plan to reformat Iraq from a federation into a confederation, a union of
sovereignly independent states, where Kurdistan … will become the supporting partner ally
USA” [304].
Any attempt to form or impose a federal system without the prerequisite dire
considerations and conditions amounts to much wasted time and energy on a system that will
ultimately fail. In this view, the Kurds can „gain major concessions and a very peripheralized
federal power structure” [151], anyway, „an acceptable level of autonomy” [286, p. 321] is
possible under the federal system.

2.5. The political transformations in the Middle East: Syria as an exemple

The contemporary federalism puts many questions in the face of political realities. The
example of Syria could be conclusive in this respect. Therefore, federalism is very connected and
available for a country like Syria that has a multi-identity. So that the federal model is a real
solution for it. Such kind of solution meets the benefit of the religious distinction and conflict
between Sunnis and Shiites, which became a real religious and political problem for it.
Syria is facing the serious difficulties in overcoming its systemic problems. As a result
popular demands are addressed inadequately, tardily or are simply suppressed [148, pp. 2-3].
Therefore of these conditions, Syria is increasingly unable to keep up with the complex changing
structure, needs, and demands of the Syrian society.
However, creating a nation based on pluralist principles out of a poor, backward,
uneducated and cosmopolitan populace was not realized by the political elite of the time [149,
pp. 222-224].
In addition, the persistence of the state-cantered structure of the policy has become too
centralized, restrictive, and authoritarian. Hence, neither individual, nor group expectations and
demands (including cultural freedoms) are fully understood or met by the central authority (the
state). The detachment of the „centre” has led to the estrangement of society from the state. As a
result, this has had an adverse effect on the political unity and social solidarity.
Furthermore, there is an established belief that „Whatever the state does give, or decides
is good; neither its motive nor the consequence of its needs can be questioned”. The state is
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sacred (this statement was in the preamble of the old Syrian constitution). Its actions cannot be
criticized. Its mistakes cannot be questioned and corrected. The perception of any popular
demand or objection government policies represents an unjustified rebellion, under served
demand, or outright subversion.
The fact that the social expectations are meet callously or simply suppressed, causes
violence in society: the social fabric is seriously damaged whenboth the official method of
problem-solving and the method of conveying popular demands to the central authority are both
violent. Violence „from above and from below” reinforces and legitimizes each other.
At the root of this society's problem lies the process of nation-building which progressed
not from the nation towards the creation of the state, but rather evolved as a process of building a
nation with the initiative of the existing state apparatus and bureaucracy. Following the Syrian
example, the state preceded the nation [148].
The forbearer of the Republic of Turkey, the Baath state, is not a nation-state. It is a
cosmopolitan political union of diverse nationalities, ethnic and religious groups. The Republic
of Syria was founded as a nation-state. However, the already existing state and the powerful
bureaucracy took on the mission of creating a new concept of nationhood, which was created and
shaped by the state. The state's role as the creator, rather than the coordinator, still persists. This
phenomenon renders the state omnipotent and omnipresent vis-á-vis the society. While a
culturally rich and diverse society needs to develop both in size and complexity, the authoritarian
state structure that was created to meet the needs of the early 1945 remained very much loyal to
its policy of uniformity over unity, which resulted in an increasingly incompatible relationship
between state and society.
One of Syria's major political problems emanates from what we confer to the notion of
nationhood, a fundamental concept in political culture. At the time of the declaration of the
republic, the pluralistic nature of the population and the multi-cultural richness of society
inherited from the past were accepted by various parts of people. Disregarding their ethnic,
cultural, religious, and linguistic heritage, the „nation” was deemed to be the political union of
all groups living in Syria. This understanding could have created a pluralistic political
organization that should inevitably be democratic. However, creating a nation based on pluralist
principles out of a poor, backward, uneducated and cosmopolitan population was not
accomplished by the political elite of the time [10].
The urgent need to create a common political culture as the basis of the envisaged nation
prompted the ruling elite to adopt the policy of uniformity (liquidating the cultural differences)
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rather than unity (respecting and reconciling the differences). Thepreference led the republican
elite to the acculturation of the „nation” with the qualities of the majority, namely Arabism and
Elawis- sunni, even Haneti branch of Islam.
Based on the decision to standardize the population, the political elite or the central
authority took on the task of defining “Arabisation” and “Islam” as well as the qualities of an
“Arab” and “Muslim”. Once these qualities were determined, they became the arsenal of a
nationalist and secularist standardization. This intense effort of the last seventy odd years has
been partly successful.
However, it is becoming clearer that this process is flawed because it emanates from a
fictive reality rather than the existing realities of the country/society. The failure to eliminate
imbalances in life-styles due to differential development of regions; the widening of inequalities
among social strata; the perception and treatment of cultural differences as deviant (this policy
exhibited itself as an exclusionist attitude against non-ethnic Arab and non-Muslims and nonSunnis among the Muslims) were combined with underdevelopment, unemployment and the
insensitivity and inefficiency of the state, thereby giving rise to the criticism of the system.
Successive military interventions, the first of which was staged in 1963, and the
authoritarian laws could not stop the increasing opposition which from time to time took on a
violent character. Violence, on the other hand, served as a dirty shawl concealing corruption and
moral decadence.
Had the armed struggle been a conflict between security forces and Kurdish democratic
movement, then the society would not have been much affected by it, and the matter would not
be regarded as a national security issue. The consequence of this confrontation was widespread
economic and serious inflation.
Furthermore, the Syrian civil war in which 450000 victims are estimated to have been
slaughtered [283] and uprooted more than 11 million, sparking a refugee crisis throughout
Europe and the bloody struggle going on for more years has long ago become more than a mere
conflict between two armed groups. It causes strike between the Syrian and Kurdish citizens of
this country and damages social solidarity. On the other hand, this problem, which cannot be, or
rather, is not solved domestically, has become a regional and even international phenomenon,
which creates opportunities for outside intervention. This very fact triggers the need to find an
even more urgent solution. The social and political dimension of the conflict needs to be taken
into consideration and the roots of the conflict need to be examined [137, pp. 12-16].
Primarily and most importantly, the parties in the conflict should meet independently of
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the official institutions who are the creators of the conflict.These parties should work together to
define the problem and formulate solutions. Their common assessment must be translated into
policy proposals and presented to the public, the real problem(s). It is with this vision and aim
that we, the citizens of Syria and Kurdish origin of the Republic of Syria, got together motivated
by the belief that watching the enfeeblement of our society, like a patient with internalbleeding,
is partaking in the historical irresponsibility.We discussed our mutual problem(s) at length in
environments clear of external political influences.
To sum up, a great majority of the Kurds are as loyal to the Modern Syria without Assad
and Baath regime as any other citizens, but they want their Kurdishness to be respected. Unlike
democratic and civilized countries, Kurds feel rejected and victimized as the state and the
political institutions resist the needs of the Kurds. The feeling of being victimized and the feeling
of wounded self-perception (identity) are the basis of society problems. It is impossible to
establish stability and solidarity in a society which includesa major group or people who feel
politically excluded or victimized, even if such people are of the same race or religion with the
majority. The two pillars of stability are justice and equality. Social peace and stability can be
achieved only through a democratic state organization and a constitutionally based rule of law
which guarantees equality for all social groups. Poverty and underdevelopment, while
aggravating the situation, are not the primary source of the problem. Citizenship and ethnic,
religious, and cultural identity should not be confused. Citizenship is a legal phenomenon, which
includes existing diversities in society [59]. Official authorities should not intervene in these
domains because any intervention would make the state a proponent of one side as it already has.
This harms the social solidarity.
Freeing the private or cultural domain from the intervention of the political
domain/institutions is presumed in a democratic society which preserves the political equality.
These conditions must be met if the feeling of „pluralist nationhood” is to be cultivated. A
reductionist nationalism based on the ethnic identity of the majority or a privileged minority
cannot ensure stability. It carries, in itself, the seeds of exclusion and segregation. Then what is
to be done is obvious: institutionalizing respect for all ethnic and religious values and
strengthening democratic institutions which safeguard cultural diversities and political freedoms
are necessary steps.
Is required the expeditious implementation of the several legal and institutional aspects:to
put into practice the requirements of all international agreement on human rights and basic
freedom signed by (successive) government(s); to put into practice the steps of localism; local
83

administration in Kurdish region in Syria; to prepare the new democratic Constitution based on
tolerance, safeguarding such laws based on the principlesof multi-culturalism, pluralism, and
participatory democracy; to rapidly adopt more liberal laws concerning the election system, the
political parties, and the freedom of expression and assembly, in order to widen the base of
democracy (this will influence the decision-making mechanisms; to create systems for
government accountability including the establishment of an ombuds to oversee whether
administrations at all levels work in accordance with the law and are harmonized with their
designated responsibilities; to establish regional development administrations in which local
representatives, elected by regional councils and a body of experts carefully selected by the
central government, for work together; to extend the constitutional guarantee of the country's
cultural richness including the rights of other cultural groups; to safeguard their traditional
values. To this end, the Syrian Army, the Kurdish and the Syrian Free Army have to stop their
attacks and war against each other giving a real chance for a peaceful solution.
The Syrian people (including Syrian opposition) under UN is more powerful than to fear
the Federal System in Syria that will be the real support for modern policy in Middle East (in
Fields of Economy as well as politics) which could enforce the democratic role and policy in
Syria and the Middle East.
The republican regime has restored sovereignty to the people. However, due to
inadequate democratization of the regime, the impact of people over the decisions concerning
their own welfare has been minimal. The most important reasons behind the bottleneck in the
system are that the state has never really transferred the power to the people.
Despite official doubts, the democratization of the regime is possible through the creation
of a pluralist structures without hampering the unity of the state. However, neither individual
politicians nor political parties take responsibility for the achievement of this outcome. Social as
wellaspoliticalconflictcontinuesbecauseoftheir opportunistic and irresponsible attitude.
The people of Syria would have been able to solve their internal problems much more
easily, we believe that, if the political parties had not supported political factionalism and raised
change. The people wish to live together and have the common-sense to produce practical
solutions to achieve this end through mutual consensus. Quarrels, lack of understanding,
insensitivity, and resistance to popular demands stem from existing political structures and
authoritarian mentality.
The presence of Kurds in Syria i.e. „the Kurdish reality”, was unfortunately discovered
after considerable bloodshed. Nevertheless, the recognition of the Kurdish reality represents an
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achievement in itself. When we talk about recognition, we take into account that the
acknowledgement of the existence of cultural group (people), which includes millions of people.
The Kurds have been and are one of the main elementals of the Syrian Republic. They lay claim
to unique cultural as well as political characteristics and are sensitive about preserving them.
Such acknowledgment of cultural distinctiveness is based not only on a scientific observation,
but also on political realities. The Kurds want official/legal acknowledgment of their existence as
a unique cultural group (people). They would like this acknowledgment to extend beyond oral
commitments to include legal warranties, having effect on the daily life including the free
exercise of their cultural identity. The Kurds do not want these rights in order to distance
themselves from the state or to divide Syria.
„The Syrian conflict has significantly contributed to the growth of national identity and
the desire for self-determination of both the Syrian and Turkish Kurds” [229, p. 54]. The United
States and a number of other states actively contribute to this. Thus, the international coalition
led by the United States, striking Syria in the fight against the „Islamic state”, provided adequate
support to the actions of the Kurdish armed units in the northern and northeastern provinces,
thereby strengthening the prerequisites for creating Kurdish statehood.
The Kurds in the north of Syria have independently declared their own “federal” regime
in areas under their forces’ control. Kurdish autonomy in Syria is a reality that all regional
players will have to reckon with, whether they like it or not. Therefore, the form of government
of Syria will change. „But here, at least in the foreseeable interval, one of the guarantees may be
that the Kurds themselves adhere to the principle of autonomy as part of Syria” [251, p. 164].
In spite of all what happened in last years of civil war, there are some people and groups
that still dream to rebuild the central Syria and neglect the actual situation, which makes it too
complicated to reach this. It means, the Kurds, Drüz, Christians, Arabs, Sunnis and Alawites do
not accept more than one ethnic group or sectarian group to dominate over them and to threaten
their interests.
Also, it is better for super powers like United States, Russia that all the Syrian groups are
present in a new Syria. In particular, the Syrian central government lost around 85% of its total
territory, which has been controlled by the opposition. Therefore, the International law as well as
the Syrian national law is clogged to go back reuniting it again. This means, there is a new reality
in Syria. In this case, United Nations have the status to decide over the sovereignty of Syria, and
the future of Syria stays in Moscow and Washington and London [270].
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The analysis of political realities raises a question: the Syrian opposition and Assad's
regime, declared that they are against the Kurdish federation in Syria, and is it possible that both
opposition and Assad-regime unify together against the Kurds in future. The situation is difficult
because of the reasons below:the religious conflict between Islamic groups: Alawi- shiites and
Sunnites is more complicated to unify against Kurds;the peaceful future of Syria depends on the
federal system;the super power which lead practically the war against ISIS under USA and Russa
are for a decentral political solution based on the local administrations; the all territory of Syria s
under control of USA and Russia.
Indeed, both of Baath regime and the opposition in Syria have a same vision or opposing
and refusing the Kurdish issues. Both of them are looking for a strong central Syria just for
people with Arabic background. If this happens, it could make serious challenges for a new Syria
and its future or internal unity.
This transformation of radicalism against minorities in Syria could be reality in the
future. Nevertheless, self-determination has been planned in Washington, Moscow and Geneva
and it seems that the Russia and the US agreement could have a resolution. Of course, the issue
of self-determination is going on as the super countries are progressing in decision-making and it
will be made step by step to meet Kurdish interests and their goals during this transformation
period [297].
The strategic interest of USA and Russia is the access to land as well as border regions.
Also they deal with the question of engaging local administration. From this starting point the
US, Russia and the related countries should seek to join together to guarantee a Syria in which
they are also able to move freely. Through the federal model which gives the local governments’
ability to share powers and wealth. This could be a real guarantee against the sectarian as well as
racist movements in Syria. „Federalization is a necessary stage in the transformation of state
administration, which will allow to resist centralization of power and dictatorship” [254]. In
Syria, a high degree of federalism is also the only answer, with autonomous entities falling under
the umbrella of a weak nation state; a transition to a federal system would recognize the status
quo [293].
In fact, the present situation is different from all last periods. The reality still is that Syria
does not exist in an adequate sense. The borders of both countries (Iraq and Syria) are destroyed
and the fate of Syria and Iraq is not more in the hands of Arabs, Persians, Kurds and Turks. It is
in the hands of USA, Russia and Europe. Presumably, the negotiations between Iran and Turkey
could not change this fact or influence the balance between Syrian and Iraqi territory.
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KRG, the KDP and PUK declared their support to the federation of the Western
Kurdistan in Syria. For a Kurdish union in western Kurdistan (rojava) to be one, there are some
practical steps to be done. Thus, USA and Russia has put the Kurdish region under their control
practically. If the Assad's security forces are removed from this region, the US and its allies such
as Germany, England and France should take more responsibility of the Kurdish region in Syria.
This new situation will enforce the government in Damascus to deal with the reality that they are
obligated to recognize the minorities existence.
This transformation will enhance the process of democracy and civil dialog within the
community. Surely, it will ensure the return of Syrian Kurdish peshmerga under the US and
Russian Leadership. This transformation will open new doors so that all the political parties
could meet for a political dialog. It is true, as noted by researcher Ruslana Grosu, „it is difficult
to believe that Syria's security situation will improve rapidly, with the likelihood that the
intensity of domestic war will drop with the inclusion of other political, religious or economic
stakes in the political game” [185, p. 113].
The question of peace and decision-making in Syria depend on the super countries.
Experts are right to see: „in the Middle East, large extra-regional actors, promoters of power
politics and domination, continue to play a decisive role in establishing the balance of forces in
this geopolitical area” [185, p. 112]. And this really offers them certain opportunities to
strengthen their geopolitical influence. Today, the question of peace depends on United States
and Russia and its resolutions. Therefore, the Syrian opposition and Assad regime could
negotiate for 5-10 years, and they might be able to meet the bureaucratic transactions etc. So,
until the US and Russia have not decided on their package and guaranteed their interest, the
solution finding process will take a long time. But the Geneva talks will be finished, when the
demands and interest of USA and Russia are stated finally.
It is known, the federalization of Syria is a scenario to end the Syrian Civil War. In the
broadest sense, it means turning the highly centralized Syrian Arab Republic into a federal
republic with autonomous subdivisions. Many powers and actors involved in the Syrian Civil
War have entertained the idea of „federal division”, not least among them Russia, the United
States, and United Nations representatives [295]. Politicians point out: implementation of
an Dayton style accord in Syria and introduction of some form of a federal solution in Syria (...)
may indeed be the right way forward or the only way forward in the end of all this” [297].
It is obvious, a broad coalition of Kurdish political forces in Syria that will not allow the
use of intra-Kurdish differences and will provide broad international support for a united Kurdish
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autonomy. It is probably necessary, experts find out [234, p. 191], to revise the terms of
cooperation of various Kurdish parties, as well as to encourage the contacts of Syrian Kurds with
the United States, Russia and the leading EU countries, whose contribution to the settlement was
and will remain significant.
Are the super countries ready to build a federal system for all Syria? According to
political sciences (if targeting the condition of the multi-ethnic people of Syria), the real federal
system and self-determination depend on the transformer’s integrity which ensures a Syrian
union, will put an end to civil war, prevent splitting the country and stop the dirty bloody war.
First of all, the super powers like USA and Russia protect their national interests and all regional
and international efforts should meet their benefits.In any way, the Russian Federation will not
allow to lose the Alawi's region and the USA and its allies like France, England and Germany
will not let the Suni and Kurdish regions one their own. The only realistic system would be a
federal one, but the confederal system is also possible.

Conclusions for Chapter 2

This compartment of the thesis, divided into 5 paragraphs, is focused on the researchof
federal relationships in contemporary states in Middle East. So, in this Chapter have been
achieved the following objectives: to identify some issues of sovereignty and equality of rights
of federal subjects against the states of the Middle East; to determine the particularities of the
federal integration processes of the Middle East states; to identify some directions for improving
the organization of state power. All this allowed us to formulate the following conclusions:
1.

Depending on the co-ownership between the federal state and federal subjects (federal

states), federalism may be dualistic or cooperative. Dualistic federalism requires a balance
between the federal state and the federation subjects, the latter being endowed with a certain
competence, and the relations between them based on the principle of internal non-interference.
Cooperative federalism is based on the idea of bilateral co-operation between the federation and
the federation subjects, with a fair division of attributions between the federation and its subjects.
2.

Analyzing the federal structure of the states, we find that it is not determined by the

territorial area, by the density or the number of inhabitants, by the existence of several
nationalities, by the political regime or by the government, but by the unification or deregulation
of several states to achieve common interests which could be seen as a successful functionality
in context of the political agreement and cooperation between all Emirates in UAE.
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3.

According to the theory or tolerance policy we do believe that the tolerance policy as a

part of democratic culture gives an opportunity to negotiate or to give and to take. This means that
the tolerance policy, democratic means and federal system are a related process to meet the benefit
of peaceful and democratic socio-political transformation without violence and confrontation
inside one country or multi-ethnic society. Morover, the category of tolerance policy could be
defined as a peaceful mean is differ from aggression, violence, discrimination and war that gives
plenty capacity to cope with diversity and democratic means and enough distance to solutions and
peace. This means that the Tolerance term includes acceptance of the very things one disagrees
with, disapproves of or against it or dislikes.
4.

The topic of federalism and democracy is one of the most important terms lately, with

particular attention to the Middle East. The federalization of Iraq has resisted international and
national control and is an acceptable form of governance for the nation: it can be assumed that it
will have positive effects for the democratization of the states of the Middle East
5.

There is no doubt with the evolution of the concept of the political system through the

federal´s institutions and regulations of the process in the administration of society and developing
of the state structure on the one hand and the emergence of new problems and contradictions of
the new objects on the other hand, the scientists and experts in political science, the federal
competent institutions, regional and minorities’ affairs in Europe and the United Arab Emirates,
Libya, Iraq and Iraqi Kurdistan to carry out new researches and studies and more expanded.
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3.

THE PROBLEMS OF FUNCTIONALITY OF FEDERALISM

This compartment of the thesis, divided into 3 paragraphs, is focused on defining the
factors of Federalism functionality within the current international system. For this purpose, here
are presented the results of the comparative analysis of contemporary federalist models, were
investigated the principles of contemporary federalism and the main issues of federalism in the
states of the post-soviet space. Also, has been investigated the problemof efficient organization
of the European Union, were identified the particularities of European federalism and presented
four basic models: the American and the German model of federalization and the French model
(known as the centralized model). In this context, were concluded the following: the experiences
of federal states suggest a set of general principles that guarantee the evolution of the federation;
the federal states are founded on common values and human rights; the concept of European
federalism means the mutual dependence between federalism and democracy.
In paragraphs 2 and 3 of this chapter were achieved two other main objectives: to
determine the principles of contemporary federalism;to study the problem of federalism related
to the political realities of post-Soviet states. In this context was mentioned that the federal
political system came as a result of arduous struggle. This system is currently a political
reference, democratic and civilized policy to solve the problems of countries with a combination
of cultural and ethnic variety.

3.1. Directions for improving the organization of state power in the federalist states

Federalism is often determined through the delineation of the subjects of jurisdiction and
authority between the federal center and the subjects of the federation. „One of the attributes of
the usual definition of federalism, V. Ostrom writes, is a system of government in which
authority is exercised simultaneously by the national government and the state or county
government. The central point of this definition is the two-level governance structure” [247, pp.
20-21]. Or, as D. Elazar remarked, „federalism in its most limited form is usually defined as
dealing with the division and distribution of power, but even in this limited form it implies
commitment to the concept of justice, which argues, among other things, that the distribution of
powers is necessary and preferably. On the other hand, federalism in the broadest sense appears
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as a form of justice - emphasizing the freedom and participation of citizens in governance - but
one that is inevitably linked to the distribution of powers” [41, p. 84].
D. Elazar himself considers the definition of federalism to be the simplest: selfgovernment plus shared management, for example, management, divided into two levels federal and regional. With this definition, federalism includes some kind of contractual
relationship of a supposedly permanent nature, which involves the division of powers, bypasses
the issue of sovereignty and supplements, but does not seek to replace or diminish the previously
existing organic links where they continue to exist [41, p. 12].
Federal government or system may have distinct powers at various levels authorized or
delegated to it by its member states. The structure of federal governments commonly vary. There
are more levels of government that exist within an established territory and govern through
common institutions with overlapping or shared powers as prescribed by a constitution.
The singling out of the principle of delimitation of the subjects of reference and powers in
one form or another forms the core of many definitions of federalism proposed by foreign
political scientists. Thus, W. Riker describes a federal state as a political system in which
„government activities are divided between regional governments and the central government in
such a way that each of the governments carries out activities in which it takes the final decision”
[114]. William Riker referred to federalism as a „bargain” between provincial and central elites
to provide a defense against a perceived external or internal threat. Certain researchers have
attempted to explicitly model the bargaining that give rise to the creation of federal institutions
but these models generally incorporate the assumption that differences among the provinces play
little or no role in the bargaining outcome. In the framework presented here, by contrast, the
heterogeneity of provincial units determines whether and how provinces bargain collectively
with the center, and this, in turn, determines whether the center can exploit rivalries among
provinces to recentralize power [151, p. 102]. His proposition about decentralized political
parties is summed up in: „The essence of federalism … is the political feature: (1) the political
bargain that creates it and (2) the distribution of power in political parties which shapes the
federal structure in its maturity. Everything else about federalism is accident: the demarcation of
areas of competence between central and constituent governments, the operation of
intergovernmental relations, the division of financial resources, etc.” [114, p. 141]. In this kind
Preston King proposes instead a new definition of federation: federation a to be distinguished
„solely by the fact that its central government incorporates regional units into its decision
procedure in some constitutionally entrenched basis" [79, p. 77].
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The federation makes sense when those who decided to create its regions, even if in a
very small space, located and naturally very similar (Switzerland, Austria or Germany) have
different legal and state traditions of their organization. Then, by concluding an alliance (foedus hence our word federation), they are striving to preserve their authoritative property and continue
to exist autonomously in those spheres of life that they preferred not to entrust to the union
[298].
The federation, as a form of government, emerges in response to the underlying shape of
society. Political scientists look on important proposition namely „that federalism represents not
only an ideology but also a state of society, almost its underlying nature, a set of problems that
needs to be answered in a particular way. In this sense it is, and always will be, primary to a
federation, which represents some form of institutional arrangement called to reflect these
realities” [25, p. 113].
One of the main goals of the modern state-building process is the formation of
mechanisms for mutual control between the branches of state power, both on horizontal and
vertical levels. The universally recognized criterion of the federal system is the distribution of
state power between the federation and its subjects. As practice shows, it promotes the
development of democratic principles throughout the entire system of public administration,
which is of fundamental importance in the context of the reforms being implemented, since the
existence of a system of separation of powers ensures on the one hand the unity and integrity of
the state, on the other hand, the relative independence of the territorial units, allowing to take
into account the full range of differences in regional conditions (but such kind of entire system of
public administration in context of the fundemental reforms is not enouph to cover the
differences and pecularities in regional conditions - cases of Syria; Yemen etc.).
Since federalism as a political phenomenon carries a rather high conflict potential,
successful implementation requires the existence of developed democratic institutions,
democratic political culture, strong national parties and well thought out dispute resolution
mechanisms. Under conditions of transforming regimes, it is a rather unstable form of
government.
Federalism is always the result of political compromise, which entails the presence of
constant tensions between political actors, perceiving a discrepancy between the imposition of
common values and standards by the central government and the jealous protection of their
power by the subjects of the federation.
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Talking about the political side of federalism is important to note that modern federalism
reflects not only the form of the state system, but, improving and developing it turns into a way
of organizing political power or a factor that largely determines the political system in the state.
First of all, it (the mechanism) regulates the relations of equilibrium (on the basis of the principle
of separation of power) between all available power centers in the state. With its help, there is a
realization of the delineation of powers between branches of power, without which not only a
federal state can function normally, but also any other.
The need for federal relations in the management process arises when the government
faces a huge number of diverse problems that need to be resolved at different levels and which
are not addressed in the usual ways, especially in the category of states where there are minority
(ethnic, territorial, religious etc.). This is due to the fact that federalism should be viewed not
only as a principle of interrelation between society and the state, but also a self-sufficient way of
management. It is expressed in the following: firstly, federalism can be used as a sufficiently
flexible means to find ways to reconcile the heterogeneous parts of the whole (for example,
between the federation and its subjects, etc.); secondly, the federal system more than other
systems, contributes to the discovery of new ways of cooperation both horizontally and vertically
in public administration; thirdly, federalism provides much more opportunities for ordinary
citizens to participate in governance (in a federative state, each level of government - central,
territorial and local - is provided by its legislative, executive and judicial authorities, in the
formation of which a significant part of active citizens participates);fourth, the principles of
federalism - balance, coordination of actions, autonomy (in the latter principle, it is necessary to
single out such an aspect as the right to independently adopt laws regulating relations in this
autonomy, but interdependent by federal law, which makes it possible, on the one hand, to
preserve one's independence, On the other, constantly fueling their forces in the organizing
center - the federal center), contribute to a clearer distribution of functions and competencies
among federated units. In this sense, perhaps, only he is able to distribute or disperse the power
so that there is no possibility or temptation of its usurpation by any one structure of society.
McWinney, investigating federal systems existing in the world, singled out such an
important feature that distinguishes one system from another, as the actual localization of points
of political pressure in making decisions. According to this feature, the researcher divided the
federal systems into monistic and pluralistic. At the heart of their differences lie the main trends
in the development of federal relations - centripetal and / or centrifugal. Former are characterized
by the overcoming of centripetal tendencies, since the domination of the center exerts a clear
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advantage over the parts. For the second, centrifugal tendencies, which steadily lead to very
definite forms of self-government and public cooperation, and also distrust of any pressure from
the center, are noteworthy [90, p. 63].
The transfer to another national context of the model of federalism that claims
universality or its inherent political institutions seems to be unproductive: the differences
between the compared national objects may be too great and knowledge of them is imperfect.
However, the world experience in the functioning of federated systems of unequal degree of
„maturity” shows that the practice of applying certain federal procedures and institutions in one
country can be very relevant for another one that follows the path of federalization, as well as
certain political institutions and principles (for example, the party system and system of
representation) are necessary for a stable federation, and in this sense they are considered quite
universal.
The costs of a federative form of government may be too great, since a minority protected
by constitutional guarantees (for example, a subject of the federation) is able to impose on the
majority (federation) an unacceptable political course for the nation as a whole or carry out
undemocratic policies in the controlled territory.
As the experience of classical federations shows, in order to maintain a federal form of
government, it is necessary to have extrapolitical conditions, including „a federal political
culture”, relative cultural homogeneity and equality of economic conditions. Obviously, such
favorable conditions accompanying the transition to democratic federal politics do not exist in
full in any society. This circumstance, however, does not make the experience and guidelines
proposed by classical federalism less urgent for countries that have begun building their
statehood on federative principles.
Democratization and federalization are considered as interdependent and mutually
complementary phenomena; At the same time, these are relatively autonomous factors of
institutional changes, since their specialization is sufficiently substantive, namely, the system of
institutions that, in the first case, ensure the widest possible participation of citizens in the
administration of power and, in the second case, on the basis of decentralization (devolution)
Power authorities at different levels of the political-management system. It could be possible that
the processes of federalization may develop for some time in the absence of any significant
manifestations of the democratic process (this is typical for the initial stage of creating a
federation „from above”). In case of UAE and Iraq, if the authorities decide from above.
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Moreover, the processes of federalization may be accompanied by some strengthening of
authoritarian tendencies in the Center and in the constituent entities of the federation and even by
the rejection of a number of democratic achievements (examples: a series of military coups in the
Latin American federations throughout the 20th century). Nevertheless, federalization, not
supported by democratization, regardless of the reasons for its conduct (for example, as a
reaction to the strengthening of nationalism and separatism, as a result of the institutional failure
at the Center, etc.) grows, as a rule, into various "quasifederal" forms, which by themselves can
become a serious obstacle to the consolidation of democracy. Conversely, if democratization and
federalization processes are synchronized in a democratic society, complementing and
strengthening each other, then the political system is more quickly transformed into a system of
conciliation that can reconcile competing interests.
It should be noted that the degree of autonomy granted to federated units determines the
„quality” of federalism and affects its ability to resolve conflicts more or less successfully. The
historical experience, for example, of countries such as the United States and Switzerland, which
have not experienced the absolutization of power in any form, shows that the more autonomy is
provided to parts of the federation (in this case to states or cantons), the stronger, more capable
state.
Modern federalism performs two major functions: decentralizes power through its
vertical division and integrates territorial communities. At the same time, particular importance
is given to integration links and to the interaction issues between the center and the regions”.
Arend Lipjhpart, the author of notables works about the state of democracy, notes, with
reference to this binary concept (federalism/unitarism): the first variable of the federal-unitary
(divided-power) dimension: federalism and decentralization versus unitary and centralized
government. It is appropriate to give this fi rst-place honor to the subject of federalism because it
can be considered the most typical and drastic method of dividing power: it divides power
between entire levels of government. In fact, as a term in political science, “division of power” is
normally used as a synonym for federalism [84, p. 174]. The majority of federalism experts
assume, that the fundamental reason of guaranteeing a division of power is to ensure that a
substantial portion of power will be exercised at the regional level or, that the purpose of
noncentralization of power is decentralization of power. In vision of Arend Lipjhpart, these two
elements are conceptually distinct, but they should both be regarded as primary characteristics of
federalism.
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Table 3.1. Degrees of federalism and decentralization in thirty-six democracies, 1945–2010

Federal and decentralized [5.0]
Australia
Canada
Germany
Switzerland
United States
Belgium (after 1993)
Federal and centralized [4.0]
Argentina [4.5]
Austria [4.5]
India [4.5]
Semifederal [3.0]
Israel
Netherlands
Spain
Belgium [3.5] (before 1993)
Unitary and decentralized [2.0]
Denmark
Finland
Japan
Norway
Sweden
United Kingdom (after 1998)

Bahamas
Botswana
Barbados
Costa Rica
Greece
Iceland
Ireland

Unitary and centralized [1.0]
Jamaica
Luxembourg
Malta
Mauritius
New Zealand
Portugal
Uruguay

France [1.3]
Italy [1.3]
Korea [1.5]
Trinidad [1.3]
United Kingdom [1.2] (before
1998)

Apud: Arend Lipjphart. Patterns of democracy [84, p. 178]

Federalism, explains in thus complex analyses Arend Lijphart, tends to be used in two
kinds of countries: relatively large countries and plural societies. The largest countries in terms
of population, India and the United States, are both federations; the least populous federation is
Switzerland. The federal with plural societies are Belgium, Canada, India, and Switzerland. In
these plural societies, federalism performs the special function of giving autonomy to ethnic
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minorities. To analyze this function of federalism it is useful to distinguish between „congruent
and incongruent federalism” [84, pp. 183-185]. Congruent federations are composed of territorial
units with a social and cultural character that is similar in each of the units and in the federation
as a whole. In a perfectly congruent federal system, the component units are “miniature
reflections of the important aspects of the whole federal system” [84, p. 183]. Developing the
idea on which A. Lijphart insists, the researchers mention that ethnically based federalism (a
form of incongruent federalism) is a vay to prevent ethnic conflict and promote the unity of a
multi-ethnic state [67, p. 211].
Of course, the role of federalism in the modern conditions of integration processes
development, the development of State-specifics is difficult to overestimate. Federalism is the
way to solve many problems of domestic policy. Processes of modernization is a changing form
of a unitary form of government into the federal one and the formation of federalism are linked
to political risks, which requires a developed evidence-based theory of federalism and perfection
of modeling methods of political practices. The concepts of federalism are individual parties to
this political phenomenon. An institutional approach to evaluate federalism as a complex
structured institution, which includes a multilevel governance, federated relationships, political
and legal framework, resources, power and communication subsystem (public administration,
public administration, federal political culture, political technology) are needed. The lack of the
concept „federalism” has led to the selection of many models that actually should be evaluated as
a model and analysis of selected properties of federalism in specific governmental practices. This
suggests that the theory of federalism requires further development and improvement. The clear
concept of federalism, developed theory of federalism is necessary not only for the development
of political science, but the complex situation in the world, to address the real problems of
political life. Every State needs a good prognosis cases development, especially federal, where in
terms of federalism, power practice are extremely complex for the organization and functioning
of public authorities, federal relations, resource allocation, etc.
One of the features of federalism is its constant dynamics, that is, a constant search for an
optimal balance between centrifugal and centripetal tendencies. It is remarkable that in different
socio-cultural and political contexts the application of the same federal principles can lead to
different results [27; 52; 58; 92].
A pessimistic view of the potential of federalism in the prevention and resolution of
ethnic conflicts is justified if we regard it as a „pure” form of territorial government, rejecting the
need to adapt it to the specific society in which it is called upon to function. Then in most
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federations, where the administrative-territorial division reflects the poly-ethnic character of the
population to a greater or lesser degree, someone really can only talk about quasi-federalism or
about real unitarism. This is due to the fact that in modern political science, as, indeed, in
political practice, the American idea of federalism dominates. However, the American model was
formed in specific historical conditions and was based on the ideology of individualism and
assimilation. American society was considered a prior as intended to carry out cultural
homogenization. This is due to the fact that in the history of American constitutional law, the
only legitimate approach to minorities was to consider their members „as abstract individuals the
same as all others”. The historically tension between the „federation" and the „nation", which
dates back to the end of the 18th century from the time of the formation of American statehood,
makes it impossible for the central government to recognize minorities as political units, since
recognition of this will imply their status as a quasi-nation, Not compatible with the idea of a
„melting pot".
With federalism is consistent only the type of nationalism that is formulated through a
treaty or the agreement of the community of individuals and then formulated in the
corresponding constitutional documents that delimit the spheres that are divisible to the federal
system, on the one hand, and the units that enter it, on the other [41, p. 115].
It isclear; there is no universal form of federalism. Each case is a combination of common
and specific characteristics. For example, in Canada, one federation subject - Quebec - was the
initiator of most attempts to revise the system of public administration. At the same time, in
Québec itself, as in other regions, there are problems with minorities that challenge the right of
the provincial authorities to manage this part of the territory without their active consent to it.
Federalism is a whole series of institutional practices that include a balance in the distribution of
power between the center and the regions. That is why it is wrong to use any one particular
model to assess what is happening in another country context.
Federalism is not only not the most desirable option for a particular group, but it is also
an intrinsic discrepancy between the imposition of common values and standards by the central
government and the jealous protection of its powers by the subjects of the federation. This
contradiction is far from new.
On the one hand, federalism offers a fixed, reliable territorial solution to the inter-group
conflict. On the other hand, many groups are not sufficiently concentrated, and the potential
imbalance of the center and periphery is so great that it should repel the federalist decision. The
secret here, apparently, lies in the fact that federalism contains the promise of maintaining
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pluralism in a world in which, under the influence of globalization forces, the tendencies towards
homogenization are amplified. Back in the 1960s this idea was clearly formulated by K. Wheare:
„One of the most acute problems in today's world is the preservation of diversity, where it
deserves to be preserved, or where it can not be destroyed, even if it is even And it would be
advisable to do, and at the same time introduce some kind of unity that would prevent conflict
and facilitate cooperation” [160, p. 35]. Federalism is one way to meet both of these needs.
In general, the federalist solution of problems in society has the following
advantages:guarantees minorities a certain share of state power;increases the chances of ethnic
minorities to maintain their own culture;helps to find a compromise on the division of power,
thereby preventing or suspending the demand for secession;facilitates the political integration of
ethnic groups; strengthens the constitutional foundations of statehood.
In the same time, resistance to the implementation of federal projects, primarily due to
the need for redistribution of resources, which inevitably affects the interests of those who are
deprived of their part. As a result, there are fears that: majority leaders may lose the support of
their constituents; autonomy or the creation of an appropriate subject of the federation is only an
intermediate step on the road to secession; as a result of national-state „registration” of an ethnic
group that differs in its cultural and religious values from the majority, the fundamental values of
a given state may be compromised; the newly formed national-territorial unit will be
economically and administratively not effective, which will inevitably affect the overall situation
in the country; there will be unforeseen consequences of such a reform of the state; federalism
can push other groups to mobilize to gain autonomy; the introduction of the principles of
federalism will not help ensure the coexistence of different ethnic communities.

3.2. The comparative analysis of contemporary federalist models
The phenomenon of federalism encompasses many phenomena and processes of the
modern world and can be interpreted quite differently. Under the federalism understand the
technology of separation of powers; political doctrine of man; ideology; the type of social
relations that influences the institutional structure of the state; a way to solve ethno-political and
ethnocultural problems, conflict resolution, respect for human rights, peoples, territories, etc. It
seems that only given the whole set of relevantnotions we can get closer to understanding the
phenomenon that is designated in science as a cumulative concept of „federalism”.The model
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involves an example that contains the „essential characteristics on which the construction of a
state takes place” [224, p. 159].
As for models of federalism, their classification is most appropriate, based on the cultural
characteristics and geopolitical properties of the state. This principle of classification of models
of federalism explains the reason for the diversity of forms of the federal structure of the state: it
becomes clear that not all states that are characterized by a federal form of government, apply the
same principles of federation. In addition, not every state is capable of becoming a federation,
and this form of government can be perceived by one people as a value, a boon, and another as
arbitrariness. „Studying primarily geopolitical and cultural characteristics, it is possible to draw
conclusions that how to more effectively organize the formation of the state in the process of
federalization; how more rationally, based on cultural, ethnic, economic prerequisites, select the
number of subjects and divide the territory; how much authority and freedom are able to be
realized by certain subjects in the exercise of their competence” [224, p. 162]. These
competences and the division of powers are defined by the Constitution. In general, „the federal
state only exercises powers that are explicitly attributed to it. The other competences are either
reserved to the federated States or competing and exercised in common by the federal state and
the federated states” [128, p. 26].
Federal systems generally have two spheres of government, national and regional (states
or provinces), with several power centers operating in a political entity according to the
constitutional definition, determining arrangements for division of powers [49]. The division of
powers between the federal state and the federated entities varies greatly from one country to
another. The evolution of modern political realities has led to increased cooperation.
Alfred Stepan noted that federalism in its North American understanding reflects the
specific qualities and values that characterize American society, but are not suitable for other
societies, especially when it comes to multinational, ethnically confessional and heterogeneous
societies [130]. Following the conclusions of A. Stepan, we note that he connects federalism with
liberal democratic principles, recognizing that polycentrism of public authority and political
activity of society are an integral part of federalism.Federalism, in his opinion, should be
interpreted more broadly and taking into account the variability of the political, socio-economic
and cultural context. Otherwise, the possibilities of implementing its models in various, different
from American, societies are being significantly narrowed.
In the last decades, there has been much talk about federalism in relation to the realities
of the European Union. It is often said that the European Union started as an economic project.
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Although the statement is correct, it is still too often a political project. The seeds were sown in
the interwar period when the issue of federalism ceased to be just an intellectual debate and
becoming an important point on the political agenda. With the end of the Second World War the
need for a site capable of preventing wars between states has become imperative. The
intellectuals and the politicians have advanced different views on the peacekeeping process on
the continent. In this sense, Federalism was one of the proposed options.
Unfortunately, the historical circumstances have show that national sovereignty was
highly prized in Europe, and the likelihood that European states would be willing to share
sovereign powers was very low. Under the Treaty of Rome (1957), the economic part of the
European project has made continuous progress, while politically, the idea of a European federal
union and a common defense system was launched for the future. However, the federal
ambitions of the founders are now underway.
Numerous federalist movements in Western Europe were formed during the inter and
post-war period: the European Union (1938), the Federalist Union (1938), the European
Federalist Movement (1943), the European Union (1940s) which was incorporated into the
European International Movement (in the early 1950s) and the Union of European Federalists
(1947).
After the Second World War, in October 1946, European federalists and American
federalists established a federal organization known today as the World Federalist Movement.
Then, in the early 1950s, the Union of European Federalists launched the European campaign for
a European Assembly directly elected by the citizens. Behind this campaign were important
federalist names: Altiero Spinelli (Secretary General of the European Federalist Movement),
Paul-Henri Spaak (President of the Euroepne Movement), Alcide de Gasperi, etc. So, twenty
years later, the European Parliament will become an institution elected by direct vote.
The Maastricht Treaty brought other changes to the functioning of the European
supranational institutions. At the insistence of the British, the principle of subsidiarity was
included in the Treaty. The principle of subsidiarity is used in European terminology in the sense
that decisions directly affecting citizens are to be taken at their closest level. This requires a clear
stratification of powers and competencies, so that for example those problems that can be solved
at a community level need not be taken at regional level, and problems that can be resolved
regionally should not be taken at national or European level. The principle of subsidiarity is one
of the major principles of European federalist thinking. It was also included in the draft
European Constitution.
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The European Constitutional Treaty was prepared by the European Convention for the
Future of Europe and was considered by the activists as a chance to re-energize the campaign for
a political Europe that has begun with the creation of the European Union. In 2001, the Heads of
State and Government of the Member States have decided that a European Convention should be
agreed to draw up a new „chartered rules” for the better functioning of a Late European Union.
They took this decision because the enlargement from 15 to 25 Member States meant that the
existing rules needed adjustment to ensure the Union's functioning. As a result of this decision,
known as the Laeken Declaration (2001), the European Convention was drafted. She had 105
members from national parliaments, the European Parliament and the governments of the
Member States.
The European federalists welcomed this process, which involved a high degree of civic
involvement and Representativeness. Following the model of the Philadelphia Convention prior
to the creation of the United States of America, the European federalists initiated a series of
„Federalist Letters” addressed to the European Constitutional Convention in which they
demanded vision and courage by implementing the ambitious reforms needed for the future of
the European Union. They proposed a „Federalist Plan for the Convention”, calling on the
Convention to produce a draft European Federal Constitution. It reminded of the „Virginia Plan”
that transformed the United States from a confederation into a federation.
This plan concerned all areas where the European Union was not too democratic,
efficient or transparent. In this sense, the „Federalist Plan” proposed to the European Convention
to adopt the following points:the final text of the document should be a single document
incorporating all the previous treaties and including the European Charter of Fundamental
Rights;the European Commission should be transformed into a European government called the
European Parliament;the codecision process between the European Parliament and the Council
of Ministers should become a rule in all areas of activity;all decisions in the Council of Ministers
must be taken by majority, and debates should be public.However, as a result of a strong
opposition to federalism, the name „federation” is not left in the final document.
At the same time, as observed, „in the European Union, the process of disintegration
became more and more noticeable, in contrast to the well-known integration processes. We are
talking about the desire of some administrative-territorial units of the EU member states to gain
independence and separate from the states of which they are a part” [225, p. 30].
European Union is composed of independent states, most of which are nation-states.
These states are indeed increasingly becoming „functionally federal”. Were there to be a
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prolonged recession (or a depression), however, and were some EU member states to experience
very high unemployment rates in comparison to others, member states could vote to dismantle
some of the economic federal structures of the federation that were perceived as being
„politically dysfunctional”. Unlike most classic federations, such as the United States, the
European Union will most likely continue to be marked by the presumption of freedom of exit
[130]. That opinion is why doubtspersist: „a distinctive feature of the EU’s development has
been the inability to reach agreement on a federal pact. EU integration takes place in a setting of
already established national democracies; they will not easily be swayed to allow themselves to
be superseded by a European state. The question that was left unanswered was: does that mean
that the EU is unfit for federalism, or do the distinctive features of the EU’s coming together
bring up challenges that federal theory does not have ready-made answers for?” [48, p. 427].
Currently the idea of an efficient organization of the European Union is on the agenda of
the various discussions of the specialists in the field of political sciences. In this context, the
researchers mention four basic models: the American and Swiss federalist model, the German
model of federalization and the French model, also known as the centralized model.
The centralized model. Presented as a counterpoint, the centralized model as developed in
France cannot serve as an example or even a reference to the European Union. Indeed, the
projection of this model would lead to the formation of a European nation-state in which the
States and nations of Europe would be more unified. While the centralized structure, although in
the process of regionalization, cannot serve as a model for the European Union, France has
contributed decisively to defining the democratic substance of the Union: human rights, notions
of liberty, equality, sovereignty, principles which are at the basis of the democratic state. These
are essential contributions to the foundation of the European Union. But these essential notions
flourished in a unitary political system, safe from the one and indivisible sovereignty and within
the framework of a pyramidal order and uniform norms. The democratic and unitary nation-state
was strengthened at the end of the Second World War by a greater concentration of power in the
executive and in its administrative apparatus which also corresponded to the broadening of the
fields of intervention of State especially in the economic field (nationalization, political,
economic and social) [40]. These few features that marked the French political culture make it
possible to take the measure of the boldness and the exceptional vision of the French rulers who
launched the revolutionary idea of a European Federation against the current of the French
tradition. Even today, this tradition distorts the perception of the European Union despite the
evolution of the French political system towards fewer interventions and more regionalization.
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The increased role of local authorities in cities and the process of regionalization combined with
the effects of European integration are transforming this political system. From now on, political
discourse tends to convey the ideas of shared sovereignty, the differentiation or the common
exercise of regal powers, the respect of national identities within the Union, which are
fundamental notions of federalism.
The German model of federalization. The German federal model appears more adapted to
certain conditions of the European Union. The power is distributed between the Bund
(federation) and Länder (member states), each enjoying a partial and sometimes shared
sovereignty. In this division of tasks, a number of sectors are reserved to the federal state: the
foreign affairs, the defense, the finances, and the transportation and immigration problems. For
their part, the Länder have powers reserved especially in the fields of education and culture but
are also competent in many matters until the Bund has exercised its right to legislate. The Bund
also has the power to adopt „framework laws” on which the Länder are called upon to legislate.
With the exception of its own fields of activity, the Federal State relies on the administrations of
the Länder for the enforcement of federal laws, which thus have a certain margin of choice as to
their application by the citizens. This aspect of German but also Swiss federalism is designated
by the terms „executive federalism” [156]. However, the autonomy of the Länder is also
manifested in the form of the power to levy new taxes [282].
Another aspect of the German model often attracts the attention of analysts as well as
European Union actors: the dual participation of the Bundestag and the Bundesrat at the federal
level, which is one of the distinctive features of the systems federal. However unlike the equal
representation of Member States in the US Senate or the Cantons the Council of States in
Switzerland, the distribution of seats in the Bundesrat takes into account the variable size of the
Länder (4 Länder have 6 seats each, a 5 Lander seats 4 and 4 of 3 seats of the total of 69). This is
an example often cited in reference to the weighting of votes in the Council of the European
Union. As in this one, each Land takes a unique position. As judicial functions, the jurisprudence
of the Supreme Court ensures, like the jurisprudence of the Court of Justice, a general harmony
between the decisions of the courts of the Länder.
In the course of its operation, the system developed, as in the case of Switzerland,
cooperation between the Bund and the Länder and between the Länder. These networks of
agreements form the framework of a „co-operative federalism” which, although in a different
context, is found within the European Union. By analogy with German and Swiss practices, the
European Union system has sometimes been described as „cooperative federalism”. The
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application of this term raises several questions. Is there a basis for using the same concept in
different systems? And secondly, can we legitimately assign a general scope to an important
aspect of a same system? Can be qualified the whole system of Cooperation by the term
„intergovernmental federalism”? This concept removes the reality of cooperative federalism
whose networks include also the governments of the Länder or Cantons, many socio- economic,
cultural and academic actors.
Germany, it is known, is a nation before being a state. This is a nation that,despite the
relative diversity of the Länder is no shortage of social, cultural and linguistic homogeneity at
the base, despite some dissonance caused by reunification.On the other hand, the disparities are
strongly accused in Switzerland as well as within the Union: the diversity of languages and
cultures, social, economic and political structures, as well as lifestyles and behaviors added to the
overall dimension, make the model of German federalism, despite its rich experience and
contributions, cannot be proposed as a model for the Union [128].
Experts believe that today it is already possible to speak of the state structure of the
Federal Republic of Germany as „working federalism” in which negotiations (negotiation
democracy) play an important role in order to coordinate the interests and positions of the federal
center and the lands [253, p. 70]. At the same time, it is characterized by a clear delineation of
competences and powers, as well as equality of lands in relations with the federal center.The
Federal Republic of Germany has become a classic symmetric federation, the entire course of
development of which confirms the idea of how great, if not crucial, is the „soil” on which
federalism is „planted”. Long-established regional traditions combined with consistency at all
levels of society in supporting democracy enabled the federal institutions to settle down and
working well.
The American model of federalization. In the case of a good EU organization, it is good to
take advantage of the US experience as well. Especially at the beginning, at least, the United
States served as a point of reference. They have an indisputable advntage due to some aspects
such as size, large market - despite the interstate trade clause and some relics of barriers - mass
production, the Federal Reserve System, the role of services, of science and of technology.
However, marked differences are equally significant: the absence of a long history of conflicts
between states and the diversity of languages and cultures, structures and traditions from one
state to another. After having practiced for a long time the method of melting pot by means of
assimilation, the United States is today confronted with problems of a multicultural society
marked by economic-cultural disparities. The significance of the experience of presidential
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federalism and its bicameralism (a differentiated rhythm and unequal weight between the Senate
and the House of Representatives), with a strong personalization of power and an accentuated
separation of executive and legislative powers, of the leading role of the United States in
globalization. Despite their constitution inherited from the eighteenth century, the United States
demonstrates its ability to adapt to the technological revolution and the society of
communication, as well as the development of a new and more efficient economy. The tendency
towards the centralization of federal power has been reversed under the influence of the new
liberal economy and the deregulation by causing a certain disengagement from the federal
government: the Federated States therefore had to assume greater responsibilities in the fields of
economic development, social protection of health, the environment and education. At the same
time, initiatives and creativity, notably in the technological field, have brought together the
public authorities, universities and businesses, have given new dynamism to the economy while
increasing the socio- economic disparities that often cover linguistic and ethnic cleavages. The
question is posed how to reconcile the technological and economic explosion with the demands
of the political and social balance. The American model is in many respects opposed to the
European social model.
The American political life appears to be dominated by the search for balance between
federal and state powers as well as between the executive, legislative and judicial branches. It
bears the mark of the desire to preserve the system of checks and balances, seeking to separate
the functions and ensure the autonomy of the institutions that are responsible. The President with
significant powers is not in charge of the Congress budget. The latter has the legislative power
which is counterbalanced by the right of veto presidential. It follows that there is a need for a
continuous negotiation practice, which is to be found in the various German and Swiss federal
states.
Two other aspects should be highlighted: the role of the Supreme Court and the network
of commissions and federal agencies. The Supreme Court exercises constitutional control over
the activity of legislative powers and has a decisive influence on the institutions and on the
balance of power. In this respect, the European Court of Justice tends to exert a similar influence
on the Community system. The Supreme Court's jurisprudence contributes to the harmonization
of law and influences the evolution of American society by addressing issues such as the rights
of colored populations. By comparison the European Court of Justice has created a Community
legal order and has often contributed to the development of competences within the framework
of the Treaties, leaving to a large extent the problems of society at the highest courts of the
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Member States. However, by incorporating fundamental rights and other areas into the
Amsterdam Treaty, the Member States have broadened the scope of the Court of Justice's
decision [128].
The experience of the independent commissions with regulatory powers and of the
Federal Administrative Agencies should be taken into account in order to devolve the functions
of the European Commission or of the European Parliament. A whole series of Independent
Commissions covers the following areas: trade between Member States, monetary system,
competition, transport, energy, exchange, communications, and professional relationships.
Intended to regulate and control the sectors of economic life independently, these Commissions
have become autonomous structures of the Congress but also the preferred target of pressure
groups in the corresponding sectors. About thirty, the Federal Administrative Agencies are
executive bodies in various fields. It is a functional way of decentralization in which the Union is
progressively engaged and for which the American experience can be valuable. However,
specialists in the field argue that „the most democratic countries that have adopted federal
systems have chosen not to follow the US model” [130, p. 21].
The Swiss model of federalization. „All those interested in the federal idea and how it can
be put into practice look to Switzerland in search of inspiration” [29, p. 163]. The experience of
Swiss federalism appears closer to the process of European integration. Like the European Union, Switzerland is multinational, multilingual and multi-confessional. This structural diversity,
coupled with partisan divisions, explains the existence of a collegial government whose stability
is anchored in the separation of powers but at the same time rebalanced by the use of the referendum and of the initiative. The system is based on a high degree of trust and on the assiduous
search for consensus. This research is illustrated by extensive consultation of experts and interest
groups during which are developed legislative proposals. It is an evident parallel between the
Swiss practice and community practice. For these reasons, Switzerland has sometimes been proposed as a model for the European Union.
Switzerland has 26 Cantons or Federated States, the approximate number of EU Member
States after enlargement. The bicameral Parliament is made up of a National Council composed
of 200 elected representatives representing the people, whose number of deputies per canton is
proportional to its population and a Council of States composed of 46 members (2 elected by
Canton). The composition of the Federal Government (Federal Council) has raised a problem,
which recalls the problem of the number of members of the European Commission after
enlargement. The fundamental difference lies in Switzerland's slow integration process, which
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has consolidated the mutual trust on which the seven-member Federal Council is based. The
seven members represent the various regions and linguistic communities, but also the main
political groups (2 Socialists, 2 Radicals, 2 Christian Democrats and 1 Democrat from the
center). Elected by Parliament, the Federal Council has two Romans, one Fribourgeois (bilingual
canton) and four German-speakers. These proportions are not fixed and, if the presence of the
Grand Cantons is desired (Geneva, Vaud, Zurich or Berne), it is variable and does not exclude
the election of a personality from a small canton. However, that number seven reflects the high
degree of trust and cohesion, but which is far from that of the European Union. Hence, the
difficulty of accepting a Commission whose membership is lower than that of the Member
States.
As for foreign policy, the histories but also the different identities of the Cantons have
produced differences, if not oppositions, between their external policies. In these circumstances,
caught between the great continental powers and his desire to live in peace, Switzerland has
opted for neutrality. On a much larger scale, the European Union, whose member states have
traditional ties with the countries of Africa, Latin America and Asia, could in theory be attracted
by the Swiss solution. But the international responsibilities of its members, its economic weight
in the world and its political potential make it impossible to choose neutrality and force it to
assume its responsibility in the world.
Therefore, the analysis of the four models allows us to affirm the following: the
federative institutions present a common set of characteristics, according to common principles
and according to heterogeneous realities. Thus in Germany the autonomy of the members is
complemented by their participation in a Senate or a Council of States and a Bundesrat which,
unlike an equal representation of 2 senators or advisers to the States, is not composed of elected
representatives but members of the governments of the Länder or their plenipotentiaries, in a
weighting which is not unlike the weighting of votes in the Council of Ministers. In both cases,
each State or Land can only use the votes allocated to it. This rule emphasizes the indivisibility
of votes by country or by Land which forms an entity. As to the representation of the entire
electorate in the House of Representatives, the National Council or the Bundestag, this
representative institution as well as the electoral system, reflect the national cohesion, the
partisan divide and the importance of the Länder. In Switzerland and the European Union, with
the exception of the United Kingdom, the proportional electoral system also promotes diversity
by encouraging the representation of small parties and various minority political currents.
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Among the common functions, we can mention the role of the executives as promoters of
the norms and values. Through their promotion action, the executives seek to maintain their role
as a leader who listens to the aspirations of citizens and of public opinion, of associations as
political forces. They ensure from a partisan perspective (in Germany) or multiparty (in
Switzerland) the cohesion and a certain coherence of the diversified and decentralized groups
that constitute the Federations. Thus, cohesion asserts itself in the representation of the
Federations, which is a pronounced dimension of identity and independence in external relations.
Among the exclusive powers of the Federation, most are autonomous government functions with
the assistance and control of the representative institutions. In case we are talking about control
either in the form of approval or censorship and through the budget. In the American, Swiss or
German examples, federalism combines identity on the external plane and unity in diversity at
the local level, which is reinforced by the assertion of regional identities, the increased role of
cities and regional capitals as well as the safeguarding and promotion of regional cultures (for
example: minor languages).
The different forms of central government correspond to the differences of societies,
traditions and political cultures. The American presidential system responds to the need to
provide general direction and unity in a large geographically diverse space. This explains the
aggregation function of the two major political parties in the moment of the presidential election,
which gives a popular legitimacy to the President, personalizes his power and reinforces his
visibility inside and outside. Its decision-making capacity and its preeminence are reinforced by
the merger of its functions as head of state and head of government in the exercise of which he is
assisted by secretaries of state. If in the European Union the idea of a direct election by universal
suffrage was to be adopted, it could be carried out preferably in the form of a duplication of
presidential and government functions, taking into account the parliamentary tradition of the
governments of member states. The rooting of the parliamentary system even in the quasipresidential French system leaves no doubt. As a result of universal suffrage, the President
coexists with the government of the parliamentary majority invested by the national assembly
and responsible to it. During the revision of the term of office of the President from 7 to 5 years,
guarantees were given that this reform would not lead to either a presidential system or a system
of assembly government. The experience of the French executive would be valuable for the
Union if the choice was to be made for a President elected by the European citizens.
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The German government model is also strongly influenced by the Chancellor's leadership
role. Only member of the government elected by Parliament and solely responsible before him,
the Chancellor constitutes the cabinet, and chooses the ministers and their assignment of duties.
This system is based on an imperfect bipartitism which, while Chancellor to one of the
two great groups usually ends up in governments formed by a large party with the support of one
of the two small parties, liberal or green. In general, the governments have great stability. In this
context, taking into account the traditions of the Member States, we remark that

the form of the

German government within a nation with strong cohesion is less appropriate and more difficult
to transpose into a future government of the Union.
In a way, the Swiss collegial government shows the highest degree of compatibility with
the parameters of the European Union. The Federal Council of seven members, who form a sort
of directory, is no longer in a position to fulfill all the functions of a modern government.
However, in the future, this group of seven could come closer to a formula, which would allow
them to limit themselves to the exercise of senior positions and to the definition of general
guidelines, while relying on an efficient government structure. Despite the traditional
conservatism, a reform is needed which, moreover, cannot be avoided the day when Switzerland
will towards accession to the Union. The second more profound difference is due to the fact that
the Federal Council is irremovable for the duration of a parliamentary term: it is not responsible
to Parliament, which has no power of censorship on its part, and, on the other hand, it remains in
place even if the result of a referendum is contrary to its position. This stability has as a
counterweight the use of semi-direct democracy. From this point of view, the distance is great
from the European Union. On the other hand, the experience of the collegiality of the Federal
Council (the advantages and disadvantages of an annual presidency) is already taken into
consideration in the European Union, whose successive treaties have strengthened the
Commission's presidency. In this sense, it is necessary to mention that, the experience of a
multinational and efficient federal administration appears to be a pilot experiment at European
level.
In the case of these models of federalism (the American model and Swiss federalist
model, the German model of federalization), the executive often conduct the consultation of
organizations and social forces. This consultation of the interested parties complements the
consultation of the governments of the federal states, Länder or Cantons. Moreover, the weight
of each one varies considerably from a federal model to the other, from one domain to another
and according to their means of influence. For example, the number of lobbies and lobbyists in
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the United States and their intense activities in Washington has led to federal regulation. The
federal government and the two chambers hold consultations with groups and experts and are
therefore exposed to their influences. In Swiss practice, the consultation of socio- economic
associations under the Constitution has developed considerably. References to these experiences
are frequent in the Union where the Commission, since the increase of its powers, and the
European Parliament, are the privileged targets of socio- economic groups.
As for cooperative federalism, it is present in different institutional contexts and to
varying degrees, both in the Community system and in the federal states, in Germany and
Switzerland. In these two examples, the cooperative process is only a fragment of a federal
system that does not undermine the proper functioning of the whole. In the Community context,
on the other hand, the qualitative cooperative has another connotation that evokes the process of
cooperation as opposed to the process of integration. In this sense, the cooperation between
Member States can be strengthened, but it can also lead to blockages. It is well to note in this
case that the „intergovernmental” relations between member states in a federal state cannot be
confused with intergovernmental relations and processes in a developing community. The term
"intergovernmental" means within the framework of the European Union the unanimous
decision-making by governments, which, moreover, control the transposition and the application
of these decisions in dependence on any direct and automatic effect. It is the return to the
traditional intergovernmental organization. In this case, we must take into account another
opinion presented by the specialists in the field. Therefore, in their opinion, the
intergovernmental elements exist in some institutions, such as the European Council, but the
expression intergovernmental federalism is not appropriate for the European Union.
On the other hand, the analysis of federal states reveals differences in types of
federations: the presidential federalism in the United States, the parliamentary federalism in
Germany and the federalism with a collegiate executive in Switzerland. However, these distinct
institutional structures exercise a set of functions and apply a set of federative principles. Among
the exclusive powers attributed to the federal government are foreign affairs, security and
defense, international treaties and trade policy, currency and macroeconomic policy. These
powers and the division of powers are defined in the Constitution. So, the federal state exercises
only powers that are explicitly attributed to it. The competences are either reserved to the
federated States or competed and exercised by the federal State and the federated States.
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In European federalism and Switzerland in particular, the category of competing
competences is the largest. It includes around 30 competing competences, including the
regulation of the certificate of capacity for the liberal professions and the regulation of cinema.
So, the experiences of federal states mark out the evolution of various federative systems
and suggest a set of general principles that guarantee both the maintenance and the evolution of
the federation. The existence of a dynamic federative basic element implies a balance between
the members of the federation. In general, these federal states are founded on common values
and human rights, in other words on democratic principles. In this sense, if the concept of
European federalism means the mutual dependence between federalism and democracy and the
development trend of a decentralized state but based on respect for the rights and values of its
citizens.
Federal perspective is frequently interpreted as the dynamic solution of moderate or
middle to stop the fragmentation of the country or the State through the construction of
federalism as an alternative by depending on the civil institutions, democracy and the justice
distribution of wealth and power. In this sense, it means that the federal civil institutions
encourage the federal practical and cultural renaissance and civilization, human rights and build
a civil and federal society.
Federalism may be the most turned-over subject in political theory, but for good reason.
Many political scientists see in the federal system and essentially an engine for the process of
reform and change and political renewal in society and state institutions. The proper application
of federal principles can stimulate:


The building of national unity, political, economic and cultural renaissance in the life and

civil society.


The support for the constitutional institutions and an independent judicial and

professional in its work.


Integration and compliance with international standards, the improvement of the

international relations and good cooperation with the International organizations.


Respect for democracy and human rights according to the Geneva Conventions of the

United Nations.


Defense of democracy and human rights in the world.



Freedom of opinion and expression and freedom of the press and media.
As we already referred, a federation (latin: foedus, convenient) is a union comprising a

number of partially self-governing states or regions united by a central „federal" government. In
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a federation, the self-governing status of the component states is typically constitutionally
entrenched and may not be altered by a unilateral decision of the central government. Federation
may be multi-ethnic, or cover a large area of territory, although neither is necessarily the case.
Federations are most often founded on an original agreement between a number of sovereign
states based on mutual concerns or interests.
Also, as mentioned above, federation or federalism is a constitutional power between one
general government (that is to have authority over the entire national territory) and a series of
sub national governments (that individually have their own independent authority over their own
territories, whose sum total represents, almost the whole national territory. Federalism is not
fixed - it is a process (as M. Burgess characterized him, taking on C. Fridriech's assertion), that is
perpetual negotiation: some issues are not currently recognized, some are soluble, and some are
currently insoluble [23, pp. 35-36].
Modern population centers, we are told, are too large and too concentrated to allow for
direct decision-making at a grassroots level. In our present, transnational, often highly
centralized social system, it is better to enhance representation in the state, to increase the
efficiency of bureaucratic institutions we are advised, than to advance utopian „localist" schemes
of popular control over political and economic life.
The important difference is that confederalism is a system where the central government
is always quite weak whereas in federalism the central government can be quite a bit stronger.
The European Union is the best example of the revitalization of the confederal form of
governance.A confederation (with which it shares its creation through a treaty and maintenance
of the sovereignty of member states), even though it be less than a federal state (but for how long
if increasingly numerous powers are transferred to it?) might simultaneously be as powerful and
effective as a federal state, while strictly preserving the identity and sovereignty of its constituent
parts [82, p. 110].
Political scientists think that federal system that the political system is a natural model to
save the minority from the majority [248]. We find this situation clearly in the federal system as
the first British federal system emerged and evolved through the declaration and application of
the federal system since 1701 as „England (included Walls) with Scotland to become a United
Kingdom”.
Evolved and expanded the federal political system in the United Kingdom to include the
Republic of Ireland (1922). Also continued as federal political system in Britain to be included
the territory of Northern Ireland in 1972 and the withdrawal of British troops from its territory in
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1998, as a federal region and independent in its internal management and control its national
security.
Without a doubt, that the French Revolution had a major impact on the traditional
political systems in Europe, prompting the German Kaiser to announce the federal declaration
form as a system for 16 federal states. Federal political system is distributed widely in the United
States in 1776 and then in Canada, Australia and New Zealand in 1910 and then expanded to
include Spain in 1923 and to include India and Pakistan (1947). The success of the federal
system in Europe and America and Central Asia „encouraged United Kingdom to support the
federal system in United Arab Emirates in 1971 and was a model culturally and politically for
the federal system in the new Iraq” [59].
After all, federal projects can take many different forms that are not always strictly fit
into the framework of modern developed democracies. „Ignoring this diversity limits
understanding of federalism and impoverishes comparative analysis” [230].
Thus, the system of territorial-state structure based on the principles of federalism, taking
into account the advantages and disadvantages, cannot be unambiguously assessed. On the one
hand, federalism allows for sufficiently effective controllability of a complexly organized
political community, combining the principles of centralized management of a single state
territory with decentralized territorial self-government. But, at the same time, the federal system
has a high potential for instability, which is primarily due to the potential for conflict in relations
between the center and the regions.
The complexity of this problem lies primarily in the fact that aspects of national models
of federalism operating in the modern world cannot be reduced to a single denominator: in fact,
every single federal state has its own specific features that distinguish it, sometimes significantly,
from all other variants of a federal state, and even more confederate.

3.3. The political determination of the principles of contemporary federalism:
Republic of Moldova case

The phenomenon of federalism covers many situations and processes of the modern
world and can be interpreted in completely different ways. Federalism is understood as the
technology of power sharing; the political doctrine of man; ideology; type of social relations,
which affects the institutional structure of the state; a way of solving ethno-political and ethnocultural problems, resolving conflicts, observing human rights, peoples, territories, etc. It seems
114

that only a combination of these definitions brings us closer to an understanding of the
phenomenon that is designated by the notion of „federalism".
The expression of the essence of federalism is such principles, such as trust, compromise,
consensus, diversity in unity, agreement, cooperation, partnership, tolerance. In the opinion of
political scientists, „federalism is directly related to the rights of the individual, since it claims
that there is no majority without a minority, thereby protecting the rights of minorities … it is an
effective means of preserving small communities. Genuinely self-governing society and
alternative centralization of power and political solidity. The above allows specialists to consider
the federation as one of the main types of democratic government” [226, p. 228]. All this allows
us to interpret federalism as a kind of democratic government. Thus, democracy and federalism
stimulate and strengthen each other and the federal institutions and systems should be elected
from people and managed from a related technocrats and to practice the real democratic avoiding
the intervene from out.
After a long break, there is a kind „of resuscitation of the federalist idea in the world. The
demand for federalism is clearly growing” [243, p. 6]. This was also observed in the post-Soviet
space, but from a specific perspective.
For example, in some countries of Central and Eastern Europe, even federalist rhetoric is
not always popular and is often viewed by the authorities as a threat to national security. We can
talk about a whole set of reasons for the unpopularity of federalism in post-communist countries.
Among them is that federalism means additional freedoms for people, ethnic and territorial
groups, minorities, etc. But these freedoms must be comprehended and properly applied. It takes
time. The reason for the negative attitude towards federalism in post-communist countries is also
the nature of its understanding by elites and the masses. Federalism is not a value for mass
consciousness and elites use federalism only as a tool for implementing a specific political
course. Therefore, often the federalism is presented to the masses as a policy leading to
separatism and the collapse of the state. But in fact, the federalism is a real guarantee against
separatism and an active mechanism for the unity of multi-ethnic society.
In post-communist countries, national states are given special value. Often in the minds
of political elites and the masses, ethnic identity and the national state are directly associated
with freedom and democracy.
In countries like Latvia, Estonia, where the emphasis is on „ethnic democracy”, where the
rights are exercised primarily of a titular ethnic group, usually with a numerical majority.
Dominating ethnic groups and elites expressing the interests of the majority are ready to
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democratize all aspects of public and state life, but with the exception of their own privileged
position.
Federalism can be used, as a method of settling ethnic conflicts, only in democracies.
Pluralistic regimes create for federal institutions and practices the necessary contextual
conditions that allow using the potential of federalization.
Federalist ideas are organic for the consolidated democracies of Belgium, Brazil, Britain,
and other countries. Among the former communist states, consolidated democracies are quite
few. They can not be referred to the so-called „ethnic democracies”. Consequently, the prospects
for federalist projects in post-communist countries are primarily related to the development of
the process of democratization, the formation of the priority of individual rights over the rights
of the ethnos and the state in the values of mass consciousness and political elites.
Of the post-Soviet states, only Russia has tried more or less to follow the principles of
federalism in its political practice. Other post-Soviet states prefer not to consider federalism as a
means of solving cultural, ethnic, linguistic, territorial, etc. problems. Federalist projects are
rejected by the political elites of a number of states of the former USSR, who declare their
adherence to democratic values.
It seems that this situation „is caused by the fundamental difference between consolidated
democracies and transit democracies” [223, p. 117]. For such countries, the successful
implementation of democratization is a paramount task, and it will potentially lead to the
formation of federal institutions in the event that federalism is in demand.
Federalism is one of the main factors in the reform of Russia's political system [239]. At
the same time, at the present stage, there arises the need to define new priorities and tasks for
choosing a political strategy, since federalism, as a form of democratic governance, is the most
acceptable for a state with a huge territory and large population, notes the researchers [246].
Paradoxically, the failure of the federal authorities to ensure effective economic
regulation has demonstrated a disadvantage for regional autonomy by limiting real opportunities
to develop external economic ties. A second paradox reside in the fact that the possession of
highly saleable commodities such as oil, gas and diamonds has been subject to central control.
This, in turn, created a third paradox: „what made sovereignty work domestically (continued
government management of the economy and of political competition) was the opposite of what
would make it work externally. In these conditions, the quest for sovereignty proved to be an
easy target for recentralization” [269, pp. 2-3].
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The relations between the federal center and the regions are influenced by two processes centralization and decentralization. In Russia, they are expressed in two extreme forms disintegration and unitarization. Usually these principles are manifested to some extent, however,
„the predominance of decentralist features is a prerequisite for the development of the country
along the confederative path, and in the case of a preponderance of centralist s, a gradual
formation of a unitary system takes place” [248, pp. 3-4].
Feature of modern reform „vertical power” - a strict centralization of power at the federal
level. This can not be unlimited, so there is a need to balance it with a trend such as
decentralization [237, p. 107]. The current policy of „strengthening the vertical of power” in
Russia, actively pursued by the country's leadership, can be considered as the „actual defederalization of the country” [223, p. 123]. And this reality is „authoritarian-domineering, not
democratic” [298].
The Russian Federation, in essence, does not meet any of the generally accepted
federal criteria for a „classical” federation. The USSR inheritor, it was not entirely federal in the
Soviet period. In fact, the Soviet state was not truly federal, because „in practice there was a
hard-working authoritarian political regime in the USSR” [249]. The USSR and the Russian
Federation were not and, in principle, could not be federations, as they were strictly centralized
states, excluding any manifestation of independence of regions in solving life support issues.
„The center imposed its will on the regions, often disregarding their opinion. Genuine federalism
fundamentally excludes such a system of relations” [240, p. 31].
The Russian political scientists comes to a conclusion that while federalism in Russia
is an external form with a unitary content. Russia is a federation only by name, being „a
conventional or, so to speak, symbolic federation” [243]. Hence the situation that „federal
institutions, are now in a state of suspended animation” [235]. In any case, experts see in a rather
gloomy light the prospects for the development of a real federation in Russia: „With a high
degree of probability, we are doomed to the next reproduction of the authoritarian model, if not
to the degradation and disintegration of the country's mosaic political space” [301]. And the
formation of a new model of Russian federalism is possible, according to political scientists
opinion, only as a result of modernization of the system existing federal relations taking into
account political and economic realities [233].
Without having solved their own problems, Russia is trying at the same time to
influence the countries in the immediate vicinity, in the interests of their own interests. And for
this reason Russia’s political leadership has aggressively promoted Ukraine’s federalization.
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Meanwhile, the Russian side „does not abandon the idea of federalization of Ukraine and tries to
use ethnic factors in the west and south-west of Ukraine to disseminate autonomous sentiments”
[26]. Here, as in other cases, the federalist idea „is exploited in the interests of expanding and
strengthening the Russian sphere of influence, whether it be limited and virtual” [235].
In the same sense it is manifested „Crimea syndrome” (federalization) [186] in relation
to Moldova. Since 1992 till now, Russia wanted very much to make the Republic of Moldova a
„pioneer of federalization” on the ex-Soviet space, only because for this a „reintegration” (in
Russian version) with Transnistria was needed, followed by „enclavization” of the Republic of
Moldova, as announce many Russian experts close [303]. The role of Russia as the triggering
factor of the conflict (transferring it to the geopolitical and not ethnopolitical, targeting their own
interests) was highlighted by various researchers. Therefore, it would be logical to take into
account the settlement of the Transnistrian conflict, and we agree with this opinion, „at first
instance, on the geopolitical factor rather than on the political-administrative or multiethnic one.
At a distance of almost three decades from the declaration of Moldova's independence and the
secession of the Transnistrian region, Chisinau still faces the problem of territorial fragmentation
in a multitude of national and national identity flaws, and the solutions, surprisingly or not, there
were so many” [215, pp. 2-3].
Along the way, anumber of projects have been proposed: Moscow Memorandum or
„Primakov Plan” (05.08.1997), the federalization project of the OSCE (1-3.07.2003), the Kozak
Memorandum (2003), the project Voronin-Sova (2004), The Yushchenko plan (2005) and
Dodon project (2013). It is worth noting that within them, the true principles of federalism have
been respected.
Among the deepest political cleavages present in the political life of the Republic of
Moldova, researcher Pantelimon Varzari highlights „unitarianism vs. federalism” [217, p. 164].
In agreement with these observations, Oleg Casiadi remarked judiciously that the Republic of
Moldova „did not know how to formulate clear objectives, preferred the so-called
multidirectional policy of balancing between West and East” [171, p. 191].
The insistence with which the idea of federalization for the Republic of Moldova (and
today the course of Russian diplomacy continues on the constitution in the conflict region of the
federation / confederation of Moldova and Transdniestria and actually returning to the Kozak
plan [223, p. 122]) was promoted by the Russian Federation – „idea delivered by the Kremlin”
[180, p. 198] - makes us realize that the Republic of Moldova has played a role as a dummy (but
still a role) in a big political game, and its political elites have come to this game. This is why the
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issue of federalization appears with periodicity in the first plan of the political agenda of the
Moldovan political elites.
About the federalization of the Republic of Moldova as a solution to the Transnistrian
conflict has been discussed since 1997, when the first „plans” for regulating the relations
between Moldova and Transnistria (as an equal entity) were started on the OSCE negotiating
table [215, p. 2]. When the international debates on finding solutions to the conflict in the eastern
territory of the country were launched, the opinions in favor of Moldova's federalization were
expressed expressed by several Western experts: „Under the present circumstances (2002, our
note – R. S), the choice of a federal solution should also be welcomed as the best option for a
multi-national state such as Moldova” [30, p. 1], because, in general, federalization is „a concept
with positive connotations, associated with democracy, human rights, etc., especially when it
comes to ethnic conflict, how accruing abundantly and aberrantly than” [180, p. 198]. The
certain premise of such an option are invoked: Transnistria is (as de facto) currently a small state,
non-recognized internationally, but with all distinctive structures and signs specific for a state
identity. Here comes the assumption that the federalization's proposal was forced to try to
reconcile cultural differences and identity, therefore it is accepted from the beginningin an
attempt to preserve the unitary state.
The leaders of the political parties who have come to the fore in various periods in the
Republic of Moldova expressed, under various circumstances, the positions of the political
formations in relation to the issue in question, most of them showing hostility towards
federalization.In the vision of Oleg Serebrian, leader of the Social Liberal Party (2002), „the
solution proposed by the Kiev federal plan is „catastrophic” [204, p. 14]. The president of the
People's Force Party, Nicolae Chirtoacă, said that federalization of the country „would be a
dramatic scenario for the Republic of Moldova” [206].
In a poll aimed at specifying the positions of seven political parties in the Republic of
Moldova regarding the priorities of their agendas, despite the fact that at the time of the survey
(January 2006) the idea of federalization of the Republic of Moldova was not on the political
agenda in Chisinau, the issue of federalism was considered the most important issue [205, pp.
56-57].
With all the criticisms of the idea of federalizing Moldova, the current President of the
Republic, topmost exponent of the Party of Socialists, declares that it is the supporter of
federalization: „An only solution, in opinion of socialists, is that the pro-statal, pro-Moldovan
forces come to the government in the Republic of Moldova, which urgently will seat at the
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negotiation table and will identify the political solution of this conflict, which consists in the
granting of a special status to the region on the Nistru left-bank. We are now live in a country
with all aspects of a federal state and this must not frighten us” [179].
However, the formulation of the idea of federalization has always been accompanied,
in the case of external experts, by questions marks: „Conflict settlement through federalization?”
[99, p. 90], „conflict resolution for Moldova and Transdniestria through federalization?” [30, p.
1], the hindermost pointing to many deficiencies that make the federalization plan practically
unfeasible [30, p. 2].
The launching of the idea of federalization of the Republic of Moldova (at that time
backed by the OSCE and others) took place while the present territory of the Republic of
Moldova „never, at any time, did not „function” as a federation and most of the new states
appeared in the former socialist space at the end of the last century were the result of the
disintegration of some (supposed) federations. In the post-communist world, federalism only
began in Russia, which had until 1990 a federation status within a federation. None of the 13
republics resulting from the USSR's implosion became a federal state. None of the countries
(Hungary, Poland, Romania, Slovakia, Latvia, Estonia, Lithuania, Bulgaria, Czech Republic,
Slovenia) that have joined the EU have developed a federal model of state organization” [200, p.
46].
It is very clear that the eventual transition from a unitary to a federalist system is a
fundamental change in the relationship between local and central government, between different
population groups that leads to an increase of the actual cost of safeguarding national unity
changing to a federal system and may encourage centrifugal tendencies and be detrimental to
stability. A country switching from a unitary to a federal system or establishing a federal system
in a newly democratic setting „should not expect to see immediate, dramatic changes in the
quality of governance. Instead, these effects are likely to cumulate over time as the new
institutional rules begin to influence expectations and behavior” [52, p. 14].
Admitting that the Republic of Moldova is a plural society (in the sense of A. Lijphart,
plural societies - societies that „are sharply divided along religious, ideological, linguistic,
cultural, ethnic, or racial lines into virtually separate subsocieties with their own political parties,
interest groups, and media of communication” [84, p. 31], get in line with the idea formulated by
prof. V. Moraru, that in the construction of a state is very important „to choose correctly the
interethnic relations strategy” [263, p. 306]. In the Republic of Moldova, in the first years of
great political, social and economic transformations the legislation regarding the national
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minorities in the Republic of Moldova was adopted in strict compliance with the human rights
and fundamental freedoms without exceptionto the ethnic origin, language, sex or religion, as
they are set in the international legal documents. The next period, however, as certified by the
researchers, „was marked by deviations from the requirements and recommendations of the
Council of Europe, by admitting internal borders drawn on the ethnic criteria and the beginning
the federalization process of Moldova. The character of the legal system to regulate the minority
rights as well as the old mentality to perceive those rules were generated the destabilized
interethnic relations” [183].
In this context, is justified the remark of the Romanian author N. Ţibrigan, which
mentions: „federalism, as an institutional experiment, could be a solution for one multiethnic
state only if, at the level of the entire society, there would be a political consensus assumed from
the bottom of the citizens” [215, p. 4]. The argument that Moldova is a multiethnic state and for
this reason it is natural for the federal formula „is not in itself consistent. It is true that the US is
also a multiethnic state but not for this reason a federal state”, explain the experts [273, p. 17].
A multi-cultural recognition model (as a cultural autonomy) for Republic of Moldova
is often invoked, or many times the problem of federalization in the East of Europe is posed [30].
Reference is made to the German model. But it is not possible, if we consider the real
circumstances. It is certain: the history of the Republic of Moldova is completely different and
contains no germs of a federal state: „federalization of the Republic of Moldova according to
Kozak’s plan – whether it comes from Moscow, or from Berlin – has real geopolitical rationale,
but no administrative one” [178]. Analysis of modern federations shows „that in the conflicts
settling not the application of models is relevant, but the existence of certain conditions and
elements which make it possible the implementation of a federal system”, says experts [283, p. 15].
However, considering the launch of some federalization projects of Moldova in order to
solve the Transnistrian conflict it is appropriate to refer to this issue as well. Firstly, explains
lawyers [201, p. 9], the Constitution of the Republic of Moldova in Article 1 states: „The
Republic of Moldova is a unitary and indivisible state” [175] in the sense that it can not be
totally or partially divided into several state units (states) and transformed into a Federal state. In
spite of the constitutional provisions, on the basis of political factors, however, there were
proposed projects that envisage the resolution of the Transnistrian conflict through the
federalization of the Republic of Moldova. In one of them, Spain's model is cited as the most
appropriate way to solve the Transnistrian conflict. Such proposals have no basis and can not
have one, said Boris Negru. The federalization of the Republic of Moldova, on the one hand, is
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not a step towards integrity, and it would further distract the left bank of the Nistru from the rest
of the state [198, p. 145].
Since federalization has been proposed as a solution to the separatist conflict in the
Republic of Moldova, „debates have spurred on which type of state is more viable in such cases,
the unitary or the federal one formed of territorial units that enjoy a certain degree of autonomy?
The proponents of federalism have outlined the following opportunity such a project offers: a
federation is founded on state efficiency plus political freedom” [272].
According to experts, the federation can be defined by the element of autonomy.
Autonomy can also be very well represented within unitary states. It can have different shapes
and can be found in very varied configurations. There are ethnic, administrative, cultural, etc. In
most cases, autonomy involves decentralization of power, and the decentralization of power does
not necessarily imply a federation. But as it points the provisions of art. 142 of the Moldovan
Constitution, which states: „The provisions on the sovereign, independent and unitary character
of the state, as well as those on the permanent status of the state may be reviewed only with their
approval by referendum, with the vote of the majority of the citizens enrolled in the electoral
rolls. No revision can be made if it results in the suppression of citizens' fundamental rights and
freedoms or their guarantees” [175].
As well known, a federal constitutional arrangement has been actively advocated by
domestic and international actors as a way of solving ethnic-political tensions in the country. But
one could not neglect the progress in reaching a federal constitutional solution is effected by the
varying degree of success in democratizing political life in every federal system. There will be
not a successful system based on federalization without a real democracy in context of the
sociopolitical transformation in society [15].Every federal system as a result comes of conflicts,
which are existing in reality inside the country. This means that its functionality is related to the
real challenges of political, economic, social, cultural transformations.
The challenges come from the fact that Republic of Moldova is a unitary state,
including the problematic regions: the Transnistrian region(organized in the unrecognized
„Transnistrian Moldovan Republic”) wich was not recognized by the international community,
and Gagauz-Yeri territorial-autonomous unit.Gagauzia seems to feel comfortable in the
parameters prescribed by the normative framework: the researchers even say: „The establishment
of the UTAG should not be treated as the isolation of the Gagauz by the rest of the people of the
Republic of Moldova, but as a way of integration with the preservation of the ethno-cultural
specificity” [197].
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The Transnistrian leadership appears to prefer a symmetric two-state federation.
Moldovan officials have stated that a federation of two equal entities is unacceptable. Some
smaller minority groups have been advocating more radical solutions. Secession and
internationally recognized independence remained the position of the Transnistrian „ultra-left”, a
small minority in Transnistria. Unification with Romania was promoted by a group of rightwing, as well as supporters of a „Greater-Romania”. This was a prominent position, especially in
the early 1990s. The prospect of unification with Romania plays a significant role in antifederation rhetoric in Transnistria.
The difference in the nature of the political regimes established on the left and right
banks of the Dniester River „has a strong influence on how parties in federalization talks perceive each other and how they approach the issue of federalization” [109, p. 74].
It seemed to Transnistria that the being of neutral state of Moldova could meet the benefit
of peaceful transformation inside Moldova including Transnistria because of the special
conditions it could be conditioned on the treatment of Moldova and Transnistria as to deal with
this issue in „equal subjects” in negotiations.Demonstrating their readiness to discuss the status
of the region, „Tiraspol leaders tirelessly promoted various projects aimed at „distributing
prerogatives” and creating a „Moldovan confederation”, the real objective of which is the
building of an independent state entity” [214, p. 79]. Experts have found: „the confused and
controversial notion of „common state”, which was imposed in the proposals, offered the
opponents of Chisinau the opportunity to continue to plead for a „union of two sovereign states”
[214, p. 81].
The voices in Transnistria call for a policy of autarchy and even provocation and
sabotage to force the international community to establish an international protectorate. De facto
secession and non-recognized independence for Transnistria describes the status quo. Some
suggest that this is the real preference of both the Transnistrian leadership and Moldovan
government. Another position is that Chisinau should end attempts to solve the Transnistrian
conflict and focus efforts on European integration, and this seems to receive growing support in
Moldova. Some forces in Moldova have long argued that Chisinau should not negotiate with the
Transnistrian leadership, which is regarded as a criminal regime essentially run by Russia. The
growing number of supporters of this position claim that the current stalemate constitutes the
principal obstacle to the development of a fully democratic Moldova with a functioning market
economy. It has been stated that the federal transformation of Moldova could exclude the
possibility of joining the EU because of socio-economical-political reasons.
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Another argument for challenging the federal settlement results from the fear that such a
solution would, de facto, mean the recognition of Transnistria's independence. The international
community, however, supports the territorial integrity of Moldova. Respectively, Transnistria's
claims to statehood are generally illusory. And in this case, too it turns out the idea that federalism „seems to be both secessionism constraining and secessionism encouraging arrangements at
a time” [34, p. 20].
The attitude of non-acceptance of the idea of federalization finds a justified and reasoned
explanation based on the practice of other countries as well. „A federal design that works well in
onestate might fail utterly if tried elsewhere” [100, p. 217]. Thus, for example, D. Fisichella,
convinced that there are cases when the spirit of federalism is working for disaggregation (which
is the opposite of authentic federalism, which is instead a mechanism of aggregation), explains
clearly the reasons that militate, in the Italian case, against the adoption of a constitutional plant
of federal type. In other historical and social realities - from Switzerland to Germany and to the
United States, indicates this author,„federalism, although variously configured, has its own
plausibility. This, however, does not apply to every country. Yesterday, because the building of
the national state was built with a unitary profile that he had no credible alternative. Today and
tomorrow, because institutional coherence of the nation, and therefore its internal cohesion, are
absolutely indispensable in the European and global context, if the country wants to impose itself
on the international arena. The institutional dissolution of Italy, which is being tried and against
which it is necessary to commit, prepare a long lasting decline for the country” [261]. The same
words can be applied to the political realities of the Republic of Moldova.
Besides, there are several arguments in support of the fact that „the federalism can not be
a solution for Moldova due to the legitimate state imminent deficit, which has always been a part
of a pre-existing state entity” [215, p. 2].
Perhaps the most important of these would be the democratic consolidation of the
country, as many years ago, the political scientist and politician Oazu Nantoi said: „the European
federalist experience can be applied in the conditions of the Republic of Moldova only if, in
advance, democratization and demilitarization of the conflict zone will be ensured” [292]. The
situation remains in continuation uncertain, but it is certain that „neither in Transnistria, nor in
the Republic of Moldova federalization is wanted” [279].
In the scientific field, discussions on the eventual federalization of the Republic of
Moldova put forward the issue of national interest (in vision of Victor Juc, the national interest
represents „a series of factors that determine the strategic priorities of developing the nation and
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the state, shows their essence and significance. This has a primary value and indicates the
abilities of suggesting and achieving the directory objectives through both domestic and foreign
policy” [70, p. 170]), the role of the geopolitical factor and national security, which have proved
to be productive. Thus A. Burian, convinced that „the success of an external policy of a state is
determined by the clarity of the formulation of the national interest”, highlights the geopolitical
dimension of security, which „implies, first of all, the physical survival of the state, the defense
and maintenance of its territorial integrity and sovereignty, the ability to respond appropriate to
any real or potential threat from outside” [170, p. 192]. This, in particular, according to V. Saca,
in the conditions when the permanent national interest of Moldova „is confronted with the
contradiction between the Moldovan and foreign factors, especially the Russian one” [208, p. 226].
It must be noted that the focus of the investigative efforts of Moldovan authors
addressing federalist issues to the examination of not only the theoretical aspects, but also to the
practical consequences of the application of the federalist idea, especially in the context of the
existent conflict in the eastern part of the Republic of Moldova.
Convinced thatthe Republic of Moldova „should not follow the idea of offering different
kinds of special autonomies, based on political or ethnic principles, but to deepen the reform of
local public administration in the spirit of assuring respect principles of the European Charter of
Local Self-Government” [259, p. 43], some Moldovan authors propose as a solution the more
determined regionalization of the country: „It can be concluded that the Transnistrian conflict
does not fall into the logical range of issues that can be solved through federalization, with
regionalization being a real alternative to federalization [200, p. 47].
Examining the practice of different states is made to argue or deny the idea of
federalizing Moldova, Vitali Catană, for example, after examining the principles and regulations
characteristic of the states built upon the adoption of the federal structure [272] claims that „the
invocation as examples of successful federations and referring to their simple existence does not
give any value to federalist arguments and can not convince that the only solution is the
federalization of Moldova” [172]. In the same key builds his scientific, balanced and argued
approach Igor Boțan, the author of the study „The Federalization of the Republic of Moldova:
Opportunities and Risks” [272].
There is still much to be done to do for make the Moldova democratic transformation
clear and one can not neglect that there are still some issues need to be analyzed and to make
them clear and to give and take in order to strengthen the transformation of democracy and its
institution based on the benefit of the state.There are a few variables that, in the case of the
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Republic of Moldova, as the specialists see [272] do not fall with the demands of federalization:
the way in which federal units are constituted, status of subjects,the vertically division of
competences, the delimitation of interests at national and territorial level, distribution and
exercise of competences, etc.
These are the circumstances due to which„any federalist solution, experts reasonably
conclude, means the end of the European project of the republic” [180, p. 4]. For more analysts,
it is clear - any solution to federalisation of the Republic of Moldova could be proposed (even in
the form of an „extended autonomy” for Transnistria), none of them has the chance to succeed.
The Moldovan social and political system goes on an own path and in spite of challenges, despite
the tense and turbulent situations, it is functioning in reality. Criticism of federalization project
seems to be judicious.

Conclusions for Chapter 3

This compartment of the thesis is focusedon defining the conditions of federalism
functionality within the current international system. It is divided into 3 paragraphs that served
to achieve the following objectives:to make a comparative analysis of federalism in various
regions of the world; to determine the principles of contemporary federalism;to study the
problem of federalism related to the political realities of Republic of Moldova. Consequently, the
following conclusions were made:
1. Currently the idea of an efficient organization of the states is on the agenda of the various
discussions of the specialists in the field of political sciences. In this context, the researchers
mention four basic models: the American and Swiss federalist model, the German model of
federalization and the French model, also known as the centralized model.
2. The analysis of federal states reveals differences in types of federations: the presidential
federalism in the United States, the parliamentary federalism in Germany and the federalism
with a collegiate executive in Switzerland.
3. The experiences of federal states mark out the evolution of various federative systems and
suggest a set of general principles that guarantee both the maintenance and the evolution of
the federation.
4. The existence of a dynamic federative basic element implies a balance between the members
of the federation. In general, these federal states are founded on common values and human
rights, in other words on democratic principles.
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5. The idea of federalism generates the concept of mutual dependence between federalism and
democracy (democracy being a sine qua non condition of federalism), as well as the
construction of a decentralized state based on respect for the rights and values of its citizens.
6. Federalization as an political model, appropriately applied, contains germs of flexibility and
democracy capable of solving political problems between central and local authorities in a
country with many cultures and nationalities.
7. The principles and modalities of contemporary federalism are politically determined. The
case of Republic of Moldova amply demonstrates this.
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GENERAL CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The federalism is one of the principles applied in the practice of relations between the
central power and the power exercised in the territories of that state. It is not only a form of state
organization, aprinciple of relations between the centre and its regions, but also a comprehensive
concept, a particular vision based on the capacity to discover the development potential of a state
in its diversity and which would guarantee the autonomy of the constituent regions. The
federalist vision is in search of the possibilities of dialogue, of mutually acceptable solutions, in
sharing responsibility.That is why the federalism in the contemporary world constitutes (or
could, in certain circumstances) a precondition for social-political stability and can be a tool for
making the economy more efficient.
The processes of federalism naturally integrate the general course of things and mark
politically changing realities. „For many years there are perceptible major changes in the world
we live in” [194, p. 24], notes the researchers preoccupied with understanding this world and
discover the trends of social development. In this context the issue of federalism has grown ever
more pertinent, ever more pronounced. The advancement of this issue is taking place against the
backdrop of aggravation of political and geopolitical situations related to such complex
categories as national interests, state system arrangement, the existential problems of states.
In the post-Cold War era, a number of countries have adopted federal features in their
constitutional frameworks in order to deal with diversity and the resulting conflicts. These
include Belgium (1993), Russia (1993), Bosnia and Herzegovina (1995), Ethiopia (1995), South
Africa (1996), the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia (2001), Iraq (2005) and Nepal
(2015), amongst others. Furthermore, ongoing debates about federalism, decentralization and the
provision of territorial autonomy for certain ethnic groups in countries as diverse as Syria,
Myanmar and Libya emphasizes the contemporary relevance of the federal idea.
In the context of the issue addressed, the opportunity to answer the question from the
many possible ones is highlighted: federalisation – it is a vay to stable democracy and good
governance in contemporary societies, divided societies? The attempt to propose a pertinent
answer to this interrogation and was the objective of the work.
The central contribution of our research consists in identification of specific elements of
the federal processes and the determination of the conditions of the functionality of federalism.
The conclusions we reached can be formulated as follows:
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1.

The experience of federalism in the world provides a rich material for reflection in order to
highlight the best practices and extract the positive elements in the event of their
implementation in the political practice marked by deficiencies.

2.

Federalism gained considerable popularity in the second half of the 20th century and the
beginning of the 21st century, which is explained by the attractiveness of successful federal
projects, and by objective trends in the development of the modern world (democratization,
globalization, the spread of network structures in the economy, information sphere, etc.).
Under these conditions, they can be explained the increase in the number of federal states
and the expansion of the use of federative principles by states.

3.

The subject of federalism in the contemporary world offers the opportunity to examine the
given phenomenon, very pronounced in the society, from the point of view of the political
sciences, revealing the specifics of democratic processes in the frame of the manifestations of
federal relations [144].

4.

Political factors are of great importance in the construction and functioning of federal
structures [141]. The federalism as a political model is flexible and democratic, able to
resolve the political problems between the central and local authorities, in a country of many
cultures and nationalities [133]. The contemporary federalism does not only reflect the form
of government, but it does so and develops it becomes a way of organizing political power or
a factor which in a significant degree determines the political system in the country.

5.

The history of the formation and development of many federal states of the world shows that
socio-political, economic and natural-geographical factors take a special place among the
factors of influence (causes and conditions) on the formation and development of the state
system. These circumstances stimulate correspondingly different economic interests of
individual regions, which can strengthen or weaken the centripetal and centrifugal tendencies
in the organization and functioning of the state [134].

6.

The interrelation of federalism as a form of territorial structure / national-territorial structure
and democracy, as a political regime, represents a huge potential for the development of
democracy by increasing the number of actors involved in the decision-making process,
decentralization of power, and the inclusion of social minorities in the political process.
Federalism permits diversity. Local governments may deal directly with local problems. The
entire nation is not strait jacketed with a uniform policy to which every state and community
must conform. State and local governments may be better suited to deal with specific state
and local problems [132].
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7.

The federal structure of the states it is not determined by the territorial area, by the density or
the number of inhabitants, by the existence of several nationalities, by the political regime or
by the government, but by the unification or deregulation of several states to achieve
common interests.The existence of a dynamic federative basic element implies a balance
between the members of the federation. In general, these federal states are founded on
common values and human rights, in other words on democratic principles.

8.

Federalism does not always lead to the achievement of ethno-political consensus in society,
but it gives the opportunity to manage ethno-political conflict, preventing its growth before
violent conflict. In this respect, an example of those federations for which a high level of
democratic development is undoubtedly quite indicative is quite indicative. Federalism helps
manage conflicts. Permitting states and communities to pursue their own policies reduces the
pressures that would build up if the national government had to decide everything.
Federalism permits citizens to decide many things at the state and local levels of government
and avoid battling over single national policies to be applied uniformly throughout the
country if the national government had to decide everything.

9.

The experience of building federalism in some countries of Middle East has shown that
federalism is not a universal form of the political structure of the state. A federal state can be
viable and effective only if it is based on the long-term interests of all its constituent parts
and a system of unshakable political, economic, budgetary, administrative, legal values in
society [143].

10.

The democratization process in the modern world has led to an increase in the degree of
diversification of established types of political regimes in federations. An analysis of the
development of modern federal states shows that federal relations can persist, be politically
significant and develop in non-democratic and hybrid political regimes. The case of the UAE
is relevant in this respect [136; 138; 139; 140].

11.

Since federalism as a political phenomenon carries a rather high conflict potential, successful
implementation requires the existence of developed democratic institutions, democratic
political culture, strong national parties and well thought out dispute resolution mechanisms.
Under conditions of transforming regimes, it is a rather unstable form of government [135].

12.

The conclusions obtained in the course of the work can be applied in analyzing the processes
related to political decision-making at the state level, in preparing institutional reforms and
taking into account the risks associated with them.
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Respectively, we believe that the objective has been achieved, solving the important
scientific problem - the complex approach of contemporary federalism, which fact led to the
systemic and contrastive analysis of political realities and which allowed the determination of its
conditions of functionality in various states of the world, especially in Middle East, but in
Republic of Moldova likewise.
According to the conclusions outlined, we propose some recommendations:
1. To continue the in-depth study of political practice in the context of the manifestation in
society of federalist tendencies.
2. To provide conditions for the involvement of civil society in resolving issues related to
political decisions on federalism, to further engage civil society in the debate and application
of federal principles. Eventually establish a national Constitutional Consultative Committees
in the countries that go the way of federalization.
3. The goverment and its institutions have to enhence the culture of democracy and federalism
inside society. By all possible means - educational system, mass media - education in society
of political culture, critical consciousness, ability to debate etc.
4. Weigh the federalist solutions well and launch them only when there are.
5.

To ensure the full manifestation of the democratization function of the federalism.

131

BIBLIOGRAPHY
а) in English
1.
2.

3.

4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
11.

12.

13.
14.

15.
16.
17.

18.
19.

Agnew John A. Postscript: Federalism in the Post-Cold War. In: Graham Smith (Ed.).
Federalism: The Multiethnic Challenge. London - New York, 1995, pp. 294-301.
Ahmed Ghafur Shaho L. A. The Constitutional Structures of the Federalism in the Middle
East. The Republic of Iraq and the United Arab Emirates as a case study. In: Zanco Journal
of Humanity Sciences, 2016, Vol. 20, N 3, pp. 370-394.
Akec John A. Confederation: a better tool for good neighborliness and prosperous relationships between Sudan and South Sudan. In: UNISCI Discussion Papers (Aweil: University of
Northern Bahr El Ghazal), 2013, N 33, pp. 154-171.
Aliff Seeni Mohamed. New trends and models in Federalism. In: IOSR Journal of
Humanities and Social Science (IOSR-JHSS), 2015, Vol. 20, Issue 11, pp. 71-79.
Allegretti Umberto. Instruments of Participatory Democracy in Italy. In: Perspectives on
Federalism, 2012, Vol. 4, Issue 1, pp. 1-11.
Al-Qarawee Harith Hasan. Sectarian identities, Narratives and Political Conflict in Baghdad.
In: The Levantine Review, 2015, Vol. 4, N 2, pp. 177-200.
Al-Qarawee Harith Hasan. Redefining a Nation: The Conflict of Identity and Federalism in
Iraq. In: Perspectives on Federalism, 2010, Vol. 2, Issue 1, pp. 32-41.
Anderson Lawrence M. Theorizing Federalism in Iraq. In: Regional and Federal
Studies, 2007, Vol. 17, N 2, pp. 159-171.
Anderson Liam. Ethnofederalism and the Management of Ethnic Conflict: Assessing the
Alternatives. In: Publius: The Journal of Federalism, 2016, vol. 46, Issue 1, pp. 1-24.
Aqil Kazim. The United Arab Emirates, A.D. 600 the Present: A Socio-Discursive Formation
in the Arabian Gulf. Dubai: Gulf Book Centre, 2000. 500 p.
Arretche Marta. Demos-Constraining or demos-Enabling Federalism? Political institutions
and Policy Change in Brazil. In: Journal of Politics in Latin America, 2013, Vol. 5, N 2, pp.
133-150.
Bakvis Herman, Baier Gerry. Democracy, parliamentary reform and federalism / Democracy
and Federalism Series. Kingston: School of Policy Studies, Queen’s University, 2005, N 6. 5
p.
Bakvis Herman, Chandler William M. (Eds.). Federalism and the Role of the State. Toronto:
University of Toronto Press, 1987. 320 p.
Barrué-Belou Rémi. Evolution of Intergovernmental Relations and the Strengthening of
Autonomy. In: The Ways of Federalism in Western Countries and the Horizons of Territorial
Autonomy in Spain. Berlin-Heidelberg: Springer Verlag, 2013, pp. 149-163.
Batt Judy. Federalism versus nationalism in post-communist state-building: the case of
Moldova. In: Regional and Federal Studies, 1997, Vol. 7, Issue 3, pp. 25-48.
Benz Arthur, Broschek Jörg (Eds.). Federal Dynamics: Continuity, Change, and the Varieties
of Federalism. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2013. 394 p.
Benz Arthur, Sonnicksen Jared. Patterns of federal democracy: tensions, friction, or balance
between two government dimensions. In: European Political Science Review, 2015, Vol. 9,
N 1, pp. 3-25.
Beramendi Pablo. Federalism. In: Carles Boix, Susan C. Stokes, (Eds.). The Oxford
Handbook of Comparative Politics. New York: Oxford University Press, 2007, pp. 752-781.
Blatter Joachim. Horizontalföderalismus and Swiss Democracy. In: Swiss Political Science
Review, 2010, Vol. 16, N 2, pp. 247–277.
132

20. Brecher Jeremy, Costello Tin, Smith Brendan. Globalisation from Bellow. The Power of
Solidarity. Cambridge: South End Press, 2000. 154 p.
21. Bühler Hanns, Luther Susanne, Plän Volker L. (Eds.). Federalism – a success story? /
International Munich Federalism Days 2016. Munich: Hanns-Seidel-Stiftung, 2016. 200 p.
22. Burgess Michael. In Search of the Federal Spirit – New Theoretical and Empirical Perspectives in Comparative Federalism. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012. 347 p.
23. Burghess Michael. Comparative Federalism: Theory and Practice. London: Routledge, 2006.
364 p.
24. Capur Anur C. Principles of Political Science. New Delhi: Chand Publishing, 2014. 853 p.
25. Cebankova Elena. Adaptive Federalism and Federation in Putin’s Russia. In: Richard Sakwa
(Ed.). Power and Policy in Putin’s Russia. New York: Routledge, 2013, pp. 111-132.
26. Chapman David. Can civil war be avoided? Electoral and Constitutional Models for
Ethnically divided countries. London: Institute for Social Invention, 1999. 161 p.
27. Choudhry Sujit, Hume Nathan. Federalism, devolution and secession: from classical to postconflict federalism. In: Rosalind Dixon, Tim Ginsburg (Eds.). Research Handbook on
comparative constitutional law in Asia. New York: Edward Elgar Publishing, 2014, pp. 356384.
28. Chryssochoou Dimitris N. Federalism and democracy reconsidered. In: Regional and
Federal Studies, 1998, Vol. 8, Issue 2, pp. 1-20.
29. Church Clive H., Dardanelli Paolo. The Dynamics of Confederalism and Federalism:
Comparing Switzerland and the EU. In: Regional and Federal Studies, 2005, vol. 15, N 2,
pp. 163-185.
30. Coppieters Bruno, Emerson Michael. Conflict resolution for Moldova and Transdniestria
through federalisation? Ceps Policy Brief, N 25. Brussels: Centre for European Policy Studies, 2002. 22 p.
31. Cordesman Anthony H., Khazai Sam. Iraq in Crisis / CSIS Reports. Washington: Center for
Strategic and International Studies, 2014. 404 p.
32. Danilovich Alex (Ed.). Federalism, Secession, and International Recognition Regime.
London: Routledge, 2018. 236 p.
33. Danilovich Alex (Ed.). Iraqi Kurdistan in Middle Eastern Politics. London: Routledge,
2016. 208 p.
34. Danilovich Alex. Iraqi Federalism and the Kurds: Learning to Live Together. Farnham, UK:
Ashgate Publishing, 2014. 194 p.
35. Darwish Adel. Obituary: Sheikh Isa, Emir of Bahrain. In: Independent, 1999, 8 March.
36. Davis Eric. The Puzzle of Federalism in Iraq. In: Middle East Report, 2008, Vol. 38, N 247,
pp. 42-47.
37. Diamond Larry, Morlino Leonardo (Eds.). Assessing the Quality of Democracy. Baltimore:
Johns Hopkins University Press, 2005. 328 p.
38. Do Vale Helder Fereira. When federalism is not enough? Paths to cooperation in Federal
democracies. Political Theory Working Paper N 10. Brcelona: Universitat Pompeu Fabra,
2011. 22 p.
39. Eisenstadt Michael, Knights Michael, Ali Ahmed. Iran’s Influence in Iraq. Countering
Tehran’s Whole-of-Government Approach / Policy Focus, 2011, N 11. Washington:
Washington Institute for Near East Policy. 34 p.
40. Elazar D. J. Cursed by Bigness or toward a Post-Technocratic Federalism. In: Publius / The
Federal Polity, 1973, Vol. 3, N 2, pp. 239–298.
41. Elazar Daniel J. Exploring federalism. Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama Press, 1987. 335
p.
42. Elazar Daniel J. International and Comparative Federalism. In: PS. Political Science and
Politics, 1993, N 26 (2), pp. 190-195.
133

43. Elazar Daniel J. Federalism and the way to peace / Reflections, N 13. Kingston: Institute of
Intergovernmental Relations, Queen's University, 1994. 170 p.
44. Erk Jan, Anderson Lawrence M. The Paradox of Federalism: Does Self-Rule Accommodate
or Exacerbate Ethnic Divisions? New York: Routledge, 2013. 144 p.
45. Ergil Dogu. The Kurdish Question in Turkey / Document of mutual understanding or
common set of principles. A Proposal for the Democratization of the Political System and
Solution of the Kurdish Problem in Turkey. Center for the Research of Societal Problems
(Ancara). In: Journal of Democracy, 2000, N 11, p. 122-135.
46. Evans Michelle. Rethinking the federal balance: how federal theory supports states’ rights.
In: The Western Australian Jurist, 2010, N 1, pp. 14-58.
47. Feeley Malcolm M., Rubin Edward L. Federalism. Political Identity and Tragic
Compromise.Michigan: University of Michigan Press, 2009. 336 p.
48. Fossum Erik John, Jachtenfuchs Markus. Federal challenges and challenges to federalism.
Insights from the EU and federal states. In: Journal of European policy, 2017, Vol. 24, Issue
4, pp. 467-485.
49. Galligan Brian. Federalism in Asia. In: Baogang He, Brian Galligan, Takashi Inoguchi
(Eds.). Federalism in Asia. Cheltenham, UK, Northampton, MA, USA: Edward Elgar, 2007,
pp. 290-314.
50. Garner Jay. Kurdistan’s People: Key Builders of a New Federation. In: The Kurdistan
Region: Invest in the Future / Kurdistan Regional Government Representation in the USA.
Washington: Newsdesk Media Inc., 2007, pp. 22-24.
51. Ghanim David. Iraq's Dysfunctional Democracy. Santa Barbara, CA: ABC-CLIO, 2011. 255 p.
52. Gerring John, Thacker Strom, Moreno Carola. Are Unitary Systems Better than Federal
Systems? Paper presented at the annual meeting of the American Political Science
Association. Chicago: Palmer House Hilton, 2004. 33 p.
53. Griffiths Ann, Nerenberg Carl (Eds.). Handbook of Federal Countries. Montreal and
Kingston: McGill-Queen's Press, 2005. 462 p.
54. Greaves Nigel M. Rebels without a Cause? A Historicist Analysis of Iraqi Kurdistan’s
Current Political and Economic Development and Prospects for Independence. In: Alex
Danilovich (Ed). Iraqi Kurdistan in Middle Eastern Politics. New York: Routledge, 2017,
pp. 57-73.
55. Gunter Michael M. (Ed.). Kurdish Issues: Essays in Honor of Robert W. Olson. Costa Mesa,
CA: Mazda Publishers, 2016. 319 p.
56. Gunter Michael M. Questions Arising Before and After Independence. In: Sasha Toperich,
Tea Ivanovic, Nahro Zagros (Eds.). Iraqi Kurdistan Region: A Path Forward. Washington,
DC: Center for Transatlantic Relations, 2017, pp. 51-62.
57. Gunter Michael M., Yavuz Hakan. The Continuing Crisis in Iraqi Kurdistan. In: Middle East
Policy, 2005, Vol. 12, Issue 1, pp. 122-133.
58. Halberstam Daniel. Federalism: A Critical Guide / Working Paper N 251 / Public Law and
Legal Theory Working Paper Series. Michigan: University of Michigan Law School, 2011.
50 p.
59. Heard-Bey Frauke. The tribal society of the UAE and its traditional economy. In I. Al Abed,
P. Hellyer (Eds.). United Arab Emirates: A new perspective. London: Trident Press, 2010,
pp. 98-116.
60. Heard-Bey Frauke. From trucial States to United Arab Emirates. 3rd ed. Dubai, UAE:
Motivate Publishing, 2005. 548 p.
61. Hey Jeanne A. K. (Ed.). Small States in World Politics: Explaining Foreign Policy Behavior.
London / Boulder: Lynne Rienner, 2003. 230 p.
62. Hobsbawm Eric. Nations and nationalism since 1780. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1990. 206 p.
134

63. Hofmeister Wilhelm, Tayao Edmund (Eds.). Federalism and decentralization: perceptions for
political and institutional reforms. Singapore: Konrad-Adenauer-Stiftung, 2016. 270 p.
64. Hueglin Thomas O., Fenna Alan. Comparative Federalism: A Sistemaric Inquiry.
Peterborough: Broadview Press, 2006. 390 p.
65. Inman Robert P. Federalism's Values and the Value of Federalism / NBER Working Paper N
13735. Cambridge: National Bureau of Economic Research, 2008. 48 p.
66. Isakhan Benjamin (Ed.). The Legacy of Iraq. From the 2003 War to the ‘Islamic State’. Edinburgh: Edinburgh University Press, 2015. 278 p.
67. Ishiyama John T. Comparative Politics: Principles of Democracy and Democratization. New
Jersey: John Wiley & Sons, 2011. 264 p.
68. Jones Jeremy, Ridout Nicholas. A History of Modern Oman. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2015. 291 p.
69. Jones Renee. Does federalism matter? Its perplexing role in the corporate governance debate
wake. In: Forest Law Review, 2006, Vol. 41, pp. 879-912.
70. Juc Victor. The european integration and the state reintegration – elements of the national
interest of the Republic of Moldova. În: Partnership for prosperity: Materials of the
international scientific and practical conference „Republic of Belarus – European Union:
problems and perspectives of partnership”. Institute of Philosophy NASB, Minsk, June 13–
14, 2013. Minsk: Law and Economy, 2014, pp. 167-182.
71. Jüde Johannes. Contesting borders? The formation of Iraqi Kurdistan's de facto state. In:
International Affairs, 2017, Vol. 93, Issue 4, pp. 847–863.
72. Kalu John O., Bing Dov. Implication of Federalism in „Federal” Related Political
Institutions: A Conceptual Analysis. In: Perspectives on Federalism, 2016, Vol. 8, Issue 3,
pp. 45-68.
73. Kamrava Mehran. The Arab Spring and the Saudi-Led Counterrevolution. In: Orbis, 2012,
Vol. 56, N 1, pp. 96-104.
74. Kavalski Emilian, Zolkos Magdalena (Eds.). Defunct Federalisms: Critical Perspectives on
Federal Failure / Federalism Studies. New York: Routledge, 2016. 220 p.
75. Keil Soeren. Federalism as a Tool of Conflict-Resolution: The Case of Bosnia and
Herzegovina. In: L'Europe en Formation, 2012, N 1 (363), pp. 205-218.
76. Keram Eziz Fauziya Khada. Federalism in Iraq between the constitutional forms and realistic
of economic and political life. In: Research media (Baghdad University), 2010, Vol. 9, N 1,
pp. 145-148.
77. Khalil Lydia. Stability in Iraqi Kurdistan: Reality or Mirage? Working Paper, 2009, June, N
2. Washington: The Saban Center at the Brookings Institution, 2009. 41 p.
78. Khan Shamsul, Kirmanj Sherko. Engineering confederalism for Iraq. In: National identities,
2015, vol. 17, N 4, pp. 371-385.
79. King Preston. Federalism and Federation. Baltimore: John Hopkins University Press, 1982.
159 p.
80. Klinkers Leo, Tombeur Herbert. The European Federalist Papers / Facts and Arguments for a
European Federation. Amsterdam, 2014. 326 p.
81. Le Billon Philippe. Oil, Secession and the Future of Iraqi Federalism. In: MEPC Journal,
2015, vol. XXII, N 1, pp. 68-76.
82. Leben Charles. A Federation of Nation States or a Federal State? In: Christian Joerges,
Yves Mény, Joseph Weiler (Eds.) What Kind of Constitution for What Kind of Polity:
Responses to Joschka Fischer. Florence: European University Institute, 2000, pp. 99-111.
83. Leben Charles. Advancement of International Law. Oxford: Bloomsbury Publishing, 2010.
339 p.
84. Lijphart Arend. Patterns of Democracy. Government Forms and Performance in Thirty-Six
Countries. Second edition. New Haven, Connecticut: Yale University Press, 2012. 368 p.
135

85. Livingston William A. Federalism and Constitutional Change. Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 1957. 380 p.
86. Lluch Jaime. Visions of Sovereignty: Nationalism and Accommodation in Multinational
Democracies. Pensylvania: University of Pensylvania Press, 2014. 344 p.
87. Macris Jeffrey R. The Politics and Security of the Gulf: Anglo-American Hegemony and the
shaping of the region. New York: Routledge, 2010. 322 p.
88. Mallat Chibli. Federalism in the Middle East and Europe. In: Case Western Reserve Journal
of International Law (Cleveland), 2003, Vol. 35, N 1, pp. 1-14.
89. Mallat Chibli. On the Specificity of Middle Eastern Constitutionalism. In: Case Western Reserve Jornal of International Law (Cleveland), 2006, Vol. 38, N 1, pp. 13-57.
90. McWhinney Edward. Comparative Federalism: States' Rights and National Power. Toronto:
Toronto University Press. Second edition, 1962. 103 p.
91. Mehdi Noorbaksh. Shiism and Ethnic Politics in Iraq. In: Middle East Policy, 2008, Vol. XV,
N 2, pp. 53-65.
92. Mengie Legesse Tigabu. Federalism as an Instrument for unity and the protection of
minorities. In: Mizan Law Review, 2016, Vol. 10, N 2, pp. 265-295.
93. Mills Robin, Alhashemi Fatema. Resource Regionalism in the Middle East and North
Africa: rich lands, neglected people. Washington: Brooking Institution, 2018. 51 p.
94. Moradia Jahanbakhsh, Motalebib Masoud. A Study of Federalism in Iraq from the View of
the Micro Level of Analysis. In: Procedia - Social and Behavioral Sciences, 2015, N 205,
pp. 493–498.
95. Morgenthau Hans J. National Interest and moral principles in foreign policy. In: The
American Scholar, 1949, Vol. 18, N 2, pp. 207-212.
96. Morrow Jonathan. Weak Viability. The Iraqi Federal State and the Constitutional Amendment Process / Special Report 168. United States Institute of Peace, 2006, July.
97. Myerson Roger. Federalism and Incentives for Success of Democracy. In: Quarterly Journal
of Political Science (USA), 2006, Vol. 1, N 1, pp. 3-23.
98. Natali Denise. The Kurdish Quasi-State: Development and Dependency in Post-Gulf War
Iraq / Modern Intellectual and Political History of the Middle East. Syracuse: Syracuse
University Press, 2010. 158 p.
99. Neukirch Claus. Coming closer to a solution in Moldova? In: Helsinki Monitor, 2003, N 4,
pp. 89-99.
100. Norman Wayne. Negotiating Nationalism. Nation-building, Federalism, and Secession in
the Multinational State.New York: Oxford University Press, 2006. 250 p.
101. O'Driscoll Dylan, van Zoonen Dave. The Future of Iraq: Is Reintegration Possible? In:
MEPC Journal, 2017, N 3, pp. 34-47.
102. O'Leary Brendan, McGarry John, Salih Khaled (Eds.). The Future of Kurdistan in Iraq.
Philadelphia: University of Pensylvania Press, 2005. 355 p.
103. Owen David. Balkan Odyssey. London: Victor Gollancz Ltd., 1995. 394 p.
104. Pateman Carole. Participatory Democracy Revisited. In: Perspectives on Politics, 2012,
March, Vol. 10, N 1, pp. 7-19.
105. Peck Malkolm C. Formation and evolution of the Federation and its Institutions. In:
Ibrahim Abed, Peter Hellyer Eds.) United Arab Emirates: A new perspective. – London:
Trident Press Ltd, 2001, pp. 145-160.
106. Petersen Tore T. Richard Nixon, Great Britain and the Anglo-American Alignment in the
Persian Gulf and Arabian Peninsula: Making Allies out of Clients. – East Bourne: Sussex
Academic Press 2011.
107. Peterson J. E. The Future of Federalism in the United Arab Emirates. In: H. Richard
Sindelar III and J. E. Peterson (Eds.), Cross currents in the Gulf: Arab Regional and Global
Interests. London: Routledge, 1988, pp. 198-230.
136

108. Peterson J. E. Tribes and Politics in Eastern Arabia. In: Middle East Journal, 1977, Vol.
31, N 3, pp. 297-312.
109. Protsyk Oleh. Federalism and Democracy in Moldova. In: Post-Soviet Affairs, 2005, Vol.
21, Issue 1, pp. 72-90.
110. Rafaat Aram. The fundamental characteristics of the Kurdish nationhood project in
modern Iraq. In: Middle Eastern Studies, 2016, Vol. 52, Issue 3, pp. 488-504.
111. Rafaat Aram. The Kurds in post invasion Iraq: the myth of rebuilding the Iraqi state. In:
The Journal of Social, Political and Economic Studies, 2008, Vol. 33, Issue 4, pp. 405425.
112. Regan Patrick, Wallensteen Peter. Federal Institutions, Declarations of Independence and
Civil War. In: Civil Wars, 2013, Vol. 15, Issue 3, pp. 26-280.
113. Requejo Ferran, Nagel Klaus-Jürgen (Eds.). Federalism beyond federations: asymmetry
and processes of resymmetrization in Europe. Farnham: Ashgate, 2011. 279 p.
114. Riker William H. Federalism. In: Fred I. Creenstein, Nelson W. Polsby (eds.). Handbook
of Political Science: Governmental Institutions and Processes. Reading, MA: AddisonWesley, 1975, pp. 93-172.
115. Riker William H. Federalism: Origin, Operation, Significance. Boston: Brown and
Company, 1964. 572 p.
116. Rodríguez Cristina M. Negotiating Conflict Through Federalism: Institutional and
Popular Perspectives. In: Yale Law Journal, 2014, Vol. 123, N 6, pp. 1626-2133.
117. Rugh William A. What are the Sources of UAE Stability? In: Middle East Policy, 1997,
Vol. 5, Issue 3, pp. 14-24.
118. Rusu Victor. Future of National Sovereignty of the Republic of Moldova in the
Perspective of European Integration. In: European Integration - Realities and
Perspectives. International Conference. 7th Edition. Galați: Universitatea Danubius, 2012,
pp. 794-800.
119. Sajič Nina. Understanding Federal Institutional Architecture. In: Политейа, 2017, Vol. 7,
N 13, pp. 53-71.
120. Saleh Nagham Mohammed. Federalism in the Iraqi Constitution 2005. Reality and
Ambition. In: Journal of International studies (Baghdad, Baghdad University), 2005, pp.
47-68.
121. Salisbury Pete. Federalism, conflict and fragmentation in Yemen. London: Saferworld,
2015. 24 p.
122. Samuels David. Federalism and Democratic Transitions: The „New” Politics of the
Governors in Brazil. In: Publius, 2000, Vol. 30, N 2, pp. 44-61.
123. Sartori Giovanni. Comparing and Miscomparing. In: Journal of Theoretical Politics,
1991, Vol. 3, N 3, pp. 243-257.
124. Schofield Richard. Borders and territoriality in the Gulf and the Arabian peninsula
during the twentieth century. In: Richard Schofield (Ed.). Territorial Foundations of the
Gulf States. New York: St. Martin’s Press, 1994, pp. 1-17.
125. Schumacher Fritz E. Small Is Beautiful: Economics as if People Mattered / Reprint
Edition.New York: Harper Perennial, 2010. 352 p.
126. Shakir Farah. The Iraqi Federation. Origin, Operation and Significance. London/New
York: Routledge, 2017. 240 p.
127. Shapiro Robert A. Polyphonic Federalism: Toward the Protection of Fundamental
Rights. Chicago: The Chicago University Press, 2009. 256 p.
128. Sidjanski Dusan. The federal approach to the European Union or the quest for an
unprecedented european federalism / Research and Policy Paper N 14. University of
Geneva, 2001. 86 p.
137

129. Somin Ilya. Libertarianism and Federalism. In: Policy Analisis. Washington: Cato
Institute, 2014, N 751. 20 p.
130. Stepan Alfred. Federalism and Democracy: Beyond the U.S. Model. In: Journal of
Democracy, 1999, Vol. 10, N 4, pp. 19-34.
131. Sulaiman Rafik. The academic contrastive study based on Berzanis-Berzanisaionim,
socialism and Kurdish Question. Berlin: Han Verlag, 2006. 290 p.
132. Sulaiman Rafik. The faces of Federalism. In: Victor Moraru (coord.) Europenizarea:
fațetele procesului. Chisinau: IIESP, 2013, pp. 107-110.
133. Sulaiman Rafik. Contemporary federalism: some findings and reflections. In:
Moldoscopie (Probleme de analiză politică), 2017, N 3, pp. 153-156.
134. Sulaiman Rafik. Federalism and confederalism: geopolitical aspects. In: Revista de
Filosofie, Sociologie și Științe Politice (Chisinau, Institute for Legal Political and
ociological Research of the Academy of Sciences of Moldova), 2011, N 3, pp. 209-212.
135. Sulaiman Rafik. Federalism: the conditions of functionality. In: Revista de Filosofie,
Sociologie și Științe Politice (Institutul de Cercetări Juridice, Politice și Sociologice),
2017, N 2 (174), pp. 270-273.
136. Sulaiman Rafik. Iraq from state of nationalism to state of federalism. In: Tendințe
contemporane ale dezvoltării științei: viziuni ale tinerilorcercetători / Materialele
Conferinței științifice internaționale a doctoranzilor, Chișinău, 25 mai 2016. Chișinău:
Universitatea Academiei de Științe a Moldovei, 2016, pp. 167-171.
137. Sulaiman Rafik. Kurds over the History / Scientific Studies on the History of Kurdistan.
Berlin: Evra Verlag, 2004. 116 p.
138. Sulaiman Rafik. Political transformation in the Middle East (Syria as an example). In:
International Journal of Communication Research (Iași, România), 2015, N 4, pp. 313-317.
139. Sulaiman Rafik, Moraru Victor. The issue of federalism in the political and scientific
agenda of the Republic of Moldova. In: Revista de Filosofie, Sociologie și Științe Politice
(Institutul de Cercetări Juridice, Politice și Sociologice), 2018, N 3 (178), pp. 27-43.
140. Sulaiman Rafik. The emergence of the federalism in United Arab Emirates. In: Știință,
Educație, Cultură / Materialele Conferinței științifico-practice internaționale, Comrat, 4
februarie 2016. Vol. 1. Comrat: Universitatea de Stat din Comrat, 2016, pp. 202-205.
141. Sulaiman Rafik. The political interferences of federalism. In: Revista de Filosofie,
Sociologie și Științe Politice (Chisinau, Institute for Legal and Political Research of the
Academy of Sciences of Moldova), 2014, N 1, pp. 201-204.
142. Sulaiman Rafik. Theoretical and scientific studies based on visions of Sheikh Zayed.
Berlin: Evra Verlag, 2007. 160 p.
143. Sulaiman Rafik. Way to federalism: the relevant Asian experience. In: Law and Politology
(Azerbaidjan, Georgia, Republica Moldova), 2016, N 33, pp. 53-56.
144. Sulaiman Rafik.The phenomenon of federalism: opportunity of the approach in terms of
political sciences: In: Convergențe spirituale Iași-Chișinău. Iași, 2017, N 12-13, pp. 301305.
145. Tarr George Alan, Williams Robert F., Marco Joseph (Eds.). Federalism, subnational
constitutions, and minority rights. Westport (CT), London: Praeger, 2004. 247 p.
146. The transition to democracy in Iraq / Document of the Conference of the Iraqi
Opposition. Democratic Principles Working Report. London: DPWG, 2002. 98 p.
147. Toperich Sasha, Ivanovic Tea, Zagros Nahro (Eds.). Iraqi Kurdistan Region: A Path
Forward. Washington, DC: Center for Transatlantic Relations, 2017. 248 p.
148. Vanli Ismet Chériff. Iraqi Kurdish revolution. Losanne: Free Press, 1963.
149. Vanli Ismet Chériff. Kurdish question in Syria to USA Congress. Losanne: Free Press,
2006.
150. Vanli Ismet Chériff. Memories. Lausanne: Jin Fondation, 2014.
138

151.
152.

153.
154.
155.

156.
157.

158.
159.

160.
161.

162.

163.

164.

Volden Craig. Origin, Operation, and Significance: The Federalism of William H. Riker.
In: Publius. The Journal of Federalism, 2004, vol. 34, N 4, pp. 89-107.
Von Beyme Claus. Asymmetric federalism between globalization and regionalization. In:
Journal of European Public Policy, 2005, Vol. 12, Issue 3 (Towards a federal Europe?),
pp. 432-447.
Ward Lee. Montesquieu on Federalism and Anglo-Gothic Constitutionalism. In: Publius:
The Journal of Federalism, 2007, Vol. 37, N 4, pp. 551-577.
Watts Ronald L. Comparing Federal Systems. 3rd edition. Montreal: McGill, Queen’s
University Press, 2008. 205 p.
Watts Ronald L. Contemporary Views on Federalism. In: Bertus De Villiers (Ed.).
Evaluating Federal System / Centre for Constitutional Analysis. Dodrecht-BostonLondon: UTA and Co, 1997. 439 p.
Watts Ronald L. Executive Federalism: A Comparative Analysis / Research Paper N 26.
Kingston: Queen’s University, 1989. 24 p.
Watts Ronald L., Blindenbacher Raoul. Federalism in a Changing World – A Conceptual
Framework for the Conference. In: Raoul Blindenbacher, Arnold Koller (Eds.).
Federalism in a Changing World: Learning from Each Other. Scientific Background,
Proceedings and Plenary Speeches of the International Conference on Federalism 2002.
Montreal: McGill-Queen's University Press, 2003, pp. 7-25.
Watts Ronald L., Elazar Daniel J. Comparative Federalism and Post-Statism. In: The
Journal of Federalism, 2000, Vol. 30, Issue 4, pp. 155–168.
Weingast Barry R. The Economic Role of Political Institutions: Market Preserving
Federalism and Economic Development. In: Journal of Law, Economics and
Organization, 1995, Vol. 11, N 1, pp. 1-31.
Wheare Kenneth C. Federal Government. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1967. 266 p.
Williams Paul, Sommadossi Tiffany, Mujais Ayat. A Legal Perspective on Yemen’s
Attempted Transition from a Unitary to a Federal System of Government. In: Utrecht
Journal of International and European Law, 2017, N 33 (84), pp. 4-22.
Woelk Jens. What it means to be special in relations with the Central State: Institutions
and Procedures. In: Jens Woelk, Francesco Palermo, Josef Marko (Eds.).Tolerance
through law. Leiden: MartinusNijhoff Publishers, 2008, pp. 121-142.
Yusuf Hamza A., Mohammed Bello Umar. State Stability and National Reconstruction:
An Exploratory Review of Nigeria Federal System. In: Journal of Social and
Management Sciences, 2017, Vol. 3, N 1, pp. 1-9.
Ziblatt Daniel. Structuring the State: The Formation of Italy and Germany and the Puzzle
of Federalism. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2006. 237 p.

b) in Romanian
165.

166.
167.
168.

Afanas Nicolai. Consecinţele confruntării geostrategice Nato-Rusia pentru securitatea
Republicii Moldova. În: Procese integraționiste europene. Dezvoltarea economică în
contextul globalizării. Ajustarea dreptului internațional la legislația internațională.
Aspecte comparativ-contastive în filologia contemporană. Chișinău: IRIM, 2012, pp. 5460.
Albu Natalia. Interesul național al Republicii Moldova în contextul aprofundării
procesului de integrare europeană. În: Impact strategic (București), 2012, N 2, pp. 70-78.
Bădescu Ilie, Mihăilescu Ioan (Coordonatori). Geopolitică. Integrare. Globalizare.
București: Mica Valahie, 2011. 401 p.
Bârna Radu Cristian. Regiuni în state Federale / Idei și instituții regionale. Cluj: Editura
Fundației pentru Studii Europene, 2012. 265 p.
139

169.

170.
171.

172.
173.
174.
175.
176.

177.
178.
179.
180.
181.
182.

183.
184.
185.
186.
187.

188.
189.

190.

Beniuc, Valentin. Instrumente de realizare a interesului şi securităţii naţionale în contextul
integrării europene (cazul Republicii Moldova). În: Consolidarea administraţiei publice în
contextul edificării statului de drept în Republica Moldova. Materialele conferinței
ştiințifice internaționale. Chişinău, AAP, 2007, pp. 116-117.
Burian Alexandru. Geopolitica lumii contemporane. Chişinău: Tipografia Centrală, 2003.
456 p.
Casiadi Oleg. Interesul național al Republicii Moldova: între conjunctura și retorica
proeuropeană. În: Academia de Administrare Publică – 15 ani de modernizare a
serviciului public din Republica Moldova. Materialele conferinţei internaţionale
ştiinţifico-practice, Academia de Administrare Publică. Vol. 2. Chişinău: AAP, 2008, pp.
191–192.
Catană Vitali. Statul federal: principii și reglementări. In: Contrafort, 2003, N 7-8 (105106), pp. 20-21.
Cebotari Svetlana.
Identificări teoretico-conceptuale ale fenomenului „interes
geostrategic”. În: Studia Universitatis, 2014, N 3 (73), pp. 50-58.
Ciobu Emil. Promovarea interesului naţional – misiunea administraţiei publice: tradiţii,
realităţi, perspective. În: Revista Adminstrarea Publică, 2008, N 2, pp. 86-99.
Constituția Republicii Moldova. In: Monitorul Oficial al Republicii Moldova, 1994, N 1.
Cuşmir Marcel, Cuşmir Carolina. Federalismul şi descentralizarea administrativă din
perspectiva redimensionării principiului separaţiei puterilor. In: Administrarea publică,
2012, N 1, pp. 9-18.
Damian George. Federalism şi federalism. În: Timpul, 2 august 2012.
Damian George. Federalizarea germană nu merge la Chişinău. Timpul, 20 mai 2011.
Dodon insistă pe federalizare: Noi de facto suntem un stat federal. In: Independent, 2016,
2 martie.
Dungaciu Dan. Acceptarea unei federații în Ucraina ar pune punct pe viitorul euroatlantic
al regiunii. In: Revista „Timpul”, 2014, N 181, p. 4.
Dungaciu Dan. Moldova ante portas. București: Tritonic, 2005. 320 p.
Ejova Cristina, Cujba Anastasia. Repere istoriografice şi teoretico-conceptuale ale
cercetării interesului naţional. În: Studia Universitatis Moldaviae, 2013, N 3 (63), pp. 3238.
Enciu Nicolae. Populaţia titulară a Republicii Moldova faţă în faţă cu minorităţile
naţionale. In: Arena Politicii, 1998, N 4 (16).
Gorceac Sergiu, Dumitraş Tudor Rusandu Ion. Conceptul „interes naţional” în
geopolitică. În: Economica (Supliment), 1997, pp. 27-31.
Grosu Ruslana. Evoluția relațiilor Republicii Moldova cu unele state din arealul
geopolitic musulman. Chișinău: Reclama, 2015. 256 p.
Grozavu Petru. Republica Moldova şi Ucraina: licitaţie la federalizare. In: Ziarul de
Garda, 2012, 12 august.
Guceac Andrei. Ansamblul trăsăturilor distincte ale suveranității și independenței în
condițiile statului federativ și confederativ. În: Studia Universitatis Moldaviae, Seria
Științe Sociale, 2017, N 3 (133), pp. 138-147.
Guceac Ion. Curs elementar de drept constitutional. Vol. I. Chisinau: Reclama, 2001. 280 p.
Interesul naţional ca prioritate politică a dezvoltării durabile a societăţii In: Puterea
politică şi coeziunea socială în Republica Moldova din perspectiva integrării europene.
Chișinău: Institutul Integrare Europeană şi Ştiinţe Politice al AŞM, 2010, pp. 38-70.
Juc Victor. Juc Victor. Asigurarea securităţii naţionale a Republicii Moldova prin
realizarea intereselor naţionale. In: Academos, 2009, N 4, pp. 44-49.

140

191.

192.
193.

194.
195.

196.
197.

198.
199.
200.
201.

202.
203.

204.
205.

206.
207.

208.
209.
210.

Juc Victor. Edificarea relaţiilor internaţionale postrăzboi rece: aspecte teoreticometodologice şi replieri geostrategice. Chișinău: Instititul Integrare Europeană şi Ştiinţe
Politice al Academiei de Ştiinţe a Moldovei, 2011. 248 p.
Juc Victor. Fundamentul şi evoluţia conceptului de interes naţional. In: Revista de
Filosofie, Sociologie şi Ştiinţe Politice, 2009, N 2, pp. 122-136.
Juc Victor. Interesul naţional – factor determinant al priorităţilor strategice de politică
externă a Republicii Moldova (integrarea europeană). În: Statul Moldovenesc la 650 ani:
priorităţile administraţiei publice – consolidare, dezvoltare, prosperare / Materiale ale
Conferinţei internaţionale ştiinţifico-practice, Academia de Administrare Publică, 21 mai
2009, Chişinău: AAP, 2009, pp. 304-309.
Marga Andrei. Criza și după criză. Ediția a II-a. Cluj-Napoca: Eikon, 2010. 210 p.
Mironova Svetlana. Relaţiile politice ale Unităţii teritoriale autonome Găgăuzia (Gagauz
Yeri) cu autorităţile centrale ale Republicii Moldova: realităţi şi perspective. Autoref. al
tezei de doctor în științe politice. Chișinău: USM, 2011. 28 p.
Moraru Victor. Labirinturile politicii. Chișinău: USM, 1991. 38 p.
Moraru Victor. Provocarea Kosovo: separatismul ca generator al tensionării
internaționale. In: Revista de Filosofie, Sociologie și Ştiințe Politice, 2011, N 1, pp. 134141.
Negru Boris, Negru Alina. Teoria generală a dreptului și statului. Chișinău: Bons Offices,
2006. 520 p.
Nicolenco Andrei. Interesul naţional/statal - factor determinant al politiii externe. În:
Relaţii internaţionale. Plus, 2013, N 2, pp. 32-44.
Osoianu Ion. Federalizare sau regionalizare? Experienţa europeană, perspectivele
Republicii Moldova. Studiu. Chișinău: Institutul de Politici Publice, 2003. 49 p.
Pantea Oleg. Elemente de analiză praxiologică a contractului normativ ca izvor al
dreptului constituțional (actul de constituire a statelor federative). In: Analeleștiințifice
ale Universității de Studii Europene din Moldova. Chișinău: USEM, 2015, pp. 5-10.
Pascalu Inna. Identificări conceptuale ale politicii externe, interesului naţional şi procesul
integraţionist . În: Vector european, 2015, N 3, pp. 90-94.
Pîntea Iurie. Identificarea pericolelor existente şi probabile pentru interesele naţionale de
bază ale Republicii Moldova. În: Apărarea şi securitatea naţională a Moldovei: anul 2001.
Chişinău: IPP, 2001, pp. 18-37.
Proiectul federalizãrii Republicii Moldova. In: Provincia, 2002, N 6-7, pp. 13-15.
Protsyk Oleh, Bucătaru Igor, Volentir Andrei. Competiţia partidelor în Moldova:
ideologie, organizare internă şi abordarea conflictelor etno-teritoriale. Chișinău: CEP
USM, 2007. 204 p.
Republica Moldova poate deveni arena mai multor scenarii periculoase. In: Moldova
Suverană, 2014, 4 ianuarie.
Roşca Ludmila. Perceperea interesului naţional - condiţie a maturizării societăţii civile
din Republica Moldova. În: The Impact of Foreign Policy on the Naţional Interest:
Materialele Conferinţei ştiinţifico-practice internaţionale, 15 mai 2015. Chişinău: IRIM,
2015, pp. 91-102.
Saca Victor, Saca Silvia. Interesul naţional şi factorul etnic în condiţiile Republicii
Moldova: semnificaţii şi determinări. In: Studia Universitatis, 2007, N 3, pp. 222-227.
Saca Victor. Interese politice şi relații politice: dimensiuni tranzitorii. Chişinău: CEP
USM, 2001. 472 p.
Saca Victor. Interese politice şi transformări democratice în contextul câmpului politic
din Republica Moldova. În: Moldoscopie (Probleme de analiză politică), 2013, N 3
(LXII), pp. 91-109;
141

211.
212.
213.

214.
215.

216.
217.

Saca Victor. Interesul naţional al Republicii Moldova în contextul extinderii Uniunii
Europene. În: Revista de Filosofie, Sociologie și Științe Politice, 2010, N 3, pp. 37-42.
Saca Victor. Relația interes național - politică externă în condițiile Republicii
Moldova. În: Teoria şi practica administrării publice. Chişinău: AAP, 2010, pp. 310-314.
Smochină Andrei. Federalizarea Republicii Moldova: pro et contra. În: Ştiinţa
universitară la începutul mileniului trei: simpozion ştiințific internațional / Universitatea
Liberă Internațională din Moldova, 15 octombrie 2002. Rezumatele comunicărilor.
Chișinău: Pontos, 2002, pp. 16-18.
Stăvilă Ion. Evoluţia reglementării conflictului transnistrean în anii 1992-2009. In:
Revista de Filosofie, Sociologie si Științe Politice, 2009, N 2, pp. 74-96.
Țibrigan Nicolae. Soluția federalismului pentru Republica Moldova: proiecte și
perspective Raportul Fundației Universitare a Mării Negre / Policy Memo N 21.
București: FUMN, 2016. 43 p.
Țurcan Serghei, Volentir Andrei. Federalism versus devoluţie. In: Reintegrarea Moldovei.
Soluţii şi modele. Chişinău, TISH, 2005, pp. 311-342.
Varzari Pantelimon. Considerente privind evoluţia statului Republica Moldova. In:
Moldoscopie (Probleme de analiză politică), 2018, N 1 (LXXX), pp. 50-167.

c) in Russian
218.
219.

220.
221.

222.
223.
224.
225.

226.
227.

228.

Аллави Али. Кризис в Ираке и грядущий порядок на Ближнем Востоке. In: Россия
в глобальной политике, 2014, N 3, pp.162-176.
Артеев Сергей. Международные связи субгосударственных акторов в контексте
эволюции федерализма. In: Вестник МГИМО – Университета / MGIMO Review of
International Relations, 2018, N 2 (59), pp. 145-164.
Баранов А. В. Федерализм в исламском мире. In: Человек. Сообщество.
Управление, 2004, N 3-4, pp. 112-123.
Бенюк Валентин. Обеспечение безопасности малых стран в условиях устоявшихся
и развивающихся инновационных экономик. In: The Impact of Foreign Policy on the
Naţional Interest: Materialele Conferinţei ştiinţifico-practice internaţionale, 15 mai 2015.
Chişinău: IRIM, 2015, pp. 3-36.
Бенюк Валентин. Общетеоретические подходы к вопросу о федерализме. Chișinău:
CEP USM, 2006. 55 p.
Большаков А. Г. Судьба федералистских проектов на постсоветском пространстве.
In: Политейя, 2007, N 1 (44), pp. 112-125.
Брезгулевская Наталья В. Виды федерации и модели федерализма. In: Известия
вузов. Правоведение, 2005, N 3, pp. 150-162.
Буриан Александр. Федерализация Европейского союза и перспективы НАТО. In:
Revista Moldovenească de Drept Internațional și Relații Internaționale, 2013, N 1, pp.
20-33.
Бусыгина Ирина, Захаров Андрей. Sum ergo cogito. Политический минилексикон.
Москва, 2006. 276 p.
Володина Нина. Конституционные основы современных исламских государств
Азии: Королевство Саудовская Аравия и Объединенные Арабские Эмираты. In:
Современное право (Москва), 2015, N 4, pp. 149-153.
Головенкин Е. Н. Системный подход: эволюция и его применимость в современной
политической теории. In: Вестник Российского Университета Дружбы Народов.
Серия: Политология, 2016, N 1, pp. 48-57.

142

229.

230.

231.

232.
233.
234.

235.
236.

237.
238.

239.
240.

241.
242.

243.

244.
245.

246.
247.

Грачев Сергей Иванович, Харламов Антон Алексеевич. Сирия как детерминанта
геополитической ориентации и экономических интересов. In: Общество: политика,
экономика, право, 2017, N 3, pp. 51-55.
Грибанова Галина И. Федерализм как инструмент конфликторазрешения на
постсоветском пространстве: почему «нет»? In: Вестник СПбГУ. Сер. 6. Политология.
Международные отношения, 2016, Вып. 1, pp. 4-14.
Гумбатов Зия Эльчин, Камынин Владимир. Особенности федерализма в современном
Ираке. In: Известия Уральского Федерального Университета, Серия 3. Обшественные
Науки, 2018, Том 13, N 2 (176), pp. 135-142.
Гурбангельдиев Арслан М. Роль США в реструктуризации Ближнего Востока. In:
Вестник РУДН, серия Международные отношения, 2015, том 15, N 3, pp. 91-98.
Добрынин Н. М. Российский федерализм: становление, современное состояние и
перспективы. Новосибирск: Наука, 2005. 429 p.
Дюрре Мехмет Икбаль. Самоопределение курдов в Сирии: истоки, формы и
международные перспективы. In: Вестник МГИМО – Университета / MGIMO Review
of International Relations, 2017, N 4 (55), pp. 183-193.
Захаров Андрей. „Спящий институт”: Федерализм в современной России и в мире /
Предисл. Камерона Росса. Москва: Новое литературное обозрение, 2012. 144 p.
Золотовская Елена. Особенности формы государственного правления Объединенных
Арабских Эмиратов. In: Право и государство: теория и практика, 2015, N 9 (129), pp. 8285.
Игнатенко И. М. Становление новой модели российского федерализма. In:
Государственная политика и управление в России, 2015, N 5 (50), pp. 105-112.
Исмаил Самир. Ближний Восток в системе современной международной политики. In:
Вестник Российского Университета Дружбы Народов, cерия Политология, 2008, № 1,
pp. 66-73.
Казарян А. А. Политические факторы федерализма России. In: Гуманизация
образования. Научно-практический журнал, 2014, N 4, pp. 86-92.
Калина Владимир. Федерализм и демократия в России: итоги и перспективы. In:
Вестник Российского государственного гуманитарного университета, 2009, N 11, pp.
20-31.
Кузнецов Василий, Звягельская Ирина. Проблемы государственности на Ближнем
Востоке. In: Свободная мысль, 2015, N 4, pp. 18-31.
Кумарасвами Полур Раман. Саудовская Аравия: имперское перенапряжение? Почему
слабеют позиции Эр-Рияда. In: Россия в глобальной политике, 2016, Vol. 14, pp. 202215.
Лукьянова Елена А. „Золотая середина” российского централизма, или еще раз об
истоках федеративной природы России. In: Право. Журнал Высшей школы экономики,
2015, N 1, pp. 4–21.
Мазур Ольга. Ближний Восток: на острие противоречий. In: Век глобализации, 2015, N
1, pp. 106-113.
Назария Сергей. Федерализация Республики Молдова, ее внешнеполитический курс и
перспективы молдавской государственности. In: Молдово-Приднестровский регион /
Бюллетень, 2014, N 1–2 (16–17), pp. 59-61.
Никитина Т. А. Генезис и развитие современной модели федерализма в России /
Автореф. дис. канд. полит. наук. Уфа, 1999.
Остром Винсент. Смысл американского федерализма: что такое самоуправляющееся
общество / пер. с англ. А. Оболонского. Москва: Арена, 1993.

143

248.

249.
250.

251.

252.
253.
254.

Петухов Алексей В. Эволюция российского федерализма: политико-правовой анализ.
In: Известия высших учебных заведений. Поволжский регион. Общественные науки.
2009, № 3 (11), pp. 3-11.
Сироткин Михаил Владимирович. Особенности федерализма на современном этапе
развития России / Автореф.дис. канд. юрид. наук. Москва, 2005.
Теоса Валентина. Модернизация международных стратегий как императив глобального
развития. In: Essam-Abou Salem. Международные стратегии разрешения региональных
конфликтов: современные подходы и практики (На примере палестино-израил.
конфликта). Научн. ред. В. Теоса. Кишинэу: СЕР USM, 2011, pp. 5-9.
Труевцев Константин. Ближний Восток: морфология конфликта и постконфликтный
дизайн. In: Контуры глобальных трансформаций: политика, экономика, право, 2017, N
10 (2), pp. 143–166.
Турьинская Х.М. Ливия. Возможен ли возврат к федерализму? Азия и Африка сегодня,
2015, N 8, pp. 18-23.
Язькова Алла. Несвоевременные заметки о федерализме. Теория и практика
федерализма: международный опыт. In: Вестник Европы, 2009, N 26-27, pp. 66-77.
Яковина Іван. Федерализация Сирии. Курды объявили автономию, Турция готовится к
войне. In: Новое время (Kiev), 2016, 18 March.

d) in other languages
255.

256.

257.
258.

259.

260.
261.
262.

263.
264.

Alber
Elisabeth.
WechselwirkungenimFrankreich
der
dreiOzeane:
unterschiedlicheAuswegeaus der Impasse zwischen Assimilation und Emanzipation. In:
Jahrbuch des Föderalismus 2009: Föderalismus, Subsidiarität und Regionen in
Europa. Baden-Baden: NomosVerlag, 2009, pp. 275-287.
Al-Dabbagh Harith. L’Irak au bord de l’éclatement, les dix péchés capitaux d’une
reconstruction ratée / Cahiers du CÉRIUM. Working Paper N 1. Montréal. Centre d’études et
de recherches internationales de l'Université de Montréal, 2014. 25 p.
Baban Bryar. La région du Kurdistan-Irak entre fédération et indépendance. In: Civitas
Europa, 2015, Vol. 34, N 1, pp. 21-53.
Bieber Florian. EinmultiethnischerStaat? InstitutionelleAusformung und politischeWirklchkeit. In: Olaf Leiße, Martin Roth, Christian Gesellmann [Eds.]. Die Republik Kosovo – Der
jüngste Staat Europas. Einepolitische Bestandsaufnahmeseit der Unabhängigkeitserklärung.
Baden-Baden: Nomos, 2013, pp. 139-158.
Cornea Sergiu. Realisation des principes d’autonomie locale en Republique de Moldova: le
cas de Gagaouzie. In: Proceedings of International Conference „Exploration, education and
progress in the third millennium”, Galaţi, 29th–30th of April 2011. Vol. II, N 3. Galați: Galati
University Press, 2011, pp. 32-44.
Fisichella Domenico. Federalismo. In: Opinioni: nuove notizie. 2013, Giugno, pp. 4-5.
Fisichella Domenico. Contro il federalismo. Seconda edizione / Collezione „I libri di
Percorsi”. Roma: Pantheon, 2004. 72 p.
Juc Victor, Dodu-Savca Carolina. L’intérêt national – facteur detérminant des priorités
stratégiques de la République de Moldova. In: Revista de Filosofie, Sociologie și Științe
Politice, 2014, N 2, pp. 7-26.
Moraru Victor. Pluriculturalismo e separatismo: il caso moldavo. In: Arianna Montanari et al.
Identità Nazionali e Leadership in Europa. Roma: Jouvence, 2001, pp. 301-314.
Kymlicka Will. La voie canadienne. Repenser le multiculturalisme. Montreal: Boreal, 2003.
342 p.
144

e) electronic sources
265.

266.
267.

268.

269.
270.

271.

272.

273.

274.
275.

276.

277.

278.

279.

Al Fadhal Munther. The federalism and the future of Iraq / Paper presented at International
Conference „Iraqi Kurdistan - Ten years of self-rule and future prospects”. University of
Southern Denmark, Odense, Denmark, 30th November-1st December 2002. [On-line]:
http://www.ifimes.org/en/7882-the-federalism-and-the-future-of-iraq (Accessed 18.07.2018).
Alexe
Dan,
Barbăroșie
Liliana.
Despre
federalism.
[On-line].
www.europalibera.org/content/article/24562658.html. (Accessed 13.01.2013).
Al-Mawlawi Ali. Functioning Federalism’ in Iraq: A Critical Perspective. [On-line]:
http://blogs.lse.ac.uk/mec/2018/03/11/functioning-federalism-in-iraq-a-critical-perspective/
(Accessed 24.09.2018).
Bahram Yagmir. An analysis of the federal state system in Iraq.
[On-line]:
http://politikaakademisi.org/2014/08/23/an-analysis-of-the-federal-state-system-iniraq/(Accessed 22.08.2018).
Bahry Donna. The new federalism and the paradoxes of regional sovereignty in Russia. [Online]: https://www.ucis.pitt.edu/nceeer/2004_816-01_Bahry.pdf(Accessed 15.05.2017).
Bershidsky Leonid. The Best Bet for Syria: Freeze the Conflict. Putin and Trump seem to be
heading toward de facto partition.
Bloomberg.com, 3 May 2017. [On-line]:
https://www.bloomberg.com/view/articles/2017-05-03/the-best-bet-for-syria-freeze-theconflict (Accessed 10.06.2017).
Bookchin Murray. The Meaning of Confederalism. In: Green Perspectives, 1989, N 20. [Online]:
http://inclusivedemocracy.org/dn/vol1/bookchin_confederalism.htm
(Accessed
2.01.2014).
Boțan Igor. The Federalization of the Republic of Moldova: Opportunities and Risks. [Online]:
http://e-democracy.md/en/monitoring/politics/comments/20021209/
(Accessed
17.02.2017).
Catană Vitali. Gestionarea conflictelor: analiză comparată şi perspective pentru Republica
Moldova / IPP. [On-line]:
http://www.ipp.md/doc.php?l=ro&id=53&idc=162 (Accessed
13.03.2017).
Danckaers Tine. Iraq, a federal state in the making. In: Mondiaal Nieuws, 2008, 8 December.
[On-line]: http://www.mo.be/en/article/iraq-federal-state-making (Accessed 30.06.2011).
Davenport John J. For a Federation of Democracies: Response to Stephen Shlesinger. In:
Ethics
and
International
Affairs,
2009,
Vol.
23,
N
1.
[On-line]:
http://www.ethicsandinternationalaffairs.org/2009/for-a-federation-of-democracies-responseto-stephen-schlesinger/ (Accessed 5.06.2017).
Dodd Clement H. Confederation, Federation, and Sovereignty. In: Perceptions: Journal of
International
Affairs,
1999,
Vol.
4,
No.
3.
[On-line]:
http://sam.gov.tr/wpcontent/uploads/2012/01/clement-h.-dodd.pdf (Accessed 27.03.2017)
Eland Ivan. The Way Out of Iraq. Decentralizing the Iraqi Government. Independent Institute,
2005,
January
14.
[On-line]:
http://www.independent.org/publications/policy_reports/detail.asp?id=16
(Accessed
10.04.2016).
Federalism in the Middle East. International conference. Freeman Spogli Institute, Stanford
University. February 15-16, 2017. [On-line]:
http://academicexchange.com/conferences/1403-2/ (Accessed 10.06.2017).
Federalism is not wanted by both Moldova and Transnistria. [On-line]:
http://www.moldova.org/en/expert-federalization-is-not-wanted-by-both-moldova-andtransnistria-232702-eng/ (Accessed 23.09.2017).

145

280.

281.

282.

283.

284.
285.
286.

287.

288.

289.
290.

291.

292.

293.

294.

Foley Sean. The UAE: Political Issues and Security Dilemmas. In: MERIA –Middle East
Review
of
International
Affairs,
1999,
Vol.
3,
N
1.
[On-line]:
http://www.rubincenter.org/1999/03/foley-1999-03-03/ (Accessed 16.07.2018).
Gargash Anwar. Federalism is more viable than separation. [On-line]:
http://english.alarabiya.net/en/News/gulf/2017/09/23/UAE-minister-Gargash-Federal-systembetter-alternative-to-separation-.html (Accessed 23.07.2018).
Lehmbrush Gerhard. Federal state-building and the origins of executive federalism: A
comparison of Austria, Germany and Switzerland. Academia.Edu. [On-line]:
https://www.academia.edu/5670885/Federal_statebuilding_and_the_origins_of_executive_federalism_A_comparison_of_Austria_Germany_an
d_Switzerland (Accessed 25.04.2017).
Karkouti
Mustapha.
World
has
failed
Syria.
[On-line]:
https://gulfnews.com/opinion/thinkers/world-has-failed-syria-1.2282685
(Accessed
26.09.2018)
Manzarari Dumitru. There are no natural prerequisites for federalism in Moldova. [On-line]:
http://www.azi.md/ro/story/214 (Accessed 17.03.2017).
Masrour Barzani: We Will Never Give up on Our Land. 26.02.2018. [On-line]:
http://www.basnews.com/index.php/en/interviews/418187 (Accessed 28.02.2018).
Mohammed Ala Jabar. The Politics of Iraqi Kurdistan: Towards Federalism or Secession? /
PhD
Thesis.
University
of
Canberra,
2013.
[On-line]:
http://www.canberra.edu.au/researchrepository/file/3bee44d0-f162-8598-ad64033aa44dd1e3/1/full_text.pdf. (Accessed 12.08.2018).
Moubayed Sami. Weak regimes accelerate shift towards federalism. [On-line]:
http://gulfnews.com/news/mena/syria/weak-regimes-accelerate-shift-towards-federalism1.2106368. (Accessed 16.05.2018).
Murolo
Giuseppe.
I
disastri
del
federalismo.
[On-line]:
http://www.murolo.it/index.php?page=diario&id=4&nome=I-disastri-del-federalismo
(Accessed 2.12.2015).
Natali
Denise.
Can
Federalism
Work
in
Iraq?
[On-line]:
https://www.files.ethz.ch/isn/134644/ER-Iraq%20Federalism.pdf (Accessed 12.08.2018).
Norris Pippa. Stable democracy and good governance in divided societies: Do power-sharing
institutions work? Paper for presentation at the International Studies Association 46th annual
convention. Cambridge: Harvard University, John F. Kennedy School of Government, 2005.
[On-line]:
https://www.hks.harvard.edu/fs/pnorris/Acrobat/Powersharing%20solutions.pdf
(Accessed 1.06.2017).
Pack Jason, Bruce St John Ronald. Libya's missteps threaten descent into federalism [Online]:
https://www.aljazeera.com/indepth/opinion/2012/06/2012614115342445476.html
(Accessed 15.01.2015).
PSDM consideră că constituirea unei federaţii în baza a doar doi subiecţi va transforma
Moldova într-o zonă de instabilitate şi de confruntări politice permanente. [On-line]:
http://www.infotag.md/reportaje/764151/(Accessed 2.02.2014).
Ricklefs Norman, Fathallah Hadi. From Syriato Iraq: federalize or perish.2016, 8 November.
[On-line]:
https://worldpolicy.org/2016/11/08/from-syria-to-iraq-federalize-orperish/(Accessed 10.07.2018).
Rodden Jonathan, Rose-Ackerman Susan. Does Federalism Preserve Markets? Yale Law
School
Scholarship
Series.
Paper,
1997,
590.
[On-line]:
http://digitalcommons.law.yale.edu/fss_papers/590 (Accessed 22.10.2012).

146

295.

296.

297.

298.

299.

300.

301.

302.
303.
304.

Syria
civil
war:
Key
powers
„consider
federal
division”.
[On-line]:
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2016/03/syria-civil-war-key-powers-federal-division160311072916545.html (Accessed 16.08.2017).
Schofield Julian. Conflict resolution in an emerging multilateral world. Federalism and
confederalism / Lecture Notes. Montreal, Quebec: Concordia University Press, 2003. [Online]:
http://tamilnation.co/conflictresolution/federalism/federalismconfederalism.htm
(Accessed 19.01.2018).
UK Foreign Secretary says federalism best solution for Syria. ARA News, 27 January, 2017.
[On-line]: http://aranews.net/2017/01/uk-foreign-secretary-says-federalism-best-solution-forsyria/. (Accessed 10.06.2017).
Зубов Андрей. Является ли федерализм наилучшей формой обеспечения прав и свобод
граждан России? [On-line]:
http://www.hrights.ru/text/b12/Chapter16.htm (Accessed
12.05.2017).
Исаев Леонид. Федерализм в Йемене: на обломках счастье сложно строить. [On-line]:
http://russiancouncil.ru/analytics-and-comments/analytics/federalizm-v-yemene-naoblomkakh-schaste-slozhno-stroit/(Accessed 18.12.2017).
Кузнецов Василий, Салем Валид. Безальтернативная хрупкость: судьба государстванации в арабском мире / International Middle Eastern Studies Club. [On-line]:
https://imesclub.org/ru/tribune-rus/2018-03-14-13-16-46 (Accessed 10.04.2018).
Лузин
Павел.
Кремлевский
колониализм
vs.
федерализм.
[On-line]:
http://intersectionproject.eu/ru/article/politics/kremlevskiy-kolonializm-vs-federalizm
(Accessed 15.05.2017)
Наумкин Виталий. „Ящик пандоры” федерализации на Ближнем Востоке. [On-line]:
http://ru.valdaiclub.com/a/highlights/yashchik-pandory-federalizatsii/ (Accessed 15.07.2018).
Новая тактика России по развалу Украины. Свободная пресса, 19.03.2017 [On-line]:
http://svpressa.ru/politic/article/168594/ (Accessed 10.06.2017).
США поддерживают курдский федерализм в Ираке и сильное КРГ. [On-line]:
http://riataza.com/2018/01/31/ssha-podderzhivayut-kurdskiy-federalizm-v-irake-i-silnoe-krg/
(Accessed 15.04.2018).

147

STATEMENT OF RESPONSIBILITY

I, the undersigned Rafik SULAIMAN, declare on my own responsibility that the materials presented in the present doctoral thesis are the result of my own research and scientific achievements. I am aware of the fact that, otherwise, I will bear the consequences in accordance with the
law in force.

SULAIMAN Rafik

Family name, first name
Signature
Date

7.01.2019

148

Dr. Rafik SULAIMAN

CV
PERSONAL
INFORMATION
First and Last Name

SULAIMAN Rafik

Birth Place and Year

El-Kaisaria, Siria, 20.07.1968

Citizenship

German

Contact information

Mardin Artuklu University, Institute for Living Languages in
Turkey and High school for Tourism and Hotel Management

Phone

+90 534 674 38 25

E- mail

rafiksulaiman@gmail.com

RESEARCH
INTERESTS

Political Sciences, History of Middle East and International
Relations, Philology / Germanistic Linguistics

EDUCATION
Gumnasium

Yusuf Ezema School, Malekea, Siria, 1987

High School (License)

English College for English Language in Hasaka, 1991

High School (Magister) Moldova State University, 1994
Doctoral studies

Moldova State University, 1998, Thesis Category of Anteriority
in English, Romanian and Arabic

Post-doctoral Studies

Philipps University of Marburg, Germany. Research
Contrastive Study and Translation based on English, Kurdish and
Russian, 2001-2007

Doctoral studies

University of Academy of Sciences of Moldova, Institute of
Legal and Political Studies, Thesis Functionality of federalism in
the contemporary world (Middle East), 2011-2017

WORK
EXPERIENCE
Ass. prof., Mardin Artuklu University, Institute for Living
Languages in Turkey and High School for Tourism and Hotel
Management, 2012 - present
149

President, Harman Foundation for Democracy and Research,
Berlin, 2007 - 2012
PARTICIPATION IN
PROJECTS

 The Project of Environment under Harman Foundation and
München Academy, Germany in context of the UNESCO
Cooperation (2008-2012)
 The International Project of Sheikh Zaid's Priz. Abu Dahbi
(2009)

Awards

KNOWLEDGE OF
THE FOREIGN
LANGUAGES

 USTA Center for Research and Strategic Studies in Mardin /
Turkey (2015)
 Harman Institute for Culture / Erbil-Kurdistan (2010)
 Kawa Foundation for Science and Culture / Erbil-Kurdistan
(2006)

German, English, Arabic, Kurdish, Russian, Turkish

PUBLICATIONS
BOOKS / Monographic studies
1. Rafik SULAIMAN. THE ANCIENT AND MODERN
KURDISH HISTORY. Berlin: Soran, 2016. 130 p. ISBN 9783-981668-67-4.

2. Rafik SULAIMAN. DEUTSCH ALS FREMDSPRACHE.
Berlin: Soran, 2016. 231 p.
3. Rafik SULAIMAN, Lokman TOPRAK. ENGLISH AS
VOCATIONAL LANGUAGE FOR TOURISM. Berlin:
Soran, 2015. 197 p. ISBN 978-945956-06-9.
4. Rafik SULAIMAN. THE COMPARATIVE STUDY
BASED ON THE CATEGORY OF ANTERIORITY IN
ENGLISH, KURDISH AND ARABIC. Berlin: Soran, 2015.
113 p.
5. Rafik SULAIMAN. PSYCHO-SOCIAL CONFLICTS AND
SOLUTIONS. Berlin: Evra Verlag, 2010. 120 p.

150

6. Rafik SULAIMAN. THEORETICAL AND SCIENTIFIC
STUDIES BASED ON VISIONS OF SHEIKH ZAYED. Berlin: Evra Verlag, 2007. 160 p.

7. Rafik SULAIMAN. ACADEMIC CONTRASTIVE STUDY
BASED ON BERZANIS AND KURDISH QUESTION. Berlin: Han Verlag, 2006. 290 p. ISBN 978-3-940997-10-4.

8.

Rafik SULAIMAN. KURDS OVER HISTORY. Berlin: Evra

Verlag, 2004. 116 p. ISBN 978-3-937716-07-7.
PUBLICATIONS IN DIFFERENT INTERNATIONAL JOURNALS AND BOOKS
9. Victor MORARU, Rafik SULAIMAN. THE ISSUE OF FEDERALISM IN THE
POLITICAL AND SCIENTIFIC AGENDA OF THE REPUBLIC OF MOLDOVA. In:
Revista de Filosofie, Sociologie și Științe Politice (Chișinău, Institutul de Cercetări
Juridice, Politice și Sociologice), 2018, N 3 (178), pp. 27-43. – 1,62 c.a. - ISSN 18572294.
[On-line]:
http://icjp.asm.md/sites/default/files/publicatii/revista_filosofie_sociologie_si_stiinte_politi
ce_nr_3_2018.pdf
10.

Victor MORARU, Rafik SULAIMAN. LABIRINTS OF FEDERALISM: THE WAY
OF KURDISTAN. In: Moldoscopie (Probleme de analiză politică), 2018, N 4 (LXXXIII),
pp. 80-90. –0,83 c. a. - ISSN 1812-2566.

11.

Rafik SULAIMAN. FEDERALISM: THE CONDITIONS OF FUNCTIONALITY. In:
Revista de Filosofie, Sociologie și Științe Politice (Chișinău, Institutul de Cercetări
Juridice și Politice al Academiei de Științe a Moldovei), 2017, N 2 (174), pp. 270-273. –
0,32 c. a. - ISSN 1857-2294. [On-line]:
http://icjp.asm.md/sites/default/files/publicatii/revista_nr_2_2017_0.pdf.

12.

Rafik SULAIMAN. THE PHENOMENON OF FEDERALISM: OPPORTUNITY OF
THE APPROACH IN TERMS OF POLITICAL SCIENCES. In: Convergențe
spirituale Iași-Chișinău (Iași), Iași, 2017, N 12-13, pp. 301-305. – 0,28 c.a. - ISSN 23439661.

151

13.

Rafik SULAIMAN. THE FEDERALISM - BETWEEN BENEFITS AND DISADVANTAGES. In: Национальная философия в глобальном мире: тезисы Первого белорусского философского конгресса / Национальная академия наук Беларуси, Институт
философии. – Минск: Беларуская навука, 2017, pp. 282-283. - 0,1 c. a. - ISBN 978-98508-2207-9. [On-line]: http://philosophy.by/wp-content/store/event-2018-10-18.pdf.

17.

Rafik SULAIMAN. CONTEMPORARY FEDERALISM: SOME FINDINGS AND
REFLECTIONS. In: Moldoscopie (Probleme de analiză politică), 2017, N 3, pp. 153156. - 0,26 c. a. - ISSN 1812-2566.

18.

Rafik SULAIMAN. A WAY TO FEDERALISM: THE RELEVANT ASIAN
EXPERIENCE. In: Law and Politology (AȘM - Azerbaidjan, Georgia, Republica
Moldova), 2016, N 33, pp. 53-56. - 0,48 c. a. - ISSN 1987-5533.

19.

Rafik SULAIMAN. THE EMERGENCE OF THE FEDERALISM IN UNITED
ARAB EMIRATES. În: Știință, Educație, Cultură / Materialele Conferinței
științifico-practice internaționale, Comrat, 4 februarie 2016. - Vol. 1. – Comrat:
Universitatea de Stat din Comrat, 2016, pp. 202-205. – 0,41 c. a. - ISBN 978-9975-83012-6.
[On-line]:
http://icjp.asm.md/content/participare-la-conferința-științificopractică-internațională-„știință-educație-cultură”;
http://www.kdu.md/images/attachments/sbornik_confer_2016_I.pdf.

20.

Rafik SULAIMAN.IRAQ FROM STATE OF NATIONALISM TO STATE OF
FEDERALISM. In: Tendințe contemporane ale dezvoltării științei: viziuni ale tinerilor cercetători/ Materialele Conferinței științifice internaționale a doctoranzilor,
Chișinău, 25 mai 2016. Chișinău: Universitatea Academiei de Științe a Moldovei, 2016,
pp. 167-171. - 0,3 c. a. - ISBN 978-9975-933-83-4. [On-line]:
http://edu.asm.md/sites/default/files/Volumul%20I%20FINAL.pdf.

21.

Rafik SULAIMAN. SCIENTIFIC STUDY BASED ON THE KURDISH QUESTION
(IN TURKEY AND SOLUTIONS). In: Convergențe spirituale Iași-Chișinău (Iași),
2016, N 10-11, pp. 503-508. - 0,33 c. a. - ISSN 2343-9661.

22.

Rafik SULAIMAN. THE OPPORTUNITIES AND THE LIMITS OF THE FEDERALISM. In: Pregătim viitorul promovând excelenţa. Studii şi articole. Iaşi: Editura Apollonia, 2016, pp. 435-441. - 0,3 c. a. - ISBN 978-606-8410-74-6.

23.

Rafik SULAIMAN.A CONTRASTIVE STUDY OF THE CATEGORY OF
ANTERIORITY (ENGLISH, KURDISH AND ARABIC). În: International Journal of
Communication Research (Iași, România), 2016, Vol. 6, N 2, pp. 313-317. - 0,43 c. a. ISSN 2246-9265.

24.

Rafik SULAIMAN. POLITICAL TRANSFORMATION IN THE MIDDLE EAST
(SYRIA AS AN EXAMPLE). In: International Journal of Communication Research
(Iași, România), 2015, N 4. – pp. 313-317. - 0,43 c. a. - ISSN 2246-9265. [On-line]:
http://www.ijcr.eu/articole/292_07%20Rafik%20SULAIMAN.pdf. (Indexed in EBSCO,
ProQuest, Doaj, Copernicus, Global Impact Factor). Impact factor – 0,786
(http://globalimpactfactor.com/international-journal-of-communication-research/.

25.

Rafik
SULAIMAN.
FEDERALISM:
OPORTUNITATEA
ABORDĂRII
POLITOLOGICE. In: Revista de Filosofie, Sociologie și Științe Politice(Chișinău,
152

Institutul de Cercetări Juridice și Politice al Academiei de Științe a Moldovei), 2015, N 3,
pp. 203-206. 0,3 c. a. - ISSN 1857-2294. [On-line]: http://iiesp.asm.md/wpcontent/uploads/2010/12/Revista_Filosofie-Sociologie.pdf.
26.

Rafik SULAIMAN. FEDERALISMUL CA PROBLEMĂ POLITOLOGICĂ. In:
Tendințe contemporane ale dezvoltării științei. Materialele Conferinței științifice
internaționale a doctoranzilor. Chișinău: Universitatea Academiei de Științe a Moldovei,
2015, p. 177. – 0,1 c. a. ISBN 978-9975-3036-4-4. [On-line]:
http://biblioteca.edu.asm.md/read.php?mode=image&id=105&file=109&page=177.

27.

Rafik SULAIMAN. THE POLITICAL INTERFERENCES OF THE FEDERALISM.
In: Revista de Filosofie, Sociologie și Științe Politice (Chișinău, Institutul de Cercetări
Juridice și Politice al Academiei de Științe a Moldovei), 2014, N 1, pp. 201-204. - 0,25 c.
a.
ISSN
1857-2294.
[On-line]:
http://iiesp.asm.md/wpcontent/uploads/2010/12/Revista_Filosofie-Sociologie.pdf.

28.

Rafik SULAIMAN. FATETELE FEDERALISMULUI. In: Victor Moraru (coord.).
Europenizarea: fatetele procesului. Chișinău: IIESP, 2013, pp. 107-110. – 0,28 c. a.
ISBN 978-9975-57-064-0.
On-line]:
http://iiesp.asm.md/wp-content/uploads/2013/04/Europenizarea-fateteleprocesului.pdf.

29.

Rafik SULAIMAN. FEDERALISM AND CONFEDERALISM: GEOPOLITICAL
ASPECTS. In: Revista de Filosofie, Sociologie și Științe Politice (Chișinău, Institutul de
Cercetări Juridice și Politice al Academiei de Științe a Moldovei), 2011, N 3, pp. 209-212. –
0,26 c. a. ISSN 1857-2294.
[On-line]: http://iiesp.asm.md/wp-content/uploads/2012/02/Revista-2011-nr3.pdf.

30.

Rafik SULAIMAN. ITINERARUL SINUOS AL UNEI CHESTIUNI CRUCIALE:
KURZII ÎN ISTORIE. In: Victor Moraru (coord.). Politica şi comunicarea în tranziţie /
Seria „Starea mass media”. - Chişinău: ULIM, 2006. – pp. 247-250. 0,2 c. a. ISBN: 9789975-934-95-4.
[On-line]:
http://lib.znate.ru/docs/index-125609.html?page=20;
http://www.scrigroup.com/diverse/jurnalism/Itinerarul-sinuos-al-unei-ches25181.php.

31.

Dmitry MELENCIUC, Elizaveta ONOFREICIUC, Rafik SULAIMAN. THE
CATEGORY OF ANTERIORITY IN ENGLISH, ROMANIAN AND ARABIC. In:
East West (Chişinau), 1996, N 3.

32.

Dmitry MELENCIUC, Elizaveta ONOFREICIUC, Rafik SULAIMAN. A
CONFRONTATIONAL ANALYSIS OF TAXIS IN ENGLISH, ROMANIAN AND
ARABIC. In: East West (Chişinau), 1996, N 3.

33.

Dmitry MELENCIUC, Rafik SULAIMAN. ASPECTUAL MEANS IN ENGLISH AND
ARABIC. In: East West (Chişinau), 1997, N 1.

34.

Dmitry MELENCIUC, Rafik SULAIMAN. A CONTRASTIVE STUDY OF THE
FINITE AND INFINITE FORMS IN ENGLISH AND ARABIC. In: East West
(Chişinau), 1998, N 2.

35.

Dmitry MELENCIUC, Rafik SULAIMAN. A CONTRASTIVE STUDY OF THE
TENSE, ASPECT AND TAXIS IN ENGLISH AND ARABIC. In: East West
(Chişinau), 1998, N 1.
153

PARTICIPATIONS AT INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCES:
1. Национальная философия в глобальном мире. – Первый Белорусский философский конгресс. – Национальная Академия Наук Беларуси, Институт Философии. –
Минск, 18-20 octombrie 2017. - THE FEDERALISM – BETWEEN BENEFITS AND
DISADVANTAGES.
2. Pregătim viitorul, promovând excelența. - Congres Internațional. – Ediția a XXVII-a. Academia Oamenilor de Știință din România, Universitatea „Apollonia”. – Iași, România, 2-5
martie 2017. - FEDERALISMUL CONTEMPORAN: PROBLEME ȘI CONTROVERSE
3. Pregătim viitorul, promovând excelența. - Congres Internațional. – Ediția a XXVII-a. Academia Oamenilor de Știință din România, Universitatea „Apollonia”. – Iași, România, 2-5
martie 2017. - THE SYRIAN WAR AND SOLUTIONS OF PEACE
4. Tendințe contemporane ale dezvoltării științei: viziuni ale tinerilor cercetători. - Conferința Științifică a Doctoranzilor. Ediția a V-a. - Universitatea Academiei de Științe a
Moldovei, Școala Doctorală Științe Juridice, Politice și Sociologice. – Chișinău, 20 mai 2016.
- IRAQ FROM STATE OF NATIONALISM TO STATE OF FEDERALISM
5. Evoluţii ale proceselor sociale, politice şi economice în contextul integrării europene. –
Conferință științifico-practică internațională. – Institutul de Cercetări Juridice și Politice al
Academiei de Științe a Moldovei, INCE al Academiei Române, Universitatea RomânoAmericană din București, Institutul de Filosofie al Academiei Naționale de Științe din Belarus.
- Chișinău, 12 mai 2016. - STRUCTURAREA FEDERALĂ A PUTERII ÎNTRE AVANTAJE
ȘI VULNERABILITĂȚI
6. Pregătim viitorul, promovând excelența. - Congres Internațional. – Ediția a XXVI-a. Academia Oamenilor de Știință din România, Universitatea „Apollonia”. – Iași, România, 35martie 2016. - THE OPPORTUNITIES AND THE LIMITS OF THE FEDERALISM
7. Știință, Educație, Cultură. - Conferința științifico-practică internațională. - Universitatea de
Stat din Comrat. - Comrat, 4 februarie 2016. - THE EMERGENCE OF THE FEDERALISM
IN UNITED ARAB EMIRATES
8. Dezvoltarea și cooperarea în Europa Centrală și de Est în contextul geopolitic actual. –
Conferință științifico-practică internațională. - Institutul de Cercetări Juridice și Politice al
Academiei de Științe a Moldovei, Institutul Național de Cercetări Economice „Costin
Kirițescu” al Academiei Române, Institutul de Filosofie al Academiei Naționale de Științe din
Belarus. – Chișinău, 7-8 mai 2015. - IMPACTUL FACTORULUI GEOPOLITIC ASUPRA
PROCESELOR POLITICE INTERNE: ÎNVĂȚĂMINTE ALE EXPERIENȚELOR
RECENTE.
9. Tendințe contemporane ale dezvoltării științei: viziuni ale tinerilor cercetători. Conferința Științifică a Doctoranzilor. Ediția a IV-a. - Universitatea Academiei de Științe a
Moldovei, Școala Doctorală Științe Juridice, Politice și Sociologice. – Chișinău, 10 martie
2015. - FEDERALISMUL CA PROBLEMĂ POLITOLOGICĂ.

154

10. Tendințe contemporane ale dezvoltării științei în contextul valorificării opțiunii
europene: viziuni ale tinerilor cercetători. - Conferința Științifică Internațională a
Doctoranzilor și Tinerilor Cercetători. – Academia de Științe a Moldovei, Institutul de Cercetări
Juridice și Politice al AȘM, Universitatea Academiei de Științe a Moldovei, Universitatea
Națională din Odesa „I. I. Mecinikov”, Universitatea de Drept din Kiev, Universitatea Rusă de
Prietenie a popoarelor. – Chișinău, 30 mai 2013. - FENOMENUL FEDERALISMULUI:
DIMENSIUNEA ETNICĂ.

155

