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In	 2012,	 three	 well‐known	 scholars	 in	 the	 field	 of	 international	
political	 theory	 edited	 one	 of	 the	 most	 complex	 books	 regarding	 the	
theoretical	 and	 empirical	 aspects	 of	 global	 democracy.	 Daniele	 Archi‐
bugi	 is	 Research	 Director	 at	 the	Italian	 National	 Research	 Council,	 in	
Rome	 and	 Professor	 of	 Innovation,	 Governance	 and	 Public	 Policy	 at	
the	University	of	London,	Department	of	Management,	Mathias	Koenig‐
Archibugi	 is	 Senior	 Lecturer	 in	 Global	 Politics	 at	 London	 School	 of	
Economics,	 while	 Raffaele	 Marchetti,	 Professor	 of	 International	 Rela‐
tions	at	LUISS	University	in	Italy.	
R.	Marchetti,	the	author	of	the	second	chapter	(the	first	one	being	the	

introduction),	defends	the	model	of	the	all‐inclusive	political	system	as	
the	 suitable	 reaction	 to	 the	 new	 demands	 of	 the	 post‐Westphalian	
order.	In	the	context	of	global	governance,	there	should	be	both	global	
demos	and	institutional	framework	according	to	federal	integration.		
In	 the	 third	 chapter,	 T.	 Macdonald	 advocates	 for	 the	 model	 of	 the	

stakeholder	democracy	which	would	determine	the	decrease	of	certain	
inequalities	and	the	increase	of	legitimacy	of	democratic	global	institu‐
tions.	 In	 response	 to	 his	 eagerness,	 Th.	 Christiano,	 the	 author	 of	 the	
fourth	chapter,	agreed	to	play	the	role	of	the	bad	wolf,	in	other	words,	
against	 global	 democracy.	 His	 argument	 is	 based	 on	 the	 presumption	
that	 even	 though	 the	 voluntary	 associations	 of	 the	 democratic	 states	
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respect	 the	 conditions	 of	 the	 transparency	 and	 the	 accountability,	 the	
global	processes	of	governance	still	lack	legitimacy.	The	model	of	demo‐
cratic	states	associations	may	at	a	certain	level	stand	as	a	standard,	but	
this	is	far	from	becoming	a	successful	and	universal	one.		
In	the	fifth	chapter,	A.	Follesdal	argues	for	a	cosmopolitan	democracy	

based	 on	multi‐level	 regulations	 concerning	 the	 democratic	 accounta‐
bility	and	the	direct	or	indirect	implication	of	the	citizens.	One	chapter	
later,	C.	Gould	vituperates	the	euphoric	attitude	of	democrats	 towards	
the	 global	 dimensions	 of	 democracy	 and	 the	 unfair	 neglect	 of	 the	
regional	ones.	From	a	multidimensional	perspective,	 transnational	de‐
mocracy	should	 therefore	 represent	a	mixture	between	 institutions	of	
governance,	 the	guarantee	of	human	rights,	 the	creation	of	new	forms	
of	regional	democracy	and	regional	communities.		
The	 seventh	 chapter,	 signed	 by	 T.	 Murithi,	 invokes	 the	 case	 of	 the	

United	 Nations	 an	 agent	 of	 global	 democracy,	 idea	 on	 which	 Archi‐
bugi,	Balduini	and	Donati	(2000,	pp.	125‐142)	previously	reflected.	His	
doubt	 concerning	 the	UN	 reform	 is	 replaced	 by	 the	 confidence	 in	 the	
World	 Federation	 of	 Nations	 having	 civil,	 national	 and	 supranational	
institutions.	 In	 a	 radical	manner,	 the	 eight’s	 intervention	 is	 that	 of	 B.	
Frey,	in	which	he	conjures	the	haunting	spirit	of	the	world	government,	
usually	 rejected,	 accused	 of	 utopianism	 even	 by	 cosmopolitans	 and	
global	democrats.	In	this	peculiar	context,	he	suggests	a	rapprochement	
of	the	citizens	to	the	global	politics	through	functional	democratic	units	
and	adaptive	citizenship	(non‐exclusive	to	the	national	boundaries	and	
more	opened	to	the	organizational	ones).		
M.	Koenig‐Archibugi’s	article	might	be	summed	up	as	a	quid	pro	quo,	

a	swinging	between	solutions	on	the	path	of	state‐democracy	and	those	
for	 the	 global	 democracy.	 The	 rich	 and	 exuberant	 history	 of	 national	
democracy	 (Mihailescu	 2013,	 pp.	 40‐45)	 and	 the	 array	 of	 theories	
concerning	 its	 aspects,	norms,	 values	or	practices	 should	be	exploited	
on	 behalf	 of	 the	 new	 democracy	 about	 to	 be	 born.	 In	 the	 end,	 he	
suggests	 a	 (non‐exhaustive)	 list	 of	 six	 possible	 paths	 of	 segmental	
theories	which	might	successfully	fit	the	global	democratic	standards.		
In	 the	 tenth	 chapter,	 K.	Macdonald	 defends	 a	 pluralist	 institutional	

model,	 against	 the	 skepticism	 regarding	 the	 feasibility	 of	 the	 global	
democracy	 system	 of	 decision	 making.	 In	 this	 respect,	 her	 attention	
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focuses	 on	 the	 rational‐institutional	 aspects	 of	 the	 global	 governance.	
Without	any	reductionist	intentions,	I	believe	that	her	secret	ingredient	
for	 a	 reachable	 global	 democracy	 is	 the	 investment	 in	 accountability.	
Moreover,	the	same	assumption	seems	to	be	presented	also	in	the	next	
chapter	where	J.	Tallberg	and	A.	Uhlin	praise	the	activity	of	civil	society	
in	 the	 creation	of	 a	 future	global	democracy.	Through	 its	mechanisms	
and	levers,	it	both	expands	participation	and	enforces	accountability.		
B.S.	 Chimni	 stresses	 out	 the	 social‐economic	 implications	 of	 global	

democracy.	 Being	 against	 the	 reductionism	 of	 the	 Western	 modern	
model,	he	prefers	the	idea	of	an	insurgent	cosmopolitanism	able	to	ac‐
cept	several	and	different	“modernities”;	to	fight	against	imperialism	in	
order	to	establish	the	global	social	welfare;	to	maintain	the	state	as	the	
main	interface	of	global	policies;	to	create	a	multi‐layered	democracy.		
In	the	thirteenth	chapter,	D.	Archibugi’s	attempt	consists	in	revealing	

the	liaisons	between	the	democratic	peace	theory	and	global	democra‐
cy.	If	there	is	an	undeniable	link	between	peace	and	democracy,	then,	in	
order	to	see	us	approaching	to	global	democracy,	should	we	wait	for	all	
states	 to	 give	up	 their	 authoritarian	 clothes	and	habits?	Certainly	not.	
Still,	 nowadays	 democracies	 should	 profit	 from	 their	 enormous	 inter‐
national	 advantages	 over	 the	 authoritarian	 states.	 Even	 though	 the	
world	is	still	partially	free,	the	goal	of	complete	democratization	should	
never	be	abandoned.		
The	analytical	spirit	of	the	book,	R.	Falk,	announces	in	the	last	chap‐

ter	 the	 much	 more	 that	 has	 to	 be	 done	 for	 global	 democracy,	 but	
appreciates	that	it	already	surpassed	the	phase	of	“utopian	imageries”.	
Despite	 some	 false	 promises	 and	 perils	 of	 global	 democracy,	 Falk	
proves	 the	 consciousness	 of	 the	 fact	 that	 in	 these	 new	 and	 changing	
times,	the	individuals’	mission	(and	of	course	of	the	scholars)	is	“to	act,	
think	 and	 feel	 globally	 and	 normatively,	 whatever	 we	 decide	 to	 do	
locally	and	personally”	(Falk	2012,	p.	283).		
Global	democracy	 is	put	 into	 the	 light	 through	the	 tension	between	

international	organizations	and	democratic	principles	and	procedures.	
From	 a	 confederal	 point	 of	 view,	 democracy	 can	 reach	 global	 dimen‐
sions	 only	 through	 the	 member	 states	 of	 the	 international	 organiza‐
tions.	The	more	democratic	 the	states,	 the	more	democratic	 the	 inter‐
national	 institutions.	 From	 a	 federal	 point	 of	 view,	 no	 matter	 the	
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political	regimes	of	the	states,	 the	 future	of	global	democracy	 is	 in	 the	
hands	of	 reformed	 international	 institutions.	From	a	polycentric	point	
of	view,	all	the	actors	of	the	international	system	(states,	organizations,	
corporations,	 groups,	 citizens	 and	 so	 on)	 influence	 the	 global	 me‐
chanism	of	decisions.	There	is	still	much	to	be	done	for	the	global	demo‐
cracy,	 but	 through	 the	 intensification	 of	 social	 mobilization	 and	 the	
cooperation	 between	 states,	 the	 reforms	 of	 the	 international	 organi‐
zations	and	the	creation	of	new	regulations,	 the	rising	of	a	new	era	of	
the	governance	may	come	sooner	than	expected.	
The	 editors	 suggested	 some	 criteria	 for	 organizing	 the	 chapters	 in	

that	 certain	 order.	However,	 as	 soon	 as	 the	 reader	 passes	 through	 its	
pages,	 he	 realizes	 that	 there	 could	 also	 be	 stressed	 out	 other	 criteria.	
For	 instance,	 one	 of	 the	 difficulties	 in	 perceiving	 the	 complexity	 of	
global	 democracy	 consists	 in	 methodological	 aspects.	 Should	 global	
democracy	 be	 understood	 as	 a	 “catch‐all”	 theory	 (K.	 Macdonald,	 Tal‐
lberg,	Uhlin)	or	as	a	“divide‐it”	theory	(Koenig‐Archibugi,	Chimni)?		
In	my	 eyes,	 this	 particular	 book	 reveals	 itself	 as	 an	 Olympic	 arena	

where	players	compete	in	the	same	game	or	in	a	different	one.	Still,	as	
in	Olympic	Games,	all	 the	competitors	are	gathered	by	similar	desires,	
expectations	and	emotions,	being	part	of	one	same	community,	namely	
that	 of	 high	 performance	 sport.	 Mutatis	 mutandis	 the	 authors	 who	
“perform”	 in	 the	pages	of	 this	book	are	scholars	preoccupied	with	 the	
theoretical,	 institutional,	 axiological,	 procedural	 implications	 of	 the	
global	democracy,	be	they	for	or	against	it.	At	a	certain	point,	the	reader	
might	 be	 under	 the	 impression	 that	 all	 the	 authors	 involved	 in	 this	
editorial	 project	 are	 competing	 for	 finding	 the	 easiest	 and	 the	 safest	
path	toward	global	democracy.	And	if	put	in	the	situation	of	naming	the	
winner	of	this	competition,	he	would	be	astonished	to	discover	that	the	
real	winner	 is	 outside	 of	 the	 pages,	 it	 is	 him‐the	 reader.	 By	 being	 an	
extremely	complex	and	well‐organized	book	on	global	democracy,	I	am	
convinced	that	if	be	it	translated,	the	Romanian	scientific	public	would	
appreciate	it.		
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