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Call for papers 
for the annual conference of the “Iustinianus Primus” Law Faculty - Skopje
in honor of 25 years of the establishment of the political science studies 


“Law, justice and politics in the contemporary democratic context”



Distinguished colleagues,

The “Iustinianus Primus” Law Faculty, Ss. Cyril and Methodius University - Skopje announces a call for papers for the annual conference titled as “Law, justice and politics in the contemporary democratic context”. The annual conference is organized in honor of 25th anniversary since the establishment of the political science studies at the “Iustinianus Primus” Law Faculty, Skopje and is organized in cooperation with the Macedonian political science association (MPSA). The conference will take place at the premises of the Law Faculty on December 10th, 2018. 

Applicants are kindly requested to submit their abstracts (300 - 500 words), no later than November 26th, 2018, on the following email address: n.markovic@pf.ukim.edu.mk. 

The Academic board will select the abstracts by November 30th, 2018 and the conference program will be published by December 3rd, 2018. Selected applicants will have the opportunity to publish their papers in the Yearbook in honor of 25 years from the establishment of the political science studies, to be published by the Law Faculty in 2019. 

Participation is tuition free and the expenses related to travel and accommodation are to be covered by participants themselves. 

The official languages of the conference are Macedonian and English. 

The topics of the conference entail, but are not limited to:


Contemporary legal challenges

The law seems to be a “moving target” in the contemporary dynamic world, now more than ever. Dynamic national legislatures, in their effort to adapt to global trends and political requirements of supranational political actors, rapidly and often without critical reflection and scrutiny adopt new legal frameworks in different fields of the Law, creating pressure for academicians and practitioners to both adapt global rules to national contexts, and at the same time predict the outcomes of newly established legal rules, again for the native political and legal system. National parliaments, in their effort to keep up with both popular demands and internationally undertaken obligations, speedily produce laws and bylaws in different fields, changing the legal landscape in all legal fields. This leads to three different “points of pressure” for legal theoreticians. The first challenge stems from the clash between legal theory and legal practice, given the gap that often appears in applying rules and their theoretical interpretation, given that the two not always coincide by default. The second challenge derives from the friction between the standards of the legal profession/practice and the political pressures that often come “from above” or “from below” and result in compromises with legal standards in various legal fields, that in turn reflects on the quality of legal solutions. The third, and by no means final challenge, comes from the scope of the actors affected by the daily changing legal environment, including physical persons, families, companies/businesses, political actors, state institutions and public administration, the judiciary, government agencies, national parliaments, academia etc. Incorporating all entities in a single line of legal rules seems a complicated task on its own, becoming even more complex taken in consideration often conflicting interests of various social actors. 


Justice between ethnics and politics

One of the most vibrant debates at present, in both legal and political science, is concentrated around the term “justice”. It seems that in the previous century, the academic discourse was dominated by the Rawlsian idea of “justice as fairness” (Rawls, 1971) and its critiques, shifting the complete understanding of justice as social redistribution of resources and opportunities. However, the term is far from depleted when exclusively socio-economic aspects are taken in consideration. In democratizing societies, such as societies in Southeast Europe, the term “justice” refers to several aspects that depart from the socio-economic meaning of the term and relate to spheres inherent to the political destinies of societies in the region. Although the initial understanding of the term relates exactly to socio-economic aspects of processes such as privatization, denationalization, economic restructuring of society as well as the obvious inequalities produced in the last three decades, there are additional meanings that deserve academic attention. Seen from a different angle, the concept of justice also relates to the victims of the wars of the nineties in the Balkans, be it on individual or the collective level, seen as country disputes and feuds, settled in international courts. Additionally, the term might refer to one of the biggest weakness of the societies in the region, the sphere of criminal justice, directly related to legal reforms on the judiciary, pressed between requirements of daily politics and the popular urge for a more just society. From the perspective of international politics, the term justice might also apply to the even application of international standards on topics such as minority issues, harmonization of legislation or neighborly relations, in situations where asymmetric relations of power emerge between countries. Finally, the term justice has a global dimension, especially in the midst of the worldwide migratory crisis, where justice must be done both to indigenous populations as well as migrants and refugees that deserve a fair treatment. Having all these aspects in mind, the answer to the questions “what is justice?”, especially in the regional context, seems more challenging that it looks at first glance.   


Democracy between future perspectives and backsliding

Democratic development is anything but a linear process of incremental progress in democratic standards in a given state. Introduction of democracy in previously authoritarian or totalitarian societies comes with the heavy legacy of undemocratic political culture and equally undemocratic political practices, whose change depends on a number of factors within the societies and in the immediate neighborhood. Ever since the introduction of the third wave of democracy (Huntington, 1991), all societies in the process of democratization have been faced with ups and downs in their democratic development. However, in the last several years, as comparative research has shown (Nations in transit, 2018) there is massive democratic backsliding globally, and especially in Eastern and Southeast Europe, followed by state capture and diminished media freedoms. In such burdensome context, the very concept of democracy and especially liberalism is put under scrutiny, while the concept of human rights needs to be revisited in times when access to fundamental human rights is being diminished by the dominance of the concept of “enlightened” authoritarian regimes over the concept of consolidated (or at least semi-consolidated) democracies. Given the fundamental clash of both concepts several questions arise. What is the future of democracy in democratizing societies? Will “soft” authoritarianism replace semi-consolidated forms of democracy? How does populism fit in this context? Are fundamental rights and freedoms put in danger? Do democratizing societies globally have the strength to overcome democratic backsliding? Does the interference of external factors aid the process or makes it harder? What are the perspectives of moderate left and right parties under the impact of the radical left- and right-wing movements? How can social movements affect the democratic ambient? Although long, this is by no means the final list of issues posted in front of democratizing societies in search of a functioning form of democracy. 


Sincerely,
The Academic board of the conference 

Prof. Irena Rajchinovska – Pandeva, PhD
Prof. Elena MIhajlova – Stratilati, PhD
Prof. Ivanka Vasilevska, PhD
Prof. Zoran Ilievski, PhD
Prof. Nenad Markovikj, PhD
Prof. Ivan Damjanovski, PhD
Prof. Dragan Gocevski, PhD
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