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Go individualize the globalized world 
© by Michael Hasenbeck, AP PL „Schluessel zum Licht“, Nr. 125, 
i.Or. Weimar, Germany 
 
After München, Istanbul, Paris, London, Cleveland/Ohio, Kabul, 
Nampala/Mali, Ansbach/Bavaria, Rouen, Syria and so on it seems 
the great idea of a global humanism is on the decline, again 
absurd ideas of nationalism and religious fanaticism are able to 
conquer hearts and minds - but are we helpless?  
 

Of course the destabilization of the European Union, several other 
regions and countries for various reasons, such as global terrorism 
and despotism, abstruse groups of suicide bombers, killers and 
economic interests is a big challenge to work on. It is hard to 
understand the different interests and it seems to be impossible 
to find a global solution in these troubled times. But does that 
really mean we are helpless?  
 

Initially our opportunities to change something appear to be 
limited. The UN, the EU, the NATO, G20 and other multinational 
organizations and structures act slowly and are often inflexible. 
On the other hand, is this not a time for taking new initiatives? 
 
What about a "revolutionary conservative" approach and try to 
speak with real people in order to "individualize the globalized 
world". That means to communicate personally with family, 
friends, neighbors and colleagues and also with people on the 
street in use of every possible opportunity to argue against fear 
and hatred caused by the lack of information and education or 
simply caused by ignorance.  
 

Certainly you will reach more people via Twitter or Facebook and 
all the other "social-mass-medias". But aren't they a part of the 
problem, especially in politics? 
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For example, I am not convinced that social media with all its 
virtual and anonymous identities give our politicians a true picture 
of how people really think and are not a reliable source for 
empathy. And is there anybody who can tell us something about 
the serious damages by misinformation and scaremongering that 
is so prevalent in the new media? Isn't it a problem that many 
people are very selective about what they read or hear, and 
sometimes it seems that they don't want to reflect the truth? A 
few days ago the German Telekom twittered "already 3 million 
TV-customers only watch, what they want to see", but where will 
it end, when people create their own - entertainment determined 
- reality, enriched by talk shows with a dubious content.  
 

Well, of course we find exceptions and I have to admit that even 
some posts clarify clearly the author’s point of view and where 
people try to give honestly and objective information's. However, 
is this enough to stand against the dehumanization of speech in 
the World Wide Web, against all these web-created platforms for 
angry violent people, the "generation shitstormer" and even state 
controlled disinformation's? I guess not. It needs more effort than 
"#" to convince through arguments and gain back trust. 
 

In this situation I don't think it is old fashioned to ask for more 
communication between individuals and it will be hard work to 
raise my voice against discrimination, violence and hatred in daily 
dialogues. Maybe it will be scary to stand up and argue against 
nationalist, fascist, communist and extreme religious and other 
anti-democratic movements, systems, groups and individuals, 
knowing that I can't just switch off the computer, leaving the 
world behind when the situation gets rough.  
It will take my courage to act personally, face to face and not only 
face to book.  
So it requires preparation before I try to help "individualizing the 
globalized world". 
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Necessarily, I have to define my anchor points and lighthouses to 
get through the stormy sea. I need guidelines to be open minded 
and willing to listen to my counterparts, finding a stronghold in 
the daily struggle against the so called mainstream. You might say 
this is too abstract, but if I want to change something I have to 
identify my guidelines clearly. That means to me  
 

1.  in general, I have to make a step forward to an undogmatic 
Global Ethic with a clear commitment to 

 humanism based on the right of life, freedom, equality 
(especially for women and men) and fraternity 

 law based democratic states, controlled by free elected 
Parliaments with administrations bound to the law of the 
land and an independent judiciary 

 a state that protects freedom of speech and believes and 
guarantees an independent press and other medias 

 humanism that is combined with the undoubted signal, that 
violence especially against helpless and innocent people is 
not the way to solve conflicts. 

 a liberal State that will stay offensive against any abuse of 
hospitality and crime with immediate prosecution 

 a democratic State that in the last consequence will use 
military interventions under the leadership of the UN to save 
refugees and other helpless people seeking for protection. 

 

2. for my individual development I have   
 to find out my strengths and skills to work for a value based 

change. 
 to accept that an open discourse and dialogue is the 

beginning of change. 
 to be able to engage with difficult topics and the people 

around me. 
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 to accept that I don't have the power to take action on every 
issue, but this cannot mean to abandon the struggle for 
freedom and humanity. 

 to start asking questions and take the time to listen.  
 

3. I have to join the worldwide individual chain of sisters and 
brothers while 

 standing up against hatred, violence and betrayal  
 working for an open minded exchange about values, hopes 

and development 

 overcoming the speechlessness between poor and rich, well 
and non-educated people. 

 

Yes, it will be a hard work. But I think it is an alternative for me - 
and couldn’t it be something for you as well? 
 
Weimar, 18th Sep. 2016 


