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REFLECTIONS ON SOLIDARITY IN GLOBAL
AND TRANSNATIONAL ENVIRONMENT: ISSUE OF SOCIAL
RECOGNITION IN THE CONTEXT OF THE POTENTIAL AND
LIMITATIONS OF THE MEDIA
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Abstract: The present article deals with issues of social recognition in the global and transnational
environment. It deals with the issue of solidarity, a form of recognition that has no adequate parallel beyond
nation state borders and manifests itself mainly in the transnational economy. We focus on the articulation of
the extraterritorial recognition of social rights-holders at the international and transnational levels of justice.
It is clear that conditions in developing countries do not allow the people there to express disapproval in ways
that are typical for Western societies. We stress that states should strengthen their influence in global and
transnational organizations and equally that the media should improve its informative role and should provide
information on what is happening in developing parts of the world.
Key words: media agenda; Honneth; informative role of the media; recognition; solidarity; social
accountability of the media; transnational recognition.

Introduction
Recognition1 has become a key concept of our time. It was placed firmly on the agenda
by Axel Honneth and Nancy Fraser (2003) when the struggle for recognition found itself at
the centre of attention in connection with the development of modern society and attempts to
eliminate fossilized social hierarchies. Social status is not necessarily a given reality, but may
be a social construction of misrecognition, which the individual does not have to tolerate and
1

The concept of recognition has its origins in Hegel’s philosophy, especially in the Phenomenology
of Spirit. In this tradition, recognition is an ideal reciprocal relation between those involved, where
each person sees the other as being equal, yet separate. This relationship is considered to constitute
personality. The New-Hegelians, C. Taylor (1989) and A. Honneth, claim in relation to Hegel (1960)
and H. Mead (1934), that the concept of recognition implies a thesis in which social relations precede
the individual and inter-subjectivity takes precedence over personality. This means that in order for the
full and undivided personality to be accepted, acceptance, respect and acknowledgement of a person’s
abilities and performance by the others involved in the interaction are all essential requirements
(Honneth, 1996; Honneth, 2014).
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can challenge (Solík, 2014; Hrubec, 2011a). In attempting to establish relationships of mutual
recognition we can see the driving force lies in the development of local, transnational and
global contexts. Recognition is essential to every individual’s self-realization, development,
freedom and autonomy. One of the fundamental motivations behind the issue of recognition
seems to relate to investigations into how an individual’s identity is formed as an attempt
to “gain” mutual recognition from those with whom the individual interacts in the social
environment (Honneth, 1996; Honneth, 2000; Palovičová, 2007; Hrubec, 2011a; Solík, 2010).
Misrecognition is recognition’s dynamic counterpart and the source of social conflict. When
analysing misrecognition, we start with the social tensions and deprivations that both result
from the misrecognition of the individual’s normative expectations and constitute the driving
force behind the development of society.2 Misrecognition has a major impact not only on
the micro-level of everyday interpersonal relations, but is also manifest particularly at the
level of socially and culturally defined relationships and increases substantially at the global
and transnational levels which extend beyond national and local patterns, thus crystallizing
the concept of misrecognition in all aspects and directions. Mutual relationships are more
complex at global and transnational levels, while the simpler nature of local misrecognition
means that is concerns more isolated elements. Logically, local misrecognition does not
reflect the complexity of the elements occurring within the international order. Recognition
and misrecognition beyond national borders require the articulation of new forms of
misrecognition stressing the social dynamics of fights for recognition in the field of
extraterritorial recognition of social human rights anticipated by socially misrecognized
groups (Hrubec, 2013; Solík, 2013).
In this article, which takes as its starting point Honneth’s recognition theory, we attempt
to highlight the problem of social recognition in global and transnational contexts and to
identify media indifference to issues of solidarity at the global and transnational levels. The
way in which the media is organized in developing countries differs from the models of
media systems defined by Hallin and Mancini (2008), i.e. the media system relates directly
to the political order, which is different in every country. We also consider issues related to
the topics covered by the media, and the breaching of the audience’s normative expectations,
especially in relation to diversity (Trampota & Vojtěchovská, 2010, p. 100). The media
select from a wide range of events on a daily basis and focus only on the smallest amount of
information. At present, agenda-setting and preferential information are directly determined
by interests groups who engage in communication with the public. The extent to which the
topic is relevant also plays an important role.3
In considering recognition in the context of globalization and transnational economy, we
cannot ignore the way in which media information is presented and subsequently interpreted
2

Honneth understands misrecognition negatively and considers it to be damaging because it harms a
person’s positive self-understanding, which can be obtained intra-subjectively (Honneth, 1992, pp. 187201).
3
Relevance is the primary determinant of the necessity for orientation. If we apply this to the topic of
study we can conclude that the recipients are not interested in social misrecognition and solidarity at
the transnational and global levels (because it does not relate directly to their existence), and therefore
events occurring in distant countries are irrelevant to the majority of the population living in the
Western world (McCombs, 2009, p. 93).
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or the way in which regional information is affected by the processes that ensure its
dissemination. In today’s global communication, the exchange of information is linked to the
existence of supranational communication conglomerates. These can be considered to be the
key actors in the global system of communication. Although the large communication groups
operate on the global market, almost all of them are located in North America, Europe,
Australia or Japan.4 The development of communication conglomerates has led to the
concentration of economic and symbolic power accumulated in the hands of private owners
(Thompson, 2004, pp. 131-132). The concentrated ownership of media companies enables
the selective picking of information, which, given its nature and the faraway location, cannot
be verified. This also contributes negatively to the lack of interest in and marginalization of
solidarity and recognition in developing countries.5 It is evident in exploring this topic that
communication systems are linked to the execution of economic, political and military power
(ibid., p. 137).
The first part of the article is devoted to Axel Honneth’s concept of recognition, which
was formulated at the interpersonal level and his three-level theory of recognition that deals
with the local community. The second part focuses on questions of solidarity at the global
level, particularly on issues related to the limited potential for implementing solidarity in
a global and transnational economy. The third part points to the potential and limitations
of the media in articulating struggles for social recognition in the global and transnational
environment.
Recognition and its place in local and transnational relations
In his The Struggle for Recognition: Moral Grammar of Social Conflicts, Honneth defines three forms of recognition—love, justice and solidarity.6 Honneth sees love, the first
form of recognition (Honneth, 1996), as different kinds of friendships, parent-child relationships, as well as erotic relationships associated with strong emotions. This form of mutual
recognition is particularly important in creating basic individual self-confidence. The second
form of recognition, Honneth states, refers to rights; he works on the assumption that we
view one other as bearers of certain rights and entitlements. As a result, one has a practical relationship with oneself based on self-respect. Honneth has pushed for a higher level of
4

Developing countries often provide them with markets for media services and products, but almost
none of the media companies is located in those countries.
5
It is important to point out that the current era can be characterised by the strengthening of newly
emerging great powers such as China, India, and Brazil. Russia’s traditional power status has been
restored and the significance of the Islamic world has been recognized. The era of “Western”
dominance is being transformed into the “Rise of the Rest”, which introduces the potential of a new
global set of great powers. These trends can be seen in the increased significance of growing media
centres like RT (Russia), CCTV (China), Al Jazeera, etc., that may have a considerable influence on the
way in which the public is informed about marginalized topics, especially news related to developing
countries.
6
Honneth seeks practical social determinants that would provide space for a “practical” relationship to
develop between that person and society. For Honneth, the concept of recognition represents a priority
because it is superior to all other human relationships towards the world.
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morality in global politics and he argues in favour of strengthening human rights. The third
form of mutual recognition (solidarity) is acquired by participating in the activities of the human community and contributing to its way of life. This form of mutual recognition leads to
the individual having a practical relationship with itself, based on self-esteem; it is a kind of
social evaluation of the specific features and capabilities of an individual. In contrast to the
environment in which the second type of mutual recognition (rights) emerges, this community differs from other social groups in its values and objectives. It does not refer to universal
recognition of equal status as is the case in law, but refers to solidarity with a particular community. Therefore, this type of recognition is not focused on universal recognition of statuses
as in the case of rights, but on solidarity with a particular community instead.
Honneth argues that the integration of mutual relationships depends on how deeply
anchored are the relationships between the individual and the others. It is possible to go
beyond this framework to establish solidarity with regional or continental intercultural
communities, or with a cosmopolitan community. In our opinion, this kind of interpretation
is a forgotten element in Hegel’s philosophy, on which the Universalist perspective of the
community is based. Honneth does not only subscribe to Hegel’s concept of recognition,
but also to his concept of community; however, he does not propose a neo-Hegelian concept
that would go beyond the limits of the conception of international politics in order to
analyse global and transnational issues. The main issue with Honneth’s conception is that
it underestimates transnational and global relations. Czech philosopher and social scientist
Marek Hrubec argues that Honneth’s focus on recognition between nation-states “prevents
him from grasping major evolutionary dynamics taking place above the plane of nation
states especially during the last decades, because transnationalisation and globalization
significantly de-statize economic, political, legal, social and other national orders” (Hrubec,
2014, p. 321). It is important to note that Honneth is more interested in social theory in
general and despite the fact that he does not consider what might occur as a consequence of
implementing his theory of recognition within international and global relations, his point is
representative of work that enables such considerations to be made.
Where solidarity, the third form of recognition, is concerned, the problem is compounded
by the fact that solidarity is not sufficiently promoted in shared values (Heins, 2008) at the
international level. Marek Hrubec does not accept a passive approach to the problem, and
argues the transnational and global struggles for recognition developed by the global poor,
the exploited and other marginalized groups (Hrubec, 2011a; Hrubec, 2011b; Hrubec, 2013;
Hrubec, 2014). Since work at the transnational level is not valued equally, this apparently
misrecognizes and thus discredits those whose performance is evaluated at a lower level than
it would be in developed countries. Moreover, these issues have to be solved in the context of
intercultural dialogue between different cultures with different value systems (Hrubec, 2010a;
Hrubec, 2010b; Dunaj, 2010).
Articulating solidarity in the global and transnational economy
In this part we deal with recognition as a normative conception of economic-social issues
beyond national borders. We focus on the articulation of extraterritorial recognition of social
rights-holders at the international and supranational levels of justice. One of the main reasons
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rights-holders are misrecognized is the fact that the legal system does not clearly recognize
the ties between strong economic actors in global capitalism. There is a need to eliminate
global social injustice in a normative sense. When analysing intercultural recognition, we
deal with cultural and diplomatic behaviour, i.e. how to adapt relations between different
culturally defined groups and how to find and create transcultural overlaps in recognizing
basic human needs.
In contrast to this, many countries in Africa and Asia struggle for economic and social
survival. Resistance against injustice in these areas is expressed by groups and individuals
within their experiences of the violation of expected recognition; misrecognition is
transformed into a motivational force that forms the basis for all opposition and criticism.
Every day around 50,000 people die of the poverty-related problems typically found in these
countries, which amounts to 18 million people per year (Pogge, 2002; Hrubec, 2011a, pp.
405-411). If these people wanted to protest, they would have to find a way of expressing their
disapproval, but the prosperity of the West renders this potential target for social change
almost invisible.
If we seek to determine the normative requirements of the global poor who face social
misrecognition, we cannot focus solely on publicly articulated normative goals. People
expect dissatisfaction will be expressed as it is in the West against traditional targets of
moral and political protest. The Western method of publically decrying experiences of
injustice plays an essential role in the struggle for justice; however, simply expressing public
dissatisfaction cannot be the most important element, not even if the suffering of the global
poor was to be publicly protested. Measuring it like this prevents us from considering other
non-public forms of social lack that deserve our attention. Indeed, this approach retains the
limitations typically associated with the current level of articulation of misrecognition. The
so-called “Western approach” to social lack disregards everyday forms of social injustice that
escape public notice. People who live in developing countries formulate their claims through
their everyday struggle for survival in very basic living conditions and in extreme poverty.
It is clear that these conditions mean they cannot show disagreement as we typically
would, i.e. in street demonstrations. Their struggle for recognition is the struggle for water,
for food, for shelter, etc. We witness efforts to redefine the economic, political and cultural
recognition of individual actors and the gradual transition from unipolarism and unilateralism
to multilateralism and multipolarism. Individual countries and entire macro-regions seek
recognition for their own version of modernization, which they do not want to reduce to the
western (global) model. The ultimate question of the future of terrestrial civilization will
have to deal with the co-existence of diverse modernities, particularly social and cultural
rights that are currently unheard and overlooked.
The dialogue between Fraser and Honneth (2003) is representative of the discussions
on this issue. We agree with Honneth’s statement that in terms of the theory, Fraser underestimates social movements, which are deprived of the right to public social recognition.
However, we believe that Honneth does not take into account the fact that Fraser deals with
important global issues relevant to the changing role of nation states in the global context.
An adequate theory should recognize that the disagreement among different misrecognized
groups in the population have yet to develop into powerful forms. Yet, in order to understand
the disagreement among the global poor and their normative expectations, there must be an
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analysis of the current international and supranational order. The needs of the global poor
may be satisfied by removing the barriers that prevent them from being fulfilled.
Everyday struggles for recognition must be remembered even when virtually no attention
is paid to them, and we must not forget to develop social investigation into the global
order. The need to strengthen international law is only the first in a whole range of other
requirements. The international legal system contains progressive elements that could be
developed, thereby helping shape a cosmopolitan legal system. One important element
achieving prominence is extraterritorial recognition. Hrubec (2011a, p. 414) explains why the
concept of extraterritorial recognition has become relevant to the global poor’s struggle for
recognition in the current global era, albeit in the historical framework of the Westphalian
system of international relations. The concept of extraterritorial recognition has only been
used in a limited number of cases, which did not affect large numbers of people, or the
system of international relations. Extra-territorial recognition enables transnational regulation
of the economy, but, at the same time, the latter limits the potential for extra-territorial
recognition. Transnational corporations pursue their own interests and their policies result
in losses to the most disadvantaged entities and to the poorest populations of the world.
We are witnesses to two antagonistic processes. On one hand, global and transnational
economic structures are emerging (such as the International Monetary Fund, the World Trade
Organization and the World Bank), and, on the other hand, global and transnational social
criticism are on the increase. People are rebelling against the negative impact the various
kinds of liberalization enforced as part of structural assimilation programs have had on many
countries. The negative impact these measures have had on the most vulnerable section of
the world’s population is a crucial argument in discussions about regulating transnational
corporations and international financial institutions. Nation states have lost the influence they
originally had, while corporations and international financial institutions have significantly
strengthened their influence. Globalization has eliminated the ability of states to accumulate
profits in poor countries, transferring them to transnational corporations. Iris Young (2008)
discusses this arguing that the social relationship model of responsibility holds that the actors
are responsible for the structural injustice, since their actions mean that they are involved in
processes that cause injustice.
Neither the criticism nor the description of the global order thus far has developed
sufficiently to lead to normative excuses for a global state, and so its normativity is
questionable. Honneth works within a relatively modest extension of the status quo, revealing
only minor emancipatory potential in developing patterns of recognition and does not deal
with long-term civilization and technological development. Honneth deals only with positive
or ambivalent development (which he identifies as paradoxes of capitalist modernization)
and not negative development.
Potential and limitations of the media in the public articulation of struggles for social
recognition
A country’s political system and economic level determine the basic conditions for the
existence of the media system and define its status within it. At present, we are witness to
“transnational concentration” and “multimedia concentration”. Consequently, the media
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industry is increasingly influenced by a small group of owners who make all the important
decisions. This relates to the monopolization of opinion disseminated by the dominant
transnational media conglomerates operating on the various national and international
markets (Pravdová, 2009, pp. 150-151). The media are supposed to focus on matters of
public interest. At the same time, they function as organizations whose primary concern is to
generate profit and export their products. The current global information flows are controlled
by a small group of news companies. Western Europe and North America dominate the
international news conglomerates. Since these areas of the world control the majority of the
international information flows, they can influence the values and opinions on world events
that are disseminated. Global broadcasting organizations thereby become a major source
of news from developing countries, and news broadcasting has a major impact (Trampota,
2006, pp. 175-177). Globalization trends, transnational actions of media companies and the
concentration of information sources affect the selection of topics and the way in which they
are visually presented.
Journalistic ethics is a discipline within applied ethics and is older than media ethics. Just
as journalism is the fundamental voice of the media, journalistic ethics are the basis of media
ethics (Remišová, 2010, p. 22). There are two levels in journalistic ethics—the institutional
and the personal. At the institutional level, journalistic ethics is understood as a set of ethical
principles, standards and requirements regulating the activities of the profession. At the
individual level, they are reflected in the professional behaviour of all those performing
professional activities or representing a particular profession (Remišová, 2010, pp. 8182). Professional journalistic ethics constitutes a set of ethical requirements, rules and
obligations governing all members of the journalistic community.7 Professional ethics has
accompanied journalists from the very beginnings of journalism, although the content and
form are historically dependent on social development, historical events, the use of new
technological and technical tools, and they are also influenced by social science knowledge,
particularly knowledge of ethics (Remišová, 2010, p. 88). Closely related to the ethics of the
media and journalism is a value that is becoming more significant and important given the
greater opportunities to send and receive media content (Gálik, 2012; Solík, Višňovský, &
Laluhová, 2013; Pravdová & Radošinská, 2013; Radošinská &Višňovský, 2013). A tradition
of social responsibility, whose philosophical basis came from the American Commission
on the Freedom of the Press in 1947, was introduced with great determination and to great
effect in Western Europe, particularly after World War II. There were three motivations: a)
a desire to begin anew after the war; b) the general rise of “more progressive” politics; and
c) experience of a sudden and widespread concentration of the press, which renewed fears
of a private media monopoly (McQuail, 2009, p. 184). The current key social challenge
facing the media industry is how to integrate business and media activities so as to preserve
the primary mission of the media—to serve the public interest. This particularly concerns
the revitalization of journalism as the fourth pillar of democracy and global public culture.
Many media companies wittingly or unwittingly ignore this challenge, and the actions of
the news staff, creative and editorial teams are primarily aimed at making profit. Corporate
social responsibility is a challenge affecting all companies, including the media, who have to
7

These basic principles of professional ethics can also be applied to professional journalistic ethics.
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realize that they do not exist in a vacuum, but in a particular economic, legislative, cultural
and natural environment. Media companies emerged as part of the social division of labour
to create values and products for others and, at the same time, to ensure a livelihood for the
owner. However, media companies emerged within society and have a responsibility towards
that society to perform two basic functions in one (Remišová, 2010, pp. 263-265).
The concept of media social responsibility can be used in cases where the management or
owners of a media company do not need to deal with issues of financial security. These kinds
of companies are usually financially stable and typically have a high level of journalistic
professionalism. Thus in the cultural and historical context of Europe, social responsibility
can be seen as a tool for increasing competitiveness in relation to other companies. In
developing countries the environment does not provide these conditions, so the local media
are therefore not able to fully apply corporate social responsibility. However, in several parts
of this article, we have stated that the global flow of information (including information
from developing countries) is, in most cases, controlled by corporations situated in Western
Europe or North America. Localization and geopolitics mean that these corporations take
into account the interests of various influential groups (including the public, the audience
and the subject) when producing and distributing media content. Ways of recognizing the
individuals who make up the social base in developing countries, however, do not generally
constitute part of the topics covered by global media corporations.
Based on Remišová’s conception of media company responsibility vis-à-vis the public,
we can see that media companies should draw attention to the serious issues of the day,
respect the public’s right to truthful information, respect every person’s human rights,
guard democracy, refrain from propagating aggressive wars, violence and aggression or any
form of discrimination and intolerance, and provide a platform for the publication of ideas
(Remišová, 2010, p. 276). The way in which the communication channels are currently set up
and the sheer variety of information sources blurs boundaries in space and time. The active
news-seeker is able to obtain information about events occurring in developing countries,
but the habituation and trivialization caused by the long-term impact of the media mean that
the issue of solidarity towards those in developing countries seems irrelevant. The ability to
obtain information is the individual’s right and prerogative, but changing the status of the
target of our study on the basis of the information found is not within the competence of the
individual.
The modern world is interconnected and time and space proximity have ceased to be
indicators of ethical seriousness. Our thinking must be at least partly based on a sense
of responsibility for others and an awareness that people are responsible for the good of
others and that they are engaged in the same commitment to others—that they will behave
with dignity and respect (Thompson, 2004, p. 209). Adopting a critical approach to the
consequences of globalization and the transnational extent of the various subsystems of
societies opens up the way for a moral and ethical catharsis of the media. A plurality of
information sources and technological progress mean that the news-seeker is no longer
dependent on a dominant type of global information network. A variety of communication
channels helps to set in motion the process of “democratization of responsibility” in the
sense that concern for distant human beings is an increasingly important part of everyday
life. New ways of disseminating information and images encourage and reinforce a sense of
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accountability to the world of distant people living in diametrically opposed living conditions
(Thompson, 2004, p. 209).
Conclusion
In his analysis, Honneth does not go beyond nation state borders, but defines recognition
as essential to achieving full, unimpaired subjectivity based on the acceptance, respect
and appreciation of the skills and performance of one person by the others involved in the
interaction.8 In addition to the political and cultural dynamics, the social dynamics of the
struggle should be accentuated in the extraterritorial recognition of social human rights
anticipated by socially misrecognized groups. The struggle for social economic recognition
refers to the fulfilment of the basic needs for survival. We point out that states should place
greater emphasis on the influence these have in transnational organizations and thereby
positively regulate the extraterritorial activities of global and transnational economic actors,
who should bear legal responsibility for their activities, so that it will be possible to see
international standards of social justice being applied. There should be a legal relationship
between financial entities and their home states (subject to international law standards), on
one hand, and embedding, on the other hand, corporations’ responsibility for transnational
activities supporting extraterritorial recognition of individuals and social groups so as to
eliminate harm and misrecognition. The inability of states to provide this kind of regulation
encourages misrecognized individuals and groups to create transnational mechanisms that
would ensure social justice on a regional and global scale. The functionalist and normative
approaches to studying the media hold that these ideas should be enhanced to provide media
reflections of the situation in developing countries. The media should thus strengthen their
role as information-providers and provide relevant information on events happening in the
parts of the world where many of the world’s commodities are produced, such as cotton,
coffee, salt, and fruit. These countries number amongst some of the poorest in the world.
However, the economic intentions of transnational corporations will probably act as a brake
on this process. Although we have witnessed the rapid development of alternative sources
of information, their ability to shape public opinion has not reached the level of global
information networks yet.
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