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Abstract: The human rights understood in the sense of fundtahenalienable rights are therefc
considered as universalthey apply to everything and egalitari- they are the same for all and they n
exist in two ways: as natural or legal rights, boththe national and international legislation. The hur
rights doctrine in the international practice withhe international law, the global and regionatitmtions, in
the state policies and the activities of -governmental organizations was a corner estohpublic policies
from all over the world regardless of peoples’ erés. At world level, cultural diversity which shou
manage the ethnicultural communities living on the territory of &ate often contributes, in fact, to t
separation and not tihe reunion of peoples, the ideological and pdlltiactors acting rather as divisi
factors whereas the affective spiritual connectgists only between the states having deep sirtdariFor
this purpose, serving justice having as a goabtiecervation of human rights is also affected sincelies
on the social feelings of humanity.
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In reality, human rights have been notecdeclarationsthat were and are officially accepted ¢
acknowledged not only by the national or intern@ioauthorities (Andreescu & Puran, 20
effectively engaged in their observance, but alg@lbegedly democratic authorities which, in fe
condiet an internal and international policy for the panent violation of some fundamental hur
rights and liberties.

Despite all these, the concept lmiman right apparently creates the impression that it is anei
specific to the 20 century, but it$ not absolutely new in the history of manki

These rights are inspired from a planetary conoaptaking into account the world interdepende
and the need to establish a new internationalipalitnd economic order based on justice aime
the gwarantee by the state of the sc-economic and cultural conditions that allow evedgpto fully
enjoy their rights. Without them, the implementataf civil and political rights is not possibl

The idea othuman rightsgoes down to ancient times suas 300 B. C. when in the GreRoman
historical philosophy founded by Zeno the idea tbath individual is entitled to ask for t
recognition of their own dignity and their respasta person took shape. In antiquity, the concke
universal human rige (Malcom, 2008, pp. ~51)did not exist, however the antique societies h
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2 The Universal Declaration of Human Rigl (UDHR)is a declaration adopted by thaited Nations General Assem on
10 December 1948 &alais de Chaillot, Paris. The Declaration arosectly from the experience of the Second World

and represents the first global expressicrights to which all human beings are inherentlytksat.

The European Convention on Humdight: (ECHR) (formally the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights

Fundamental Freedomns an international treaty to prot human rights and fundamental freedom&urope. Drafted ii
1950 by the then newly formedouncil of Europe, the coention entered into force on 3 September 1953 Callincil of
Europe member states are party to the Conventidnneaw members are expected to ratify the converatotihe earlies
opportunity.
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series of taxes, justice conceptions, flourishinlitipal and human legitimacy that tried to achig¢kie
human dignity, thriving or welfare completely indgment of the human rights (Donnelly, 2003, p.
49). As for the expression of guarantee of libertighe first relevant document is Magna Charta
Libertatum of 1215 by which the English nobility n@ged to impose the observance of their
privileges by the king.

The concept ohuman rightswas first formulated in the f&entury but it got objectified during two
great events, namely the bourgeois revolution @né€e (1789) and the rebellion of the English
colonies from North America against the Great Bri{@d776), thus belonging to the philosophytloé
natural and race lawand lying at the bottom of Jean-Jacques Rousseacisl contracttheory
(Rousseau, 2008, pp. 20-25).

On 4" July 1776 they adopted tieclaration of independena# the English colonies from America
by which they proclaimed the principle of equalitgtween individuals, the right to life and freedom
as inalienable rights and the setting up of govemsiwith the agreement of the governed ones. In
1789, on August 28 they adopted th®eclaration of the French revolution on human arvilc
rights, a document expressing the philosophy of the ahtlaw and consecrated the principle of
equality of all individuals before the laas a principle on which all the other rights aibérties such

as the right to property, security, the resistaaganst oppression, the freedom of thinking, e>gioes
and manifestation are based. The enforcement bfsrigroclaimed this way both in the USA and in
France was made by written constitutions.

We must say that the idea of a “declaration oftggykignifies the fact that the document synthesize
preexisting rights, rights considered as inherenthtiman nature — transposed afterwards in the
constitutions of modern states and internationahties. We may draw the conclusion that the
“concept of human rights was born during the pedbg@reparation of the bourgeois revolutions from
Europe; it took shape from ideas that already exisin antiquity or in the political thinking of the
Middle Ages(...) and during the bourgeois revolutions it wéraed in the social practice” (Birsan,
2005, p. 20).

The protection of human rights by legal instrumeiotsthe transposition of these rights into legal
provisions has become an imperative issue of tiernational community after World War I
following the disclosure of atrocities committed thye Nazis and later on following the perpetuation
of the practice to violate the human rights in stege with totalitarian regimes. This need matezeal
into regulations having a universal or regionalralter that followed after the signing of the Chart
of the United Nations (June 28945).

Thus, the Universal Declaration of Human Rightsctaioned and adopted by the UN General
Assembly on December 10948 is the first document having a universal viooain this domain and
establishing a unitary conception of the internraiocommunity on the human rights and liberties
opening the way towards a system of internationategtion of the human rights. After 1948, the UN
General Assembly adopted more than 60 conventindlaclarations in this domain by which they
also tried to institute certain specific mechaniganghe protection of such rights.

In the preamble of this document we enumeratedhgsans based on which it was adopted, namely:

* “Whereasrecognition of the inherent dignity and of the algand inalienable rights of all
members of the human family is the foundation eéffom, justice and peace in the world;

*  Whereadlisregard and contempt for human rights have reguit barbarous acts which have
outraged the conscience of mankind, and the adMeatworld in which human beings shall
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enjoy freedom of speech and belief and freedom fieen and want has been proclaimed as
the highest aspiration of the common people;

* Whereasit is essential, if man is not to be compelledhawve recourse, as a last resort, to
rebellion against tyranny and oppression, that murights should be protected by the rule of
law;

* Whereasdt is essential to promote the development ohfillg relations between nations;

* Whereasthe peoples of the United Nations have in the t€haraffirmed their faith in
fundamental human rights, in the dignity and warththe human person and in the equal
rights of men and women and have determined to pi®social progress and better standards
of life in larger freedom;

* WhereasMember States have pledged themselves to achirewepperation with the United
Nations, the promotion of universal respect for awioservance of human rights and
fundamental freedoms;

* Whereasa common understanding of these rights and freedsrof the greatest importance
for the full realization of this pledge.”

In the course of history, the phenomenon of glaadibn (Jones, 2011, pp. 5-22) of all kinds of

problems has become more obvious and dynamic,dimgiithe issues related to the moral nature such
as the ones referring to the individuals’ rightssiacerity and generosity, the respect of other’s
property and life, compassion and the manifestatiagainst barbarism, vandalism and gratuitous
violence and generalized stealing have increasedelisin these conditions the considerations about
deontology as well as its relations with morals andrality are much more promising and wider

spread. For this purpose, more consistent imptinatiin the problems of politology and legal

philosophy are necessary because this way the ¢bhresepts mentioned above would be relevant.

Taking into account the new rights so as to exptiesgdea that all individuals should belong to the

field of application of morality and justice, it is'ecessary to make sure that individuals receive a
certain level of a decent treatment in order taquiothe human rights. To violate the fundamental

human rights, on the other hand, it means to deeyundamental and moral rights (Alexy, 2008, pp.

11-13) of the individuals. It means treating thesifathey are less than a human being deserving
respect and dignity.

Examples are acts usually consideredrases against humanityncluding genocide, torture, slavery,
rape, forced sterilization or medical experimemsg aeliberate starvation. Since these policies are
often conducted by governments that limit the urtéohpower of the state, which is an important part
of the international law lying at the bottom of fhevs that forbid diverse “crimes against humanisy”
the non-discrimination principle and the idea ttextain basic rights universally apply.

The abuses of the human rights often lead to aisftesulted from violations of these rights. Then,

is not surprising that human rights are often abusethe war centers and the protection of human
rights is a central element for the settlementaoifiicts. The violation of economic and politicagts

is the main causes of many crises. When rightslem@ate food, dwelling places, the occupation of
manpower and cultural life are denied and largaugrof people are excluded from the decision-
making processes of the society, it is likely towdn@dome social unrest. Such conditions often give
birth to legal conflicts where parties ask thatirth@sic needs be fulfilled. In fact, many conficre
triggered or spread by violations of the humantegRor example, a massacre or torture may inflame
hatred and consolidate an opponent in the dectsi@ontinue the fight. Violation may also result in
violence exerted by the other party and it may ouate to an uncontrollable spiral conflict.
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By examining these situations, we may affirm tHa proclamation and acknowledgement of the
human rights must refer to all inhabitants of tpianet (Branzan, 2001, p. 17). Current or at least
apparent acknowledgment of the human rights apptiesglobal level — but the unanimous consensus
of states hides a series of divergences in undelistg this notion.

Considering the criterion of geographical applizatifield, we must distinguish between the
documents having a universal vocation — which agidte all states — and the ones having a regional
vocation which express both solidarity and the ldgcal, political, economic, cultural and even
religious particularities of some states or groopstates.

For this purpose, we may speak of a multicultural atercultural education which might present a
special interest that may exceed the difficultiesaxial policies in diverse systems if social itézs
are known and accepted.

A first stage in this cognitive approach shouldhee defining and operationalization of the concepts
cultural diversity through multiculturalism and @ntulturalism. Through they interweave, they are
used in different situations to express specificlesoof manifestation of the social education.

Intercultural education focuses on the manner ichviive interact with other cultures, societies or
social groups. All today’s societies are charazegtiby a higher and higher level of multicultunalis
and cultural diversity. This makes the recogniteord respect towards minorities is more and more
important. The old conceptions about the natiomatieties as homogenous entities must be
eliminated. The European integration and the higimel higher social and economic interdependence
among different regions make these conceptions dbsblete.

The existence of ethnic, religious and linguistienenunities, constitutes an undeniable reality, Whic
justifies and preoccupation increasingly greaterlémal protection of human rights generally and
therefore, as part of their for legal protectiomuohorities. Faced with these realities, internagidaw
has developed and promoted over time a construpbliey towards minorities, which contributes to
maintaining of internal and international stabilifpuminica &Tabacu, 2010)

Even in those areas of the globe where there migeation, conflicts may be noticed as startingriro

a lack of understanding between different peoplefram a certain way of life of a society. The

conflicts from Northern Ireland, former Yugoslawa certain regions from Caucasus Mountains are
sad examples of such issues that may appear freninttapacity to observe and live with other
cultures.

Intercultural education is also a very good watliress current problems such as racism or racial
discrimination and intolerance. They often maketakiss by confounding the notions m@fce and
nation or ethnic group These words may be defined pygpulationwhose members share the same
culture, language, practices and rituals and uigdits. In numerous cases, the members of such
community may exhibit common psychic characteristReoples have mingled over the centuries and
it is an illusion to pretend today that you beldngblood to a certain nation in particular. In fact,
scientific tests show that genetic differences leetwtwo individuals are as strong within the same
nation as between two different nations.

In the course of history of mankind, each time hb@ing dominating peoples wished to extend their
territories, they occupied by force these surfamggeopardizing the autochthonous peoples. Their
efforts to keep their identity and way of life weseccessful, but in other cases there were no legal
forms which might protect this identity. Despites tethnic and cultural diversity of these nations, w
may often notice similar issues, the requests atatdsts of autochthonous peoples are often exposed
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before international courts. The participation epresentatives of autochthonous populations to the
reunions of the United Nations Organization hagrdoumed to the highlighting of these similarities.

Cultural diversity is a precious asset for the atioh and welfare of mankind in general and it $tlou
be really valued, accepted and considered as agpemhfeature that enriches our societies.

There is undoubtedly historical evidence (Dragu&@09, p. 77) of the fact that a continuously
developing trend requires the reconsideration efrihman rights on the principle of the duty we have
towards the other citizens and our communitiesyTimaerlie these requests on the rights that future
generations may have.

At the same time a special attention must be paithé values of solidarity, respect, tolerance and
cultural diversity and multiculturalism which ateetmoral and inspirational ground for the worlchfig
against racism, racial discrimination, xenophobid @tolerance associated to them, and the human
tragedies that affected people from the entire dvfmt a much too long period of time.

All nations and individuals of the world constitutesingle human family rich in diversity which
contributed to the progress of civilizations andtunes and represents the common heritage of
mankind. Keeping and promoting tolerance, pluralemad respect for diversity may generate more
inclusive societies.

The benefits of globalization must be increasec tmaximum inter alia by the consolidation and
increase of international cooperation meant tottetligher equality of chances for trade, economic
growth and sustainable development, global comnatiioies via the use of the new technologies and a
larger intercultural exchange by keeping and pramgotultural diversity which may contribute to the
eradication of racism, racial discrimination, xehopia and intolerance associated to them. Only by
extended and sustained efforts for the creatioa cdmmon future based on common humanity, and
everything in diversity, may globalization becoméyf inclusive and equitable.

The representatives of international organizattinsuss more and more often about cultural diversit
referring to the diverse origin and cultural hegéaspecific to each nation whose members carry out
their activity within them and which must integrateo a heterogeneous and high dynamic world
unity.

Cultural diversity refers of course to differentidiscrimination policies as well meant to ensure a
equal social statute to the embers of diverse @dtudentity policies meant to favor diverse cud)
community policies for the creation and promotidnttte legal status specific to the members of a
certain cultural community (administrative, legallipies, etc.). A democratic society must treat, in
principle, all its members based on these non-digcating policies thus offering equal chances for
the manifestation of cultural and religious identit

Cultural diversityor multiculturalismis a reality of the existence of some groups dividuals within

the same spatial-temporal horizon, groups that doom or relate with many cultures affirming their
specific notes in an isolated manner and avoidioigtaoninations, as a rule. Multiculturalism and
pluriculturality have a predominating static dimiems in an approach of cultural diversity interacts

are not excluded, but they are both implicit to t@cept (Dasen, Perregaux & Rey, 1999, pp. 129-
203). This is the explanation why cultural diversitnd multiculturalism which consider the
juxtaposition of cultures as sufficient leave rofoncertain racial practices such as apartheid.

Interculturalism appears as a concept having arnwidetent than the ones presented above due to the
prefix inter sending to “interaction, exchange, opening, redijpy, solidarity” (Dasen, Perregaux &
Rey, 1999, pp. 129-203). The same author definkgreuas the fecognition of values, ways of life,
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symbolic representations to which human beingsjviddals and societies relate to in their
interaction with another and in understanding therl, the recognition of their importance, the
recognition of interactions that intervene simubansly between multiple registers of the same
culture and between different cultures in time apdcé.

Mutual knowledge of nations’ culture in the processinteraction favors communication. In the
process of knowledge between countries, culturahdigms, the system of values, the specific
languages, the experiences and practices of eartirgdgaken as an ethnic group are involved.

Each country usually has its own culture whichhisnt transmitted from generation to generation and
then defended whenever necessary. It is true Heetare often many conflicts produced by the
cultural differences and the lack of knowledge lé bther without even existing the intention to
understand otherness. In front of such a realigynwist not stick only to the multicultural perspest

or, even worse, adopt the point of view of assitititg according to which the minority culture shaul
be absorbed by the majority culture. The most adegperspective is the intercultural one starting
from the premise that all cultures are equal amitiegn, with a focus on the interactions between
individuals, groups or subgroups. The intercultupakspective capitalizes and puts the cultural
differences and social conditions to good use anditates mutual knowledge and exchange between
different communities.

In a multicultural society, values are differentiaelative and they express particular viewpoimtse
cultural assembly of today’s society is kaleidoscopultures superpose, influence and reconfigure
one another and they simultaneously open and g@ém.aVNe might say there is not only one reason
and form of rationality. Thus, we may not acceptlemany circumstances, in the name of cultural
specificity, the violation of human rights, the &ifation of children or repression of any kind.

Universalist ideologies consider that cultural &esi will disappear in favor of a unique, universal
culture (Cucos, 2000, p. 159) focused on a cedaltural matrix. Such a thesis is wrong not only by
ethnocentrism but also by simplicity setting asiddtural complexity, the impossibility to establish
hierarchies and the potential contradictions ac@nying the cultural evolution.

Cultural pluralism asserts that each culture dexselts own vision of the world with signification$
universal value starting from a particular expecgenBesides defending diversity, cultural pluralism
poses the problem of communication between cultwgsh recognize that each of them contributes
to the enrichment of human experience exactly bgearspecific differences.

Reason, especially public reason, is the one winigfosed the preservation of cultural diversity of
communities, guided them towards tolerance andid¢fiense of individual liberties and reason again is
called to offer grounds and means to make possitdeexistence of a society where such diversity
may exist without insoluble conflicts.

Therefore, the cultural and civilization differesceontribute to the separation and not to the oguni
of nations, the technological and political fact@sting rather as division factors. Setting up a
community would rely on the affective and spiritlogind and this can exist only between the states
having deep similarities.

Certain political or legal structures or institutsy out of which some have been inherited and they
exist even today, do not correspond to multiethpiigricultural and plurilingualism characteristio

the population and, in many cases, represent aarteng discriminating factor through the exclusion
of indigenous peoples.
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The means of information must show the diversityaahulticultural society and play a role in the
fight against racism, racial discrimination, xenopla and intolerance associated to them and the
defense of all fundamental human rights and libsrti

The right to education a fundamental human rightuldh be so organized as to ensure equal
opportunities to people involving in the first ptaprohibition of discrimination or of privileges.
Although international regulations establishes godrantees both to a general level as well as in to
particular level the right to education without aimination, however, exercise of this right still
remains problematic for some minorities, as istdge Romany minority. (Duminica & Tabacu, 2010)

It is imperiously necessary to ensure the qualftgaucation, which may lead to the elimination of

analphabetism, and the access to free primary &dodar all the factors that may have a decisive

role in the creation of united societies, equal@iigble and harmonious relationships and friendship
between nations, peoples, groups and individuats arpeace culture that may facilitate mutual

understanding, solidarity, social justice and respéall the human rights for everybody.

Thus, the human rights offer a valuable framewatkgaiate for the contemporary society which is
multicultural and multiconfessional. Therefore, theman rights constitute an essential elementef th
modern civil education.

Benefic results would give the observance of thieleyo rule of Christianity lying at the bottom of
laws (Duminica, 2011) and multiculturalisr®o unto others what you want done unto ythe
Christian teaching which urges most Christians @spect towards the values and beliefs of the
foreigner, be they Jews, Muslims, Hindus or atheists.

Platon wrote (Platon, 2010):Ybu have again forgotten, my friend, | said, theertion of the
legislator, who did not aim at making any one clasghe State happy above the rest; the happiness
was to be in the whole State, and he held theeaisizogether by persuasion and necessity, making
them benefactors of the State, and therefore betwefaof one another; to this end he created them,
not to please themselves, but to be his instruniemtimding up the State
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