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The World Social Forum?’s “Call for Mobilisation” attacks “the hegemony of finance,
the destruction of cultures, the monapolization of knowledge, mass media and
conununication, [and] the degradation of rature™ brought about by contemporary
capitatism. The Forum aims to energize 2 broad movement that works for globat
“equity, social justice, democracy and sccurity for everyone” through “participative
democratic expericnces.™

Citing the main slogan of the alternative globalization movement, our final
selection, by the International Forum on Globalization, secks to show more specifically
how “another world is possible.” Rejecting unbridied liberalization and the
commodification of the global commons, it envisions a new form of global economic
democracy built on principles of subsidiarity, human rights, common heritage,
diversiry, and equity.

Note

1. World Social Forum, “Call for Mobilisation,” March 2001,_1’0r[o Alegre, Brazil.
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Counterhegemonic
Globalization

Transnational Social Movements
in the Contemporary Political Economy

Peter Evans

When people invoke “globatization,” they usuaily mean the prevailin
transnational domination, which is more accurarely called “neoliberat gl
“corporate globalization,” or perhaps “neoliberal, corporate-dominat
ton,” Sometimes they are referring o a more generic process — the shrinkiny
and increased permeability of borders that result from falling costs of ey
and revolutionary changes in technologies of communication. Often tht
conflated.

Implicit in much of current discourse on globalization is the idea that the
system of transnatonal domination that we experience taday is the “naturd
inevitable) consequence of exogenously determined generic changcs in the
rransportation and communication. A growing body of social science liert
activist argumentation challenges this assumption. Arguing instead that the g
wansnational connections can potentially be harnessed to the constrction
equitable distributions of wealeh and power and more socially and ecologically
communities, this literature and argumentation raises the possibility of
like to call “counterhegemonic globalization.™ Activists pursuing this
created a muitifaceted ser of wransnational networks and ideological ﬁ-amcs
oppuosition to contenporary neoliberal globalization. Collectively they are
the “global justice movement.” For activists and theorists alike, these movg
become one of the most promising political antidotes to a system of domination
increasingly seen as effectual only in its ability to mainrain itself in powe

Original publication details: Perer Evans, excerpred from *Counterhegemonic Globalizations
Transnational Social Movements in the Congernporary Global Political Economy,” in The B
Politicad Sociolagy: Stases, Civil Societivs, and Glabalization, ed. Thomas Janoski, Rebert R
Alexander M. Hicks, and Mildred A. Schwartz, Cambridge Univecsity Press, 2005, pp,
6624, 665, 6667, 668. Reprinted with permission of Cambrdge University Press.
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Although the growth of membership and political clour of transnational soci__”'
movements is hard to measure, the burgeoning of their formal organizational
reflections — transnational NGOs - is well-documented. Their numbers have doubled
berween 1973 and 1983 and doubled again between 1983 and 1993, Perhaps eve
more important than their quantitative growth has been their ability to sei
oppositional imaginations. From the iconic images of Seattle to the universal diffusion:
of the World Social Forum’s vision that “another world is possible,” ¢he cultural and
ideological impact of these movements has begun to rival that of their corpora
adversaries. [...]

~.Labor as a Global Social Movement

Emblematic of the contemporary globat neoliberal regime is the effort to reconsteuct
+ employment as something closer to a spot market in which labor is bought and sold
with only the most minimal expectations regarding a broader employment relation-
- ship. Around the globe ~ from Mumbai to Johannesburg, Shanghai to the Silicon
Valley - jobs are being informalized, outsourced, and generally divorced from anything
that might be considered a social contract between employer and cmployee.
Precisely because the attack on the idea of labor as a social contract is generalized
- across all regions of the world, it creates a pawerful basis for generating global labog
solidarity. I illustrare the point with two examples: the emerging relations of effective
mutual support that join meralworkers in Brazil and Germany and the successfil
leveraging of transnational solidarity by the International Brotherhood of Teamsters
{IBT) in the 1997 UPS strike. [n addition to demonstrating agaia that the “geogra-
phy of jobs™ perspective cannot explain transnational relations among fabor maove-
ments, these cases also further illustrate how the corporate structures that form the
carapace of the global economy contain pelitical opportunities as well as threats.
The long-term collaboration between IG Metal in Germany and the Brazitian
Metalworkers affiliared with CUT (Central Unica dos Trabalhadores) provides a good
example. In 2001, when IG Meral was starting its spring offensive in Germany, the
members of the Brazilian Metalworkers union (CUT) working for Daimles—Chrysler
sent their German counterparts a note affirming that they would not accept any
increased work designed to replace lost production in Germany. This action grows
out of a long-term alliance berween the two unions that exploits transpational corpa-
fate organizational structures for counterhegemonic purposes and has proven to be of
practical value to the Brazilian autoworkers in their struggle to maintain some sem-
blance of a sacial contract in their crployment relations, For cxample, in the previous
ear when workers ar Volkswagen’s biggest factory in Brazil went on strike trying to
everse job cuts, Luiz Marinho, president of CUT VW, was ablc to go to VW’s world
eadquarters and negotiate directly with management there, bypassing the manage-
ment of the Brazilian subsidiary, and producing an agreement that restored the jobs,
The successful 1997 UPS strike offers a North-North example of how transna-
'-ona.l alliances can be built around the idea of social contract. One element in the
ctory was a very effective global strategy, one thar took advamage of previously
nderexploited strengths in their own global organization - the International
ransport Workers Federadon (ITF). Through the ITF, a World Councii of UPS
unions was created — which decided to mount 2 “World Action Day” in 150 job
ctions or demonstrations around the world. A number of European unions took
ction in support of the US strikess.
Why were the Europeans so willing to take risks for the sake of solidarity with the
BT in.the United States? The answer was sumumarized in onc of the ITF's leaflets.
UPS: importing misery from America.” UPS was scen as representing the inrrusion
f the “American Modef” of aggressive antiunion behavior, coupled with the expan-
on of part-time and temporary jobs with low pay and benefits and the use of subcon-
tracting. The Buropeans also knew thar they had 2 much betier chance of reining in
PS operating in concert with the 185,000 unionized UTS workers in the United

The New Organizational Foundations
of Counterhegemonic Globalization

Here T will focus on three broad families of transnational social movements aimed
at counterhegemonic globalization: labor movements, women’s movements, and
environmental movements. Each of these movements confronts the dilemmas of
using transnational networks to magnify the power of local movements withoug
redefining local interests, of transcending the North--South divide, and of leveraging
existing structures of global power without becoming complicit in them. Looking at
the three movements together is usefud because it highlights the ways in whi
surmounting these challenges might produce common strategies and possibilitics f
alliances among them. {...] ’

It is only a partial caricature to proposc that the origins of the World Social Forum
which now arguably represents the largest single agglomeration of South-basc(§
organizations and activists, began as a sort of joint venture between ATTAC and thy
Brazilian Workers Party (Partido dos Trabathadores or PT). Because the founding
vision of the PT’s organizers was of a classic Marxist socialist mobilizational party, the
parey’s involvement in the Warld Social Forum is further confirmation of the exte
to which “counterhegemonic globalization™ has its roots in both quotidian struggles
for digniry and economic security in the workplace and classic agendas of socig
protection i which the machinery of the nation-state is heavily implicated.

Even nnsystematic participant observation of the meetings of the World Sodi
Forum in Porto Alegre, Brazil confirms this hypothesis. The fact that the Workers
Party controls the municipal administration of a major city and has (until the 200
clections) controlled the state government as well has been essential to enablin;
the infrastructural investments that make a global meeting of thousands of parti
pants and hundreds of oppositional groups from around the globe possible. At thy
same time, in part because of Workers Party sponsorship, both local and transnationa
trade unions play a major role in the WSE,

All of this suggests that counterhegemonic globalization is not as “postmodern?
as its adherents (and detractors) sometimes argue. To the contrary, rescuing tra
tionaj social democratic agendas of social protection, which are otherwise in dange
of disappearing below the tide of neoliberaf globaiization, is a significant part of th
agenda of both ATTAC and the World Social Forum. At the same time, it woutd
a mistake to dismiss counterhegernonic globalization as simply “old wine in ng

bottles.” [...]
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Stares than they would ever have alone, Solidarity made sense and the logic of
competition based on the geography of jobs made no sense. . .

Although defending the idea of the employment refation as a social conltract isa
project that will draw broad sympathy, the actual organizational efforts remain la.rgcly
internal 1o organized labor, Other globat social movements may be 1dcol(?g1cally
supportive, bur not likely 10 be mobilized. Given the et that those wbo enjoy ?hc
privilege of a formal employment relationship with anion rcprcsentation. is a shrinking
minority of the global population, the success of labor as a global social movement
depends on being able to complement “social contract” and “basic rights” campaigns
with other straregics that have the potential of generating broad alliances with a range
of other social movements. [...}

Bailding a feminist movement without borders

While the transnational women’s movement also has a long history, global neoliberal-
ism has brought issues of gender 1o the forefront of wransnational social movement
organizations in a dramatic way. Until there has been a revolutionary transformation
of gender roles, the disadvantages of allocating resources purely on the basis of market
logic will fall particularly barshly on women., The UNDP tatks of a giobal‘ “care
deficit,” pointing out that women spend most of their working hours on unpaid care
work and adding thar “the marker gives almost no rewards for care.” chcrs have
pointed out the extent to which “structurat adjustment™ and ot!n‘:r nco-liberal strate-
gies for global governance contain a built-in, systematic gender bias, Consc(_lucr'ltly,.l[
is almost impossible to imagine a movement for counterhegemonic globalization in
which a transnational women’s movement did not play a feading role.

At first glance, women’s organizations have an advantage over transnational labor
movements in that they do not have to transcend a zero-sum logic equivalent to that
of the “geography of jobs™ which would purt the gendered interests of women in one
region in contlict with those in another region. Perhaps for that reason, the transna-
tional women’s movement has been in the vanguard of transnational social move-
ments in the attention that it has devoted to struggles over how to bridge the cultural
and palitical aspects of the North-South divide and how to avoid the potential dangers
of difference-crasing universalist agendas.

Like the labor movement, the women’s movement’s ideological foundadons are
rooted in a discourse of “human rights,” but transnational feminism, much more than

“in the labor movement, has wrestled with the contradictions of building politics

around the universalistic language of rights, Although no one can ignore the ways in .

which demanding recognition that “women’s rights are human rights” has heiped

empower oppressed and abused women across an incredibie gamut of geographic,
culrural, and class locations, any eadier naive assumptions that there was a single “one .
size fits all” global feminist agenda have been replaced by appreciation that the goalis

much more complex, o
On the one hand, the adoption of CEDAW (Convention on the Elimination of All
Forms of Discrimination Agzinst Women} by the UN might be considered the nor-

mative equivalent of the environmental movement’s victories in the Montreal Accord
to limit CFCs and the Kyoto Accord on global warming. On the other hand, criticat .

feminists have examined UN activities like the 1995 Beijing World Conference on
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Women and accused them of perpetuati ng colonialist power refations under the guise
of transnational unity. Mohanty summarizes the conundrum nicely: “The challenge is
to see how differences allow us to expiain the connections and border crossings better
and more accurately, how specifying difference allows us to theotize wniversal COBCETNS
more fully.” {...]

‘The numerically predominant situation of women in the global economy is one of
precarious participation in the “informal cconomy”™ — a vast arena in which the tradi-
tional erganizational tools of the transnational labor movement are least likely to be
effective. Women in the informal sector experience the insecurity and lack of “social
contract” that appear to be the neoliberal destiny of all but a small minority of the
workforce, regardiess of gender. If members of established transsational unions like
the metalworkers are to succeed in building general political support for defending
the “social contract” aspects of their employment relation, their struggles must be
combined with an equally aggressive effort 1o expand the idea of the social contrace
into the informal sector. Insofar as the women’s movement’s campaigns around liveli-
hood issues have focused particularly on the informal sector, it might be considered
the vanguard of the labor movement as well as a leading strand in the movement for
counterhegemonic globalization more generally,

One response to the challenge of the informal sector has been the diffasion of the
“Sclf-employed Women's Association” (SEWA) as an organizational form, starting in
India and spreading to South Africa, Turkey, and other countrics in Latin America,
Southeast Asia, and Aftica, and eventually creating incipient international networks
such as “Homenet” and “Strectner.” This is not anly a novel form of labor organiza-
tion. Because the archetypal site of informal secror employment is among the least-
privileged women of the global South, it is simultaneously an organizational form thar
should help build the kind of “feminism withour borders™ that Mobanty argucs is
Recessary to transcend the contradictions that have divided the international women’s
movement in the past.

Global and local environmentalism

Environmental stewardship is almost by definition a collective issue and therefore an
issue that shouid lend itself to collective mobilization. Even neaclassical economic

_theary recognizes that enviropmental degradation is an externality that markets may

not resolve, especially if the externalitics are split across national political jurisdictions.
Thus, environmental movements have advantages, both relative to mobilization
around labor issues, which neoliberal ideotogy strongly claims must be resolved

: through market logic if welfare is to be maximized, and relative to women’s move-

ments, which are still bedeviled by claims that these issues are “privatc” and therefore
not a appropriate target for collective political action {especially note collective
political action that spills across national boundaries).

The obstacles to trying to build 4 global environmental movement are equally
obvious. To begin with, there is the formidable gap that separates the South’s “cnvi-
ronmentalism of the poor,” in which sustainability means above all elsc sustaining the

- ability of resource-dependent local communities to extract livelihoods from their nat-

ural surroundings, and the “conservationist” agenda of traditional Northern environ-
mental groups, which favars the preservation of fauna and flor withour much regard
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for how this conservation impacts the livelihoods of surrounding communities. The
North-South divide in the global environmental movement may be iess susceptible to
being portrayed as “zero-sum” than in the “geography of jobs” perspective on the
labor movement, but the logic of division appears more difficult 1o surmount than in
the case of transnational ferninism.

Even aside from the difficulties of superseding North-South divisions, integrating
Jocal and global concerns appears more daunting in the environmental arena. Some
issues - such as global warming and the ozone layer - seeim intrinsically global, whereas
the politics of others, such as the health consequences of toxic dumps, can be intensely
tocal. The challenges of building a global organization that effectively integrates
locally focused activities with global campaigns would seem particularly chalienging in
the case of the environmental movement.

Despite the structural challenges it faces, the global environmental movement is
usually considered among the most successful of the transnational social movements.
How do we cxplain the relative success of transnational movements with environmen-
tal agendas? The first point to be made is how strikingly parallel the political assets of
the globat environmental movement are to thos¢ of the fabor and women's movements,
despite the obvious differences among then. This is truc both of idcological resources
and institutionat anes, Once again, we see a conterhegemonic movement leveraging
the ideas and organizational structures implanted by hegemonic globalization.

As inn the case of the labor and women’s movements, political clout depends on the
global diffusion of a universatistic ideology affirming the value of the movement’s
agenda. As the labor and women’s movements arc able to leverage the ideofogical
power of abstract concepts like “human rights” and “democracy,” environmentalists
can claim an impeccable universal agenda of “saving the planet” and invoke “scientific
analysis™ as validating their positions. As in the other two cases, these ideological
resources are worth little without organizational structures that can exploit them and
without complemnentary mobilization around quotidian interests. Nonetheless, the
point is that once again, hegemonic ideological propositions ar¢ not simply instru-
ments of domination; they are also a “toolkir” that can be used in potentially powerful
ways for “subversive™ ends. ‘

The possibiliry of using governance structures that arc part of hegemonic globaliza-
tion also applies in the case of the environmental movement. Even more than in the
case of the women’s movement, the UN system has proved an extremcly valuable
institutional resource. As in the case of the women’s movement, global conferences
organized by the UN have played a crucial role both in helping to solidify transna-
tional networks and to promote and diffuse discursive positions. [...]

The incensive, widespread, decades-old debate over liow ro make sure that the
women's movement fully reflects the perspectives and interests of its largest constity
ency (disprivileged women in the global South) rather than its most powerful membe
{elite women in the global North} appcars to have a harder time getring traction in
the transnational environmental movement.

The fact that the “scientific analysis” paradigm provides significant advantage 10
environmentalists in battles against degradation by corporate (and state) pollurers
may become a disadvantage when it comes to engaging in internal debates over col
peting visions within the ransnational environmental movement, making it casier for

Northern activists to assume that the solutions to environmental issues in the Souty
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can be .“objcctivcly" defined from afar rather than having to emerge out of debate and
dlSC-LESSlOH with those immediatcly invoived. None of this is ro suggest d;at the
cnv:r‘onmcntal movement is doomed 1o go astray or end up fragmented. The point is
that Just as there is no “natural logic” thar dictates the inevitability o.fa co:)' orare
neoliberal trajectory for globalization, even the most successful countcrhcgeﬁmnic

movements have no functionalist guardian angels that will prevent them from under-
cutting their own potendial, [... ]
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countries to determince their economic strategies themselves, The use of trade policy
for industrialization is now banned by the WTO. Yet if you look at the experience of
the newly industrializing countries - of Latin America in the sixties and the seventies,
s&y — the reason they were able 1o achieve a maodicum of capitalist devetopment was
precisely because they had that room for manoeuvre. We believe that the WTO and
similar bodies nced to be weakened, if not eliminated entirely. Other internationat
institutions, such as UNCTAD - the UN Conference on Trade and Devetopment,
which was performing reasonably well until the rug was pulled out from under it by
the WT'O —should be strengthencd, as should regional organizations like MERCOSUR,
which has the potential for being an effective, locally directed import-substitution
bloc. Regional financial institutions need to be created, roo. If the Asian Monetary
Fund had existed in 1997 and *98 — when it was pushed by all the counties in the
region - the course of the Asian financial crisis waould have been different. Instead, the
tdea was killed off by Rubin and Summers, as a challenge to the hegemony of the IMF.

In world terms, then, we call for greater decentralization, greater phuralism, more
checks and balances. In a less globalized order, grass-roots groups and popular
movements would be in a stronger position 10 determine economic strategies. At the
moment, local elites can always say, ‘We have no choice but to follow this course ~
ifwe don™t, the IMF or WTO will rule our policy protectionist’. Focus on: the Global
South is not against trade; well managed, an increase in imports and exports could be
a good thing. But in the Third World the pendulum has swung so far in the direction
of export-oriented production, that it does need to be corrected back towards the
domestic market - the balance between the two has been lost in the drive ro interna-
tionalize our economies. We can only do thar if we structure trade not through WTO
open-market rules but by practices that are negotiated among different parties, with
varying interests. Deglobatization doesn’t imply an uncritical acceptance of existing
regional organizations, Some of them are merely outposts of the globalized economy,
common markets controlled by local technocrars and inuustrial elites. Others could
sastain a genuine regional development programme.
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The Global South
The WTO and Deglobalization

Walden Bello

How would you summarize your own critique of the WTO?

The WTO is an opaque, unrepresentative and undcmocra.tic or'gan.izati(m ‘dnvlcn ll::y 3
free-trade ideology which, wherever its recipes - liberalization, pl.'lvanzal:}llt‘)r:i :
dereguiation ~ have been applied over the past twenty years to lrc~engm,ccr Tﬁlr
World economies, has generated only greater poverty and mequail'ty. That’s the first

point: implementation of neoliberal dogmas leads to great s.nffcnng. Secondly, the
WTO is not an independent body but a representative of Amcr_tcan state and corporate
interests. [ts development has been closely linked to the changing nccdls of the United
States, which has moved from supporting a weak GATT to promoting a r.nuscutiilr
WTO as a nominally multilateral order with strong c:lforccn}cnt rules. Neither the
EU nor Japan were particular partisans of the WTQ whcrll it was foimd(‘:d, at th.c
behest of the Clinton administration. The American state is very ﬂcxible in how it
pursues its ends — it can be multilateral when it wants to, and um}_atcral. at ti'!c
same time. The Achilles” heel of the WTQ is its sccretive, undemocratic, oligarchic
decision-making structure. This is where we should take aim.

What would deglobalization mean for finance?

The deregutated character of global finance has been responsibte for much of the
instability that has rocked our €conomics since the late eighties. We definitely need
‘capital controls, both ar regional and focal level. In different ways, the experiences
of Malaysia, Chite and China have all shown their efficacy. Whar's required is an
Asian monetary mechanism that would not only support countries whose currencics
are under attack, but would also begin to furnish a basis for regional control, As to

world monetary authority, T am very sceptical of its viability as way of contralling
-global finance, since these centralized SIPUCtUres are now so permeable by the
“existing marker powers, especially the big central banks. [ don’t think sach an
institution would provide an cffective defence of the interests of Third World
‘eountries. I have never believed that access to foreign capitat was the strategic factor
-in development, although it can be 3 supplementary one. In fact, our local elites ~
ocked as they are into the existing international order — typically have tremendous
eserves of capital. The problem is whether governments in the region have the
bility to impose capital controls on them., The same goes for tax regimes, which in

. . -
What would you propose as a positive alternative to the WTO regime?

What we call for is deglobalization ~ hopefully, the term won?t cs)m.nbu.rc to th
confusion; I stll think it’s a useful one. If you have a centralized institution imposing
a one-size-fits-all model across the globe, it climinates the space for developin,

Crriginal publication detaifs: Wakien Bello, from “The Global South,™ in A Mm'z.mmt anDvﬂTlﬂ')Ii.'
I Anatter World Really Possible? ed. Tom Mertes, Verse, 2004, pp. 59-65. Reprinted by permission

of Verso.
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working class. So far, the response from the North - especially from the trade unions —
has been a very defensive one, hiding behind the mask of human rights. It makes us
deeply uneasy when people from our countries, wha have been strongly supportive of
workers’ rights and have actively opposed ecologically damaging development policies,
are cast in these polemics as anti-environmentalist and anti-labour.

Marker access is nor the central probiem, but it is & problem. There is a tendency
in the North - though not all Green organizations fall into this — to use environmental
standards as 2 way of banning goods from developing countries, either on the grounds
of the product itself or because of the production methods. The result is a form of
discrimination, We need to find a mare positive solution to this. We've called for a
global Marshail Plan — one in which environmental groups would actively participare —
to upgrade production methods in the South and accelerare the wansfer of Green
technology. The focus should be on supporting indigenous Green organizations
in developing countries and this sort of positive technological transfer, rather than on
sanctions. Sanctions are so casy — they appeal to defensive, protectionist interests,
which even some progressive organizations in the North have taken up. It's very
unfortunate that the US labour movement has adopted this hypocritical srance, saying
that it’s really concerned about peopie in China, whereas in fact its objectives are
quite egotistical. If we can get past this sort of pretence and establish a dialogue at
the level of principtes, on the interests of the global working class as a whole, we’ll be
moving forward.

Sourh-East Asia are very retrograde, Of course, the wealth of these clites should be
subject to proper taxation.

Land reform?

The distribution of land remains 2 central issue. One reason why export-oriented
production could be pushed so successfully by the World Bank in the seventies, and
had such strong support from local establishments and technocrats, was that the
markets in developing countsies were so limited, precisely because of highly unequal
asset and income distributions. A focus on cxports was seen by the elites as a way out
of the trap of shrunken local markets — attaching your industrialization to the big
market outside. It was a way to dodge the massive land reform needed 1o create - in
Keynesian terms - the local purchasing power that could drive an indigenous process
of industrialization. So agrarien reform is a necessity throughout Asia, as well as Latin
America, for both social and economic reasons.

Trom Seattle onwards it’s been clear that a criticak faulk line within the
movement rups between those, essentially Northern, activists and
organizations who group themselves around a combination of
environmental and labour-rights issues ~ the position you've described
as Green protectionism — and those in the South who sce development
in a much wider sense as the main priority. It would clearly be an
illusion to think that these two perspectives could fir together easily.
Yet if the movement is to develop, this tension has somchow to be
negotiated and resolved.

How far do you regard the World Social Forum in Brazil as a
representative arena in which these differences can be hammered out?

When the idea of a global forum was first broached, Focus was one of the organizations
that immediately gave its full support. What the Brazilians were proposing was a safe
space where people in the movement could come together to affirm their solidarity,
This was a very important element of the first Social Forum in 2001. There was a
* strong sense of the need 1o talk about alternacives, after Seattle. I think there were real
efforts to integrate people from Southern movements, both within the organizing
structure and on the panels, although this might not have been successful everywhere.
-Vandana Shiva and others from the South were brought in from the start, not in a
- paternalistic way but so they could make genuine suggestions abour who shouid be
- there. It’s true thar Lz Monde Diplomatigne and ATTAC played an important part in
bringing it together, and the support of the PT state government was fairly crucial.
: But while ATTAC and Lz Monde Diplomatique were still vital players in the second
F‘Ofum, they had a much less central role, If anything, it has been the Brazilian NGOs,
: civil-society groups and the PT that have, not dominated, but been the moving force.
fDnc very positive thing they’ve done since the first Social Forum is to create an
international committee, where regional-representation questions can be discussed.
-Most Third World participants are still Latin Americans, though, and there is a need
.to bring Africans and Asians into the process. [...]

The faule line is real, though 1 would point our that there are large areas of agreement
beoween Northern and Southern movements — a shared eritique of multinationals and
global capital, a common perception that citizens nced W@ play a stronger role in
carbing the rules of the market and of trade. The fact that people from both tendencies
cans come together in coalitions and work on a range of points is testimony to the
strength of these overlapping interests. However, T think the labour question has to be
worked out. We were very aritical of the way that trade unions in the US - and, toa
great extent, in Europe, through the ICFTU - argued thar the WTO would be.
strengthened if it vook up tariffs and labour rights. In our view they should not
be calfing for a more powerfil WTO. That’s a very short-sighted responsc. Beneath
the surface rhetoric about human rights in the South, this is essentially a protectionist
movement, aimed at safeguarding Nortiiern jobs. Whenever we raise this in a frarernal
way, they ger very defensive abour it. We say, let’s cut out the hypocrisy: of course we
should fight for the jobs of workers in the North - but in a way that supporis working-
class movements everywhere; not so as to protect one section and leave the rest aside,
We need to work our long-term stratcgies to respond to the way that capital is
re-stratifying the working class throughout the world —a division in which hundreds of
millions of rural workers get the short end of the stick. The dynamics of global capital
are creating a vast underclass, with no support from Northern unions, This is where we
need to focus our strategy, on a powerful, visionary effort to organize the world
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Counter-Capitalism
Globalisation’s Children Strike Back

James Harding

Part One: The Mosquitoes Begin to Swarm

Just on the outskirts of respectable Washington DC, across town from the steel and
glass headquarters of the World Bank, there is a clapboard two-storey house, On the
ground floor, a neighbourhood lawyer offers “divorce specials”, personal injury suits
and “walk-in deals for car wrecks”. Up the flimsy wooden staircase to the side of the
building, Soren Ambrose is frying o dismantle the world’s financial architecrure,

Ambrose, a chubby 38-year-old with sandy hair and a scruffy blond beard, does not
look fike much of a threat to the world order, He wears creased olive-green khakis
with a red, black and eurquoise shirt of African cloth, which in another part of
Washington might be used as ethnic cushion covers, The second-hand Computer on
his desk is surrounded by newspaper clippings, a pile of old campaiga leafiets and a scat-
tering of pring-ours off the internet. The only son of a suburban Chicago couple ~ his
father is a management consultant and his mother is a retired librarian — Ambrose
came late to activism. He flirted with protest at junior high school in the late 1970s,
but in 1981 swapped potitics for partying: “I went w0 college and taok drugs and
drank,” he laughs. When Ambrose was working on a doctorate in Aftican literature,
he went for a formight to Nigeria: “1 met writers at the university there who did not
have enough money o buy their own books. They were not so interested in language
They were interested in economics,”

Ken Saro-Wiwa, the playright leading what was to become a global fight against
Shell’s oil operations in his native Ogoniland, was his host. Ambrose abandoned his
dissertation half-written. He returned to the US and took up full-time campaigning,

Initially with the Nicaragua Network, he was soon involved with 50 Years is Enough, -

a coalition put together by a handful of development economists, cx-aid workers, former

Original publication details: James Harding, from *Counter-Capitalism: Globalisation’s Children Strike
Back,” Financial Times, Seprember 2001, Reprinsed by permission of the Financial Times,

The Glebatization Reader, Yourth Edition. Edited by Frank ], Lechner and John Boli.
Editorial nraserial and organization © 2012 John Wiley & Sons, Led.
Fublished 2012 by John Wiley & Sons, Lid.
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missionaries and environmentalists secking to combat the World Bank and the
International Monetary Fund.

The sequel to Seattie

From half a dozen groups five years ago, it now draws suppart from more than 200
member organisations, Next week, from the converted bedrooms which serve as offices,
Ambrose and the 50 Years dircctor who also happens o be his wite, Njoki Njoroge
Njehu, will put together the final plans for what is shaping up to be the sequel to Seattle:
@ protest by tens of thousands of people against the World Bank and the IMF in
Washington on the weekend of September 2930 2001]. “I was only in Nigeria for
two weeks,” says Ambrose, with an infectious chuckle, “but it turned into this big thing.”

Soren Ambrose is what most people would call an anti-globalisation activist, To
some world Jeaders, peaple like him are part of 2 movement that can no longer be
ignored. Lionel Jospin, the French prime minister manocuvring to become president,
reached out o anti-globalisation activists by offering support for the so-called Tobin
tax. Gerhard Schroder, the German chancellor, has since said he too is interested in
the nearly 30-year-old idea of putting a levy on foreign exchange transactions to pass
on to the world’s poor. For the bosses of giant companics who have had to come to
terms with life under constant artack, such as Phil Kuoight of Nike and Lord Browne
of BP, the campaigners are forcing fandamentat changes to corporate life.

To others, Ambrose is the new enemy. He is pur in the bracker of what Perer
Sutherfand, the former European Gommissioner, calls “faolish protesters”. He is one
of those campaigners against further frec trade who President George W. Bush says
threatens to wreck global prosperity, He participates in the kinds of demonstrations
overrun by riotous thugs that British prime minister Tony Blair says are an arrack on
democracy. Either way, people in business and politics are right to rake the likes of
Ambrose seriously. He is one of tens of thousands of commitred activists at the nexus
of a global political movement cmbracing tens of millions of people.

Just over a decade after the fatl of the Berdin Wall and the “End of History” promised
by Francis Fukuyama, who argucd free market liberalism had triumphed forever, there
is & growing scnse thar global capitalism is once again fighting 1o win the argument. In
the fast 18 months, 2 million people have raken to the strects in what has become

-a rolling mabilisation. In 1999, just 25 turned up to protest at the World Bank /IMF

annual meetings in Washington. Last year, it was 30,000. Ar the end of this month,
activists are predicting more than 50,000.

Taken rogcther, the string of protests since Seatele in 1999, which have torn
through Washingron, Melbourne, Prague, Seoul, Nice, Barcelona, Washington DC,
Quebec City, Gothenburg and Genoa, have cost more than $250m in security
precautions, damage and lost business. Hundreds have been injured, several shor
and one young man has been killed.

~ Largest petition in history

Campaigners for debr refief for the world’s poorest countries last year put together the
largest petition in history, pathering 24 m{illion] names ~ more than the number of
people who signed the condolence books for Princess Diana worldwide. Voter
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turnout may be plummetting in Europe and the US, bus political activism is enjoy-
ing a resurgence not seen since the Vietnam War. At Attac, the Tobin tax advocates
who have 30,000 paid-up foltowers across Europe, the intellectual campaigners say
“the demonstrations make one think very much of the days of May 1968 in Paris™.
Tom Hayden, the ideologue of the American left who was one of the Chicago
Seven accused of conspiring to incite a riot at the 1968 Democratic National
Convention, says: “There ts a spiric which I have not scen since 1960. People are
emerging from invisibility after many years.”

Protests now threaten to hale the global momentum of open markets and free
capital, stopping the World Trade Organisation’s effort to launch a new trade round
for the second time in Doha, Qarar, in November. The world’s most powerful politi-
cians are in rerreat, withdrawing to remote spots such as Kananaskis in the Canadian
Rockies for the next Group of Eight summir.

The irony, of course, is that ant-globalisation activism is gathering momentum just as
global capitalism looks prone to a bout of cyclical weakness. Anti-globalisation has been
a backlash against a surging world economy. A recession could change the nature of activ-
ism, fuelling counter-capitalist feeling among some while making others more defensive
about the companies which put food on the family table. “The big risk,” according to
Anne Krueger, deputy managing director of the IMF, is that “a slackening or slowdown
in the rte of econamic growth could lead 1o a sufficient downturn in economic activity
to erigger a backlash among thase who are now sifent, but not necessarily supportive, of
giobalisation. Protectionism, in the guise of ant-globalisation, could return and reverse
liberalisation and “the long period of successfiul economic growth that the world has
enjoyed”. {...]

It {anti-globalisation] turns out to be a formidable movement. Or, to be precise,
a movement of movements. Anti-globalisation activism is diverse and inchoate, without
a unified agenda or a traditional leadership.

Increasingly well-funded

It is, however, well co-ordinated. Tt is well-informed. It is increasingly well-funded.
And, perhaps most alarming for elected politicians and corporate leaders, 2 growing
number of people think it has mainstream values and a mass appeal. It is not, as
Mr Blair has described the protesters, a “travelling circus of anarchists”, although,
to be sure, there arc clowns, arsonists and Molotov-cockrail throwing thugs within the
movement. Nor is it just sociery’s green fringe of unwashed hippies and Luddite
reactionaries, although there are plenty of vegan spiritualists, unreconstructed
communists, regressive utopians and smoked-out dreamers. And, while there is plenty
of fuzzy thinking and fast-and-loose abuse of economic statistics, there is also a critique
backed by respected econormnists, businesspeople and politicians.

Nor is it strictly speaking “anti-globalisation”. The vast majority of activists are
pro-globalisation, indeed products of it. The movement was welded together by the
internet. Mass mobilisations, in Europe in particular, have been made possible by
mobile phones. The unprecedented pitch of public feeling in the North for people in
the South has coincided with cheap air fares between the two., Instead, this is coun-
ter-capitalism. The new wave of political activism has coalesced around the simple idea
that capiralism has gone too far. It is as much a mood as a movement, something
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counter-cubtural. It is driven by the suspicion that companics, forced by the stock mar-
kets to strive for ever greater profits, are pillaging the environment, destroying lives
and failing to enrich the poor as they promised. And ir is fueled by the fear that democ-
racy has become powertess to stop them, as politicians are thought 1o be in the pockets
of companies and international political institations are slaves to a corporare agenda.

A survey this summer in Le Monde, the French newspaper, showed 56 per cent of
people in France thought multinational corporations had been the beneficiaries of
globalisation. Just 1 per cent thought consumers and citizens had benefired. Such
surveys have given the movement the sense that it is astride a mass mood. Elsewhere,
there has been evidence that it has sympathisers within the corridors of pawer. It gocs
further than just the politicians who back the Tobin tax, Joseph Stighitz, former chief
economist of the IMF published a comprehensive critique of the Bretton Woods
institutions, and Jeffrey Sachs, the Harvard professor who has also been a fierce critic
of the Fund, have reinforced the activists’ sense of their own credibility. As one Bank
official puts it: “There is a feeling that the shours on the streets are echoed by
murnrs inside the institutions.”

Activism has been drawing people from the ranks of business, too. Craig Cohon,
who today counts himself as part of the movement alongside Na Logo author Naomi
Kiein, was one of the top marketing exccutives for Coca-Cola in Europe until last
year. He went to Davos, the annual gathering of CEOs in Switzerland, and decided
to quit his job, He has started working on Global Legacy, an effort to raisc $100m to
fight urban poverty around the world.

Some in the developing countries of the South say thar what is happening in the
industrial North is misguided. Ant-glabalisation activists claim to speak for the poor
in developing countries, but do not understand the issues. Worse still, a few even
suggest anti-globalisation activism is the means by which the First World can pursuc
a protectionist agenda, denying the Third World the benefits of economic growth.
Jerry Mander, an advertising executive-rurned-anti-globalisation activis, however,
argues that thanks to the “strruggles in the South™ the shortcomings of corporate-led
globalisation are now evident to everyone. He reads out a quote: * “The rising tide of
the global cconomy will create many cconomic winners, but it will not lift all boats.
{1t will] span conflicts at home and abroad ... [lts] evolution will be rocky, marked by
chronic financial volatility and a widening economic divide. [Those] left behind will
face deepening economic stagnation, political instability and culrural alienation. They
will foster political, ethnic, ideological and religious extremism, along with the viclence
that often accompanies it.” And,” he says, “that’s not me talking, that is the CIA.”

This queasiness about capitalism, activists say, has been fed from many directions.
There is a sense of growing incquality, stoked by mass redundancies, widespread job
insecurity and the disgust at soaring executive pay. There is discomfort over the
commercialisation of public space, reinforced by the idea that Starbucks, McDonald’s
and The Gap have overrun every high street in the industrialised world, It is, perhaps,
no surprise that the gradual but scismic upheaval in the world economy of the last
20 years has generated mass anxiety. Forcign direct investment flows averaged
§1154bn a year in the late 1980s. By 1999 they had rcached $865.5bn. The .
European singlc market, the North American Free Trade Association and the Uruguay
Round have creared supranational authorities that override national and local
governments.
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To some extent, the response is emotional, even spirtual. Bruce Rich, a sentor
attorney at Environmental Defense in the US, suggests there is an ennui of affiuence;
“The kids who grow up with everything say “There must be more to life than this.’ In
the 50s, you had the silent generation and then in the 60s you had great activism. In
the 80s you had the me generation and then in the 90s the start of this movement.”

The campaigners have what they call many “asks™. Most of them are negative.
A cutback in carbon dioxide cmissions. The abolition of Fhird World debt. The end
of World Bank support to fossil fuel and mining projects, The withdrawal of Unocal
from Burma. No more exploitation of Florida tomato farmers by fast-food chain Taco
Belt. A stop to Occidentals oil projects in the U'wa region of Colombia. The list goes
on. So far, the efforts to put together a positive programme for change have been
fraught and unconvincing. In their cfforts to come up with a bumper-sticker ideology,
the activists have rallied around the slogan: “Another world is possible”. As yer,
though, they have struggled to come up with a vision of what that other world would
look like,

Instead, they have been brought together most singulatly by the WTQ. To many,
the WTO has promoted trade, spread prosperity, extended consumer choice. As
a result, trade liberalisation bhas been a stalking horse for democracy in countries where
closed markets were the counterparts to closed governments, But the activists see the
WTO as the corporate world’s tool to turn more high streets into homogeneous
shopping malls, 1o cngineer the privatisation of more public services, to annul envi-
ronmental protection laws in the name of free trade and to open more countries to
the whimsical forces of Wall Streer,

“With the WTO, they have handed us a huge target. They were seen to be meddling
cverywhere. They were trying to create a world for corporations. It has helped us
unify, We were individual mosquitoes, which have become a swarm,” says Kevin
Danaher, a slimmer version of Jesse “The Body™ Ventura, who runs Global Exchange.
Outside Danaher’s office on the corner of 16th Street and Mission, where San
Francisco's crack addicts and hometess folks mill around, a truck delivers beer to the
local grocery store. A panhandler begs for change outside McDonald’s. The world
does not look as though it is quite ready to rise up in revolution,

Like the coursing rivers the movement itself so loves, the counter-capitakist current
cannot easily be pinned down, It does not have one voice, or one message. It keeps
changing, morphing from one campaign to the next. Tt is wide in its tactics and ambi-
tions, violent and revolutionary on the edges, peaccful and reformist in the main.
Ir rushes in often contradictory directions, anti-corporate and entrepreneurial, anarchist
and nostalgic, technophobic and futaristic, revolutionary and conscrvative all at the same
time. And it does not have one source. Many tributaries have swollen counter-capitalism:
the anti-apartheid movement, the campaigns against US intervention in central America,
environmentalism, the emergence of protest movements in the Third World, famine
refief in Africa, the Asian financial crisis, human rights protection, Acid House raves in
Europe, road rallies organised by Reclaim the Streets and hip-hop music in the US,

For Soren Ambrose, his journey began in the Niger Delta with Ken Saro-Wiwa. In
the early 1990s, Saro-Wiwa said the operations of Shell in Ogoniland had left people
dead and huge stretches of land destroyed. His concerns were to define a new kind of
activism in Europe and the US: a protest which is about “them, not us”, which is
focused on corporations and economic principles, not war and civil rghts. And he
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touched lives which have since carried his concerns into campaigns against companies
and institutions that were unscathed by protest five years ago. It was a meeting with
Saro-Wiwa in the carly 1990s that inspired Steve Kretzman to set up Project
Underground, the Berkeley-based group which has become a permanent irrizant to
mimng companies. John Sellers’ meeting with Saro-Wiwa when he visited Greenpeace
at the same time has heiped impasston his leadership of the Ruckus Society, the group
which next week hosts a training camp at Middleburg, Virginia, to prepare for mass
civil disobedience in Washington this month. The message of Saro-Wiwa remains the
inspiration behind Platform, which works from a tiny office on the Thames and seeks
to turn public atritudes against BP and Shell. And it was Saro-Wiwa who prompeed
Soren Ambrose to quit a life of academia for activism.

When the Nigerian authorives hanged Saro-Wiwa in Port Harcourt on November 10,
1995, they created the first martyr of the counter-capitalist movement.
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but because it was small and could come alive as a sign of resistance and creativity in
the smallest of huts and poorest of familics. In smallness lay its power. The seed tao is
small. It embodies diversity. It embodies the freedom to stay alive. And seed is still the
comman property of small farmers in India. In the sced, cultural diversity converges
with biofogical diversity. Ecological issues combine with social justice, peace, and
democracy.

Conclusion

The dynamics of globalization and their associated violence are posing some of the
most severe challenges to ordinary people in India and throughout the world. While
this chapter has been pessimistic, outlining the character and strength of globalization
and its ability to rhwart citizen accountability, I take heart in the resistance movements
mentioned in the last few sections. Continuous globalizing efforts may threaten
democracy, the vibrancy and diversity of life forms, and ecological well-being in gen-
eral. However, the human spirit, inspired by justice and environmental protection,
can never be fully repressed. Despite the brutal violence of globalization, we have
hope because we build alternatives in partnership with narure and people. [...]
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Tomorrow Begins Today

Subcomandante Marcos

Through my voice speaks the voice of the EZLN,

Brothers and sisters of the whele world

Brothers and sisters of Afvica, America, Asia, Europe, and Oceania

Brothers and siscers avtending the Fivst Intercontinental Encuentro for Humanity
and against Neoliberalism:

WELCOME TO THE ZAPATISTA LA REALIDAD.
Welcome to this territory in struggle for humaniry.
Welcome ro this territory in rebeilion against neoliberalism. [,..]

Welcome, all men, women, children, and etders from the five continents who have
responded to the invitation of the Zapatista indigenous to search for hape, for human-
ity, and to struggle against neoliberatism. [...]

In the world of those who live and kill for Power, there is no room for human beings,
There is no space for hope, na place for tomorrow. Slavery or death is the choice that
their world offers all worlds, The world of money, their world, governs from the stack
exchanges. Today, specalation is the principal source of enrichment, and at the same
time the best demonstration of the arrophy of our capacity to work. Work is no longer
necessary in order to produce wealth; now ail that is needed is speculation.

Crimes and wars are carried out so that the global stock exchanges may be pillaged by
one or the other.

Original publication details: Subcomandante Marcos, from “Tomorrow Begins Today,” closing remarks
at the First Incercontinental Encnentro for Humanity and against Neoliberalism, August 3, 1996, in Our
World Is Our Weapon, Seven Stories Press, 2001, pp. 107-15. Reprinted with the permission of Seven
Stories Press. www.sevenstories.com,
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Editorial material and organization © 2012 john Wiley & Sons, Led.
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Meanwhile, millions of women, mitlions of youths, millions of indigenous, millions of
homosexuals, millions of human beings of all races and colors, participate in the finan-
cial markets only as a devalued currency, always worth less and less, the currency of
their blood turning a profit,

The globalization of markets erases borders for speculation and crime and muitiplics
them for human beings. Countries are obliged to crase their natonal borders for
money to <irculate, but to multiply their internal borders.

Neoliberalism doesn’t turn many countrics into one country; it turns ¢ach country
into many countries,

The lic of unipolarity and internationalization turns itself into a nightmare of war,
a fragmented war, again and again, so many times thar nations are pulverized. In this
world, Power giobalizes to overcome the obstacles to its war of conquest. National
governments are turned into the military underlings of a new world war against
humanity.

From the stupid course of puclear armament - destined to annihilate humanity in
one blow ~ it has turned to the absurd militarization of every aspect in the life of
national societies — a militarization destined 1o annihilate humanity in many blows, in
many places, and in many ways. What were formerly known as “national armies” are
tarning into mere units of a greater army, one that neoliberalism arms to lead against
humanity. The end of the so-called Cold War didn’t stop the global arms race, it only
changed the model for the merchandising of mortality: weapons of all kinds and sizes
tor all kinds of criminat tastes. More and more, not only are the so-catled institutional
armies armed, but also the armies’ drug-trafficking buiids up to ensure its reign. More
or less rapidly, national societies are being militarized, and armies — supposedly created
1o protect their borders from forcign enemies — are turning their cannons and rifles
areund and aiming them inward.

It is not possible for nealiberalism to become the world’s reality withour the argument
of death scrved up by institutional and private armies, without the gag served up by
prisons, without the blows and assassinations served ap by the military and the police.
Natjonal repression is 2 necessary premise of the globalization neoliberalism imposes.

The more neofiberalism advances as a global system, the more numerous grow the
weapons and the ranks of the armies and national police. The numbers of the impris-
oned, the disappeared, and the assassinated in different countries also FrOWSs,

A world war:

the most brueal,
the most complete,
the most universal,
the most effective.

Each country,
cach ciry,
each countryside,
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each house,
each person,
cach is a large or small bardeground.

On the one side is neoliberalism, with all its repressive power and alf its machinery of
death; on the other side is the human being,

There are those who resign themscives to being one more number in the huge
exchange of Power. There are those who resign themselves to being staves. He who is
himself master to slaves also cynically walks the slave’s horizontal ladder, In exchange
for the bad life and crumbs that Power hands out, there are those who sell themselves,
resign themselves, surrender themselves,

In any part of the world, there are slaves who say they are happy being slaves. In any
part of the world, there are men and women who stop being buman and take their
place in the gigantic market that trades in dignities.

Bur there are those who do not resign themselves, there are those who decide not to
conform, there are those whe do not sefl themselves, there are those who do not sur-
render themselves, Around the world, there are those who resist being annihilated in
this war. There are those who decide 10 fight. In any place in the world, anytime, any
Mman or any woman rebels to the point of tearing oft the clothes resignation has woven
for them and cynicism has dyed gray. Any man or worman, of whatever color, in what-
cver tongue, speaks and says to himself or to herself: Enough is enough! —; Ya Basta!

Enough is enough of lies.

Enougls is enough of crime.

Enocugh is encugh of death,

Enougl is enough of war, says any man or womaa,

Any man or woman, in whatever part of any of the five continents, cagerly decides to
tesist Power and to construet his or her own path that doesn’t lead to the loss of dig-
nity and hope.

Any man or woman decides to live and struggle for his or her part in histary. No
longer does Power dictate his or her steps. No longer does Power administer life and
decide death.

Any man or woman responds 1o death with life, and responds to the nightmare by
dreaming and struggling against war, against neoliberalism, for humaniry ...

For struggling for a berrer world, all of us are fenced in and threatened with death,
The fence is reproduced globally. In every continent, every city, every countryside,
every house. Power’s fence of war closes in on the rebels, for whom humaniry is
always grateful,

Bur fences are broken,
in every house,
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in every countryside,

in every city,

in every state,

in every country,

in every continent,

the rebels, whom history repeatedly has given us the length of its long wajectory,
struggle and the fence is broken.

The rebels search cach other out. They walk toward one another.

They find each other and together break other fences.

In the countryside and cities, in the states, in the nations, on the continents, the
rebels begin to recognize cach other, to know themselves as cquals and different.
They continue on their fatiguing walk, walking as it is now necessary to walk, that is
to say, struggling ... |...]

A world made of many worlds found itself these days in the mountains of the Mexican

Southeast.
A world made of many worlds opened a space and established its right to exist,
raised the banner of being necessary, stuck itself in the middle of the eargh’s reality to

anncunce a better future.

A warld of all the worlds that rehel and resist Power.

A world of all the worlds that inhabit this world, opposiag cynicism.
Awaorld that struggles for humanity and against neoliberalism.

This was the world that we lived these days.

This is the world that we found here.

This encuentro wasn’t 1o cnd in La Realidad. Now it must search for a place to
carry on.

Bat what next?

A new number in the useless enumeration of the namerous nternational orders?

A new scheme for calming and easing the anguish of having no solution?

A giobal program for world revolution?

A utopian theory so that it can maintain a prudent distance from the reality that
anguishes us?

A scheme that assures each of us a position, a task, 2 title, and no work?

The echo gaes, a reflecred image of the possible and forgotten: the possibility and
necessity of speaking and listening; not an echo that fades away, or a force that

decreases after reaching its apogee,

Let it be an echo that breaks barriers and re-echoes.

Ler it be an echo of our own smaliness, of the local and particular, which reverberates
in an echo of our own greatness, the intercontinental and galactic,
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An ¢cho that recognizes the existence of the other and does not OVErpower or artempt
to silence it

An echo that takes its place and speaks its own voice, yet speaks the voice of the other.
An cecho that reproduces its own sound, yet opens itself 1o the sound of the other.
An echo of this rebel voice transforming itself and renewing itself in other voices.
An echo that turns ieself into many voices, into a nctwork of voices chat, before
> e a H 1 H
Power’s deafiness, opts to speak to itself, knowing itself to be one and many, acknowl-
¢dging itself to be equal in its desire to listen and be listened 10, recognizing itself as
diverse in the tones and levels of voices forming it.

Let it be a network of voices that resist the war Power wages on them.

A network of voices that not only speak, but also struggle and resist for humanity and
against neoliberalism.

A nerwork of voices that are born resisting, reproducing their resistance in other quict
and solitary voices.

A network that covers the five continents and helps 1o resist the death that Power
promises us.

In the great pocket of voices, sounds continue to search for their place, fitting in with
others,

The grear pocket, ripped, continues to keep the best of itself, yer opens itself ro what
is better.

The grear pocket continues 10 mirror voices; it is a world i which sounds may be
listened ro separately, recognizing their specificity; it is a world in which sounds can
include themselves in one great sound.

The multiplication of resistances, the *I am not resigned,” the “1 am a rebel,” continues.

The world, with the many worlds that the world needs, continues.

Humanity, recognizing itself to be plural, different, inclusive, rolerant of itself, fisll of
hope, continues.

The human and rebel voice, consulted on the five continents in order to become a
network of voices and resistance, continues.
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Neoliberal globalization has led to the concentration of land ownership and fa\forc.d
corporate agricultural systems which are environmentally and socially destructive. It is
based on export oriented growth backed by karge scale infrastructure development,
such as dams, which displaces people from their land and destroys their livelihoods.
Their loss must be restored. We call for a democratic agrarian reforni. Land, water and
seeds must be in the hands of the peasants. We promate sustainable agriculrural pro-
cesses. Sceds and genetic stocks are the heritage of hamanity. We demand thae the use
of transgenics and the patenting of life be abolished.

Militarism and corporate globalisation reinforce cach other to undermine democ-
racy and peace. We totally refuse war as a way ro solve conflicts and we oppose the arms
race and the arms trade. We call for an end to the repression and criminalisation of
social protest. We condemn foreign military intervention in the internal affairs of our
countries, We demand the kifting of embargoes and sanctions used as instruments of
aggression, and express our solidarity with those who suffer their consequences. We
reject US military intervention in Latin American through the Plan Colombia, _

We call for a strengthening of alliances, and the implementaton of common actions,
on these principal concerns. We will continue to mobilize on them until the next
Forum. We recognize that we are now in a beteer position to undertake the struggle
for a different world, a world without misery, hunger, discimination and violence,
with quality of life, cquity, respect and peace. [...] ‘

The proposals formulated are part of the alternatives being claborated by social
moversents around the world. They are based on the principe that human beings and
life are not commodities, and in the commitment to the welfare and humarn rights of all.

Qur involvement in the World Social Forum has enriched understanding of each of
our struggles and we have been strengthened. We calf on all peoples around the world
to join in this struggle to build a better future. The World Social Forum of Porto
Alegre is a way to achicve peoples’ sovereignty and a just world.

L

[ 180 organizations listed as endorsing the Call, from 28 countries]
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International Forum on Globalization

Introduction

A, Global resistance

Society Is at a crucial crossreads. A peaceful, equitable and sustainable fusure depends
on the outcome of escalating conflicts between two competing visions: one corporate,
one democratic, The schism has been caught by media images and stories accompany
ing recent mectings of global bureaucracies like the World Trade Organization
(WTO), the International Monerary Fund (IMF), the World Bank, the Free Trade
Area of the Americas (FTAA), and numerous other gatherings of corporate and eco-
nomic elites, such as the World Economic Forum at Davos, Switzerland (although in
20602 it will meet in New York City).

Over the past five to ten years, millions of people have taken to the streets in India,
the Philippines, Indenesia, Brazil, Bolivia, the United States, Canada, Mexico, Argentina,
Venezuela, France, Germany, Inaly, the Czech Republic, Spain, Sweden, England,
New Zealand, Australia, Kenya, South Africa, Thaitand, Malaysia and elsewhere in
massive demanstrations against the institutions and polici:s of corporate globalization,
All too ofien the corporate media have done more 1o mislead than to inform the public
on the issues behind the protests. Thomas Friedman, The New Yerk Tenses forcign affairs
columnist, s typical of journatists who characterize the demonstrators as “ignorant
protectionists” who offer no alternatives and are unworthy of serious attention.

The claim that the protestors have no alternatives is as false as the claims that
they are anti-poor, xenophobic, anti-trade, and have no analysis. In addition to
countless books, periodicals, conferences, and individual articles and presentations
setting forth alternatives, numerous consensus statements have been carefully
crafted by civil society groups over the past two decades ehat set forth a wealth of

Original publication details: From Intesnational Forum on Globalization, A Better World Is Possibie!
report suimmary, 2002, Reprinted with permission of International Forum on Globalization.

The Globalization Reader, Fourth Edition. Edited by Frank }. Lechaer and Jolin Boli.
Editorial mareria} and organization © 2012 Joln Wiley & Sons, Lid.
Published 2012 by Joha Wiley & Sons, Lid.
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alternatives with a striking convergence in their beliefs about the underlying values
human socicties can and should serve, Such consensus statements include a collec-
tion of citizen treaties drafted in Rio de Janciro in 1992 by the 18,000 representa-
tives of global civil society who met in parallel to the official meetings of the United
Nations Conference on Environment and Development (UNCED). A subsequent
initiative produced The Earth Charter, scheduled for ratification by the UN General
Assembly in 2002 - the product of a global process that involved thousands of
people. In 2001 and 2002, wns of thousands more gathered in Porto Alegre,
Brazil, for the first annual World Social Forum on the theme “Another World Is
Possible™ to carry forward this process of popular consensus building toward a
world thar works for all.

B. Different worlds

The corporate globalists who meet in posh gatherings to chart the course of corporate
globalization in the name of private profits, and the citizen movements who organize
to thwart them in the name of democracy and diversity are separated by deep differ-
ences in values, world view, and definitions of progress. At times it scems they nust
be living in wholly different worlds - which in many respects they are.

Corporate globalists inhabit 2 world of power and privilege. They see progress
everywhere because from their vantage point the drive to privatize public assets and
free the market from governmental interference appears o be spreading freedom and
prosperity throughout the world, improving the lives of people everywhere, and
creating the financial and material wealth necessary to end poverry and protect the
environment. They see themselves as champions of an inexorable and beneficial
historical process toward erasing the ecanomic and political borders that hinder cor-
porate expansion, climinating the tyranny of inefficient and meddlesome public
bureaucracics, and unleashing the enormous innovation and wealth-creating power of
competition and private enterprise.

Cigzen movements see a starkly different reality. Focused on people and the environ-
ment, they see a world in deepening crisis of such magnitude as to threaten the fabric
of civilization and the survival of the species ~ a world of rapidly growing inequality,
erosion of relationships of wust, and failing planetary life support systems. Where
corporate globalists see the spread of democracy and vibrant market economies, citizen
movements see the power to govern shifting away from people and communiies to
financial speculators and global corporations dedicated to the pursuit of short-term
profit. They see corporations replacing democracies of people with democracies of
moncy, self-organizing markets with centrally planned corporate cconomics, and
diverse ethical culrures with cultures of greed and materialism,

C.  Transtormational imperative

Ina world in which a few enjoy unimaginable wealth, 200 million children under five
are underweight due to a fack of food. Fourteen million children die each year from
hunger-related diseasc. A hundred million chifdren are living or working on the
streets. Three hundred thoosand children were conscripted as soldiers during the
1990s and six million were injured in armed conflicts. Bight hundred million people
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g0 to bed hungry each night. Human activity - most particularly fossil fuel combus-
tion is estimated to have increased atmospheric concentrations of carbon dioxide o
their highest Jevels in 20 million years. According to the WorldWatch Institute, nata-
ral disasters — including weather related disasters such as storms, floods, and fires -
affected more than two billion people and caused in excess of $608 bitlion in economic
losses worldwide during the decade of the 1990s — more than the previous four dec-
ades combined.

D. Economic democracy

Humanity has reached the limits of an era of centralized institutional power and contrat,
The global corporation, the WTQ, the IMF, and the Wortd Bank are structured to
concentrate power in the hands of ruling clites shiclded from public accountability.
They represent an ourmoded, undemocratic, inefficient and ultimately destructive
way of organizing human affairs that is as out of step with the needs and val-
ues of healthy, sustainable and demeocratic societies as the institution of monarchy.
"The current and furure well being of humanity depends on transtorming the relation-
ships of power within and between human socicties toward more democratic and
mutually accountable modes of managing human affairs that are self-organizing,
power-sharing, and minimize the need for coercive central authority.

E. Global governance

The concern for local sclf-refiance and self-determination have important implications
for global governance. For example, in a self-reliant and localized system the primary
authority to set and coforce rules must rest with the natonal and local governments
of the jurisdictions to which they apply. The proper role of global institutions is to
facilitate the cooperative coordination of national policies on matters where the inter-
¢sts of nations are inherently intertwined — as with action on global warming.

F. Building momentum

Growing public consciousness of the pervasive abuse of corporate power has fueled
the growth of'a powerful opposition movement with an increasingly impressive list of
achievements. Unified by a deep commitment 1o universal values of democracy,
justice, and respect for life this alliance functions with growing effectiveness without
a central organization, charismatic leader, or defining ideology ~ waking different
forms in different settings.

In Indis, popular movements seek to empower local people through the demo-
cratic community control of resources under the banner of a million strong Living
Democracy Movement (Jaiv Panchayar), In Canada, hundreds of organizations have
joined in alliance to articulate a Citizens’ Agenda that secks to wrest control of
governmental institutions back away from corporations. In Chile, coalitions of
environmental groups have created a powerful Sustainable Chile { Suszenable Chile)
movement that sceks to reverse Chile’s drift roward neoliberalism and re-assert popu-
far democratic control over national priorities and resources. The focus in Brazil is on
the rights of the poor and landless. In Bolivia it takes the form of a mass movement of




520 Alternative Globalization

peasants and workers who have successfully blocked the privatization of water.
In Mexico, the Mayan peopie have revived the spirit of Zapara in a movement to
confirm the rights of indigenous people to land and resources. Farmers in France have
risen up in revolt against trade rules that threaten to destroy small farms. The
construction of new highways in England has brought out hundreds of thousands of
people who oppose this desecration of the countryside in response to globalization’
relentless demand for ever more high speed transport.

These are only a few examples of the popular initiatives and actions in defense
of democratic rights that are emerging afl around the world. Together these many
initiatives are unleashing ever more of the creative energy of humanity toward building
cooperative systems of sustainable socicties that work for all,

Chapter I Critique of Economic Globalization

The alternatives offered in this report grow from the widespread damage inflicted by
cconomic globalization over the past five centuries as it passed from colonialism and
imperialism through post-colonial, export-led development medels. The driving
force of economic globatization since World War 1T has been several hundred large
private corporations and banks that have increasingly woven webs of praduction,
consumption, finance, and culture across borders. Indeed, today most of what we eat,
drink, wear, drive, and cntertain ourselves with is the product of globe-girdiing
corporations.

A, Kcey ingredients and general effects

Economic globalization (sohctimes referred to as corporate-led globalization),
features several key ingredients:

s Corporate deregulation and the vorestricted movement of capiral;

e Privatization and commaodification of public services, and remaining aspects of the
global and community commons, such as bulk water and genctic resources;

s Integration and conversion of national economics (including some that were
largely self-reliant) to environmentally and socially harmful export-oriented
production;

¢ Promotion of hyper-growth and unrestricted exploitation of the planet’s resources
to fuel the growth;

e Dramatically increased corporate concentration;

+ Undermining of national social, health and environmental programs;

» Erosion of raditional powers and policies of democratic nation-states and local
communities by global corporate burcaucracies;

e Global cultural homogenization, and the intensive promotion of unbridled
CONSLMERiSNL,

1. Pillars of Globalization: The first tenet of economic globalization, as now
designed, is the need 1o integrate and merge all cconomic activity of all countsies
within a single, homogenized model of devefopment; a single centralized system.
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A second tener of the globalization design is that primary importance is given 1o
the achievement of ever more rapid, and never ending corporare economic
growth — hyper growth - fueled by the constant search for access to natural
resources, new and cheaper labor sources, and new markets. A third tenet con-
cerns privatization and commeodification of as many traditionally non-commodi-
fied nooks and crannies of cxistence as possible — seeds and genes for example. A
fourth important tenet of cconomic globalization is its strong emphasis on a
global conversion w export-oriented production and trade as an cconomic and
social nirvana.

2. Benmeficiarvies of Globalisation: The actuat beneficiaries of this model have become
all too obvious. In the United States, for example, we know that during the period
of the most rapid globalization, top corporate executives of the largest global
companies have been making salaries and options in the many miilions of doflars,
often in the hundreds of millions, while real wages of ordinary workers have
been declining. The Institute for Policy Stadies reports that American CEOs
arc now paid, on average, 537 times more than production workers, with that rate
increasing yearly. The Economic Policy Institute’s 1999 report says that median
hourly wages are acrually down by 10 percent in real wages over the fast 25 years.
As for lifting the global poer, the U.N. Development Program’s 1999 Human
Development Report indicared that the gap between the wealthy and the poor
within and among countries of the world is getring steadily farger, and it named
incquities in the global trade system as being one of the key facrors.

B. Bureaucratic expressions of globalization

Creating a world that works for all must begin with an effort to undo the enormous
damage inflicted by the corporate globalization policies that se badly distort economic
relationships among people and countries. The thrust of those policies is perhaps
most dramaticatly revealed in the scructurat adjustment programs imposed on low and
intermediate income countries by the IMF and the World Bank — rwo institutions that
bear responsibility for enormous social and environmental devastation and human
suffering. Structural adjustment requires governments to:

e Cut government spending on education, healtheare, the environment, and price
subsidics for basic necessities such as food grains, and cooking oiis in favor of
servicing foreign debt.

» Devalue the natonal currency and increase exports by accelerating the plunder of
natural resources, reducing real wages, and subsidizing export-oriented foreign
investments.

# Liberalize financial markets to artrace speculative short-term pertfolio investments
that create enormous financial instability and foreign Habilities while seeving litde,
if any, useful purpose.

¢ Increase interest rates 1o attract foreign speculative capital, thereby increasing bank-
ruptcics of domestic businesses and imposing new hardships on indebted individuals.

+ Eliminate rariffs, quotas and other controls on imports, thereby increasing the
import of consumer goods purchased with borrowed foreign exchange,
undermining local industry and agricultural producers unabie 1o competc
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with cheap imports, which increases the strain on foreign exchange accounts, and
deepening external indebtedness,

The World Bank and the IMF, along with the General Agreement on Tariffs and
Trade/World Trade Organization (GATT/WTOQ) are together known as the Bretton
Woods institutions — the collective product of agreements reached at an international
gathering held in Bretton Woods, New Hampshire, in July, 1944, to create an insti-
wutional framework for the post-World War 11 global cconomy.

C. Conclusions

The Brerton Woods institutions have a wholly distorted view of economic progress
and relationships. Their embrace of unlimired expansion of rade and foreign invest-
ment as measures of ccononic progress suggests that they consider the most advanced
state of development to be one in which all productive assets are owned by foreign
corporations producing for export; the currency thar facilitates day-to-day transac-
tions is borrowed from foreign banks; education and health services arc operated by
global corporations on a for-profit, fee-for-service basis; and most that people con-
sume is imported. When placed in such stark terms, the absurdity of the “neoliberal”
ideology of the Bretton Woods instirutions becomes obvious, It also becomes clear
who such policies serve, Rather than enhance the life of people and planct, they con-
solidate and secure the wealth and power of a small corporate clite, the only evident
beneficiarics, at the expense of humanity and nature. In the following section, we
outline the principfes of alternative systems that posit democracy and rights as the
means toward sustainable communities, dignificd wark, and a healthy environment.

Chapter II 'Ten Principles for Democratic
and Sustainable Societies

The current organizing principles of the instirutions that govern the global economy
are narrow and serve the few ar the expense of the many and the environment, Yet, it
is within our collective ability to create heaithy, sustainable socieries that work for all.
The time has come w0 make that possibility a reality. Sustainable societics are rooted
in certain core principles. The following ten core principles have been put forward in
various combinations in citizen programs that are emerging around the world.

A, New democracy

The rallying cry of the amazing diversity of civit society that converged in Seattle in
late 1999 was the simple word “democracy.” Demeoeracy flourishes when people
organize to protect theic communities and rights and hold their elecred officials
accountable, For the past two decades, global corporations and global bureaucracies
have grabbed much of the power once held by governments. We advocate a shift from
BOVErnments serving corporations to governments serving people and communiries,
a process that is casier at the local level but vital ar alt levels of government,
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B. Subsidiarity

Economic globalization results first, and foremost, in de-localization and disempower-
ment of communities and local cconomies. It is therefore neeessary to reverse diree-
tion and create new rules and structures that consciously favor the local, and follow
the principle of subsidiarity, i.c., whatever decisions and activities can be undertaken
locally should be. Wharever power can reside at the local level should reside there.
Only when additional activity js required that cannot be satisfied locally, shoutd power
and activity move to the next higher level: region, nation, and finally the world.

C. Ecological sustainability

Economic activity needs to be ecotogically sustainable. It should enable us to meet
humans® genuine needs in the present without compromising the ability of future
generations to meer theirs, and withour diminishing the nataral diversity of life on
Earth or the viability of the planet’s natural life-support systems.

D.  Common heritage

There exist common heritage resources thar should constitute a coliective birthright of
the whole species to be shared cquitably among all. We assert that there are three
categories of such resources. The first consists of e shared natural berisage of the
water, land, air, forests, and fisheries on which our lives depend. These physicat resources
are in finite supply, essential to life, and existed long before any human. A second car-
egory includes the heritage of cubture and knowledge thar is the collective creation of
our species. Finally, basic public scrvices relating to health, education, pubic satety, and
social security are “modern” common heritage resources representing the collective
eflorts of whole societics. They are also as cssential to life in madern societies as are air
and water. Justice therefore demands that they be readily available to all who need
them. Any attempr by persons or corporations to monopolize ownership control of an
essential common heritage resource for exclusive private gain to the exclusion of the
needs of others is morally unconscionable and politically unacceptable.

E. Human rights

In 1948, governments of the world came together 1o adopt the Unired Nations
Universal Declaration on Human Righrs, which established certain core rights, such
as “a standard of living adequate for ... heaith and well-being ..., including food,
clothing, housing and medical care, and necessary social services, and the right o
security in the evenr of unemployment.™ Traditionally, most of the human rights
debate in the United States and other rich nations has focused on civil and political
rights as paramount. We believe thar it is the duty of governments to ensure these
rights, but also to guarantee the economic, social and cultural rights of all people.

E. Jobs/livelihood /employment

Alivelihood is 1 means of living. The right to 2 means of livelihoad is therctore the most
basic of all human rights. Sustainable socictics nust both protect the rights of workers




subsist in what has become known as the non-material, or “mfg;;m] SCC[(N_,', ( ' ‘-I- .|
small-.';.cnlc’ indigenons, and artisanal activitics) as wei] as those wilo have o ““’ ““-&IH}?
are scn.ouslly underemployed. Empowering workers to organize for basic 11 y]](l)\-‘,\l I()“{ !,' fa.
wages is vital to curb footloose corporations that pit workers against cacﬁ ()‘ll‘l ~: i .".g
lose-lose race to the bottom. And, the reversal of globalization policies that I?- :“1
small farmers from their Jand aud fisherfolk fron: their coastal ecosystems o ( m;‘) e
the goal of a world where all can live and work in dignity. ’ are central tn

G.  Food security and food safety

Con iti i 1
- t.'nniunlltu:sl and nations are stable and secure when people have enough food
particu ;1 y when nations can produce their own food. People also want safe food .;
Camny hat is i i ' ibusi ‘ -
o l0 fity ih:_lr is mc_rcasmgly scarce as global agribusiness firms spread chcmicnl-;u‘ul
iotech-intensive agriculture around the world.

H. Equity

Economic globalization, under the current rules, has widened the gap between rivl
and. poor couptrics and between rich and poor within most countries. The rc:'l II‘ﬂ ‘
social dlslocation and tensjon are among the greatest threats 1o peace a‘nd sccml'i‘s'l ']:ll”f
world over. Greater equity both among nations and within them would rcinf)'nrl'l-
b'oth democracy a.nd sustainable communitics. Reducing the growing gap bcnw::'rnkl
gch and poor nntior{s requires first and foremost the cancellation of the iliegitimate

cbts of poor countries. And, it requires the replacement of the current instiiution:s‘nf‘

global governance with new anes that inclede (o] 43 88 amon, C1T g
NC lobal fairne th ) {
it ) g oper: o

L. Diversity

:"IA] :e:;c(:;ci:zgti]srago, i c;fgcs still pzssiblc to leave home and go somewlhiere else where
¢ was different, the landsca vas differ A i
fGO':{: ‘_’l‘css, and values were d;Fﬁ:rcnt. Todﬂ[l))(’i ;;;‘;;;ff::lf;’;»lrﬁ:;ﬁl?:;g;» thSf')’l"’
Indfa, indigenous commanitics worldwide, and millions of people elscwhcr(: ““FC “f“'
testing Lo maintain that diversity. Tens of thousands of communities around t,];:zlffp[-(l)i
have pc::fccted local resource management systems that wark, but they are l\ cing
u.ndcrfnuwd by corporate-led globalization. Cultuzal, biologi;al smcia? (:mdnow "3’“_1%
diversity are central to a viable, dignified, and healthy life, ) ’ oo

J. Precantionary principle

Ai.l activity should abide by the precautionary principie, When a practice or produc
raises p.c}tcntially significant threats of harm to human health or the cnvilrclxjsxo ! 'uc't
precautionary action should be raken to restrict or ban it even if scientific unce t] .
remains abc.mt .whcthcr or how it is actually causing that harm. Because it Lcal;lmnlzy
years for s.c‘lcntxﬁc proof of harm 1o be established - during which time uﬁd i t?)lc
or irreversible effects may continte to be inflicted ~ the proponents of a crice c
product should bear the burden of proving that it is safe, before it is Emp[ci::ltrlg; ”

Chapter III  Issues on Commodification of the Commons

This section grapples with one of the most plonccring yet difficult arenas in the
alternatives dialogue: the question of whether certain goods and services should not be
traded or subject to trade agreements, patcits or commodification. Lengthy discussions
among IFG members have clarified a lot of issues, but discussion is ongoing. The
section will lay out the categorics of goods and services that the drafters befieve should
be subject to different kinds of restrictions in global cconomic commerce: goods that
come from the global or local commons, aud goods which fulfill basic rights and
needs. The section will then offer categories of proposed restrictions.

In a world where many resources have already been over-exploited and seriously
depleted, there is constant pressure by global corporations and the public bureaucracics
that serve them to privatize and monopolize the full range of common heritage resources
from water to genetic codes that have thus far remained off limits to commodification
and management as corporate profit centers. Tndeed, the more essential the good or
service in question 1o the maintenance of life, the greater its potential for generating
monopoly profits and the more attractive its ownership and control becomes to global
corporations.

Water, 2 commonly shared, irreplaceable, and fundamentat requirement for the
suevival of all life, is a leading example. Bverywherc around the world, global corpora-
tions are seeking to consolidate their ownership and monopoly control of the fresh
water resources of rivers, lakes and streams for promotion as an export commodity ~
like computer memory or car tires. The rules of many new trade agreements directly
assist this commodification process. . .

Another formerly pristine area ~ one that most human beings lsad never thought could
or gught 1o be a commeodity bought and sold for corporate profits — is the genetic struc-
ture of living beings, including humans, which is now falling rapidly within the control of
“ife science” industries (biotechnology), and coming increasingly under the purview of
globat rrade agreements. A third area concerns indigenous knowledge of plant varictics,
seeds, products of the forest, medicinal hebs, and biodiversity itself, which has been vital
in successfully sustaining traditionaf societics for millennia, A fousth area is bioprospect-
ing currently underway by global corporations secking genetic materials from the skin
and othier body parts among native peoples. Several of these latter arcas, and others, asc
subjecr to patenting (monopoly control) by large global corporations, protected under
the Trade Related Intellectual Property Rights Agreement (TRIPS} of the WTO and 2
sintilar North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) chapter. The net resuit of these

new corporate protections and rights over formerly non-commodified biological materi-
als is to make it costly, difficuit or impossible for agricultural or indigenous communitics
1o avail themselves of biological resources that they formerly freely enjoyed.

Paralle] to such efforts at privatizing and commeodifying areas of the global commons
is the remendous effort to privatize and commodify as many public services that were
once taken care of within communities and then performed by local, state and national
governments on behalf of all people. These services may address such basic needs as
public health and hospital care; public education; public safety and protection; welfare
and social security; water delivery and purity; sanitation; public broadcasting, muscums



and national cultural expressions; food safety systems; and prisons. While these areas
may not have been traditionally defined as part of “the commons,” in the same way as
water, fand, air, forests, pasture or other natural expressions of the earth that have been
frecly shared within communities for millennia, in the modern world these public ser-
vices have nonethcless been generally understood to fall within the vital fundamental
rights and needs of citizens living in any nominally successful, responsibic society.

If the corporate globalists have their way in negotiations at the General Agreement
on Trade in Services (GATS) of the WTO, or within the FTAA, the way will be
cleared for many of these essential services to move directly into the hands of global
corporations to be operated as corporatc profit centers accountable only to the inter-
ests of their sharcholders, As with corporatized healtheare in the United States, the
rich may be well served, but the vast majority of people will be unsadisfied, over-
charged, or abandoned.

In the view of the drafters of this document, this process of privatizing, monopoliz-
ing, and commodifying common heritage resources and rning public services into
corporate profit centers and the protection of this process within global trade agree-
ments, must be haited at once. There is an appropriate place for private ownership and
markets to play in the management, aflocation, and delivery of certain common herit-
age resources, as for example land, within a framework of effective democratically
accountable public regulation that guarantees fair pricing, equitable access, quality,
and public stewardship. There is no rightful place in any public body, process, or
interpational agreement te facilitare the unaccountable private monopolization of
cammon heritage resources and public services essentiaf 1o life or to otherwise exclude
any person from equitable access to such essential resources and services.

Chapter IV The Case for Subsidiarity:
Bias Away From the Global Toward the Local

It 1s the major conceit or gamble of the corporate globalists thar by FEIOVING econoImic
control from the places where it has traditionally resided — in nations, states, sub-regions,
communitics or indigenous societies —and placing that control into absentee authoritics
that operate globally via giant corporations and burcaucracies, that all levels of society
will benefit. As we have seen, this is not truc, and it is a principal reason why so many
millions of people are angrily protesting.

The central modus operandi of the globalizarion model is to delocatize alt controls
aver cconomic and political activity; a systematic, complete appropriation on the
powers, decisions, options and functions thar through prior history were fulfilied by
the community, region or state. When sovercign powers are finally removed from
the local and put into distant burcaucracies, local politics must also be redesigned to
coaform to the rales and practices of distant burcaucracies. Communities and nations
that formerly operated in 2 refatively self-reliant manner, in the interests of their own
peoples, are converted into unwilling subjects of this much larger, undemocratic,
unaccountable global structure.

If dentocracy is based upon the idea that peopte must participate in the great decisions
affecting their lives, then the system we find today of moving basic life decisions to distant
venues of centralized, international insttutions, which display a disregard for democratic

participation, openness, accountability, and transparency, brings the death of dermocracy.
We have reached the end of the road for that process. Its time to change directions.

A.  Understanding subsidiarity

As globalization is the intracrable problem, then logicatly a turn towe.xr_d the l?cai is
inevitable; a reinvigoration of the conditions by which local communities regain Fhe
powers to determine and control thelr economic and political ?at.ils. linstcad of shanng
all systems to couform to a global model that empliasizes specialization of prodl'lcn‘on,
comparative advantage, export-oricnted growth, monoculture, and llozv{ogcmzatson
of economic, caltural and politicat forms under the direction of ti'ansnaﬂox?ai corpo-
rate insttutions, we must reshape our institutions to favor exactly the lop.pos.lrc.

The operating principle for this turnaround is the concept of sul)sidlart.tx, i.c., favor-
ing the local whenever a choice exists. In practice this means that all dcqsmfls should
be made at the Jowest level of governing authority competent to deal with it. Global
health crises and giobal poliution issucs often require cooperative intcrf)ational
decisions. But most economic, cultural and political decisions should not be interna-
tional; they should be made at the national, regional or local levels, depending on
what they are. Power should be encouraged to cvalve downward, not upward.
Decisions should constantly move closer to the people most affected by til(:.ﬂ]. .

Economic systems should favor local production and markets _rathcr than 1nvant_tbly
being designed to serve jong distance trade. This means shortening the length of lines
for economic activity: fewer food miles; fewer oil supply miles; fewer travel-to-work
miles. Technologics should also be chosen that best serve local consrol, rather than
mega-technologies that operate globally.

B. The road to the local

Localization attempts to reverse the trend toward the global by discriminaring actively
in favor of the ocal in all policies. Depending on the context, the “ocal” is dcﬁn;d as
a subgrouping within a nation-state; it can also be tilc‘ natic.:)nv‘statc itself or accasion-
ally a regional greuping of nation-states. The overall idea is for power to devolve to
the lowest unit appropriate for & particular goal. _

Policies that bring abour localization are ones that increase democratic cm}tro.I of
the economy by communitics and /or nation-states, taking it back frm‘n glo'bal institn-
tons that have appropriated them: burcaucracies and global corporations. I'hcs_e may
enable nations, local governments and comumunitics to reclim their economics; to
make them as diverse as possible; and to rebuild stability into community life ~ to
achieve a maximum self-reliance nationally and regionally in a way that ensures sus-
tainabie forms of development. [...]



