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t )ne tremendous advantage ul th the term i lsel f-rel iancerl  is i ts open-

endedness. The term has a certain nucleus of content,  but i t  is up to a1I

of us to give 1t more preclse connotat ions (as a natter of  fact,  that would

be the only sel f-rel iant way of golng about def ining the terrorrsel f-rel iancetr) .

The fol lowing is one suggest ion, one effort  to f111 i t  with content,  even to

bui ld some kind of ideology around i t ;  by no means a set of  prescr ipt ions.

Roland Berger has this to say about t t re Chinese or igin of the idea:V

tr ln his August 19/ i5 speech I ' iao Tse-tung used the phrase ' tzu l l  keg
shengt whj-ch l i teral ly t ranslated is t regenerat iorr  thrcugh our own
ef ' for tsr .  Tir is more accLrrateJ-y c-)nveys t l re t r ie mcaning of  the pcl icy
than t i te t ,errn 'seI f - r 'e l iancer.  rRegenerat i -on r" l . rc-r ;gh our owri  ef for ts l
aLsu makes iL c lear that  th is is a pol icy radical ly di f ferent f rom
rsel f -suf f ic ieneyr or rautarchyr.  I f  is  j -n lact  t l re rrrass 1i t ru 

"pE-Li" , i  ""
'L i ,eec, ; I t t - i in ie j . ' l , . l l rLartc lstemsdir .ect1yl ' r .utni ' la.rT

@p.;<' ,p1.elond+,hepeopleaIt ' lner.aI ,9|hemo| iveforce
in the makirrg of worrd historyr and that r lhe masses have b,o'rrndless
creal ive pouer ' ' .  ( t ta l ics ours).

Although nothing in what fol lous is cc-,ntrary t ' ;  whal has just been said

i f  wouJ-d be less than sel, f - . t 'e l iant to give to the Chinese any kind of

nonopoly posit ion relat ive to this precious idea. After al l  the idea of local-

sel I ' - rel lance in the sense of the srual l  conmunity rely ing on i ts ourn forces,

is as olcl  as humanity i tsel f :  this uas the normal form of human exisNence.

Then something l iappened: above al l  the uorLd-encompassing center-periphery

formation bui l t  as a program into ! , iestern civ i l izatton//  (with the l ,Jest in the

center,  of  course),  put intc ( f)  cul lural  pl :act ice-thrcugh the spread of

christianity and lgter on l,Jgstern seiencg gnd other forns ollJestern lhougI!.i

into (2) socio-economic plact ice throu4lr  capital ism and ( l )  mi l i tarv-

political g{agtice throueh colonialisn-- a-tl of then wrapped together in the

inperial ism of the nineteenth and f i rst  hal f  of  the twentr ieth centur ies, and
<t

the neo-imperial isn of our part  of  the twent ieth centur lz.  The neo-lmperial ist

e4perience informs us that center-periphery foruation 1s a much deeper

phenomenon than pol i t ical-mi l i tary colonia} isn. One basie theoret ical

assumption is that one has to flnd its roots in the economlc infra-structure
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e.g. ln the centralizing netuorks and econornlc cycles spun by the

transnatlonal corporatlons. Another assunption, to whlch we r.rould subs-

cribe ourselves, working backwards wlth the list given above (atso worki.ng

backwards i.n history), uould be that the roots above all are cultural/

c lv l l lzat ionaf,  and of a double nature. 0n the one hand there is one

clvi l izat lon in the world,  the l {estern one, uhich not only considers

i tsel f  the center of the world ( t t rat  is natural)  but to be universal ly

valld, the center from whlch tnessages of all- forms radiate to a periphery

eager to recelve the I'Jestern truth ln naterLaf and lnmaterlal forms. 0n

the other hand, due to a nr:mber of geographical and historical circr:mstances

the rest of  the world has to a large extent 1et i tsel f  be inpressed by the

l,Jest and has to some extent accepted a position in the Periphety in ex-

change for Bome of the Center products, materj-al and innaterial, that the

Center has considered i t  notonly l ts r ight,  but i ts duty to distr ibute

aJI over the world. In other nords, we postulate an element of Periphery

conpl ic i ty in fhe forro of a submissiveness l t  is up to the Periphery

to change, to wlthdraw.In this factor a basic source of change is located.

This type of analysis serves to place self-rel iance in a histor ical

context .  Sel f - re l iance is not merely an abstract  reciPer a way of

organizing the economy with heavy ernphasis on the use of Local factors,

but a highly concrete fight agaLnst any kind of center-periphery fornatlon

with thb ultirrate goal of arrlving at a worfd vhere rreach part is a
t /

centerrr f  Since the essence of center-periphery formation is vert ical

divis ion .of  labor,  wlth exchanges across a gaP ln level of  processing

vhere trade ls concerned, a gap in fevel-  of  knowl-edge uhere science is

concernedr a gap in Jevel of  in i t iat ive where pol i t ics is concerned and

so on - in short  the di f ference betveen the sender and the receiver,

the leader and the led r  the basic idea of sel f-rel iance would be to get

out of this type of relat ionship. In order to obtain that three support ing

mechanisms (of exploi tat lon) have to be attacked - penetrat ionr fragmen-

tat ion and narginal lzatLon. And that }eads one stralght into the pract ice

of sel f-rel iance as a vay ol l f j -sht ins center-peripherv foruat ion: including

fhe penetrat ion, f ragmentat ion and narginal izat ion.

Penetrat ion, or dependency (the Lat in American denendencia) j ,s

essent ial ly a power relat ion: i t  s inply means that what happens in the
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per iphery is a consequence of  causes located in ,he center.  Thus, i t

g ives broader scope fotrpouert t  than is usual, ly given in actor-or iented

analysis where lhe rrcauseff  referreC to has to be somebodyrs intent

to exercise power; i t  a lso takes in the +.;pe of power that is bul l t  lnto

a structure. Since polJer of any type can be seen as being of one or nore
\ t

of three kinds# nor-nai, ive/ ideologicgl ,  remunerat ive and punit ive (persuasion'

carrot  and st ick power to put i t  s impJ-y),  the f ighl  agai ,nst  penetrat ion

also has to have tbree ingredients. T.o wi lhstand norrnat ive/ ideological  polrer

emanating frc-rm some kind of cenLer se. l - f -conf idence, sel f ' - respect ( the Lat in

American dienidad) is needed - a fai fh j -n ovrn va- lues and own culture ancl

c iv i l izal icn j  "uhe l t 'adi  u ional  one ar ic i  i ,he abi l i l , ; /  t , : . r  creale rew c, : l l . r r '€.

! .u wi f i is tatru rr ; i l . - r i , t : t '  aLi \  e pul ' /c l  aLs:r  ,  i ,e sci l ' -s, i " i ' ic j  e l tcJr Jr  ar-r tar 'chy is

n,r t  needeci .  Ur i  c l - rser anal-y 's ls i  I  is  L: i  ear I  y seer,  L i ra t ,  ' " l ie pcr in 'u i  s LJ Lr-

alle i,u_pr"-rcir-,L_:-g.j,-{___ij!+!__}eqfg.J par!1 cL-i-l ar -i ., i,, '.-'ci. srt l,l igi j-n a crip:-q

-l.r_f1_Sgrug_i_Ug_,r!.u _ss__!l_J{."_a!.,11: futother aspecl wtruld eornbine the fights against"

cul- turaJ- ideul ogi  c- lJ ancl  ecotronj c/r 'em.urcrat i rre pene Lrat, ion in the struggle

f ; r r .  i  nr iorrondon |  - f  nc.1 a-Cnmn*i , rn }-oi  nc - i  
^ . -  -"- .

uarus-rvruauLwL.,  being less suscept ibJ-e to t t tastesfr  generated

from the cenfer and saf isf j -able with center goods onl-y.  And f inal ly:  to

wi ihsbano coercive potrcl  a certain l%-I*I-eS€IgE-g is needed, both as an

att i tude and as a i : t , i  i . l r . ' r , : i t 'e of  , lefet tse,  as an at l i tude ald pract ice of

invul-nerabi l i  ty.

.  Thus, wi lh the focus on such expressions as sel f -ccnf idence, abi l i ty

to be sel f-suff ic ient and fear l-essness/ inv,Cnerabi l i ly i t  is c l-ear that

sel f-rel iance as a doctr ine is loeated more in lhe f ie ld of psycho-

pol i t ics than in lhe f ie ld of econom-ics. I t  r . rouLd be a gross misund.ers-

tanding to reduce i t  lo a formula for economic relat ions alone al- though

that would be 1n i ine wit l i 'Lhe econort ism of our t imesrand with the assumption

that the root of  center-penphery re- l-at ions is in the econonic infra-

structure alone. More part icular ly,  sel f-rel iance is not a new way of

I 'br ldging the gapt ' ,  i leatching uptr in the sense of equal iz ing GNP/capita

or sone si lni lar measure. There are at ieast two good reasons uhy the lat ter

vould not be conpat ible with the ldea of sel f-rel iance: i t  means taking

over the goal-structure of other societ les rahlch then become models to

imitate; and i t  probably also means taking over the means used by the r ich

industr ial- lzed Western countr ies, including center-periphery formation

uithin anci between countr ies. The Third l . ior l -d does not become self-rel iant

by inifating the First and Second worlds, nor by e:rploiting sone kind of



-  /*-

Fourth World, lhe Fourth Worl-d by exploitlng the Flfth worl-d (whatever that
.  \  6/  _ _^night be) etcT Self-rel iance cannot be at the expense of the self-rel lance

of others; i t  onl i rupl ies the autonomy to set oners oun goals and real lze

them as far as possible through own ef for ts,  using onets own factors.

ln general  terms the way to f ight penetrat ion is not through counter-

penetrat ion, t ry ing to do to the Center what the Center has always done to

the Periphery (persuasion, threats and pronises) but to become autonomous.

There ls much evj-dence to indlcate that thls is best done in a process of

struggl e;  that the struggle i tsel f  generates patterns of at t l tude and

behavlor and new structures that not only serve to break dor.rn t ies of

penetration but also to build true sel-f-relianceT( f'rus was certalnly true

for the Chinese and nuch of the success of their  revol-ut i -on uas no doubt

due to thelr  abi l i ty and opportunity to combine l iberat ion with pract ice of

sel f-rel . iance during the long years of struggle. Whether this t_ype of

e:cperience is a necessary condit ion' for t rue sel f-rel lance later is another

quest ion, however --  the Chinese, Vietnamese and part ly Cuban erperiences

seem to indicate that i t  may be closerto a suff ic ient condit ion.

The double character of sel- f-rel iance -breaking up old relat ions in order to

bui ld new ones - comes out equal ly clear ly in the efforts to counteract

fragmentat ion and narginal izat ion. The point is to break up the Center

monopoly,  or  near-monopoly,  on- inter-act ion by in i t iat ing new patterns of

cooperation, and to break up the Center near-monopoly on oreanizatiogs

by creat ir€ new organizat ions. These are both act ive, outward or iented aspects

of sel f-rel iance, showing clear ly how di f ferent i t  j -s from self-suff ic iency

as a concept.  The point is not io avoid interact ion but to interact according

to the cr i ter lon of seLfrrel iance, which means in sucir  a vay that no new

center-periphery relat lonship emerges. In pract ice this means higher pr ior i ty

to horizonfa, l -  interact ion -  part lcular ly trade - with others more or less

at the same level I  and a preference for organizat ions together wj- th others

at the sa-me level  - r r level- [  meaning sonething ] iket tdegree of  per ipher izat iont l

rather than the highly nisleading GNP per capita.  The doubl-e nature consj" ,sts

in using the sarne hor izonlal  organizat ions of  people,  d istr icts,  countr ies,

even regions as sol idar i ty organizat ions for cof lect ive bargaining and

confrontations with the centte, and for internal co-operation to obtain a more

equitable worl l .  9/



5-

S'l  ITl . ich f , - . rrLhe general  conceDt of se.Lf.-rc i iat ice as a pal l 'errr  ' - -r1 '

lnoen.raf i  r rn f  l ,1,ei1g|1 oWn efforts,  of  I ' ighl i lg d,trrLinarrce br l  S,,ar. t ing relyipg

oIt  onesolf  ,  nteanitrg i l rdi  l  j -d, tal  sel l '  anci  t ,ht ' ,  sr l  I  ec t- i r , re Self  , : f  t fhers in the
coho n^c' i  i ' i  nr  Bu t ,  cone le Lely whal  is  i " i lc  Dract ice . ,  I '  l ra l  l - r 'c . i iancc ? Two

nrin,- i r r - l  r .q sr ' r , rn , , , ,  1, ,  j  e l  U.- , r .k i rc1'e in aadi 'L. jJn L- . , .  r ,  , , l l in6 Saiu aL,JVe:

the pr inciple of part ic ipat ion and the pr inciple of sol- idar i ty.  These

pr i r rc ip les al ' r j  r . : r 'ucral  as g. i ide- l - ines,  but l iker ai l  s ' r : i - r  pr ' inciples boL; l rne

counter-productj-ve when they degenerate into dognatic prescriptions.

Self-rel- ia l lce is a dynamic movement f t t -rm the pel iphely,  at  al l  leve]s-

indiv idual  ,  1oca1.,  nai ic,nal  ,  r 'egional  ,  1;  is  nol  sumei:hing done fort ,he

per iphery;  basicalJy i t  is  somethirrg done ly r .he per iphcry.  Thus, c.rntrol

over fhe economic nachinery of  a country by nat i . rnal ,  and even by local ,

state or pr ivate capi ta l is ts in order to pr, iduoe for lhe sat isfact ion of

basic neeCs is noi  se- i f - re l iance. I f  nay be torrserve the peopler! ,  but

i t  is  not  to I ' t rLrst ,  the peoplefr-  to use Chinese jargon. Sel f - re l - iance

ul l inately means lhat the society is organized in such a way that the

masses arr ive at sel f- f r : l f i l lnent through self-rel iance - in part ic ipat ion

i^r i th others in t ,he same si tL iat ion.  0bviously th is points direct ly to a

decentral ized society,  e.g.  in the lorra of  1,he 7-.J.ui  (or  so) Chinese

peoplers comnunes ui th their  subdiv is ions (br igades and teans),  and suff ic ient

autonomy 1ocal ly lo perrni t  part ic ipat ion down at the grassroot LeveLY

Hence self-ref iance should ideat ly be seen as something or iginat ing

in the aqt ipode lo the melropoles in the Center:  the vast rural  larrds

in which the J-arger part  of  the Horl-d popuiat ion st i l l  l ives. Concretely

i l  ta l<es the form of using local factors -  local creat iv i- ty,  raw mater ials/

land and capital  .  ut f ten the center- has drained away so rnuch of the convent iona]

raw mater ial-s and fhe local-  capital  that the task is to f ind forms that

st imul-ate local creat iv i ty.  This should not be confused r.r i th labor -

intenslve forms of product ion which may const i tute a solut ion where there

is scarci ty of capital  and excess of labor.  Such factor-subst l tut ion is

ent irely courpal lble with central ized management and manipulat ion,

profossional ism and bureaucrat lzat ion. Rather,  the point would be lo opt

for those forms of producLion that perni t  loca-l  grassroots ini t iat ive

artd innovat ion yielding results conpat ible with local condit ions tastes

culture. The poini  woul-d be that the loss i -n eff ic iency caused by sometimes
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reinvent j-ng some+-hing already invented elsewhere is more than offset by
+"he galn ln self-.:onfidence in accepting the challenge of being the

innovator.  To be the able recipient of  a technology developed elsewhere

casts the person/conrnrunity/country/regton in the role of the good pupi l ;

a rol-e uhich is very difficult to un].barn and is the very opposj-te of

being sel f -conf ident.  
]V

The basic economic pr inciple, then, woul-d be to use }ocal-  factors

and produce for local consunnption. Before produclng anything, houever,

the basic quest ion asked durlng t i -mes of cr is is shoul-d always be asked:

dc r . le real- ly need this product? The argument that i t  can be used for

exchaqge even i f  r . re do not need i-b for anyJrte presupposes that there

are other communit ies that are not based on self-rel i -ance - l ike

capital-ism assr.uaing that there wil-I aLways be a peri-phery somewhere

that can serve as a market l .  Moreover,  only vi th the masses in conrnand

is lhere a suff ic ient guaranlee that f i rst  pr ior i iy ui l - I  be given to

product ion for  the sat isfact ion of  the basic,  needs of  those nost in need,
I)- /

enphasizing use-value over exchange' laluer" not ml ing out the lat ter ent i rely.

I f  4"he answel is yes,  lhe product is needed, lhe task would be

to try lo produce i t  f r .om loca-l-  factors rather than geft ing i t  in

exchange for scrne factor hel-d to be availabl-e in excess quarrtities

(- labor,  raw marerials) or in exchange for some local- ly produced product.

In so thinking, and act ing, there is no doubt that sel f-rel iance is

prdo"rndly anf i-canital ist ,  for capital isn is based on mobi l i ty of  factors

and products 1n uor ld-encompassing cycles.  Capi ta l ism generates t rade,
1)/

which in turn is good for lhe t raders-v.  I f  i t  had also been gcod for

development a1l over the worlri that r.'ou-Ld have shcwn Lrp already given

the enormous increase i-n world trade during the last centur ies. Hence

the theory is lhat sel f-rel iBrce vi l - l  serve the purpose of developnent ln the

sense o1'  sablsfying both mater ial  and lmmaterial  needs better.

But whaL happens i f  the product needed cannol,  be produced local- ly,

f rom local faciors,  in a federat ion of v i l lages with 1i t t1e ind.ustr ial

ercperiencge,onl)r  smal l  scal-e industry? tr ' i rst '  one night I 'o l low people in

t , imes of  cr is is,  t ry ing t  f ind some neLJ ways of  t ts ing raw mater ia ls so

Bs Lo get 1,he pr ' ,  rducl  never lheJ-ess ( the Cuban use of  sugar-cane as general
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raw mater iaL for  a vasi ,  val ie ly o1'  products),  : ) l '  ( )ne chanGes ^, ,he prod.uc1,

so thab i t  sf i l l  serves thc pulpose buf makes better r - rse of  local  fact ,ors

( the Cninese use of  hydlo-electr ic energy f . . r r ' l ractor-s in s lJme regions).

'4 .  i iowever,  LLr ' : r 'e art :  obvi i tus l indts *.r . ;  t , l t i ; ,  Eir  err  Ll ,c aspnmetr ies- in

t ,he ucir ld 3cu j l - ' r t ic  8c,)g j  aplry,  anr j  , , l . rerr  21 s nu-t i i i . i ' . r1. . r  s Li tc.ecd i  , ,he i t ( )  l1, ,

i i ,4tc l i ,a ' rL r- l t tc pr ' . . ,  i , , t i l , r r ,  Lcing i , i r , -  as7.rnr: i . , t  r r  of  wafe: : -d ls j . l ' ibr-r+" i - ' . rn.  t lan3is

can l rc r lug t ry pe(.) t r ) le ra1, i r t , r '  L l ran b1,-  nacir i r icgl  b; 'L I  , ; , .p l  3r 'e ain,ng - i ,he

bcsI dcvicers tnacie 1:7 lnat l ,  and ol te s l i t - r l i - id rru, .  necessa: i -J.rr  wai i ;  i i I l  ; . , i re

inCust,r ' ia-L Lase f . , r '  nakrng pLunps i ias been de,vclopecr.  L le pr.rblem is

rv i rere t ,o ; { r - .  'u:  ge i ,  ' r , i ie p;mps r" i ten i , i r r .J are in, j ispcrrsai ;1c and. cannol  be

plc 'd iLceci  J,rca1 J.1. .  ;nd l l r is  is  t , rhere - , , i re pr inciple t f  soLidar i ty

eu Uels :  star ' r ,  ' ; l rc scai 'c i r  fo l  a par- lner '  j  r i  r , i r is  L lpe ' : t '  ccopei .ar , i , ;n wi t i r

another communi ly at ,  lhc sane level  in ihe same distr i_ct ;  i f  Lhat does

nof work have ' ' ,he distr ict  cooperale ui- th another c l is t r ict  in the same

prc-rv i t tce;  i f  +"hat does noi  wot 'k have lhe province search for another

province in lhe same corrntry;  l f  lhat  does no+. work cooperate r . r i th another

country in the same suL-r 'egion (meanlng Grupc. Andint ,  ASEAN, Wesf or

Easl  Afr ican cc)mrr l . rn iL ies elc.  ) ;  i f  iha+. does nol .  r , ;or l :  l ry lhe larger

region (roeaning f l ie ECLA, the EOA, or the ACA.I 'E le5: icns) :  i f  that  does

not work t ry for  Third World cocperat , ion -  and ulr , imalely,  i f  that  does

not work either: sorne fy;pe of exchange artd co-operation with centre countrj-es.

In a s impl i f ied version this leads 1,o three levels of  sel f -

re. i - iance: local sel- f-rel iance, 1iai ipnaf s€l f-rel iance and reglonar

(sub-regional,  regional,  Third Llor ld) sel f-rel iance. The relat iorsalnong these

three leve1s pose important problems fo be studied beiow. Thus, far  f rom

being a-t i t i thet ical  to trade and exchange and cooperat icn a consistenf

pol icy of  sel f - re l iance may even increase the exchange level  in the

'" l rcrJ-d because i t  wi]1 engender much more cooperat lon between neighbcfs

in geographica- l-  and social-  space. The point is not to cut out t rade but

to redirecl  i t  and recompose i t  by giving preference to cooperat ion r ,r i th

those in the same posit j -on, preferr ing the neighbor to the nore distant

possibi l i ty ,  cooperat ion to exchange, and intra-sector to inter-sector

trade. Working outuards from oneself  and oneSeJ-f ,  in a set of  oceanlc

circles as Gandhi might have said-zz is just the opposite of the prevalent

pattern today l inking the per iphery of  the Per iphery to the center of  the

Center through a ser j -es of  cosLJ-y middlemen ui th obvious vested interests
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and pover to f ight for the status quo, including i , i :e intel lectual power

io rationaJ-lze the slatus quo through concepts J-ike'donparative advantages". 14/

At, Lhls J:t:in'i, --l-et us surnnarize in a negative r.tay by listing what

sel f - re l - iance (SR) i -s not:

(i j :S*4_:*:-ilg:__A1l_-absi-ract. .gelnera.] formu]a. Sel-f-relialce is a part of

an hi-st" , : i ' ia l  process, at  t ,he same t ime the f ight against a certain globa1

and domest,ic structure and a way of building a ne\r one.

(2) Stt cennq'-_tre ied fron_ebgrg=_ Self-reliance rmrsb probably be initiated

f ' rom above ,  brt ,  j -s meani.ngless without mass part ic ipat ion. Through

coi lec ' i , i r . 'e : i : l  i ' * i 'e l iance necessary condi t ions rnay be created at  the

na+.ional levei ancl  lhrough nat ional sel f-rel iance necessary condit ions

may br. :  c i" t , rgi ,er l  , r t ,  Lhe local.  level ,  but i t  is only at the local-  l -evel that

sel f - rs: i i *nce -*ror,er iy speaking can unfold i lsel f  as mass act ion.

(l) tql
materia, Ig.  Thr- is is usual ly a necessary condit ion, for one basic idea

is t ,o cont, i 'aci- ,  €: l . rooff i ic cycles anci to use foca] factors. But nat ional

pr, .rcesslni l  i r ;  cnt, i  rc ly i :cnpaf ible wi ' ih nat, lcnal capi lal- ism and penetrat ion

ol  1-he naLi , , : r r r . l  r r : : ' . t ' i .p i ic l i ' - ' i ' ron lhe nat ional  centers,  iust  as local-

prrrcessin[ i r :  r ' : r . ,1xprr-rLibIe vi t ] r  Iocal capi- tal ism and al l  that inpl ies

in terms of div is ion cf '  labc.rr  between or.rners/ labor-buyers/decision-

makerr"s and u..rr i {crs cf  el l -  k indsrboth in terms of deciding what to produce,

how to pi .oduce i t  ancl  whaf fo do with the surplus crealed. Moreover,

capitai i r .m as i t ,  is knou: foday is expansionist  by nature and wif l  tend

t, : . r  over i ' - iovr f  l ie border l ines of  any sel- f - re l iant  uni l ,  lurning other

1. l r r j . t .s j i l .Lr  . ; , , r - .  - : . - rs qrf  far : i ,ors and markets for  capi ta l  and products al l

of  wit- i - ; r i l  'n j , , r , - : , ld l r  - ' r rrr : rrmpal ible with lhe sel f-rel i  ance of those units.

{ / - )  Sei f - r r - i  iance js n:r ' ,  fhe same as producing for the sat isfact ion

of '  the basic neecls of  those most in need. Those are excel lent  pr ior i t ies,

t'ri*rr*;'ate 
"i- ffiilerialism and clientelizaLion. SR

:  mir1. i . .s ln l thel  5rrb ' j  e.r : t . / r - l f . i  ect  re l  aLlon, fhat '  lhe masses are more the

ras i  . ,F i '  '  i r - ' i  i  c ' ;n rrccd-sa t- isf  act icn,  r i . . r ' .  
-  9o,uo 

Loping - ; l te r lpsychology

t \ /
of '  Ceprni l i .ngl  , - l ' t  t  l rc:  g ' rvernlr ten'r ,  f  c i '  r 'e i - ief  r r -7



. t j ' i  SLrl  i ' -s" i f f ic ict lc-y'  r-rr autarchlf . Sii implies

' -3 i i , - '  and cuopr:r 'at , ion,  t lo.r ,  Lhe b i i -d i l rg

r l - l  'L. , ,  r  t ,  n iay bc a;  g. i r :c i  L l r : r t  Sel  f ' -

1,.- i . . . - - - , .  - -Lr ; . i rcu i r l rL t - is  b i ' - i  er 'Lu-

1. , . t , - i -  ,  r ' ;  L i . ; r : r r . r .  l -  l - ' r - r . , '  sc, l , l - .1 'c Liancc

l  r '1.  r :s i ,n l i rc wr i  l -C, Lel '^re en Ll te

pc L' i  phcr ics.  L ,  rc prer: isely,  there

I i ' , i  s k inr j  r-r1 '  s Llur: ture that

i ' ; - r i I i ly  l - . '  l ,e uort ,h gar:bl ing

) r ' , rdr ic l , r , . rn for  basic needs

,.  f : . ,1 ' . ;  , : r i .  r i :  ' , r . r j t r r :o!  o1'  fhe product ive machinefy,

; . ; i :  j : . j r . res a-q ' . rs ing land for cash crops in

i i ' i i r '  ,he el i tes to br iy consumers goodst

, ,  ; r{rr lc neaj ls of pr ' , rCi,c ' . , i  tn) woufd less

- r ' . ,u i-  i , ,he econcrnic cyc.Ie were suff ie ient

:  : ,  L remain unsa Li" f : .e41f l

f :  t :  errsured. A necessary condi t ion for

r :oni ,rol  over the local economy - which

: !  ' : i , . -  l f  the economy is steered by remote

'  ' (s,  part ic ipal ion wi} l  remain fonnal t  e,E.

' . . i  " r r r  in municlpaJ- elect ions,  e lect ing

'  :  vel '  lhe economy as the local stat ion:

: ' '  ,  , ,  i , rain i : , t  is lhe train that directs

rr : r . , , ' , - r  lhan vice versa).  Thus mass part ic ipat ion

r,hi :  sel f-rel iance, both as necessary and

i :  1 '  , r  l .  j  j  i  zed much better.  This aspect of

' , i r : r inst.  capl ial- isn that in addit ion to boing

,.  rsr, '  i r r :at icnai"  in terms of i ts or.rn cr i ter iai

r ' . ; i :a. i -  facfors" Trade is the easy solut ion once

i ,.1 :ii.r-1i(:':s as a substitute for search and re-Searcht

' . .  i I
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for new ways of growing food, for new types of foodstuffs etc.  Nobody

vho has been through a crlsls, e.g. a ltar economy is in any doubt as

to what this means: a nobi l lzat ion of resources, some of them known

before but un-or underused; others even unknorsn. The argument against

this is of ten heard,rrue do not uant to l lve in a war econonyfr.  I t  is

true that psychological ly this kind of economy has been associated

with cr ls is in the r ich part  of  the world -  for the poor in the poor

part of the uorld it ls just the other r.ray around. For thern the rrnornalrf

capital lst  econony has been a state of permanent cr is is and self-rel lance,

under one nalne or the other,  the al" ternat ive at least capable of

sat isfying basic needs. But i t  is qui te clear that the psychology

of thertd.evelopedt lcountr ies,  and of  the overdeveloped pockets in the

rrdevelopingrf  countr ies, would have to undergo some changes in order

for SR to be nore acceptable. These changes wi l l  probably come about in

two waysr 39EB!}JS]I as the result of crisis produced with the coning

redlrection and recomposition of world trade (and that would come even

as a consequence of the much more rnoderate New International Econornic

0rder) ,  ad posit ivel-y as a desire for an al ternat ive style of l i fe

uhere sel f- ful f i l lment is seen as something corning'out of  sel f-r" t t* . . ," i ,

than from mass ccnsrimption in an aff luent,  buf c l ientel ized, society.-r

(/-) Through !R creq-tivi!5ls stimul-ated. IrJe have mentioned above that

the transfer of technology, however good the terms, casts the recipient

in the role of the learner,  the pupi l  -  learning how to produce, even

learning how to consume. Possibly this is the most devastat ing conse-

quence of the present world order and the eonsequence most di f f icul t

to remedy. The way to go about i t  is def ini tely not through school ing

alone since that would, with the present pattern, only increase the

dependency on the Western centers rather than inst i l l ing fai th and

pride in own cu-l-ture and confidence in ovrn ability tc innovate. The

rr.rad to innovat ion pr. :bably goes through innovat ion, and by part ly

closing oneself  of f  f rom some of the innovat ions and advice coming frorn

global  and domcst ic centerulV

(5) lgrough SH there vi l l  be nore qonpat ibi l i t ' r  \ "r i th Iocal condrt ions.

l 'hat  I 'actors ui f l  be bet, ler  ut i l ized has already teel  tnent ioned, that

ecc-r logical  concerns stand a bet ler  c l tance ui l l  be i t to icated below. The



type ot '  cundi t j  ons lJe have in rn- ind here arr i  ; r ' . ' i .  ee ;nonic/er: . , Iogical

i rut  s.crrrc Ll traL/ r :  r l t . , r 'a l  .  Self-r 'e-I iance does ncrt  r , i . i Id val ls in the

sel lse thaf  people are no longer given access to knowledge about product ion

atL<- l  c.-rns-.ut tp l iurr  patLelns c-ruls joe t l ie c ' - 'mmunity/ t taLtrrr / :egic,n,  L.r l ,  iL shoul-d

luster ' ,  i t rdee d be r ,asccr oI I ,  mot 'e sel . l ' -uonf idcnce. 0r:e impurtarr t  aspect

r^ror, ld be Lo rer" 'erse Lhie relat, ion bcLweerr fecirrrc, l  . rg; i  es o1'  pr.oci i i .c l iorr  and

consi-mpt io l l  un the otre hand and the l . rcaf  strucfure and cul ture on the

oiher from assr.Lming (as i , restern social  science has lended to d.o) that

the lat ter have to yield to the former to a search and re-search for

those technologies that are compatible ui th the structures and cul- ture

one wants to have. Thus, i f  people vant to be logether and talk with each

ofher uhen they are workj-ng then individual iz ing and noisy rneans of

product ion should nc' t  be chosen: there wouLd be a sealch I 'or other 'uech-

noJ"ogies. Under the condit ion of Si t  the Local populat ion wi l l  tend to

trust their  oun lntui t ions no: 'e and resr:ect foreign technology less.

(6) Through SR there r .r i l l -  be much more diversi ty c-r f  development.  This is.

a}nost a tautofogy: when development cones out of local condit ions,

axd co-operation is based on the principle of sol-idarity, local factors and

locai cul ture, val-ues, t radi t ions wi l - l  force much more diversi ty into

our r*ror ld.  SeIf-rel iance is incompatible ui th imitat ion of nodel countr i -es,

and also counteracts the sl}ent subversion of local cul ture through the

culture and structure that aluays acconpany the import of  foreign teuh-

niques ard mater lal  things in general .  One of the most inrportant proofs

of this trypothesis is given by China today: had China rel ied on technical

assistance from ei ther or both of  the standard model countr ies,  on t rade,

on transfer of technology etc.  as the basic factor in her development the

world rould have been given one nore big copy - instead world diversi ty

has increased tremendously,  to the inspirat ion of aI I  in search of a r i -cher

basis for inspirat lon. For just as for t rade SR does not rule out exchange

of ideas; i t  is rather a quest lon of redirect lon and recornposlt ion of the

idea-flow, learning more from cooperation with equals than fron initation

of (  sel f -appointed)models.

(?) Through SR there wi lL be less al ienat ion. This also borders on the

tautologous: with sel- f-rel- lance econonic cycles vi l -1 contract because

of the pr inclples of  loeal  product ion (as far  as possible)-  and 61 hor izon-

tal solld.arity. Horlever, it should be polnted out that local- econornic

cycles can also be hlghJ-y al ienat lng l f  there ls no mass part ic ipat ion

a,nd no focus on product ion for onets own needs, parLicular ly then for
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the basic needs. The polnt ls rather thaf a negat lve factor is s l ' i rninatedl

the vert lcal ,  t rcr1d-encompasslng cyclo, pract ical ly speaking incomprehenslble

except for the very few who, precisely for that reason, get considerable

polJer.  Thus, SR is inconpat lble with the transnat ional" corporat ions as we

know thenr today, but not inconpat ible with some t lpe of regional,  hor izontal ,

organizat ion for econourlc cooperat ion as long as i t  does not inpede the type

of mass part ic ipat ion vhereby people in general  produce and consume ln such

a way that high"" 
"" :1? 

are also sat isf led ( for creat iv i ty,  togetherness,

sense of compet ence\Lz/

(8) Through SR ecological .  baLance wi-11 be rnore easi ly attained. When ecological

cycles contract the consequences of product ion and consumption, in terms of

deplet ion and pol lut ion wi lL be not only more vis ible,  but afso more direct.

The farmer who by and large produces uhat he consumes and consumes what he

produces has the gut knor.r ledge that pol lut ion and deplet ion wi l l  be detr inental

to hin and his offspr ing, and this very knowledge ini t iates the type of

negat ive feed-back that nay prevent ecological  problens from surfacing at

a1f.  Deplet ion cannot be relegated to some far-off  corner of the world,

because in that corner they are also pract is ing sel f-rel iance and do not

lei  rar. l  rnater ials out except to neighbors at the same l-evel.  Pol lutants

cannot be dumped on sornebody elsets terr i tory,  lncluding rremptytr  nature,

i f  SR includes, as i t  should, a splr t t  of  compassion, partnership with

nature ( t f r is  does not fo l - low fron the economic pr inciples alone).  0f  course,

one nay st i l l  deplete and pol lute oneself ,  as people have aluays done - the

argument being that i f  th is is the case counter-act ing forces may nore

easi ly come into acl ion than r,uhen deplet ion and pcl lut ion lake place in

remote and defensel-ess corners of  the economj-c cycles.

(9) Through Sit  i rnportant extemal i t ies are internal izeo or given to

neighbors at  the same level .  This is,  of  course, cnc oi  the most importanl

argumel l ts in favor of  SH: by rely ing on one's oun f : - ,  rccs a gerruine develop-

ment of  onesel f ,  indiv idualJ-y and col fect ively takes p- lace. l ' luch less is

lust  by reinvenLing se,nieLlr ing inventer l  e-Lse,,rhera i t r  leadJ 1,har-r  by cas Ling

urrese, l .J '  i t t  t , i te -L ' , ; Ic u1'  a -Lcat 'n: t '  ar t i i  in i  taLor ' .  I t r  mt lc c, .>rr i 'ent i , - r r ra l -  terns:

t f te researcl t  at td t leve. lopneni ,  I 'aci l i - l - ies nay b*:  c l i lns, l  -  r . i fu.rbevcl  t . l tat  nearrs -

b. tL l t rc;-  u le i ,n!  '  s  - rwIr ,  :1s ai 'e lhe rai  l ;  i ,axi . :s,  ; - ind i  I  i : ;  i ' l ' ' - rnr  . - r tnr-r  n[stakcs ,

t tot  I ' r 'oru those rnadc Ly l thers,  l l iere is more 1,o - Ieal  r r .  ' Ihrough lhc mechanism

o1'exchange wit l r  t - r t ,hels i i t ,  the same level  (say,  pr imit , ive t ractors for
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pr imit ive t ransisbors) exl ,ernal i t ies are given to i ; t , i rers at  t ,he same level

instead of  berng added No the high level  of  the Cent,er countr ies.  The

pt ' inciples of  redirect ion and recomposi t ion ucu}d under inspired leadershi t r '

c i is t r j -bute the external i t ies more evenly inside today's vast  g lobal  Per iphery.

( IU) Through SR sol idar i ty wi th others at  the same level  gets a sol id

basis.  The indicat ion just given for t rade redirect ion, with a siurple

dist inct ion made between 1ocal. ,  nat ional and regional ( tnira lJor ld) sel f-

rel iance, the focus is already on Periphery sol idar i ty,  For the t ine belng

this is best articulated at the J.nter-governmental regional level and through

increased t .rade later on' through increased cooperat ion ald innovat ive

behavior of a t lpe that respects local condit i -ons a horizontal  infra-slructure

wi l l  energe as a basis for t rue autonomy. Through mutual aid the Periphery

of today wi l l  be ueaned off  1ts dependency on lhe Center of today - through

part ial  withdrawaL from the Oenter and increased rel iance on l tsel- f  -  in

which case the terms rrOenterrr  and rrFeriphery as appl ied to the global system

wil l  no longer be val id.  But they nay st i l l  be highly val id as appl ied to

the domest ic system of the countr ies in todayrs Center and Periphery. The

pr inciples of  sel f - re l iance are as val id for  cooperat ion betueen dlstr lcts/

states/provinces/departments inside countr ies as for cooperat ion between

countr ies.  To wean distr icts of f  thei . r  dependence on capl ta ls is a process

which involves the same patterns of thought and act lon as the corresponding

global act ion, hle r ,puld agree, however,  v i th those who argue that the basic

contradict lon in the uorld of today resides in the structure of eloba.]-

capitalism. However, after that contradiction has been overcome a necessary

condit ion for at tacking the doroest ic structures, wi l l  obtain; internat ional

contradictions so far having overshadoved the national ones;

( i f1 Through Slggi l i ty to withstald manipulat ion due to l rade dependency

increases. Dependency on inrport  (" .g.  of  foodstuffs or oi1-)  and on export

(u.g. of  manufactures and capital)  const i tute an inportant sub-class of

ths entire dependency slmdrome. Decisi-ons nade in one country (to double

prices, to stop export ,  to deny inport)  have profound effects on other

countries in ways that are well known today. l,Ihen the effect j-s subnission

to the wi l l  of  another country one can talk about manipulat lon. The obvious

countermeasure is,  as pointed out above, to inoculate oneself  against this

type of polrer by developing a capacity for sel f-suff ic iency (not only sel f-
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rel iance) in t imes o! cr is is ( i .  
" .  

when the l teapons of export  and/or inport

denlal-  are used),  part icular ly ln the f ie ld of basic conmodit ies. I t  nay r .re11

be that thls w111 lead, in some cases, to a doubLe economy - a regular one

with lnport  of  foodstuffs and oi l  and other conmodlt ies, and a reserve

economy where nev patterns of growing food, and new foros of energy product ion,

conservat ion and conversion are developed. Better st i l l  woul-d be a combinat l-on

in t i rnes of  non-cr is is of  both economies, aI tvalk ing on two legsrtpol icy,

because of the obvious benef i ts to be derived from this type of diversi ty.

Moreover,  i t  u i l l  b lur a dlst inct ion between the patterns of product ion and

consumption ln ordlnary and extraordlnary periods thus contributing to

changes 1n l i fe-styles and patterns of development.  Innovat ions along such

l ines as ki tchen-gardens everywhere ( including on the roofs of high-r ise

ci ty bui ldings),  three-dimensional agr icul- tureracluaculture, bio-gas energy

generators, use of human manure conbined with waste products from agricul tural

product ion and consumption etc.  shoul-d not be seen as cr is j .s devices to be

dispensed with when the cr is is is over so as to return to patterns of depen-

d.ency, wasteful  overconsumption and ecologi,cal ly harmful pract ices, but

as good in thenselves, e.g. for the many reasons aJready mentioned. And

one of  the reasons, as ment ioned, is to increase the pover of  todayrs

Periphery -  col lect ive,  nat ional ,  local  by making i t ' fess suscept ib le to

inrport /export  manipulat ions, more able to wj- thstand pressure.

(12) Through,SR the mi l - i tary defense capabi l i ty  of '  the country increases.

A decentral ized country r"r i th many uni ts capabJ-c of  srLs-, ,a in ing themselves

in Limes-of  c l is j  s,  meaning not only pr,rCucing +-. l re j . r '  or . r r r  i 'coi  and o1,her

ess;err. l iaI  c:rrrun-rr j i . t ies 1., .  1,  a-Lso l l r r : i l '  !L lr  1 . .ai ;  r 's i  ip :rr , r  l  , i , jauc' :  air . l  u i l l .

l , : r  . r 'esj-gL, i ;  u ;a. t ' : i t  l -ess . . , ,  -Lt le i -abIc c:  . l l . i  LrJr .  V; , .  l t ; i ; t 'aLi l i ty  bei  ng one of

Lfrv ke7 land lhclel 'or  e lcasl  analgzed) prral , r ' , t , ' : l 's  ! f  a i i r ,  r t i i i 'ur ly ba1ar; : , ;

Inai(e9 solne eulur i , r ' ics ' , ' i i  t ,uai-1y iudel 'er 's i  l , l . -  f , , .1 :yr j ; - r i ) -rn l , .J-r l tg air  exl lernc

erratnple 'ucca. lse .- ' - [ '  i i ,s vcly f i rgh in4rr- ' r ' , / ' : r : ru, ,1t  dep' : l tue] l r lu '  t , t r , l  hcav;

cor lcenLrat , ion , ; - [ '  a i l  ] t i - r rds of  lnst i tut i r :ns for  t i re pr,-duc i icn cf  goods and

decis iuns along t ,he T' , rkyo-0saka f ine.  In a counLry where t ,he econorny is

organized accc'r 'd i r rg lo lhe pr inciples of  local  sel f - r 'ef iance there is l i t t le

t l l '  nJ dorn- i .no cI ' f  ect to t  e obtained by k-nocking oul a center r  e.  g.  t ,he

capltal  (vhich ot ' len is lhe pol i t ical  /n: ,LtLaryfecononic, /cul tur-aL/

structural /conmunical ive capital  al l  j -n one).  A SR country would have to

be conquercd part  by part ,  but  these parts wi l l  have much hlgher capaci- ly

. /
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to organize para-mil i tary,  guoi l la-type resistance as wel l  as non-mil i tary

forrns of defense even after an occupat lon has taken place. Knowledge of this

nay deter effect ively a would-be attacker;  as i t  may have done both in the

USr/Cuba and the Soviet Union/China cases. A country knowing i ts or.rn

invulnerabi l i ty to be high may also be }ess tempted to enter into pre-emptive

rn: i l i tary adventures, threatenj-ng postures, mi l i tary encirclement through

af l iance-formation and bases and rr forward defense l inesrt  ( in order to nake

the f ight ing take place far away from oners own vulnerable homeland) -  and,

consequent ly,  becone a much less aggressive country.  In olher words, just

as there is a basic conpat lbi t i ty between capital ist ic growLh and rrcdery

hierarchical ,  technocrat ic ni l i tary organizat ion there is al-so a basic

compatibi l i ty between self-rel iance as the basic mode of product ion and

paranri l i tary/guerr i l la/satyagraha forms of defense whereby the civ i l ian

populat ion is mobi l- ized and becomes less vul-nerable and less cl ientel ized

thror. lgh dependence on vert ieal-  mi l i tary organizat ions lhat in turn depend

on Center countr ies for suppl ies of rnl l l tary hardware and software through

hierarchica- l  rral l iancert  sysfems.

(13) fhrough SR as a basic approach today's Center and Periphery are brought

on a more equaf fogt ing. The word-pair  r ldeveloped/developingrr is a part  of

the Western slmdrome whereby r.rest defines itself as cornpleted and the rest

of the rrcr ld as a periphery wait ing to becone l ike West.  The word-pair

trunderdeveloped/overdevelopedrr does away with this asyrunetry def ining

either as mqf.qsyi loped, one because there are too few means avai lable

for the s-atisfaction of human needs, the other because there are too nany2V

(Needless to say, there are underdeveloped pockets in the overdeveloped

countr ies and overdeveloped pockets in the underdeveloped counlr ies).

Regional sel f-rel iance in todayrs Center is more than a mechani-sm

of defense against regional sel f-rel iance in tcdayts Periphery: t t i f  you

deny us raw mater lals we shal l -  use synthet ics; i f  you quadruple the pr lces

of yoi .roi l  we sha1l develop nuclear energy and other al ternat ives( in addit ion

to maklng use of l t rwegian oi l  resources)t t ,  and so on. This is a highly

foreseeable consequence and by and large to the good because i t  wi l l ,  not

unl ike ar economic boycott ,  force the Periphery into even more sel f-

rel ia lce, thereby gradual. ly neking the terms rr0enterrr  and rrPeripheryr l

obsoLete. The same, incidental ly,  appl ies to the present pattern of Center
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countries to rrithdrau or withold npney and personnel to intergovernmenta-I

organi-zations, including falling back on their oun organizations (EC,

OECD, ad hoc meetings etc. ) r lt ull} pave the way for a Thtrd World Secretarlat,

even a Third l{orLd UN ln addltion to (not to the excfusion of) the present

system. But self-reliance in the Center, particul-arly when practised at

the local level l  also gives the overdeveloped, eapital ist  West a chance

to regain so nuch of vhat has been lost in recent t ines: a sense of nastery

of Loca-l-  dest iny, nobi] lzat ion of l -ocal-  creat iv i ty,  less dependence on

professionals,  less cl , ieniel izat ion general ly speaklngr new technologies

(internediate, soft, approprlate, human) with smal.ler economi c cycles that

are more a^lignod vith nlddle-range ecological cycJ-es, nass participationt

societ ies less vufnerable to ni l l tery attack: in short  the l ist  ue have

just gone through. Some louering of purely naterial, standard of living is

a very lou prlce to pay for that - and as the contradictions sharpen the

probability that Center populations (not only some j.nteflectuaL elites) uill

consider that trade-off favorably will probably increase rapidly.

It is felt fhat these argunents eary a certain r.reight and are already

being ref lected, increasingly,  at  the global,  donest ic and locaf levels of

pol i t ical  thought and act ion. I f  put into pract ice there wi l l  be i ry l icat ions

for r,prld interaction in general and vorld trade in partlcular, as lndicated

in this Table:

Center-Center

0enter-Periphery

Peri"phery-Periphery

int ra-sector
trade

UP

?

lJP

inter-sector
trade

?

DOI.IN

2

The most i ryortant dynanic tendency vi l l  be in the direct ion of decreased

Center-Periphery j .nter-sector trade ( i*e- across genuine gaps in the level

of processing) as an eryression of increased Periphery fendency to process

their  own raw mater ials and use their  ovn tert iary sector,  their  own services.

As a consequence of this and equal- ly nuch as an expression of sel f-rel j -ance

one may hypothesize increased intra-sector trade (raw mater ials against raw

maler ia ls,  (semi-)manufactures agai-nst  (serni)manuf i rcfures,  services against

services) both in f i re Cenfer and in the Periphery. In doing so the Periphery
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wiI I  nol ,  only preserve more of  the posi t i r re exLernal i t ies for  the Per iphery

and distr ibute t i tem more evenly alnong thenselvesl  they wi l l  a l-so be better

protected against t ,erms of t rade f luctual ions since there wi l - I  be more

focus or i  i r r t ra-ser: tor  h 'ade. l^Jhal  wi l - l  ha1>pen in Lhe othcr t ,hree cel ls in

{  } re Tab- le is h:rrd L()  - ( r ( . )stulate but t } te g,cneraJ i r l ,po+,hcsj-s is certainJ.y

thaf increase( l  sel f - re l iance involves redirect ion :n ' l  rccirnpol ; i t ion of

lrade ancl , collsc),1 -r.:nt-l .,1, wi 1l have an inp2g l, o f Lhe L, ,1-,,-i,l wttrl-d t,rade

pj.cr,urr : .  Vl l tether bl ie [ , r ' t ,a.L worlc i  f rade volwne wi l l  gc i . r l )  o1'  dowr or.  r 'e lnain

about 'L l te same r . lndcr a system of sel l ' - re l iance is anc>t,her rnatter,  however -
+"here is hardly any basis for knowing.

l 'he same, rree:ci l  ess t , :  say,  appl ies

i t  is  h ighly hypolhet lcal .  The thir teen

hypothesis about pt-rsi t ive effects thai

rel iancer but there are also hypofhesis

f ive of them:

l , - r  e 'Tsrt lh ing el  se said above:

ral ionales sh. ;  Lr l -d be seen as

woul-r i  der ' lve f rom a pol icy c ' f  sel f -

about negat ive ef fects.  To ment ion

( f )  Through SR inequi l ies may yield but j -nequa-Li l ies ui l l  remain.There

are many types of inequal- i t iesr e.g. due to di f ferent factor endorument,

di{ ' ferent abiJ- i ty fo mobi l ize creat iv i ty i f  the masse.s, di f ferent l -evels

of mobi l izal ion of the popuJ-at ion in general  for act ion, and so on. Self-

rel i -ance takes only care of inequal i ty lnsofar as i t  is i -nteract ion- induced,

e.g. der ives from the accumulat ive effects of unfavorable ( to t t re Periphery) terns

of trade and/or spin-offs fron vert ical  div is ion of Iabor,  or external i t ies,

in general. Through SR center-perlphery relations will be cut down (and lf

the center reacts sufficiently angrily it nay qulckly be cut dor.rn to a.l-nost

zero),  but that only guarantees lhat,whatever inequal i ty remains is not

inferacti.on-induced. Consequently there is aLso an argument for mechanisms

of global redistr j .but ion that wi l l  r r take from the r ich and give to the poort t

at  the sane t lme as the poor become nore autonomous. The pol i t lcs of

coordinating this will- be extrernely complex, to say the leastl and the

corplexity will serve as an argument j-n favor of smal-l revisions of the

present systen uhereby the Cenfer vi1l promise some transfers (not only

stabilization of the terns of trade) in exchange for keeping the present

( inter)nal ional div is ion of labor.

(z)  r h SR at the regional leve.L and al-so at the national level

!g"af ocploitation nay solidify as Iong as basis is unchanged. The terrn
flse]f-reJ.iancerr should not be used unless there is genuine mass involvement.
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National and regional seLf-rellance should be seen.as means towards thj-s
goal. As such they are necessary, for local units woul-d be much too exposed
tor sqy, transnati-onal corporatlons unless there is some national protection
availabler iust as the single Periphery country would need regional
solidarity in order to bring about changes in the.global structures of,
trade, politics, nilitary aetion, cul-ture and cornmunication. The argument
ls not in favor of anarchy in the sense of a r.rorld divided into snatl, 1ocal
comunities, but in favor of a ucrld where nore power, lnitiatlve and the
level of needs_satisfaction ar€ better distributed at al-I levels of
organization: individualsl groups, Iocal corununities, countrles, regj-ons.
What is not wanted is the use of the rhetor ic of sel f-rel iance to conceal
contradict ions that have to be overcome, between local er i tes and the people.

(l) Thnough SR grganic ties between units gaX be reduced. SR shouLd not
be interpreted to mean isolatlonlsn but redirection of interactlon i-n
general, as argued rnany times above. Nevertheless, the argument that the
world night be cut into tro halves, the fonner center and the former
Periphery carries a certain weight - not because that a trend in that directiorr
may not be a short te::ur necesslty, but as a long term trend it should be
counteracted. SR pol icy cal ls for a
certain anount of decoupling fron the center, for sone time, but it
also cal-ls for recoupling on more equal terms, e.g. for intra-sector
exchanges. The tirne for recoupling is not necessarily uhen the former
Center is uill ing to iryort nanufactured goods on equal (tar1rf and non-
tar i f f )  terms - that is a very l i rni  1s6 perspect ive on the natter.  Equal ly
inportant is probably the level of general popu-lation autonomy, of sufficient
seLf-conf idence no longer to be afraid of neet i-ng chal lenges from other
self-rel iant uni ts.

r /  r \(d) 'I 'hnough SR mobility between units naY be reduced. SR should not be
confused rrith a sysfem of serfdon tying people to a geographical community,
nor with a nomadic systen. SR shoul-d be compatible with nobility, especially
according to the pr inciple of sol ldar i ty - meaning a preference for
exchange ui th people in units that are geographical  and social  neighbor.  The
chinese seem to be pract is ing a high level  of  mobi l i  ty  at  least  between
neighbouring peoplers cormunes as a way of exchanging erperience and as
a uay o1'  pruvic l ing i r rd iv idLrals wi th new exper ience anci ,  consequent ly,  wi .6
the raw nater ial  f t )r  3 r jcher l i fe.  Wirat would noi be legi t i_mate under an
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ethos of  sel f - r 'eLiance, however,  worrJ-d be to bui ld the systerns,  purt icul : r r . ly

t i te economy in sucJ'r  a way t trat  the uni i  depends_ on arr input on expcrl ,s and/or

cl te:rp labor from t, l r i :  crubside (or depends on the exl tc.rr t  r . f  sucir  people becarrse

crf  t , i re Foslal  rcrnl  i ,banr:es fhey senr l  back).  Again,  i t  i r - r  r :ovi .ous t i rat  any
rr* ' i -m"l ' i l i+rr  n. i .J1si1,1l , r :  bcc' . rmes meaningless i f  i  L i l  aChercd to t , to ,Jogmaticat1y,

ancrlg o bher reas()us becatrse of the nceds for corrununlci 'u i-on betwet:n sucf i

g1'oup s.

/  F\(5) Through sl t  a new vert ical  diPt inct ign be g{eaie.d belween_ sgl l -

rel- iant and not sel f-rel iant wri tq.  The argument is very often heard that not

al l  uni ts ca-n be sel f-rel iant and i t  is easy for China to be sel f-rel iant

with those masses of }and and people and history. The argument usual ly

confuses sel- f-rel iance with sel f-suff ic iency and also overlooks the important

circumstance that China pract ices sel f-rel iance inside the country,  probably

with the consequence that intra-Chinese trade is lower that i t  would have been

in capitalist econony of the same size and the sarre level of conventional

development.  Nevertheless i t  is obvj .ous that there j -s a problem of del ineat ing

the self-reliant units. Sonetines they will be sub-national, sometines

national and sonetimes super-national- (Nordic counlries, Grupo Andino, etc. )-

and SR being a psycho-political in addition to a socio-econorcic caLegory

old cultural borders, ethnic groupings and so on will plqy considerable

rol"e. Since the rtintegrationrf of ethnic n:inorlties (tnat sometimes add up

to najorities) during state fornation is a part of fhe general center-

periphery syndrome the idea of self-reliance should a.lso be considered in the

context oI the striving for increased autonony by such groups - and there

are many of then around fhe urorld.
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In concl-usion, then, some vords about the problem left untouched in the preceding
parapaphs: the problem of the size of a self-reliant unit. There are many good reasons
for leaving the problem untouched. First alnong then is the fear of dogmatism: the idea
that a sel f-rel iant uni t  has to be located somewhere between 5OO and 50,000, preferably

have around 5.0O0 members may close rather than open for human imagination and social
creat i-v i ty.  Moreover,  there is the idea that sel f-rel iarce d.oes not only mean l_ocal-
sel f-rel iance. Iocal sel f-rel iance afone would make the unit  too vulnerable, e.g. to
transnational corporation penetration. But correspondin6gly: protection of the 1ocal unit
through some rnechanism of national self-reliance rnay constitute a carte blanche for local
nat ional el i - tes to exploi t  their  nasses. And regional sel f-rel iar lce, at  the regional or
sub-regional Third World level,  night al ,so leave the scene open for exploi tat ion by their
potent ial  polrers of dominance. Hence, the idea woul,d be that just as ]ocal sel- f-rel iance
has to be protected by nat ional sel f-rel iance and nat ional by regional sel f-rel iance the
purpose' the raison drGtre of the lat ter nio is to provide a basis for the 1ocal sel f-
rel iaJrce, and the raieon dr€tre of that again is human self-rel iancer the sel f-rel ia,ce

of the indi-vidual and/or the group.

And that br ings in the quest ion of s ize. The two basj-c considerat ions beh-ind any
theory in this f ie ld are obvious enough. On the one hand there is the problem of
viabi l i ty :  there is sojne element of  s l -ef-suf f ic iency in the idea of ,  local  sel f - re l iaJtce,

however much one insists that i t  does not exclude co-operat ion, even some kind of t rade
with other units,  and there is obviously a lower l imit ,  a nj .nimum size for this to obta- in,
Thus, if one has four thousand families of poor farmers with one acre each the farm is
hard]y viable' nor are the four thousand fa:ms. But if the plots are comvined into four
thousand acres an{ tvro thousand families work the land, one thousand. are engaged in small
scale industry and one thousand in " tert iary sector" act iv i t ies this unit  of ,  say, twenty
thousand persons may be viable. fn concrete terms this might be a federat ion gf v i l lages,
and i f  we say that India has close to 5O0.OOO vi l1ages, out of  which JoO.oOO have l_ess
thar JOO inhabitants the federat ion might include something l ike forty vi l lages - possibly
divided into something corresponding to br igades and teams l ike in the Chinese system, or
their  ecluivalents.  Thus viabi l i ty has at least two components: that the internaL strrrcture
permits rat ional use of al l_ resources, and a minimum size.

But then there is the problem of maximum size, relater l  to the problem of meaning,
ident i t .y,  part ic i .pat iog. l {hat is the maximum size i f  some t ;pe of direct democracy is
wanted/needed in ord.er to guarantee mealingful participation of everybod.y? Of course, the
cl-assical  answer is a succession of 1eve1s, a vert ical  hierarchy with indirect representat ior

upvrardsr perhaps also direct elect ions of some key leaders such as a presid.ent.  But too
much of that i .s not sel f-rel iance; this quickly becomes rel iance on others. In the
principle of delegat ion of power'  even very basic,  crucial  power, there is also a delegat ion
of sel f-rel ia lce away from the masses to the el i tes. The system may be cal- led d.emocracy
but i t  is  not  a.  system of sel f - re l - iar tce.
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. The problen is how to obtain meaningful contact for decision-naking made by all,

which may be said to be a problen of how many can be in a roeeting together, cornmunicate

with each other. articulate artd sornehow arrive at a decision - whether by voting

according to the Western individual ist  model,  or according to a consensus model,  more

compatible with many other cultures. Clearly the number is higher than five hundred,

lower than fifty thousand. There are national assemblies in the world based on more tharr

five hundred members and even if key decisions are nade by sma1l cliques within this

group they uray at least on some crucial occasions arrive at a pattern of collective

decision-rraking, Even five thousand people may have a neeting in a stad.ium, a sports arena

and divide themsleves into ten, or f i f ty,  working groups. With the assistance of cabLe

televis ion,  walk ie- ta lk ie etc. ,  the possibi l i ty  of  mutual ly v is ib le and audible

art iculat ion, in a dialogue fashionr tn&J be extended to a high percentage of even mass

rneet ings. I t  should be noted, however,  that the point here is dial-ozue which impl- ies

at Least the sequence position-opposltion-reaction, repeated nrany times, with new actors

ln the three roles.

In general ,  hovever,  real ly direct decision-making is hardly possible at these

orders of magnitude. Sornething between f i f ty and f ive hundred wi l l -  sound more reasonable,

possibly with a courmi-t tee dovm to f ive ( the cl-assical  panchayyat) in a faci l - i tat ing rolel

not necessari ly to yield ul t imate power. And this br ings u-q very close to the Chlnese

model where the tearn, not the conmune seems to be the worki.ng team, the accountifr irnit

and the unit that actually makes most decisions - and it has that order of magnitude

(Z-IOO bei.ng fair ly typical) .  This is also a "natura]"unit  in the sense that i t  coincides

with the size of v i l lages in many parts of the world.  ! ] i l  But i t  is not v iable, hence

the need for the federat ion of v i l lages which is the commune. I f  \ f l "  of  Chinats BOO

mil l ion or so l ive in the 70.000 communes the average size of a commure is something

between eight and ten thousand - perhaps the size needed for v iabi t i ty.  
.  There is

something interest ing in this:  the tea.rn is necessary and suff ic ient for basi .c viabi l i ty,

for elementary fo: :s ls of food product ion, and for basic part ic ipat ion. But for services

l ike health and educat ion, and for snal1 scale ind.ustry etc. ,  a bigger unit  is needed.

0n the other hand, it is hardly necessary to have direct participation every day for

decision-making at that level as long as there is provision for some t1rye of direct

democracy - and for that purpose even that l-evel must not be too big, not more than the

ten to twenty thousand famil ies mentioned in the direct ive establ ishing the peoplers

communes in 1958 (it should be noted that the real- averag€ size is much sma1ler, thi-s

serves to ind. icate the maximum size).

Thus we have arrived at some reflectlons on minimurn size, and sorne on maximum size.

The optinistic conclusion is that the uriniumm is below the maximum - there is a positive

window so to sped<, giving some leeway for social experi-mentation. It shouLd be noticed



-22-

how different this ie from the theory and practice of the nodern nation state. On the

one hand there ie the ideolory of economies of scale and the need for size in order to

play a role internationally. On the other there is the ideology that real human contact

can only talce place in very snal l  groupsr 6&y in famil- i " tes or col lect iv i t i -es of the order
'1  .1q

of 10'-  certainly not of  the order of  10'and lO' ,  even lOf discussed above. Of course,

in a certain sense this is tme: capital ist  product ion presupposes a certain market,

power pol l t tcs a certain slze at least when there are others around of some magnitude.

And there is a type of hunan nearness that probably can evoLve only in very sma11 units

out of which the bi-sexual dyand is certa5-n1-y the nost famous - one night assume in China

too (although one does not hear too uueh about that dyand). But the point is that this

should be seen as aJl ideo1ory, not as anything near the status of a law of nature. Big

statef ism combined with fragmentat ion of the populat ion j -nto smal l  uni ts,  famil ies and

individuals,  wi l l ing and ready to frdelegaterrthej-r  power at re6palr  or i . r regular interrrals

is a coherent ideolory highly cornpatible with strong centre-periphery gradients of a

cultural ,  pol i t ical ,  economic nature; but is certainly not the only possible way of

organizing the hunan existence. There are other ways, more self-reliant ways, and if our

present technology is incompatible with snaller units this means we have to change the

technolory, not to pe:rr i t  i t  to steer us in one direct ion only.  21 l f tLich d.oes not mean

that a1I technolory has to be of the loca. l ,  beta-type var iet l1.-  but that conscious choices

have to be made so as to arrive at an acceptable mix of alnha and beta structures and

techniques.
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Roland Berger,  f lSel f -Rel lance, Past and Presentr t ,  Easter!  Hor izon. Vol .  IX
l lo.  3,  pp. 8-2/*.  Also see the paper prepared for the 25th Puguash Conference
(l4adras, L3-I9 January Lyt6) ' rThe Role of Self-Rel iance in Alternat ive
Strategies for Developmentrr ,  by Ashok Parthasarathi  with a sunrmary by
the Secretary -  General  of  Pugwash. One part icu- lar aspect of sel f-rel iance
1s analyzed in Surendra J.  Pafel ,  rrCol lect ive Se-l- f -Rel- iance of DeveJ-oping
Countr ies (UfUln.{nnual Surnmer School,  Background l 'aper 8).  AJso see the
Cocoyoc Deelarat ion for the general  phi losophy of sel f-rel iance.

2. This is a basic thene of the rrTrends in htestern CiviLlzat iontr  research
program of the Chair  in Conf l ict  and Peace Researeh, Universi ty of Oslo.

The standard term is trneo-colonlal ismtf ,  but the phenonenon is boarder in
scope; i t  is actual ly inperial" ism no J-onger supported by ni l i tary-pol i t ical
colonial lsrn in the classical  sense.

From the Cocoyoc declarat ion: t tThe ideaL ve need is a harmonized,
cooperat ive lor ld in vhich each part  is a center,  I iv ing at the expense
ol '  nobody else, in partnership with nature and in sol idar i ty with
future generat ionsrr.

5.  Pouer is then seen as a relat ion betr.reen a sender and a receiver,  not as
sonetb"ing existing in the sender alone - that uoul-d be power potential.

Extreme care shoufd be taken in using concepts l ike the rr fourth worfdf l
usual ly introduced to indicate divis i-veness inside the Thf ird LIorId. 0n
the other hand there is no reason to conceal that doninance relat ions
also develop inside the Third World. If one shou-Ld t'alk neaningfully
about the I t fourth worldtr ,  however,  i t  would probably nake nuch more senseto
see i t  as located within al1 Third World countr ies -  the vast per iphery
of the Pe-r i -phery- than to see j . t  as a group of countr ies, e.g. the 25
designated as feast developed countr ies.

This is probably a cont ingent relat ion, though. I t  is hardly absolutely
necessary, but lhal  i t  is not absolutely suff ic ient is seen from the
Algerian- case today, and probably also from the Soviet case. In both
caseg a tremendous struggle preceded independence and transi t ion to
social- isn, but the systems can hardly be character ized as sel f-rel iant.

8.  Thus, the UNCTAD ?7 is certainly more than an organizat ion for global
art iculat ion and co] lect ive bargaining; i t  is a- lso a sett ing within which
new cooperat ive structures are energing.

This is developed in some detall in Johan Galfung and ft,uniko Nishimura,
Leqrning frEru the Chinese People (Osto, 1975),  chapter { .

At this point a l rJesLern preoccupat ion with the loss of ineff ic iency in
nult ip le innovat ion, or re- innovat ion, enters. Great efforts are exercised
to avoid this through rrcoordinat ion and docr:nentat ionrr.  l .J i thout denying the

va, lue of that approach in sorne f ields i t  should be not iced how this serves
the funct ion of reinforcing the Center as a Center because they have the
largest capabi l i ty,  €.8. in pure R and D, science and technology, terrns
for creat ing new science and technology.

3.

l*.

6.

n

q

10.
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11. Hovever,  no absolute dognat ic posi t ion about or:J-y producing for use, never
for exchange wi l l  be taken here. When one produces for the use of others
there is always an exchange element present which makes it hard to dran an
absolute borderl ine. But the concept of product ion for social ly benef ic iaL
goals,  including the sat isfact lon of basic mater ial  needs of oneself  and
others night be seen as a basic ingredlent ln seLf-rel iance as a concept.

12. This is pr.obably one of the few absolutely safe st ,atements one can nake
about capital ism, from which i t  fol l -or^rs that capital ist  patterns wi l l  be
mainteined not necessari ly only by countr ies with a dorr inant pr ivate sector ' ,
but by countr ies that base thelr  economies to a large extent on trade,
whether most of the economy is in the pr ivate or publ ic sectors.

13. Gandhi may be seen as one of the ideologists,  and pract i t ioners of
sel f-reJlance, through the sarvodaya concept ( local level)  and swadeshi
concept more appl ied at  the nat ional  level)  ^ inside a pattern of  local
capi ta l ism, but cf  the type normat j -ve1y regir lat ,eci  Lhrough what Gandhi
referred tc;  as the f lhor izcnlalrr  aspects of  casl . r : .

I /+.  Ti te concept is ! r r l [6f fy,  as Myrcial  has at 'q,- i , : r i ,  tne:nin; i 'uL I 'c-rr  countr ies
aL t ,he same level  of  dcveloprnent,  naki i l f  r ;7^lr ' r1 l fcsl 'J1 'pr 'oducts aL 16ug[]y
spr:ak j  n i1 lhr :  sainr:  level  of i  processi i tg,  t  i t i : :  b: , -1 i - ,n,r i  ng : .he cxl .crna-L j  i , ies and
ke,:pirr5;  terms oJ t , rade rc l  at ively s laLlc,  .

-1 5. i - lerger '1 r- ' f r .  r : i t r1 .  ( .  -  t ,Lre ( l l t , . r tat ic)n is fr i .m a cable bj '  l . lac to scme Ioca-l
headquar. ter  in 19,16.

st longly thal  1r , ,  d shrrr , . r ld be prcduced l t t , ra l iy  in r ' r ' l ; :  I r , ' i .  to becone
too expensive i 'or  +. ,he peopl-e,  and in ordel '  i r . ;  : . :  i , i  1 iz ' . i  iu l ly  rnarginal
f la)q , r t r^r !c

t7.  l+.  is  probably cr l ' r ly  u i ren t .he r iuest  for-  i r : r . ' r  l i fe : ' - ; r ie jn r ich co,rnlr ies,  less
consumptivercr is is is seen as a quest fcr  a highe| qual i ty of  i i fe (and not
as a react ion fo changing trade patterns e ' -c.  )  that  suf f ic ient  momenturn wi l l
be generated.

r ."  The indiv idual"  level  para.dign for th is is,  of 'course, t ,he way in which
mosi people grow up through a phase of wi lhdraual f rom parental-  authori ty,
establ ishlng their  ol ,n personal- i t ies ihrough more aulonomously guicied fr ia. l -
and error.  Fronn the parental  point  of  v iew fhls is known asrr the di f f icu1b
yearsrr and lLhe puberty cr is isrr .

19. These more ephemeral,  higher and i lunater ial  needs are more di f f icul- t  to
def ine and for that reason usualLy lef t  out of  econonist ieal j -y guided
analyses. The resul- t  is c lear ly seen j-n the high level of  al ienat ion in
the r.rorking conclitions of developed cou-ntries, one eJ-oquent testinnony being
Studs Terkel,  l lorking (New lork!  Avon Books, L972)"

20. See Johan Galtung et al ,  _Measuring World Developraent,  Chair  in Conf l i -ct  and
Peace Research, Universi ty of  Oslol  Oslo \97/+"
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I^acas, in his art ic le on fuiroga,
malces some use of the finding by

in The . ibe: : icas,  vo1. l { rno.  1,  Fpz j7-85
mxiffi, fE tnat there are 14.ibo il-rn

settlements in the world' th.t 51.5?t of the worlcl pppulation lives in nrral
sett lements, includ. ing 4.L0" single far:ms and 1O.LO" n:ral  sett lements with
less than 5.000 inhabitants.  Above tpat there are t2.7OO sett lements with more
than 5000 inhabitants,  1.460 above lOrn 141 with more than one ni l l ion and
Jlegalopol is (with more than ten ni l l ion)" These f igrres are now a bi t  old, ,
but the general  conclusj-on st i l1 holds: i t  is normal in the sense of f reouent
for human beings to live in relatively small- seffietEnts.

22. Anthotty Jay' in "V,Iho Knows llhat Primit-ive fnstincts Lurk in the Heart of
Modern Corporat ion Man?rr,  New York, 20 Septenber 1!11 concludes (p.J5) after
having exa.orined a large variety of forms of organization that something around
five hundred seems to be about the maximum that ean be managed from the point
of view of participation and meaningful deci-sion-making. Beyond that bureau-
crat izat ion sets in,  and stereot3ped thinking and act ion become abundant.
This,  according to him, is the size of t r j ,bes in Austral ia,  of  what Romans
ended up'with as the pract ical  uni t  of  vrarfare, of  what execut ivessay they can
"handle" (not to be confused vi th the concept of part ic ipat ion mentioned above),
and of the farnous French nnamiage circl"es, the groups of people from vhich
one finds a spouse (about 11OO in rural communities, lOO in iaris - obviously
to a young person in Paris not a1f of  Paris is e1i-gib1e, only a very sma]l
par:t, and the size is about the same as to a person living in the countrysid.e).
Obviously this size has something to do with the human capacity for sending
and receiving infonnation - but we would prefer not to have too strong opi-nions
on the size since this capacity may depend on factors we clo not know enough
about.


