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Let us start by formulating four major problems of the world the way
they appear in newspapers and every day conversation, simply as the problems of
violence, poverty, repression and environmental deterioration. .They can also be
formulated positively, for instance in the way it is done in the World Order Models
Program, as_peace, economic well-being, social justice and ecological balance.
Today more and more peopie seem to stress how these pointers into the future some-
how belong together: there is the idea of 'peace with justice'', or of "eco~develop-
ment'', combining them into pairs. Hone of them makes much
sense without the other. Developrfent is to move forward on all four. Development
is peace--peace is another word for development.

One simple thesis can then be put forward from the very beginning:
that the basic problem of our world is structural, or political as many would say.
Structural properties like gxploitation, penetration, fragmentation and marginali-
Zation have to be added to the problemations not only as an expansion of ‘the
‘problem catalogue, but in order to provide tools for a causal analysis, based on a
theory. The theory is structural; it sees the two major forms of imperialism today
(capitalist and social), not as a series of deliberate actions by dominance-oriented
people, but as a structure, as a pattern of billions of acts, almost ail of them
routine, spun around the four themes of exploitation, penetration, fragmentation
and marginalization.

These structures are strong. They have a great absorption capacity
and can distort, even pervert, many well-intended measures. So the basic thesis as
to strategies of development and peace would be that technical solutions are likely
to be either irrelevant, or - in the worst case - even counterproductive, partly by
mystifying and masking the problem, partly by strengthening the structures of
dominance. Fundamental structural change is indispensable in order to create a
world in which some of these more technical solutions would be meaningful-meaning
both destroying old and building new structures. :

0f course there is also the standard package of technical solutions
to the four problem areas above looking something like this:

Table 1. Socio-technical approaches to global problems

Problem area Technical approach

VIOLERCE arms control
peace-keeping forces
legal approaches to terrorism, etc.

POVERTY technical assistance, '‘green revolution"
international agencies

REPRESS 10N | ' human rights conventions
reporting machineries

POPULAT ION birth control

DEPLETION recycling

POLLUTION clean production




By and large this constitutes major elements in the standard Western
pack?ge. (*'International agencies could actually be added under all headings') The
criticism of these elements is also fairly standard, today - but was not some years
ago:

Violence: the approaches do not solve the underlying conflict but deal with
: symptoms of that conflict - the vicolence itself. In fact, the
approaches may even freeze a status quo not worth keeping.

Poverty: since the approaches do not attack the underlying economic structure
the benefits are likely to accrue to those who need them least. The
decision-making power will still be in the top of the dominance

structure, and that structure is likely to be reinforced because of .
new dependencies on technologies introduced through technical
assistance.

Repression: as for violence, repression (e.g., in the form of torture) is usually
generated by a structure of dominance (as an effort to maintain that
structure) and like the arms race will only find new outlets if
effectively stopped at one point.

Population: the relation between poverty and population is a complicated one, and
depends essentially on whether the economy is labor-intensive or
capital/research~intensive. In the former case a big population may
be & condition for development; in the latter case productivity in
the center is so high that the periphery becomes unable to compete
but also unable to consume the products since the price had to
reflect all the research, development, etc. that went into producing
them (green revolution being an example). If large segments of the
population do not enter the economy, neither as producers nor as
consumers (but only as labor reserves), the fascist conclusion would
be to send an atom bomb in their direction. The semi-fascist, also
demo-political, solution would be to limit their numbers through
family planning. The human solution would be to change the structure,
particularly the economic structure, to suit human needs.

Depletion: the problem with these approaches is that they are»gkpensive and make

Polliution: the products even less accessible for the masses of world, at the
same time as they create new dependencies on anti-depletion and anti-
pollution technoiogies. As such they are likely to reinforce the
dominance structure, bringing in trans-national corporations with
world-encompassing economic cycles, specializing in undoing some of
the evils perpetrated on humankind by the other corporations, but
being structurally identical with them. Like inter-governmental
agencies they tend to reproduce world structures, even to reinforce
them. ~

That the people at the top of the world dominance system try to solve
world problems with such technical approaches is only to be expected, since they
would tend to pick from a spectrum of political options those that do not challenge
the structure from which they benefit. That in doing so they would by and large
have the cooperation of what above has been called the center in the Periphery is
not strange either - that is what penetration is all about. It is also to be
expected that such technical approaches will be continued till the system runs
itself into some real crisis; it would be strange if the center in the Center should
start learning from their mistakes, see the structure they try to maintain as
responsible rather than 'problems' and undergo a basic change in strategy.
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o ‘ For this is probably as good a guide to the world problemation
as any:

Table 2. Relations between world problems and world dominance structure:

Capitalist Social
imperialism imperialism
VIOLENCE X X
POVERTY X
REPRESSION X X
POPULATION X
DEPLETION/ .
POLLUTION X X

By and large we assume, in line with precedingsections and chapters, that the
relation is about as follows:

Violence: Most wars after the Second World War are vertical - they are wars of
liberation and repression. Most of them are generated by capitalist
imperialism in its colonial and neo-colonial forms; but social
imperialism is also of considerable importance, being the dominance
formation within which the Sino-Soviet conflict should be understood.

Poverty: The political geography of poverty is simple: it coincides with the
periphery of the capitalist system, mainly in the Periphery countries
but also in the Center countries, including the U.S.
fxtreme poverty has been abolished in socialist countries, including
the Soviet Union, and of the developing countries it is only the
socialist four (North Korea, WNorth Vietnam, China and Cuba) that seem
to have been able - in a surprisingly short time - to satisfy the
fundamental needs of the masses of their population.

Repression:  Again the political geography is relatively simple: the periphery of
the capitalist system and all over the Soviet~-dominate system =~
making it very ubiquitous. It is only in the capitalist Center
{the U.S., Western Europe, Japan) that repression, as common 1y
conceived of,is relatively low, at present - but even there such
forms as racism and sexism are well developed.

Population: The problem is essentially generated by the structure of the capital-
ist economy, but may also appear in socialist economies as producti-
vity increases.

Depletion/ This seems to be a more eveniy shared problem and more related to
Pollution: iﬁdustrialism.in general.

In distributing causal connections on capitalist and social imperial-
ism alike we are by no means engaging in the objectivistic game of symmetry,
tiplague on both your houses''. Rather, there would be little doubt in our mind that
the key source of world probiems today is capitalist imperialism, and for =« least
four reasons. As Table 2 is intended to reflect capitalism is related to mo-e
problems- socialism (even Soviet socialism) being much more raticnal when it comes
to problems of poverty and popu1ation.‘ Second, it is related to more fundamental
problems since it has proven so incapable of satisfying fundamental needs for the
macses in its vast periphery. Third, it affects more people, simply because it is
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extended. And finally, it is more deeply rooted, having a history of five hundred
(after the Great Discoveries) cr at least two hundred (after the Industrial
Revolution) years. Social imperialism is a newcomer on the scene, having a history
of only fifty (after the creation of the Soyiet Union with a strong Moscow
ascendancy) or at most thirty (after the salellitization of Eastern Europe) years.
in fact, It may today be arguec that social imperialism is to some extent integrated
Into the world capitalist system - the opposite may not even be argued.

In short, something has to be done about capitalist imperialism,
something basic. And it is being done, every day, every month and year - so what
is now listed beyond is less a catalogue of our prescriptions than a catalogue of
predictions about crucial policy areas that will be activated in the years to come.
Adm!ttedly, however, it is difficult to draw a strict line between prescription and
prediction because of the tencency to predict what one hopes will happen and to
hope for what one predicts will happen anyhow. So let us rather stick to the
terminology just introduced anc talk about these as'policy areas'', leaving the
question of whether they are essentially predictions or essentially prescriptions
for others to decide (particularly since they are obviously either).

To change a structure means partly to destroy an existing one, partly
to help create a new structure. Below is then a list of key strategies in this con-
nection; we would claim that they are not picked at random but flow easily and
logically from the entire theory of dominance. They fall into four parts: changes
in Center-Periphery relations, inside the Center, inside the Periphery and in the
global system.

(1) Changes in Center-Periphery relations.

What already is taking place is a certain change from the old economic order to
what is referrred to as the new economic order. This is a progressive change

because it may lay the basis for the next step to be developed below. It would
imply such measures as better terms of trade, brought about through producers’

cartels for raw materials (the key example being the OPEC quadrupling of oil prices),

the right to control natural resource (e.g., through nationalization) and Periphery
control over more of the economic cycle {e.g., shipping and insurance and some of
the financial elements) so as'to ensure that more of the surpius generated accrues
.0 the Periphery. These are important structural changes brought about by a
concerted Third World action - they are not technical ‘'solutions'’. But they do not
go far enough and are likely to cause disappointment relatively soon. Thus,
improved terms of trade will only touch the top of the exploitation iceberg, the
basically vertical division of labor will remain, and so will the dependency of the
Periphery on the Center. Further, there is no guarantee that better control over
own resources means that they will be used to satisfy fundamental needs of the
masses - they could also be used to satisfy far from fundamental needs of the local
elites and for national prestige projects, including militarization of the society.
And Periphery control over more of the economic cycle may only imply that the _
masses will be exploited by their own rather than by the capitalist Center and its
local bridgeheads, such as daughter companies. This is alsc true when a more
horizontal division of labor, with increased export of industrial products from
the Periphery to the Center is added to the facts of world trade (not only to the
programs, and not only in the form of transfers within transnational corporations).
Counter-penetration, e.g. Periphery investment of petroldollars in the Center is a
strategy, but has the limitation of preserving, perhaps even strengthening the
capitalist system as a whole. '

Hence, consistent moves should be made into the next phase, from thc
new (or not so new) economic order to self-reliance. In this phase the Periphery
would gain total control over its own economic activity, and would decouple itself

from Center-dominated economic cycles. It would not rest content with ownership
over natural resources but would also process them, in the Periphery - and for
- b
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consumption predominantly in the Periphery. This would immediately raise the
question of In what direction raw materials should be processed. in the first oart
of this phase the answer would probably be conventional: in the old direction. Uil
would be processed into gascline; what would be new would be the idea that the
Center would have to buy the processed product (and have it shipped on Periphery-
owned ships) so as to keep not only the better part of the profits but also more
of the spin-offs in the Periphery. In the second part of this phase, however, it
is expected that strong movements will be generated to direct the processing more
towards the needs of the masses. in Cuba, for instance, this meant, concretely,
the processing of sugar cane into pharmaceutical house building material, etc. -
not only using it as a cash crop to earn foreign currency so as to buy consumers'’
goods (for elites) and some capital goods, with the technological dependency that
implied. Similarly, oil can obviously be processed in the direction of fundamental
need satisfaction, e.g., through conversion into protein. :

Self-reliance implies reliance on one's own resources. it does not
mean autarchy for it does not exclude trade. But the idea would bes always to try
to produce a product locally rather than getting it through buying and selling,
through trade. The reason is not only that the latter maintains an exploitative
division of labor and creates dependencies, but also that it is wasteful. 1t does
not force the local population to ask some very fruitful questions: how can we
produce that product using some other raw materials that we have rather than what
is customarily used; how can we produce it developing some new technologies through
our own work rather than importing foreign technology; and it is absolutely certain
that we need that product, or could it be that some other procuct that we are able
to produce can be a very satisfactory substitute (such as very cheap bicycles or
scooters combined with abundant collective transporation instead of private cars)?
These are the questions asked in times of war and times of economic boycott and
they always generate autonomy and creativity. In fact, economic sanctions are
probably among the best instruments in the world if the goal is autonomous develop-
ment.

Self-reliance means that one really makes use of one's own resources,
often leading to unexpected solutions, not that one only make use of own resources.
in some of the most poorly endowed countries these resources will be insufficient -
geography is mercilessly asymmetric in its distribution of natural resources
(although it is to a large extent we humanswho define what is a natural resource and
what is not). There is scope for trade, but with two important observations.

First, to avoid dependencies this will probably witness a general decline in verti-
cal trade and a general increase in horizontal trade. It is between countries

roughly speaking at the same level of industrial development (here simply defined

as capacity for processing) that the doctrine of comparative advantages makes sense,
for countries at highly uneven levels the doctrine only masks the exploitation that
stems from differential spin-off benefits. To pull together with other countries

at the same level can be referred to as collective self-reliance - and it is

already emerging as increased interaction and institution-buiiding in regions of the
Third world (and will sooner or later Be Eastern’Europé's answer to Soviet hegemony ).
Vhat remains is only that these regions increasingly decouple themselves from their
dependency on the US. the EC and Japan. As that happens the world will witness a
gradual change in trade composition: a decrease in North-South trade, an increase
in South-Sauth trade and probably also an increase in North-North trade. This may
be accompanied by a general decrease in world trade (which recently has grown at
such astounding rates at 7-10% per year), which generally should be welcomed since
trade very often implies low reliance of own resources, hence waste. Needless to
say, traders and countries specializing in trade (such as the EC which handles
about k0% of world trade) will view this issue differently.

The second observation on the relation between self-reliance and trade

concerns internal trade. The logic of self-rellance, as the Chinese have so con-

vincingly shown, applies equally well inside a country - because the structure
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of imperialism applies equally well between central and peripheral districts as
between central and peripheral countries and regions. HNowhere is this so clearly
expressed as in the Arusha declaration. This is important for it constitutes a
link between the ideology of selif-reliance and the ideclogy of fundamental needs
satisfaction: it is assumed that if people have control over their own economic
situation then they will use productive forces first to satisfy basic needs -
maybe at a low level - and then proceeed to higher needs. Admittedly, there is an
assumption of enlightened self-interest here, for instance that people know what
is best for their health - and that assumption is sometimes doubtful. But what is
not even to be doubted is that the center of a country, under the doctrine of
national self-reliance, may continue, even strengthen exploitation and repression
at home - as was done by the three major pre-war fascist regimes. Hence, in order
for self-reliance to spread inside the country certain assumptions about the
inside of the Periphery have to be made - and we now turn to that.

(2) Changes inside Periphery countries.

There are problems inside the Periphery countries beyond the structure

of their relations to Center countries. Basically it is not only the problem of
Periphery countries relying more on themselves, but also of ensuring that the
fruits of self-reliance accrue to the masses. A good example here is the mental and
economic trap of overemphasizing mineral resources, particularly ores. In what
direction is iron ore, or other ores processed? .Directly they do not serve
fundamental needs - they figure neither in diets, nor in clothes or shelter in any
significant manner (except for the urban population), very little in health and
very little in education. They are important indirectly,converted into capital
goods for the production of foocd, clothes, shelter, etc. - but not in the quantities
currently exploited. Much of it goes to the production of unnecessary goods, very
much of it even to the production of military hardware, the means of destruction.
To a large extent the focus on minerals is a part of the vertical trade heritage
that reappears in the focus on the nodules on the ocean floor, more likely to be
converted into military hardware for the control of the masses of the Periphery
than into goods that will lead to direct satisfaction of basic needs.

Thus, the first and basic strategy inside a Periphery country would
be fundamental needs first, and from the bottom up, starting with those who rank
lowest on their satisfaction. In fact, this should be the new definition of
development: not some measure of average production or consumption, but the level
of need-satisfaction for, say, the lowest 20, 25, 33 or 40%. Concretely, this means
that groups with this kind of orientation as their political priority have to come
into power, and there is little doubt that in most cases this can only happen
through some kind of revolutionary process. In the preceding section an image of
nonviolent revolution has been given so as to break at least the almost logical
connection thatseems tgexist in many people's mind between '‘revolution'' and
"violence''. But there are many scenarios as to how this type of change can take
place, and one of the more important ones in recent years would be that the power
machinery itself - the military - turns against their old masters and makes the
satisfaction of the needs of the masses their top priority. A change of that kind
would be objectively progressive - as it seems to have been in Peru and Portugal -
even if it is not necessarily born out of a progressive ideology.

A second and basic point in .this connection is to find some way of
dealing with local parasitic elites. A Periphery country will never be able to
overcome poverty if something like 25% of the population not only decides over 75%
of the social surplus, but also consumes it. These are the economically privileged
groups, and the way of dealing with them is, experience seems to show, to deprive
them of economic privilege. Under programs of austerity, for instance as a resuilt
of economic sanctions, they tend to emigrate to the Center country, even at the
risk of entering that country at the bottom, in the periphery. Another way of
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dealing with them, actually more Chinese and Eastern European than the Scoviet

and Cuban method hinted at asove, is to let them keep some of their privileges

but give them new jobs - e.g. as state bureaucrats rather than as private capital-
ists. They would no longer be capable of making profit, but they might even become
loyal supporters of a new regime precisely because the structural change was
directed against the nature of their previous job rather than against their
personal level of living. The problem may still be, however, whether a Periphery
country would be capable of maintaining an elite of that kind, and whether the
elite may not simply turn into a 'new class'.

A third point would be to decentralize Periphery society, usually
heavily centralized precisely because that was the only way colonial and neo-colo-
nial regimes could run it (usually with the capital built around a harbor, with
communication and transportation radiating inward in the country and outward
towaras the metropoles). Thus leads to a politics of Chinese boxes, of district
and village autonomy and self-reliance, just as for the Periphery country itself.
it also presupposes horizontal cooperation between villages at the same level,
particularly at the bottom, with obvious consequences for the road network that
should connect periphery villages and not only lead from the capital to the district
capital and from there to the village in a feudal fashion. Some type of local,
direct democracy has to be developad to release dormant sources of creativity and
development, and this would probably have to be accompanied by some kind of know-
ledge reform, similar to a land reform, whereby knowledge is distributed more
evenly in the society. This is more than a question of dissemination of knowledge
through general education, adult education and popularization. Like for land
reform it is a question of & more even distribution of the means of producing
knowledge, which probably would imply less reliance on the universities and high
schools in the centers and more reliance on locally generated knowledge, building
on traditional knowledge. Needless to say, the Cultural Revolution in China is
the great example here, and it is hard to see how autonomy can be generated in the
Periphery, not to mention in the periphery of the Periphery, wi thout some measures
of that kind.

A fourth point, and in a sense underlying all of this: a higher
level of consciousness in the Periphery about how the present structure works, aboul
Siternative structures and cbout strategies for destroying structures of dominance
and building structures that serve human needs better. This can only develop as thc
Periphery's own creation. The point that import of marxism as an antidote to
liberal thinking and capitalist organization only substitutes one type of Western
dependence for another should not be pressed too far, but it is important. Much
of the Chinese autonomy todey derives from their ability to create their own marx=-
ism, so to speak, emphasizing much more strongly the idea of trusting the people
(in addition to serving the people). Consequently much of the consciousness~forma=-
tion in the Periphery will take the form of rejection of Center-generated thinking,
and''leftists'! from the centers of capitalists and social imperialism would be wise
to understand that they will also be objects of rejection. Westerners, left and
right, usually share the assumption that they have the key to Periphery future - an
accusation that also may be raised against the present author.

Finally: the need for a much stronger political mobilization in the
Periphery. The masses work against tremendous odds, exposed to all means of repres-
sion, being highly manipulable, at or even below subsistence level living. A major
tactic in that situation would be to prepare oneself, gain ¢xperience, and make use
of the opportune moment. The structure will always produce crises because of the
many contradictions built into it - those are the moments to be utilized as when the
OPEC countries made use of the Yom Kippur was to launch their embargoes and price
increases. There will be many such situations in the future; the wise tactic would
be not to expose oneself unnecessarily to repression as long as the structure is
strong, but make use of its contradictions in the moments of weakness.
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(3)

Changes inside Center countries.

‘ The sasic changes that have to take place in Center countries would not,
in our mind, necessarily have to Je so deep as to warrant the use of the word
‘'revolutionary . On the contrary, they may actually b2 seen as relatively
modest - for if ‘'revolution' were really nseded in all the Center countries the
srosnects would be bleak indeed. More particularly, what is needed can oossioly
be put into two broad categories: weaning the Center of its desendance on the Peri-
phery, and making the Center keep its hands off the Periphery. Thus, what is seen
here as fundamental is not that the Center countries should Fulfill their promises
to give 1% as technical assistance, or any nercentage for that matter, For if a
system works badly at 0.2% it is hardly to be exnected that it will work much
better at 1%. What is needed is not that the Center should give anything, but that
it should stop ro%»ing (as when the US got professionals through brain drain with
a discounted educational valuz of 33.8 Hillion in 1971 alone - the value of techni-
cal assistance to the Periphery that year 33

eing gi.Z billion) - and that it
should stop interfering. The oroblems cannot be solved with money, they have to be
solved through structural change. ’

Thus, the Sirst and basic strategy inside a Canter country would be to pre-
nare For Perinhery self-reliance, and this can only hapoen through increased
Center self-reliance. Concretely this means to decrease the denendence on raw
materials from the Perighery for the 3imnle reason that they may very soon no fong-
er e available, or only be available a2t »rices the Center will not be willing, or
even asle, to pay. This is partly a question of getting raw materials from else-
where, including new sources of energy - but also a guestion of developing new, less
consumdtive styles of living in general, and less consumptive of rnon-renewaosle
sources of enerqy in nsarticular. Just as the Periphery countries have to raise
everybody above a certain floor or minimum level when it comes to food, clothes
and shelter, the Center countries have to start thinking and acting in terms of
ceiling or maximum levels. Given the limitations of nature it is no longer accepnt-
aole that, for instance, the 5% of the world's nopulation living in the US should
consume 33% of the oil, partly because it taxes the resources too much, partly be-
cause it leads to an inequality ga» that much too easily translated into a power
differential that is used, for instance, to intervene militarily. At this noint
it is important to note that this reasoning is increasingly accented when the Cen-
ter overconsumes resources taken from the Perinhery. Tomorrow we may, however, go
one sten Ffurther in our thinking and define certain resources as belonging to man-
kind as a whole regardless of where in the world they are located.

The best way of using all the money set aside for technical assistance may
well he for this nurpose: to prenare the Center for times to come by a restructur-
ing of the oroductive casacity rather than to reinforce Periphery dedendence on
the Center through continued '“aid'. 3ut much of this is also a guestion of
change of mentality, of building on the yearning for simpler life styles ciearly
expressed in many Center countries in receft years. It may e objected, though,
that this protest is essentially an urban, intellectual youth phenomenon, which
may se true. However. such life styles may soon hecome a necessity as the crisis
deepens - wise statesmanshin, hence, would be to prepare the nooulation through
ecarly warnings, and by building on such currents ¥n Center culture.

A second and equally basic noint would de to find some way of dealing with
the Center instruments of direct and structural violence in the Periphery. Quite
concretely this means to find some way of controlling the Center machines ready for
sudversion and military intervention, and the major Center instruments for
capitalist imperialism, the transnatiotal cornorations. Suffice it here only to
mention some key tactics. Thus, the danger of US, Western European and/or Japan-
ese intervention to retain privilege is considerable - and well proven in the
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near nast. To exnose all such nlans, to hava neonle inside the intelligence agen-
cies and military Torces ready to reveal them, to try to train soldiers to make a
sharp distinction netween military self-dafens2 and intervention in Perinhery coun-
tries when the latter someliow try to create jettar structural conditions For them-
selves--all this is basic. Jdut stronger means would also b2 needed, such as deny-
ing the military research canacity oy stigmetizing scientists working for such pur-
ooses, by denying them vital susdlies, and so on. And the sams anplies to trans-
national corporations: they should be exposad and not only De made more account-
able - the worst of them in terms of the structural damage they cause should even
se boycotted as nlaces of work. As for the military their 'secrets’ should be nubd-
lished, narticularly patents, and particularly patents in the Field of Ffundamental
needs, such as nharmaceutical natents. In short: the key contrivution the Center
can make to Periphery develooment is negative, stop intervening in any way, rather
than anything positive - in our dresent world.

A third point would be the same For Periphery society: a certain decent-
ralization of Centar societies. The motivation would be the same: only in smaller,
more autonomous units can human beings be big enough to count; in over-sized, cen-
tralized countries they become too small. Sut there is also an additional mo-
tivation seen very clearly, in, for instance, the Indo-China wars: for a »noor nea-
sant in that nart of the world it would have been a great advantage if the US con-
sisted of fifty disunitad states, incanable of producing, say, a 8-52. Somshow
the Centzr countries have to disarim not only militarily but structurally, and one
way of doing that would be through decentralization.

Fourth: Just as for the Periohery thers is a need Ffor new consciousness-
formation. It is in the process, and has been For several ysars;, at least from
1750 - after the US war in Indo-China made it more clear to people what the true
nature of Wastern liberal democracy was like. It may de argued, and orodaoly
correctly, that had the US been as effective in Indo-China as the Soviet Union in
Czechoslovakia (or the US in the comparable case, the Dominican Republic), then
there would have %ezen no such awakening - that diseachantment, even criticism, was
born out of defeat and would have been but the hobby of some cranks had the US
won'! in Indo-China (after all - who ever mentions the Dominican Republic?) But
an awakening there was. More imnortant than discussing its causal origin and its
moral character would be a discussion of its denth and scope. Thus, the critique
had a tendency to be actor-oriented ('a tragic mistake'’, ‘'an unfortunate decision'')
rather than tied to structu~al analysis of the more lasting characteristics - an
analysis that should come easily because the war was about the same even though
it passed through thz hands of about five different nresidents. Also, the Water-
gate exercise in actor-oriented analysis, leading to the sacrificial demise of a
nresident, also served effectively to block a structural analysis whenit was most
needed. And Finally - not so many p2ople became that conscious of what happened-
after all, all of us in the Center, neriphery and center alike, somehow share the
snh0ils of our imperialistic structures. ‘

The @uestion is how consciousness-rising can continue. Here is one simple
nronosal. It might heln political consciousness if everybody who sells a product
has to declare the nrice composition - simply stating in writing on the sroduct
what nercentage of the nrice the customer nays goes to Periphery countries (to
workers, to owners of means of oroduction, to middiemen), what parcentage gces to
Center countries (to wholesalers, to retailers, to the government in all kirds of
taxes), what percentage to middleman (shipners, insurers - and how much of Lhat
ends up where). After all, we are used to having the most weird chemical analyses
nresented to us on the bottles in which we ouy our mineral water - If chemists can
do that, economists should be canadble of doing similar analyses (if they cannot,we
need other tyses of economists) - if we can burden a oroduct with that information
we can certainly also »rint on it politically highly important information. Thus,
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it is renorted that only 11% of the nricz paid for a vanana goes to the oroducer

country (and out of that only a minor fraction, one would assume, to workers)-
we have a right to know such things. Of courss, such knowiedge doss not unambigu-
ously translate into any action, particularly since the greater nroportion might oe

the part taken Dy one’s own government in various tynes of taxes. 3ut it could
clear the air.

Most important, however, would be demystifying, sharp agalyses revealing in
detail how the oresent structure works - with the explicit nursose of demoralizing
the Center, and particularly the center in the Center. After all, there is a dif-
Ference between an exnloiter with good and bad conscience - and it is in the world
interest to increase tha proportion of the latter.

Finally, the nead for & much stronger political mobilization in the Center.
Again, it is not a question of mobilizing public oninion to ''give’ more technical
assistance; it is a question of mobilizing people of all kinds to help change struc-
tures - and as a vary minimum to drevent the Centar from using its repertory of
direct and structural violence. This is not going to be easy in the years to come.
In general, it is not very likely that the Center will turn in time towards more
self-reliance. '“hen the Periphery proceeds via the new economic order towards more
self-reliance the changes will hit the Centar, increasingly, and the more so the
le2ss nrenared it is. The first to lose their jobs, as is already seen very clearly,
will be the workers, starting with ‘'guest-workaers'' and the unskilled. Jut these
are also tha first to s used as soldiers, in a military machinery that will expand,
nartly secause its exnansion is used as a n2o-keynesian device, partly secause the
contradiction in the imperialist conflict formation is sharpening. This may create
very dangerous situations, for workers would be tremendously useful allies with
radical youth, students and others. .

()

Changes in the glosal systein.

The world is not only Center and Perinhery and their relations: there is
also a global superstructure. HMost of this will be discussed in chapters 7 and G,
but in a section dealing with ‘'strategies of development'' at i=ast three key noints
should be made already here.

First, new concepts of technical assistance. HNothing of what has been said
above should be interpreted to mean a total stop to the transfer of canital and
<now-how from the Center to tke Perinhery. WNor is there any reason to regard these
transfers as gifts - they couid be seen as renarations, and not only for damage done
in the past, out as some step towards compensation for the continuous damage built
into the structure. This tyne of reasoning, however, is mainly interesting as
a way of getting ria of feelings of gratitude; It does not give any answer to three
crucial questions: what is the best setting for technical assistance, what should
be the content and how can one diminish the asymmetry between donors and reciniants?

As to the setting: the arguments in favor of using UN institutions seem bdy.
and large to outweigh the contra-arguments in terms of excessive bDureaucracy and
slowness. It is not only that Uil assistance is somewhat less open to manioulation
in Favor of strong national (US, Soviet, Jananese aid) or ragional (EC, Nordic aid)
interests, but also that the UN in nrincinle can draw on know-how from the whole
world. Multilateralism however, should not stop at the level of the UN (Special-
jzed Agency) Headquarters osut be carried into the field. It should take some of
the form the Cubans oractice so wisely when they invite experts in the same field
from several countries, (70) presenting them not with a Cuban counterpart sut a
‘counter-committee'’, drawing on their (of ten contradictory) advice, but implementa-
ting it tijemselves. Somehow it is important to get away from the idea that one
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expert, one country, one region or the whole world for that matter has the solution
and face the contradictory nature of any social situation in an open dialogue,
from which, ultimately, all will learn.

As to the content: underlying everything said above is the idea of in-
creased self-reliagoe, in smaller units. Phrased in different language: the idea
of intermediate ecdhomic cycles, which is an extension of the concent of intermedi-
ate technology. Probably these concents, full of promise as they are, are now
forced to carry too much of thz answer to the development proslematique - but they
are nevertheless dointers to a new future. Here are some of the alements:

-the idea of using local resources as much as possible, trading only in relatively
small cycles - cutting down (but not to zero) on the merocycles that snan the whole
worid, and expanding the mini-cycles that only operate within a smatl village.

-the idea of production without waste, »f a shift towards renewable sources of raw
materials and energy etc. in order to counter depietion and polliution,

-the ideas of non-alienating work and non-exnloitative work relations, sartly
through more labor-intensive economics, partly through labor-saving devices and
automation. In short: technologies and esconomic cycles that do not generate expl-
oitative structures, restect the limits of nature, and at the same time resosect the
human nature of human beings.

As to ths asymmetry: one should search for the type of tachnical assistance
nzaded in all countries, and the content just mentioned, the intermediate techno-
logy and the soci-economic structure that goes with it, would constitute a good ex-
amy>te. Take the field of health: the Center countries have much to lsarn from the
socialist developing countries, such as Cuba and China, when it comes to middle-
fevel health mannower - e.g. the barefoot doctor. 3ut the Perinhery has much to
learn from Center countries when it comes to intermediate technology in the field
of non-Formal education - study circles, adult education of various tyoes, and so
on. To the extent that the world moves should move towards a higher level of lo-
cal self-reliance there will be the new technologies, their implementation will be
the nev idee of development, and relative to that all countrizs, unierdeveloned
and overdeveloped alike are ''less develosed countries''. So, we are not suggesting
a new Ul agency for intermediate technology, but that the concest should ocarmeate
all existing agencies. '

Second, globalization of the world's commons. Essentially this is the old
Tist: internationalize (e.g. oy establishing some tyne of UN jurisdiction) every-
thing not under national jurisdiction (certain unclaimed regions of the world, the
oceans, the ocean floor and what is oelow, the air space asove the oceans, outer
space and celestial bodies) and use it nartly to levy taxes on the users{e.g.
ships, airnlanes, tele-communication) partly to exnlore and exnloit, to process and
market. There are some important caveats, though, nartly hinted at above, partly
to de exolored in later chapters. Thus, the UN agencies still mirror the dominance
structure of the world, although less so than they used to do. Hence an interna-
tional seabed regime might easily become like the World Bank, a reflection of cer-
tain interests and certain weys of organizing answers to the world's problems.
Moreover, there is no built-in guarantee that more resources in the hands of Peri-
phery governments or global zgencies would benefit those most in need of thes: re-
sources. Often their representatives would not fit into any international frame-
work, neither in terms of form nor in terms of the content of their sresentations.
And this is ons of the key recasons why we would nlace mors emohasis, in general, on
local self-reliance than on clobal institutions: only the former harbor Some nro-
mise of giving neodle a say cver their own affairs - the latter should mainly heis




in nroviding a setting in which self-reliance could unfold itsalf.

Third, gloYbalization of world sroduction for Fundamental nesds. Later
we shall have occasion to discuss globdaiization of transnational cornorations; here
we shall only focus on the nroduction for funiamental! nzads. The noint can be made
in one sentence: food (and water), clothes, housing matasrials, oroducts needed for
health and education, orosably also for transnortation and communication, should
not be treated as commodities. They should not ne for buying and.selling, they
should be secen as dirthrights of sverysody, like the right to be free, not a slave.
These »roducts, like najer for textbhooks to be used in schools, should not be seen
as something that can bz given or withdrawn as the sus>liers wish - their avail-
asility should be built into the sroductive system. Above a certain minimum they
may be treated as commodities - like the luxury restaurants still availadle in
China - But satisfaction of fundamental needs should be hedged around as jealously
as the right not to be a slave - after all, it concerns the right to be a human
being. Given the global nature of these proolems today the best guarantor of these
birthrights would probably be some global institutions, capable of global budget-
ing, allocation, even rationing ~ always giving priority to the most needy - and
not using availability and withdrawal for political pressure. It will take time
to institutionalize something like this, for one thing because it should also be
solidly built into our concents of human rights - but it will have to come in one
form or th=z other.

So much for key strategies, let us then return to the »srobable areas again
to arrive at some judgment as to the relevance of these ansproaches.

VIOLEHCE. We are here in a somewhat ambivalent sosition. On the one hand there

is hardly much doudt that most of the large-scale violence we have in the worid
today is related to the structure of dominance, as wars of liveration and repres-
sion. 3ut from this follows that meny of the strategies mentionad above are likely
to increase the amount of diract violence, in a sense converting structural vio-
lence into the @irect variety. 3y many this will be used as an argument not to
proceed: the Third worid should not liberate itself for fear of US-EC-Japan
counterattacks, nor should Zastern Eurone for fear of violent Soviet reprisal.

The answer is that the situation is already violent, only that the violence is of
the structural variety - and that the conclusion must be as much as possible to
use the methods of nonviclent revolution and watchdog strategies inside Center
countries to impede their use of counter-revolutionary violence. Even so it is
hardly to be exnected that the curve of violence since 1245 is in for a sharp drop-
rather, it is likely to continue rising. The resnonsibility for that, however,
will in most cases re#ft with the Center countries.

POVERTY. Here we are less amdivalent: the strategies indicated wiil in all like-

lihood lead to considerable decrease in noverty and even quickly. The socialist
countries give evidence in that direction, particularly China. DBut structural

change is only the necessary condition for this - it only nrovides the setting

within which new technologies can be put to work. Thus, in the field of food -
relatively small cycles using human fertilizer instead of depleting and polluting
with artificial fertilizer and human waste; three-dimensional agriculture (e.g.

by cultivating the seabed with highly extended plants kent vertical through water
buoyancy (and also tied to a buoy at the surface, to be harvested at several levels
of altitude); all kinds of new cycles set up (e.g. combining rice paddy with fish
sonds) - doing all this labor- rather than ca»ital/resesarch/intensively. In the
field of shelter: much more use of industrial waste for housing material, more
use of age~oid housing traditions (improving adobe houses rather than replacing
them). In the field of health: developing further traditional medicine, intro-
duction of health technicians in all countries, use of herbs, but above all a
return to societies that nroduce fewer natients (and clients) through stress,
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alienation, polilution (all of them possivly related to cancer for instance). In

the field of education: much more use of the highly innovation techniques developed
by the Cubans and the Chinese of horizontal learning, learning togetber - deprofes-
sionalizing to a large extent the teach1ng profession. In the field of communica-
tion/transnortationt the cdevelopment of chean metholds, e.g. oy duve!op1ng further
sailing ships, collective ground transaortation based on renzwable Forms of energy,
and so on. The nossibilities are many once the structure is changed.

QIEPRESSION. There is no illusion that rearession would disannear thircugh such
measures as we have indicated, but in a world where nao-colonialism, not only co-
tonialism belongs to the past there would at ieast not be the repression that stems
from that narticular international structure, for instance in the ‘orm of torture.

There might be intra-national renression, for instance to maintain
some internal hegemony - the cities over the villages, the Canital over the rest,
the local center over the local perishery. It is also with a view to this that
local seif-reliance has be=n stressed so much above, in the Center as well as in
the Periohery.

3ut what about social imnerialism: It has been, narticularly in the
stalinist period, one of the more repressive systems in world history. It also
itlustrates one basic point: there are needs jeyond the fundamental nesds. There
is the need for fresdom to exoress oneself and to be imoressed, through communica-
tion and travel; the need for work that permits creative szlf-expression, not mere-
1y joos; and the need for politics - for some kind of orocess that permits Free
consciousness-Formation, mooilization, confrontation, fight and at least some limi-
ted tyne of transcendsnce. All these needs have sesn left highly unsatisfied in
the Moscow-dominated system, through censorshin, limited travel (even within the
country), taylorism and elite mononolization of npolitics, which then degenerates to
fierce struggle batween factions and interest groups at the too.

Such a system cannot last. It generates periphzsry apathy and con-
sumerism, but also neriphery protest that will take naticnalisti¢, religious and
highly political forms. Sconer or later the system will develon cracks; one of the
elite groups may join the neonle - even the army against the apnarat, for instance.
In such moments it is very important that th2 repressed have relatively clear ans-
wers to the basic problem of Soviet tyne socialism: after satisfaction of funda-
mental neads, what? IFf no socialist answers arc given to his quastion {(and they do
exist, e.g. in China) the danger might be that the system would develop into some
tyne of nationalism with religious undercurrents, as expressed, for instance, Oy
Solzhenitsyn. .

Then there are all the other types of renression in the worid, not
captured oy the formulations ‘‘capitalist and social imperialism.” More narticular-
1y, we are thinking of racism, sexism and - to coin an exaression - agism (age~ism-
the sunpression of the young and the old by the middle-aged). These are highly
udijuitous nhenomena, and although casitalist imperialism has made use of them in
creating a system ruled by white, middle-aged males it does not follow that these
repressive structures will disaopear with capitalism. And yet 'development ' should
not ne permitted to % conceivad of as transfer of power From one group of middle-
aged maies to another.

The general norm of ''social justice' would direct our attention to-
wards societies with participation more equally shared at all levels etween sex
and age groups, in the family, at school, at work, in public life - including, just
to mention what might lTook like a very small item, making pudlic transportation
in such a way that it does not exclude very young and very old people (simply be-
cause they are not able to enter.) And yet - development cannot possioly mean
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equal particination of the colored, the women, the very young and the very old, in,
say CIA and KG3; in an exploitative multinational corporation making senseless nro-
ducts, or in a reoressive university system, however much ‘'social justice' would
make us move in that direction. It is very much to be hoped that the enzsrgy
created by the women and youtlh revolutions (iater on, hopefully, to be followed by
the revolution of olrd neople For the right to participate, not be marginalized in
old age homes etc.) will make us move more towards more horizontal societies, not
only a more egalitarian distribution of the right to exnloit others. In saying so
the author himself, a white middie-aged male - is nainfully aware that such changes
will hurt {Jeing a male non-canitalist it is considerably easier to act against
capitalism than against male dominance), but also full of hope that gther groups
could infuse society with other styles of living, less vertical, individualistic and
comretitive - not only with the desire to conquer the nower positions in the society
we have created.

POPULATION., Will the measures indicated above contribute to the solution of the
‘‘monulation problem'? The answer depends on how one defines the »roolem. IF it is
taken as axiomatic that the solution consists in reducing the world population (or
at least nreventing it from increasing mudh more}, then the answer is cleariy no.
3ut we have criticized this assumption 3y pointing to the odvious: in a highly
canital-and reseérch-intensive economy with very high productivity in the center the
periphery will be increasingly unable to participate, neither as producer, nor as
consumer; in a labor-intensive economy their labor would be converted into products

.at lszast for their own renroduction, possinly also For a suroslus when combined with

intermediate technologies. Since this is the gist of what is suggested avove-self-
reliance, intermediate cycles, lower productivity - there is a obuilt-in solution to
the sonulation nroblem: another economic system, more similar to what is found in
China. 3ut the very reference to that country brings out the point that this can
at most e one factor in the total picture - for the Chinese themselves practice
family nlanning, even quite rigorously.

Family nlanning should, in our view, be practiced, but not as a way of re-
lieving the nressure on our resources - at lsast not at present, only if the ponula-
tion becomes much bigger. The success of the socialist countries in satisfying
fundamenta! needs qives strong evidence to the contention that poor countries are
able to sudvort quite adequately even a growing ponulation once some basic structur-
al change has taken place. But there are at least three other, very good, reasons,
for limiting the population:

- if parents, jarticularly the women .  ({giving our conventional division of
labor) are to live more fully, realize themselves more completely, there is
a limit to how many children they should have.

- if human society is to continue to be innovative, to create new forms,
we need snace, we cannot cvercrowd the whole planet even if we could feed
the nonulation adequately.

- sooner or later the outer limits will be reached - it is obvious that we
cannct go on multiplying for ever even if we are still far from those limits
today {excent, possibly, in South Asia.)

e would also be careful in formulating norms. Obviously, the simplest one
would be that from two people should come, on the average, two people - but this
may be too little for underponulated regions about to introduce lasor-intensive
economies (Africa? Latin America?) The norm might make sense in the Center count-
ries, though, but the basic point would be to avoid any norm that singles out any
specific group - e.g. the poor in the poor countries as the group that should limit
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their number. That this is demodolitics can be most clearly seen 5y arguing the
opposite way, asking: who have particinated in most wars since 1745? who are on

top of most of the institutions that constitute canitalist imperialism? who are on ¥

top of the structure where most of today's repression can e Ffound? who are respon-
sible Ffor most of the desletion and sollution in the world- where are the % consum-
ing 33% of the world's annual oil output? An imstitute in Hew York staffad with
Latin American, African and Asian demograshers exdloring how US peonle can overcome
srzjudices against drastic raduction of their numbers might oe resisted in the US-
and the corresnmonding resistance against US institutes of the same kind (e.g. in
New Delhi) was what exploded in the Face of the Western delegations to the UH
3ucharest conferance on nosulation sroblems in 1274, In short, the argument is not
against family nlanning, but its use as an instrument in the interest of canitalist
economics {and to protect those at the top of it by reducing the numders of those
at the oottom.)

DEPLETION/POLLUTION. When it comes to this type of pressure on the environment

the nackage avove has a definite structural changz that, we claim, contains much

of the solution; the intermediate economic cycle. The insanity of denleting our
resources and polluting nature and all of ds is clear enough - in principle. In
practice it is not very clear when the economic cycle is so world-encompassing that
decisions are made in one corner, depletion in another, pollution in the third and
consumption in the fourth corner of the worid. The temptation will be to locate
dedletion and nollution whare there is little or no resistance = either because
there are no neonle or pecause they are weak. As we know today that only works for
a limited time: peonle, or mature, or doth hit back. Contrast this with the way
farming has Deen done for ages: a very limited economic cycle with the farmer
perfectly well knowing that if he desletes or nollutes his soil he will not survive
for long. He can himself, see, feel, smeil the consequences of ecological imoal-
ance, and generate his own countermeasures, more or less effectively. Sut we do
not have to go back to family farming to genecrate this social force, all that is
needed would de cycles short enough to generate the necessary social forces against
depletion and poliution within a workable autonomous unit - say of the magnitude of
10 3-5.

Again, this structural change would only oe a necessary, not a
sufficient condition (and the ontimists would say it is not even necessary, that
we can plan on a global scale so that these twin evils are avoided - which may be
true but only at the expense of a very powerful world bugeaucracy). There is also
the scope for new technologies, or for the improvement of traditional types of re-
cycling. The way the Chinese are nractising their slogan of ‘'sroduction without
waste'! is highly inspiring and would put them very high on the list of technical
assistance exserts in the field once the structural conditions have been made
available.
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