
G O A L S  AND PROCESSES O F  DEVELOPMENT 
A n  I n t e a r a t e d  V i e w  . . - - . - . I - - . - - - - . -  

G o a l s ,  Pi-ocesses and I nd i ca to r -5 ;  
c f  D c v u l . o u r n ~ n t  Pr-oject ; 
T ~ I E ; . ~  i t u r ,  U n j . v e r s j .  I - ;air~,.  d &tc;ci?s 
dl-: D G v E ! . c ~ > > ~ ~ ~ P P I ~ ? .  , G B ~ ~ & ' \ / F :  



1. Development: - a  b i r d ' s  eye view. - 
T o  d i v i d e  t h e  w o r l d  i n s o  West and Eas t ,  and t h e n  into 

N o r t h  and South, t r y i n g  t o  persuade u s  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  an East-Mest 

c o n f l i c t  and a  North-South d ia logue  go ing  on, does n o t  y i e l d  much 

i n s i g h t  and does n o t  even s tand  up aga ins t  a l i t t l e  s tudy  o f  t h e  

map o f  our  wor ld .  B u t  i f  we use b o t h  d i v i s i o n s  a t  t h e  same t i m e  

a s u r p r i s i n g l y  f r u i t f u l  d i v i s i o n  o f  t h e  wor ld  emerges i n t o  f o u r  

worlds o f  development: 

Tab le  1. Four wor lds  o f  development 

WEST EAST 

F i r s t  wor ld :  P r i v a t e  Second wor ld :  S t a t e  
NORTH c a p i t a l i s m  s o c i a l i s m  

OECD c o u n t r i e s  CMEA c o u n t r i e s  

T h i r d  wor ld :  NIEO ' F o u r t h  wor ld :  - I c h i - b a n  
SOUTH 

South America, Car ibbean Japan, China, 
A f r i c a ,  Arab World, Eas t  Asia, Southeast  As ia ,  
West As ia ,  South As ia  A u s t r a l  i a ,  New Zealand 

I n  d i v i d i n g  t h e  w o r l d  t h i s  way some p o s i t i o n s  a r e  made e x p l i c i t :  

- t h e r e  i s  no "Northt '  as an a c t o r ,  t h e  c - i p i t a l i s t  and t h e  s o c i a l i s  
p a r t s  a r e  d i f f e r e n t  and e n t e r  i n  d i f f e r e n t  ways i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  
t h e  T h i r d  wo r ld  

- t h e r e  i s  no "SouthTt as an a c t o r  e i t h e r ;  t h e  c o u n t r i e s  i n  Eas t  an 
Southeast  As ia ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t h e  mini-Japans [Korea, Taiwan, 
Hong Kong and Singapore] a r e  b o t h  q u i t e  r i c h  and i n d u s t r i a l i z e d  
and e n t e r  the  worfd more l i k e  Japan. China and o t h e r  c o u n t r i e s  
i n  t h i s  r e g i o n  a l s o  f i t  b e t t e r  i n t o  t h i s  p i c t u r e ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  
i n  t h e  s l i g h t l y  l onge r  run, than  i n  any o t h e r  major grouping.  

- t h e r e  i s  no " N ~ r t h ~ ~ - ~ ~ S o u t h "  c o n f l i c t  b u t  c e r t a i n l y  a  major  eco- 
nomic c o n f l i c t  between t h e  w o r l d  Nor thwest  and t h e  w o r l d  Soutb- 
eas t ,  and a  major  c o n f l i c t  over dependency i n  gene ra l  between 
t h e  wor ld  Nor thwest  and t h e  w o r l d  Southwest. The i d e a  o f  a  . 
North-South c o n f l i c t  m y s t i f i e s  w o r l d  r e a l i t y .  

- t h e r e  i s  no "East-Westtt c o n f l i c t ,  b u t  c e r t a i n l y  a major  politic^ 
c o n f l i c t  bctween t h e  w o r l d  Nor thwest  and the .wor1d  Nor theast .  

\. 

Thus, t h e  wor ld  Northwest,  t h e  r i c h  p r i v a t e  c a p i t a l i s t  

c o u n t r i e s ,  m e r g e  as t h e  p i v o t  element i n  t h e  c o n f l i c t s :  a  c o n f l i c  

1 over  b a s i c  economic r e s t r u c t u r i n g  o f  t h e  w o r l d  w i t h  t h e  wor ld  

Southwest, t h e  T h i r d  wor ld;  a c o n f l i c t  o f  i n c r e a s i n g l y  sharp ~ c o -  

nomic c o m p e t i t i o n  w i t h  t h e  wor ld  Southeast ;  and a c o n f l i c t  that rn 

e r u p t  i n  a major m i l i t a r y  c o n f r o n t a t i c n  w i t h  t h e  wot-ld North 'cast .  
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a l s o  some c o u n t r i e s  i n  t h e  T h i r d ,  Second and F i r s t  worlds, b u t  

they  h a r d l y  c o n s t i t u t e  a  t h r e a t  t o  Fouth  wor ld  c o u n t r i e s  i n  t h e  

s t r u g g l e  f o r  g l o b a l  economic hegemony as i n d u s t r i a l  s u p p l i e r s .  

These t h r e e  major wor ld  c o n f l i c t s ,  obscured by a r t i f i c i a l  

d I 

East/h'est and North/South b o r d e r l i n e s  w i l l  con t i nue  t o  evo lve  and 

i n t e r a c t  i n  ways t h a t  a r c  d i f f i c u l t  t o  p r e d i c t ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  as 

a new s t r u c t u r a l  c o n f l i c t  around t h e  i n c r e a s i n g  dependency o f  t h e  

T h i r d  wor ld  on t h e  F o u r t h  wor ld  i s  a l s o  t a k i n g  shape. J u s t  as 

t h e  b i g g e s t  count ry  i n  t h e  F o u r t h  wor ld ,  China, manages t o  l i b e r a t e  

i t s e l f  from t h e  Second wor ld  t h e  T h i r d  wor ld  may a l s o  i n c r e a s i n g l y  

ma,. nage t o  l i b e r a t e  i t s e l f  f rom t h e  F i r s t .  T h e  e f f o r t s  o f  t h e  

F i r s t  wor ld  t o  f i n d  major and r e l i a b l e  a l l i e s  i n  t h e  ott-ler war-ld 

[ w i t h  Second wor ld  as a  tfNorthfl i n  order  t o  share t h e  burdens o f  
C ) 

a more e q u i t a b l e  wor ld  ordrdemanded by t h e  "SouthtT; w i t h  t h e  T h i r d  

wor ld  as a defense aga ins t  f'communismll i n  t h e  concept o f  t h e  

"Free Worldft ;  w i t h  t h e  F o u r t h  wor ld  as a T r i l a t e r a l  i n  order  t o  

manage wurl d  c a p i t a l i s m  a re  probably  a l l  bound t o  f a i l .  I n  f a c t ,  

t h e  F i r s t  wor ld  i s  probably  s l a t e d  t o  s u f f e r  economic d e f a t  i n  t h e  

compe t i t i on  w i t h  t h e  F o u r t h  wor ld,  t o  s u f f e r  p o l i t i c a l  d e f e a t  i n  

i t s  e f f o r t  t o  con t inue  t o  manipulate t h e  T h i r d  wor ld  and may a l s o  

su f fe r  m i l i t a r y  dcfeat  i n  a c o n f r o n t a t i o n  w i t h  the  Second wor ld  - 

n o t  because t h e  Second wor ld  has more e f f e c t i v e  d e s t r u c t i v e  power, 
I 

J b u t  becaus: t h e  F i r s t  wor ld  i s  more' vu lnerab le .  

I n  t h e  s h o r t e r  r u n  t h ~ ! v m m i c  d e c l i n e  o f  the  F i r s t  wor ld  

[ low o r  n e g a t i v e  growth r a t e s ,  unemployment and i n f l a t i o n ,  decreas- 

i n g  market shares] w i l l  con t inue,  as w i l l  t h e  e c o n o m i ~  growth o f  
k. 

t h e  Follrth wor ld  and t h e  s tagna t ion  o f  t h e  o the r  two worlds - w i t h  

some except ions.  The F o u r t h  wor ld  w i l l  be p r o t e c t e d  by r e l a t i v e l y  

good d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  r i chness ,  t he  o ther  t h r e e  w i l l  a l l  be headed 

f o r  i n t e r n a l  r e v o l t s  because o f  i n c r e a s i n g l y  unequal d i s t r i b u t i o n s  

as t h e  economies g e t  t i g h t e r  I p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t h e  more conserva t i '  

of t h e  F i r s t  w r ~ r l d  c o u n t r i e s .  



t h e  v i l l a g e  market; people were t h e i r  own i n t e l l i g e n t s i a ;  p o l i c e  

_and m i l i t a r y  t h e r e  were but  t h e  former f o r  t h e  o u t s i d e  and t h e  l a t -  

t e r  l o c a l ,  no t  b o t h  ope ra t i ng  a t  t h e  n a t i o n a l  l e v e l .  

C l e a r l y ,  t o  the  ex ten t  t h i s  i s  a c o r r e c t  p i c t u r e  " d e d -  

opment" e n t a i l s  an enormous concen t ra t i on  o f  power a t  t he  n a t i o n a l  

l e v e l  w i t h  t he  g o a l - s e t t i n g  becoming a  n a t i o n a l  ideo logy  o f  ade- 

quate standard of m a t e r i a l  l i v i n g ,  f o r  a l l ;  n a t i o n a l  p lans  end mar- 

k e t s  p r o v i d i n g  goods and s n r x i c e s  and t h e  PMP complex-pushing where 

BWL and BCI p r o v i d e  and i n s u f f i c i e n t  p u l l .  T h i s  c o w e n t r a t i o n  o f  

power takes p l a c e  i n  what i s  here  c a l l e d  the  " s o c i a l "  space, mean- 

i n g  by t h a t  t h e  count ry ,  c r  [wrongly]  t h e  ltnati.-)!-ilp. E i j t  t h e r e  BCD 

a l s o  o t h e r  space: the  human [ o r  i n n e r ,  t h e  l o c a l ,  t h e  g l o b a l  and 

- 
t h e  ou te r  [na ture ] .  When t h e r e  was a  low l e v e l  o f  p l a n  and market 

a t  t h e  n a t i o n a l  l e v e l  t h i s  does n o t  mean t h e r e  were no p l a n s  and 

markets, b u t  t hey  were a t  t h e  l o c a l  l e v e l .  N a t i o n a l  a r t i c u l a t i o ~  

would g e n e r a l l y  imply  l o c a l  d i s a r t i c u l a t i o n ,  a t  l e a s t  i n  r e l a t i v e  

terms; a l though processes whereby b o t h  n a t i o n a l  and l o c a l  l e v e l s  

of power inc rease together  a re  n o t  i n c o m i v a b l e .  

If WE now take  n a t i o n a l  p l a n  and market a r t i c u l a t i o n  as 

t h e  key aspects o f  development o f  s o c i a l  space t h e  f o u r  wor lds 

o f  development can be r e l a t i v e l y  w e l l  f i t t e d  in:  

F i g u r e  2. -Development - as p l z n  and market a r t i c u l a t i o n ,  nat ional1.y  

RED Four th  YELLOW 
State S t a t e  and C a p i t a l  
PLAN PLAN and MARKET 

Bureaucracy Bureaucracy and Corp . 
Marxism Japanism 

[ s o c i a l i s m ]  

GREEN T h i r d  BLUE 
L o  c a  .l. wor ld  wor ld  C a p i t a l .  
HUMANS MARKET 

Fain; l y ,  Peers ,  V i l l a g e  Corpo ra t i on  

A n a ? c h j . s m  ,- Gatidhism:, Maoism -- -I - - - -  I --- Libera l .  i s ~ n  ---- 
[cqI1i;a1 1srli-j 



more market e r t i c u l a t i o n  through an expanding p r i v a t e  sec tor .  

Th i s  t h i n g  c a l l e d  "development", then, seems t o  be t o  

drag T h i r d  wor ld  c o u n t r i e s  w i t h  a  very  weak n a t i o n a l  l e v e l  super- 

s t r u c t u r e  from t h e  corner  where they  were, t r a d i t i o n a l l y  [as we wer 

a l l  o f  us] ,  and up t o  some p lace  on t h a t  d iagona l  -. f rom t h e  Green 

corner  t o  t h e  EEiue corner  i f  they g e t  US/F i rs t  wor ld  "assistancet; 

t o  t h e  Red corner  i f  they g e t  SU/Second wor ld  "assistance",  and 

towards t h e  RoSe segment in-b&vanif they  get"  ass i s tanceWf  rom such 

' F i r s t  and a ha1f "count r ies  as Yugoslavia o r  Norway. As a l l  these 

c o u n t r i e s  a r c  members o f  the Un i ted  Nat ions  i t  i s  n o t  so easy f o r  

the  UN t o  engage i n  development ass is tance w i t h o u t  be ing  a p a r t y  t o  

one wor ld  o r  t h e  o the r ;  a  problem o f f e n  so lved by n i c k i n g  t o  funda 

mentals on which t h e r e  i s  s u f f i c i e n t  consensus [ p r o v i s i o n  f o r  ma- 

t e r i a l  bas i c  needs and f o r  bas i c  a d m i n i s t r a t i v e  i n f r a s t r u c t u r e ] .  

I n  s h o r t ,  tldevelopmentw i s  a  way i n  which c e r t a i n  coun- 

t r i e s ,  s t r o n g l y  a r t i c u l a t e d  a t  t h e  n a t i o n a l  l e v e l ,  rept-oduce themse 

/ ves. Why theydo it can be discussed [ t o  have a l l i e s  i n  t h e  wor ld  

space, t o  v a l i d a t e  t h e i r  own system, t o  pene t ra te  b e t t e r  i n  somethi1 

shaped t h e  way they know and master, o u t  o f  s o l i d a r i t y  w i t h  t h e  

poor  and repressed];  whatever one's judgment i t  i s  c l e a r  t h a t  t h i s  

i s  t h e  o n l y  t h i n g  t h z y  can do because i t  is t h e  on ly  t h i n g  they kno 

how t o  do. There i s  a broad consensus t h a t  t o  be  modern, developed 

one has t o  be somewhere on t h a t  d iagona l .  

A broad consensus, yes, b u t  w i t h  t h r e e  r a t h e r  major e x -  

cept ions .  

The f i r s t  i s  found among t h e  de fec tors  f rom t h a t  l i n e ,  

t h e  green wave of people disencharted w i t h  t o o  much p l a n  and/or mar- 

k e t  a r t i c u l a t i o n ,  g rop ing  f o r  systems more r o o t e d  i n  t h e  l o c a l  l e v e  

i n  f a m i l y  and peers,  and i n  what i s  h e l d  t o  be t r u e  human needs. 

A t  t h e  same t ime  as t h e r e  i s  an cFFor t  t o  push and p u l l  T h i r d  w o d d  

c o u r ~ t r i e s  up towards some l a n d i n g  p l a c e  pn t h a t  d iagona l  many peopl  
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and t h r e e  [ o r  f ou r  - g a n d h i s m / a n a r c h i s m / m a o i s m  and japanism] a long 

t h e  o the r .  Of course, p r a c t i c s e  d i f fe rs  and w i l l  always have t o  

d i f f e r  f rom theory  - no reasonably coherent  body o f  s o c i a l  thought  

can ever m i r r o r  complex and c o n t r a d i c t o r y  s o c i a l  r e a l i t y  w o t h ~ u t  

making a  t r a v e s t y  o f  it. 

And y e t  i t  i s  u s e f u l  t o  t h i n k  i n  terms o f  these f i v e  c o l -  

o r s  o r  s i x ,  seven theo r ies .  There i s  so much human a s p i r a t i o n  and 

dream, and so much genuine endeavour t o  come t o  g r i p s  w i t h  t h e  

human c o n d i t i o n  i n  genera l  and t h e  d~tveloprnent probl6rnatique i n  

p a r t i c u l a r  embedded i n  them! And e x a c t l y  f o r  t h e t  reason one won- 

de rs  whether they r e a l l y  exclude each o the r  o r  whether they e re  

n o t  a l s o  expressions of s o c i a l  and i n t e l l e c t u a l  p o l a r i z a t i o n ;  o f  

one group embracing one ideo logy  p u t  fo rward  by one i n t e l l e c t u a l  

vkio i s  then c o n t r a d i c t e d  by another i n t e l l e c t u a l  p u t t i n g  fo rward  

h i s  theory  [ u s u a l l y  "h is " ,  women seem t o  be l e s s  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  such - 
v e r b a l  games] which i s  then embraced by a group w i t h  intore, = t s  seen 

as c o n t r a d i c t o r y  t o  t h e  f i r s t  group. And so on, and so f o r t h .  

But  i f  t h a t  i s  t h e  case t h e  search f o r  v i a b l e  cornbination: 

might  be i n t e r e s t i n g ,  seeing t h e  p a l a r i z a t i o n  as due t o  t h e  theo ry  

process r a t h e r  than  as due t o  any deeper s o c i a l  process. If we 

use t h e  two axes of F i g u r e  2, c a p i t a l - a r t i c u l a t i o n  and s t a t e - a r t i -  

c u ~ a t i o n ,  as t h e  two bas i c  i d e o l o g i c a l  v e c t o r s  i n  t h i s  e f f o r t  t o  

t h e o r i z e  about s o c i a l  space, then t h e  i d e o l o g i e s  o r  t h e o r i e s  a long 

t h e  main d iagonal ,  f rom green t o  ye l l ow ,  a re  a l ready e c l e c t i c  - . in-  

c l u d i n g  t h e  rose  one. On t h i s  d iagona l  S = C ;  t h e  ques t i on  i s  how 

h i g h  one wants S + C t o  be, minimum as i n  t h e  green s o l u t i o n ,  in-  
-.. 

between as i n  t h e  r o s e  s o l u t i o n ,  o r  maximum as i n  t h e  ye l l ow  so lu -  

t i o n ?  

My own p r e d i l e c t i o n  would be i n  f a v o r  o f  something betweel 

green and rose  as t h a t  would y i e l d  t h e  s o c i e t y  w i t h  t h e  h i g h e s t  l e -  

v e l  of complex i ty ,  w i t h  b o t h  l o c a l ,  s t a t e  and c a p i t a l  a r t i c u i o t i o n .  



L e t  us  now make t h i s  more complex by e x p l o r i n g  more t h e  

o t h e r  two types  of power: normat ive and coerc ive ,  ro t  o n l y  t h e  s t r u c  

t u r e  b u i l t  t o  p r o v i d e  f o r  goods and se rv i ces ,  making people comply 

as producers as o therw ise  they would n o t  q u a l i f y  as consumers. To 

expand a  l i t t l e  on Marx: a bas i c  key t o  power i s  t o  own means o f  

p r o d u c t i o n  [ n o t  necessa r i l y  i n d i v i d u a l l y ,  b u t  as a  c l a s s ,  c a p i t a l i s  

o r  bureaucra t  o r  bo th ]  so t h a t  one can say: produce on our  c o n d i t i o  

o r  e l s e !  [ s t a r v e  t o  death], because you w i l l  n o t  g a i n  what you need 

t o  consume. Do u t  des, q u i d  p r o  quo. 

But  people have t o  want t o  consume t h a t  which they  p r o -  

duce. They have t o  want t h e  goods and se rv i ces  produced, n o t  

o t h e r  goods and se rv i ces ;  l e a v i n g  a lone t h a t  they should n o t  be 

a b l e  t o  produce i n  any o t h e r  way than  t h a t  a r t i c u l a t e d  by B and C 

and t h e i r  help- i n  t h e  i n t e l l i g e n t s i a .  The promulga t ion  o f  EWL 

serves t h i s  purpose under t h e  second p o i n t ,  " m a t e r i a l  comfort" .  

There i s  t h e  problem o f  how t o  produce a l l  these m a t e r i a l  goods 

when non-manual work i s  a l s o  promissed: t h e  c o n t r a d i c t i o n  presum- 

a b l y  reso lved  through very  h i g h  p r o d u c t i v i t y  and automation, a t  

t h e  expense o f  those i n  o the r  wor lds who s t i l l  have t o  engage i n  
,-' 

c manual work. The need f o r  se rv i ces  i s  assured under t h e  t h i r d  

and f o u r t h  p o i n t s :  p r i v a t i s m  means wi thdrawal  f rom t h e  l o c a l  l e v e l  

i n t o  a mic ro  space t h a t  cannot p o s s i b l y  supply  n e i t h e r  goods n o r  

a l l  t h e  s e r v i c e s  ["!.avo. and tendercare" may be, b u t  n o t  medica l  

c a r e  and school ing] ,  Hence t h e  l o c a l  l e v e l  i s  l e f t  i n  vacuo, and 

t h e  n a t i o n a l  l e v e l  i s  emerging as hav ing  a monopoly on e s s e n t i a l  

se rv i ces .  Loca l  economic [goods and servuces] c y c l e s  a re  broken 

up, t h o  c y c l e s  expand and become n a t i o n a l ,  spun through B and/or C .  

The s t a t e ,  n o t  t h e  l o c a l  l e v e l  and n o t  even c a p i t a l ,  i s  seon as t h e  

u l t i m a t e  guarantor  o f  s e c u r i t y  - n o t  o n l y  i n  t h e  l i m i t e d  sense OF 

p r o t e c t i o n  aga ins t  v io lence,  b u t  i n  t h e  sense o f  -- s o c i a l  s e c u r i t y ,  

l a s t i n g  p r o v i s i o n  f o r  bas i c  needs, t h e  famous s e c u r i t y  n e t .  

But  t h e  BWL ideo logy  i s  n o t  a l l  t h a t  i s  needed i n  terms 



But  few systems have t h i s  va lue  dens i t y .  I n  t h e  Occi- 

dent ;  foG' instance,  i t  took  l o n g  t ime  t o  bend C h r i s t i a n i t y  [ o r i g i -  

n a l l y  a  r e l i g i o n  h i g h l y  compat ib le  w i t h  green val.ues] so t h a t  a  

good C h r i s t i a n  would serve t h e  s t a t e  [Emperor Constan t in ,  Roman 

Empire] and/or c a p i t a l  [Ca lv in? ] .  To ensure t h a t  one - . . I does 

what one has t o  do even i f  one does n o t  want t o  do it, s o c i a l  con- 

t r o l  [ a  euphemism f o r  f o r c e ]  i s  needed, n o t  t h e  c a r r o t  o f  p roduc ts  

if one produces i n  t h e  p r e s c r i b e d  manner [as  s lave ,  s e r f ,  worker],  

b u t  t h e  s t i c k  o f  p a i n  i n f l i c t e d .  Basic  va lues i n s u f f i c i e n t l y  i n t e r  

n a l i z e d  have t o  be i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d .  And thus t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  de- 

velopment a l s o  becomes t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  coerc ion ,  f o r c e ,  v io lence:  

b o t h  t h e  coe rc ion  needed t o  keep a  system i n  a  c e r t a i n  r e g i o n  i n  

the space o f  development [F igu re  21, t h e  c o e r c i o n  needed t o  move 

i t  [break ing  down t h e  s t r u c t u r e s  t h a t  upheld t h e  preceding p a t t e r n ,  

f o r  ins tance]  and t h e  coe rc ion  needed t o  s e t t l e  i n  a new reg ion .  

Each fo rmat ion  serves t h e  i n t e r e s t s  o f  some groups more than  o ther=  

and i n  genera l  one would expect t h e  o v e r p r i v i l e g e d  t o  r e s i s t  and 

t h e  u n d e r p r i v i l e g e d  t o  promote a  change. 

I s  any wor ld  o f  development more i n h e r e n t l y  r e p r e s s i v e  

than t h e  o thers?  E m p i r i c a l  s t u d i e s  may c e r t a i n l y  g i v e   correlation^ 

between l o c a t i o n  o f  a  coun t ry  [accord ing  t o  Table I] and l e v e l  o f  

rep ress ion .  But  me thodo log ica l l y  they may be d i f f i c u l t  t o  i n t e r -  

p r e t .  I s  t h e  rep ress ion  a  p a r t  o f  t h e  f o r m a t i o n  o r  i s  i t  a reac-  

t i o n  t o  e f f o r t s  t o  a l t e r  s t a t u s  quo, f rom w i t h i n  and/or w i thout?  

O r  i s  i t  an e f f o r t  t o  a l t e r  t h e  s t a t u s  quo i n  and by i t s e l f ,  a  f o r -  

mat ion  on t h e  way t o  something e lse? The s a f e s t  p o s i t i o n  t o  take  

on  t h i s  i ssue  is ' .probably t h a t  any system can be found w i t h  o r  

w i t h o u t  h i g h  l e v e l s  o f  r.epression, w i t h  o r  w i t h o u t  t h e  brown e l e -  

ment, so t o  speak. Thus, feuda l ism was t o  a l a r g e  e x t e n t  repres-  

s i o n  exerc ised over fragmented, r e l a t i v e l y  s e l f - s u f f i c i e n t  l o c a l  

communities. . The t r a n s i t i o n  t o  c a p i t a l i s m  presupposed some open- 

i n g  of c y c l e s  o f  l o c a l  se l f ,suf f ic iency,  f o r c i n g  l a b o r  i n t o  na t i on .  



From t h e  p o s i t i o n  t h a t  r e p r e s s i v e  s t r u c t u r e s  may be 

found anywhere i t  does n o t  f o l l o w  t h a t  they  a re  equa l l y  l i k e l y  any- 

where. A non-repressivo s t r u c t u r e  i s  one t h a t  g i v e s  people a chanc 

t o  p a r t i c i p a t e ,  t o  have h o t  o n l y  a  say b u t  even t h e  f i n a l  word, 

meaning t h a t  t h e  a u t h ~ r i t i e s  a re  u1t imatcl .y accountable t o  t h e  

people [ t o  whom they a r e  an a u t h o r i t y ] .  Thetce a r e  many ways i n  

which th i s  may happen. Par l iamentary,  nat ion-wide democracy i s  

s a i d  t o  be one, c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  guarantees f o r  bas i c  human r i g h t s  

i s  a l s o  one. However, t h e  s tand taken here  w i l l  be t h a t  an assern- 

b l y  [which can be d i sso l ved  very e a s i l y ]  o r  a  c o n s t i t u t i o n  [which 

can be v i o l a t e d  e q u a l l y  e a s i l y ]  a r e  i n s u f f i c i e n t  t o  stem t h e  power= 

o f  coe rc ion  o f  t h e  PMP complex. T h e i r s  i s  t h e  s t a t e  as organiza- 

t i o n ,  a  s t a t e  t h a t  i n  a d d i t i o n  organizes goods and se rv i ces  and 

promulgates ideology.  F -c~  t h a t  s t a t e  n o t  t o  be r e p r e s s i v e  i t  has 

has t o  be balanced by something more t h a n  assemblies and words. I t 

has t o  be balanced by another s t r u c t u r e  o f  some s o l i d i t y ,  and 

t h e r e  has even t o  be some b u i l t  i n  c o n t r a d i c t i o n ,  even antagonism 

between t h e  s t r u c t u r e s  f o r  them t o  balance each o t h e r  i n  such a  

way t h a t  people can g e t  some l a t i t u d e ,  some space in-between. 

There seem t o  be two p o s s i b i l i t i e s  here;  one coming o u t  

o f  l i b e r a l  theory  b u t  a c t u a l l y  much more f r o m  soc ia , -  democratic 

p r a c t i s e ,  and one coming o u t  o f  f e d e r a l i s t  theory  and p r a c t i s e .  

The f i r s t  i s  t h e  i dea  o f  hav ing  c a p i t a l  balance t h e  s ta te  

I t  i s  a  very o l d  and ve ry  bourgeois  idea,  and by s t a t e  i s  t hen  usu- 

a l l y  meant o n l y  t h e  PMP p a r t ,  n o t  t h e  BGI p a r t .  B u t  if t h e  s t a t e  

i s  taken i n  a somewhat broader sense as a l s o  i m p l y i n g  p l a n n i n g  and 

execut ion  f o r  a  range o f  goods and services, then we a re  i n  t h e  

s o c i a l  democrat p a r t  o f  t h e  development space. I t  cannot be q u i t e  

by  chance t h a t  those we l fa re  s t a t e s  i n  Northwestern Europe [and 

some Commonwealth c o u n t r i e s  h i g h l y  i n s p i r e d  by them] a re  b o t h  mixec 

economies and q u i t e  democrat ic i n  t h e  usua l  sense of t h a t  term. 

O f  course i t  works b o t h  ways: because o f  a  democrat ic t r a d i t i o n  



One might  now add a  t h i r d  p o s s i b i l i t y :  a  t o t a l l y  green 

[dark  g reed  s o c i e t y  where t h e r e  i s  d i r e c t  democracy i n  a l l  l o c a l  

uni ts because they a r e  s u f f i c i e n t l y  sma l l ,  and t h a t  is it. Bu t  

is t h i s  a  s o c i e t y ,  o r  j u s t  a  s e t  o f  l o c a l  u n i t s ?  F o r  i t  t o  become 

a s o c i e t y  some c e n t r a l  element i s  needed, c a l l  i t  a n a t i o n a l  l e v e l  

o r  whatever, and t h e  t h e s i s  i s  t h a t  i t  i s  n o t  enough t h a t  each 

l o c a l  l e v e l  i s  democrat ic [ i n  t h e  sense t h a t  t h e  a u t h o r i t i e s  a r e  

f u l l y  accountable t o  t h e  people and can be r e c a l l e d ) .  The l o c a l  

l e v e l s  must a l s o  be a b l e  t o  a c t  t oge the r ,  o therw ise  they  would be 

t m e a s y  prey ,  one by one, f o r  c e n t r a l  powers. 

But  then t h e r e  i s  t h e  f o u r t h  p o s s i b i l L t y ,  t h a t  o f  hav ing  

t h e  l o c a l  un i t  as a  s o c i e t y  i n  i t s  own r i g h t !  A f t e r  a l l ,  t he  c l a s -  

s i c a l  European s t a t e  was very o f t e n  a m i n i - s t a t e  - t h e r e  a r e  s t i l l  

sorneromnants of t h a t  systerncsuch as Andorra, Sam Marino, L i c h t e n -  

s t e i n ) .  T h i s  would be a  s o l u t i o n  provided'  they do not. become t o o  

easy prey  t o  b i g g e r  f i s h  i n  t h e  g l o b a l  waters. I n  o the r  words, i t  

may o n l y  be a  s o l u t i o n  i f  i t  i s  n o t  o n l y  a  l o c a l  b u t  a l s o  a  g l o b a l  

s o l u t i o n .  

According t o  t h i s  way o f  t h i n k i n g  t h e  p o t e n t i a l l y  l e a s t  

r e p r e s s i v e  s o c i e t y  would be one w i t h  b o t h  balance mechanisms c t  

work: s t a t e  balances c a p i t a l ,  and n a t i o n a l  l e v e l  i n  balance w i t h  

l o c a l  l e v e l .  One may t h i n k  o f  Swi tzer land,  b u t  t h a t  i s  h a r d l y  c o r -  

r e c t :  s t a t e  and c a p i t a l  work t o o  w e l l  together ,  and t h e  cantons 

a re  t o o  fragmented. Hence, even i n  t h e  country  o f  ve ry  f r e q u e n t  

reFerenda i t  may be very  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  t o  o v e r r i d e  

a  cen te r  t h a t  i s  t o o  w e l l  harmonized when t h e  people a r e  t o o  geo- 
x. 

g r a p h i c a l l y  fragmented. 

Again, i t  i s  a long ti-ie main d iagona l  i n  development 

space s o l u t i o n s  seem t o  be loca ted .  The p r i n c i p l e  o f  balance 

should be added t o  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  complex i ty  above, again focus-  

s i n g  on t h e  main d iagona l ,  and p a r t i c u l a r l y  on t h e  segment between 

green and rose,  n o t  towards t h e  ye l l ow  as i t  becomes t o o  top  heavy. 



these needs t h a t  a r e  o r  can be seen a5 more somatic,  m a t e r i a l .  

But t hen  t h e r e  a re  t h e  growth o r  development needs, 

more m e n t a l / s p i r i t u a l ,  l e s s  m a t e r i a l  a l though t h e r e  c e r t a i n l y  a lsc  

i s  a m a t e r i a l  b a s i s  f o r  them, eg a rock ,  r o c k  bottom l e v e l  s a t i s f a c  

t i o n  of  t h e  m a t e r i a l  needs. Needs f o r  i d e n t i t y  and needs f o r  

freedom a re  be ingweds  as opposed t o  t h e  hav ing  needs - j u s t  men- 

t i oned .  There ' i s  no l i m i t s  t o  t h e i r  s a t i s f a c t i o n .  Fray t h e i r  d i s -  

s a t i s f a c t i o n ,  i n  t h e  shape o f  a l i e n a t i o n  and rep ress ion ,  respec- 

t i v e l y  i t  i s  n o t  a  range, l i k e  f o r  hunger, up t o  a p o i n t  o f  s a t i -  

a t i o n .  There i s  a  ladder  which can be cl imbed, up from t h e  murky 

swamps o f  a l i e n a t i o n  and rep ress ion ,  i n t o  d a y l i g h t  - b u t  t h a t  l a d -  

der  j u s t  goes on and on l i k e  Jacob's ladder  i n  t h e  B i b l e ,  b u t  

u n l i k e  Jacob's ladder  it does n o t  even end i n  Paradise,  i n  Heaven. 

There i s  no end. And t h e r e  a re  many la'dders, n o t  j u s t  one. More- 

over ,  much o f  t h e  c l i m b i n g  one has t o  do onese l f ,  n e i t h e r  pushing, 

no r  p u l l i n g  a r e  s u f f i c i e n t  however necessary they may be i n  c e r -  

t a i n  stages. A person can be f e d  and c l o t h e d  and so on, b u t  cannot 

be g i ven  i d e n t i t y  and freedom. They a r e  aspects o f  t h e  person 's  

p e r s o n a l i t y ,  e v o l v i n g  through e x e r t i o n ,  ever more, and then even 

more. There i s  no l i m i t  t o  be ing,  o r  a t  l e a s t  they  a re  f a r  away, 

l i k e  i n  Goethe's Fal-tst [wer immer s t rebend s i c h  bemUht, den kHnnen -- - 

w i r  e r lasen]  o r  i n  t h e  buddh is t  v i s i o n  o f  human growth,  ending i n  

a s t a t e  o f  maximum entropy,  nibbana. - 

T h i s  i s  n o t  a  p lace  t o  exp lo re  i n  any depth a theory o.f 

i d e n t i t y  and freedom. Had we l i v e d  i n  a  l e s s  e c o n o m i s t i c / ~ ~ a t e r i a l ,  

more h u m a n i s t i c / s p i r i t u a l  e ra  vocabu lar ies  f o r  qu i ck ,  b u t  a l s o  
k. 

deep commun~~c ia t ion  would heve been around - b u t  we do no t .  S u f f i c  

i t  on ly  t o  say t h a t  t h e r e  are  many f o c i  w i t h  which a person can 

i d e n t i f y :  s e l f  [ i n c l u d i n g  work prod~~c-t ;s] ,  persons i n  t h e  niicrc! 

space around onese l f ,  t h e  l o c a l  space, t h e  macro space [ coun t ry  

w i t h  i t s  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  n a t i o n  with i t s  c u l t u r e ] ,  t h e  reg ion ,  t h e  
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megalopol i s  h u s t l e - b u s t l e .  There i s  no p e r f e c t  c o r r e l a t i o n  here,  

and y e t  persons who seem t o  have come f a r  a long such roads, i f  n o t  

a t t a i n i n g  buddhahood a t  l e a s t  a t t a i n i n g  what one might  c a l l  "person- 

hood", and communicating what they  have a t t a i n e d  t o  o t h e r s  through 

a c t s  o f  c r e a t i o n  have done so l i v i n g  i n  t h e  smal l ,  even sometimes 

i s o l a t e d ,  i n  an unencumbered s e t t i n g  o f  n e i t h e r  too  l i t t l e ,  no r  t o o  

I 
much o f  m a t e r i a l  t h ings .  

How, then, does a l l  t h i s  r e l a t e  t o  t h e  development exer-  

c i s e  as we know i t  from s o c i a l  space, w i t h  i t s  t h r e e  power a r t i -  

c u l a t i o n  dimensions: normat ive power expressed as t h e  genera l  goa l  

of BWL, remunerat ive power expressed as t h e  goods and s e r v i c e s  BCI 

can produce, and coe rc i ve  power as t h e  c o n t r o l ,  f o r c e ,  p a i n  e tc .  

t h a t  PMP can exe r t?  The concl.usions a r e  b o t h  simpJe and obvious 

and w e l l  known, b u t  they have t o  be drawn and even as o f t e n  as pos- 

s i b l e .  But  l e t  us f i r s t  no te  t h e  correspondence [ n o t  a c c i d e n t a l ]  

between t h e  dimensions o f  power and t h e  c lasses  o f  needs: norma- 

t i v e  power d e f i n e s  w i t h  what t o  i d e n t i f y ;  remunerat ive power def ines 

goods and se rv i ces  - c e r t a i n l y  r e l e v a n t  f o r  s u r v i v a l  and we l l -be ing ;  

and coe rc i ve  power s e t s  t h e  l i m i t s  t o  freedom. 

I t h i n k  t h e r e  is l i t t l e  doubt t h a t  t h e  s t r o n g  p o i n t  o f  

t h e  development s t y l e s  seen as b lue ,  r e d  and yel lov:  zbove i s  t h e r e  

a b i l i t y ,  a t  l e a s t  i n  t h e  f i r s t  run ,  t o  g i v e  s a t i s f a c t i o n  t o  t h e  

m a t e r i a l  needs f o r  s u r v i v a l  and [ m a t e r i a l ]  wel l -be ing.  There i s  

no s c a r c i t y  o f  hav ing  f o r  most, o r  a t  l e a s t  many people i n  these 

t h r e e  worlds;  i n  f a c t ,  t h e  system behaves as i f  t h e r e  i s , o r  should 

be,no l i m i t  t o  having. But as t o  t h e  o the r  two needs c lasses  t h e  - 
'r. 

p i c t u r e  i s  negat ive.  Normative power i s  exerc ised so as t o  l e g i -  * 

t i m i z e  t h e  BCI complex a t  work w i t h  i t s  t e r m i t e  l i k e  p r o d u c t i o n  

mania, dernanding i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  goals  o f  t h e  h i g h l y  m s t e r i -  

a l i s t i c  BWL t o  t h e  exc lus ion  o f  o the r  concerns i f  they a re  a t  v a r i  

ance w i t h  t h 3 t  goa l  p a t t e r n .  More than  t h a t :  t h e r e  a re  a l s o  ideas  

o r  values uf compet i t ion ,  r a t i o n a l i t y  and d i s c i p l i n e  , a l l  de f i ned  



4.  - Development: t h e  wor ld  spece 

L e t  us now t r y  the  same exe rc i se  f o r  t h e  wor ld  space, 

s imp ly  ask ing t h e  quest ion:  what a re  t h e  consequences o f  t h e  v a r i -  

ous s t y l e s  o f  development f o r  t h e  wor ld  space, t h e  space o f  govern- 

ments [ s t a t e s ] ,  b u t  a l s o  o f  nongovernments [ i n t e r n a t i o n a l  nongoverr 

menta l  o rgan iza t i ons ,  p r o f i t  and non-prof it]. T h i s  i s  b o t h  a more 

easy and a more d i f f i c u l t  exe rc i se ;  easy because t h e  consequences 

o f  t h i s  tremendous accumuktion o f  normat ive,  remunerat ive and co- 

e r c i v e  power i n  the  hands o f  t h e  r u l i n g  e l i t e s  [BCI, PMP] o f  t h e  

s t a t e s  a re  so obvious, d i f f i c u l t  because t h e r e  i s  so l i t t l e  e x p l i -  

c i t  t h i n k i n g  about what a developed wor ld  spece would l o o k  l i k e .  

I n  a sense t h i s  i s  bo th  s t range and obvious: s t range because it 

should be so tremendously s i g n i f i ' c a n t  and a l so  tempt ing as an 

i n t e l l e c t u a l  exe rc i sc  ; obvious because r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  t h e  wor ld  as 

a system w i t h  p o s s i b l e  davelopnent dimensions i s  recent ,  a t  any 

r a t e  more recen t  than t h e  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  the s o c i e t y  as such a 

system which again i s  more recen t  than t h e  recognx t i o n  o f  human 

be ings  as systems w i t h  such dimensions - o f  human growth. and i n  

t h e  sbsence o f  t h i n k i n g  many people become prey  t o  t h e  e a s i e s t  

t y p e  o f  ana lys i s ,  r e d u c t i o n i s t  ana lys i s ,  f a i l i n g  t o  see the  
- 

s u i  gener i s  na tu re  o f  these spaces. Acarding t o  such views a 

developed s o c i e t y  i s  a s e t  o f  developed human beings,  and a deve l -  

oped wor ld  a s e t  o f  developed s o c i e t i e s .  O n e  a l s o  hears,  b u t  t h s t  

would be frorn t h e  commissar r a t h e r  than  frorn t h e  y o g i  j u s t  r e f e r -  

red,  reduc ing  eve ry th ing  t o  human growth: a developed human be ing  

i s  what comes o u t  o f  a developed s o c i e t y  - f o r  i ns tance  a soc ia1 . i~  

s o c i e t y .  One nsver hears,  however, t h a t  a developed s o c i e t y  i s  

t h e  p roduc t  o f  a developed wor ld  f o r  t h e  very  s imp le  reason t h a t  

no such concept seems t o  have emerged. 

About a maldeveloped world, however, we know a l o t .  

Again t h e  t h r e e  power aspects a re  u s e f u l .  I f  t h e  wor ld  S~OLI !  t: 301 

s i s t  o f  o n l y  one s o c i e t y  then one could,  o f  course, apply  t h e  ana 
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b l u e  governments may very w e l l  cooperate and together  c o n s t i t u t e  

an i n t e r n a l  sectorwhich would then be in tergovernmenta l  [ i f  i n  addi  

t i o n  i t  i s  s o c i a l  democrat i t  might i n c l u d e  most o f  t h e  p a r t i c i p a n t  

c o u n t r i e s  where t h e i r  p o p u l a t i o n  i s  concerned]. 

I n  t h e  wor ld  i n  which we l i v e ,  furtherrnor-e, t h e  genera l  

e thos becomes baminated by t h e  dominant e thos o f  t h e  dominant 

e l i t e s  i n  t h e  dominant coun t r i es .  Conre te ly ,  t h i s  means a  genera l  

wor ld  ideo logy  w i t h  t h e  ma te r ia l i sm o f  t h e  bourgeois  way o f  l i f e  

a t  i t s  center ,  e a s i l y  t h e  most popu lar  [ i n  the  sense o f  number o f  

adherents]  ideo logy  i n  human h i s t o r y .  A t  t h e  s o c i a l  l e v e l  t h r e e  

e leven ts  had t o  be added t o  t h i s :  compet i t ion ,  r a t i o n a l i t y  and d i s .  

c i p l i n e .  But  i t  does n o t  q u i t e  work l i k e  t h a t  at t h e  wor ld  l e v e l .  

Compet i t ion  t h e r e  c e r t a i n l y  is, l e a d i n g  t o  m i l i t a r y  races  and eco- 

nomic races,  t o  e f f o r t s  t o  o b t a i n  m i l i t a r y  balance and economic 

balance [zones o f  i n f l u e n c e ,  quotas,  r u l e s  a f  t h e  game, e t c . ] ,  and 

when t h i s  does n o t  succeed, u l t i r n a t n l y  t o  m i l i t a r y  wars and ecanom 

wars, i n c r e a s i n g l y  devaseat ing w i t h  h i g h e r  l e v e l s  of- m i l i t a r y  tech  

l o g y  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  and p roduc t i on  technology i n  genera i .  I n  t h e  so 

s i a l  space such phenomena, by no means unknown, c a u l d  be tempered 

by  t h e  combinat ion of r a t i o n a l i t y  and d i s c i p l i n e .  Bu t  i n  t h e  

wor ld  space b o t h  seem t o  be c u r i o u s l y  absent: t h e  t ragedy o f  t h e  

commons i s  enacted i n  wor ld  space r a t h e r  than  i n  s o c i a l  space and 

i s ,  o f  course, an exe rc i se  i n  l a c k  o f  bo th  r a t i o n a l i t y  and d i s c i -  

p l i n e .  Which a l l  serve t o  prove one t h i n g :  some k i n d  o f  wor ld  

c e n t r a l  a u t h o r i t y  i s  necessary, commanding e i t h e r ,  thereby r e g u l -  

a t i n g  c o m p e t i t i o n  among governments and nongovernrnents and based c 

b o t h  o f  these as\ w e l l  as on t h e  wor ld  p o p u l a t i o n  d i r e c f l y .  Some- 

t h i n g  between t h e  U n i t e d  Nat ions,  as vie know it, and wor ld  govern- 

ment o f  s t r o n g  s t a t e s  as w e  - indeed - a l s o  know it. 

So again wc a re  l e d  t o  the  same conc lus ion :  t h e  primacy 

g i ven  t o  t h e  s o c i a l  space leads  t o  human maldevelopment and a l so  . 

wor ld  maldevelopment - t o  t h e  p a u p e r i z a t i o n  o f  those i n  t h e  e x t e r  


