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{Upna tremendous nd;rnnt.ugﬂ with the term "self-relisnce” is its open-
endedness. The term has a certain pucleus of content, but 1t is up to all
of us to give it more precise connotetions (es a matter of fact, that would
be the only self-relisnt wey of golng about defining the term "seli-reliance").
The following is one suggestion, one effort to fill it with content, even to '
boild mome kil.nd of ideclugy arcund it; by no means a set of pms&ripunm.

ftoland Berger hes this to say esbout the Chinese crigln of the 1deu.:']'""r

“In his August 1945 spesoh Mao Tse—tung used the phrase "tz 1i keng
sheng' which literally transleted is ‘regeneration through cur own
effortar, Thiz more accurstely conveys the true meaning of the policy
than tha term 'self-reliance', "Hegeneration through our own effurts’
alsy makes it clesr that this is a policy radicslly different from
‘self-gufficiency' or 'sutarchy'. It is in fmct the maes line lied .o
cthe soopumic fcoul and steme directly frum mao Tes-tung's conpistent
spphapiz Lhet "iube poople, and the people elons, pre Lhe mctlve foroe

in the making of worlid history' and that 'the masses heve boundless
creative power', | {Italics m:l:ﬂ}.

4l though nething in what follows ie contrary to what has just bees sald
it would be less than self-relisnt to give to the Chinese any kind of
sonopoly position relative to this precious idea. After sll the idea of local
aelf-relignce in the sense of the small community relying on its own forces,.
ig gE old as humanity i‘t.naif:,t.hin uwas the normal form of human existence.
Then something happened: sbove all the world-encompassing center-periphery
formation tuilt a5 a progras inte Western civilizatl {with the Wesi in the
center, of course}, put into (1) gultural pragtice through the spresd of
ghristisnity and later We 8 octher fo stern  tho
into {2} soclo—economic practice through gapitslism end (3) militsry-
political practice through eolonislism—- all of them wrapped together in' the
imperialism of the nineteenth and first helf of the twentieth centuries, snd
the nec-imperialisa of cur part of the twentieth cant.u.r}{ The nec-lmperialist
axperience informa us that center-periphery formation is & much desper
phenomenon than political-military colonielis=, One basic theorstical
unuq;rt.iui: ig that one has to find its rooits in the economic infra-structure.
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¢.£. in the centrelizing networks and economic eyoles spun by the
transnational corporations. Asother sssumption, to which we would subs-
cribe ourselves, working backwards with the list given above {also working
backwards in history), would be that the roots above all are cultural/
clvilizstional, and of s double nature. On the one hand there is one
civilization in the world, the Westsrn one, which not only considers
itsell the center of the world (that is netural) but to be universally
valid, the center from which messages of all forms radiste to a periphery
sager to receive the Western truth in materis) and irmaterial forms. Om
the other hand, due to s nmumber of gedgraphical and historicsl circumstances
ihe rest of the world has to & large extent lat itself be impressed by the
Weat and has {0 some extent accepted a positisn in the Feriphery in ex-
change for some of the Center products, materiasl and immgterial, that the
‘Center has considered it notonly its right, but its duty to distribute

all over the world, In other words, we postulate sn-element of Feriphery
complicity in the form of a submissiveness it is up te the Periphery

to change, to withdraw.In this factor a basic souree of change is located,

This type of analysis serves to place salf-reliance in a bhistorical
context, Self-reliance is not merely an abstiract rat:irp'q, & way of
organising the economy with heavy emphasis on the use of local faectors,
but & highly concrste fight a;glina‘t any kind of center-periphery formation
with the ultimate goal of arriving at a world where "each part is a
center™® Since the easence of center-periphery formation is vertical
divigion of labor, with exchanges across a gep in level of processing
where trade is concerned, s gsp in level of knowlsdge where science is
concerned, & gap in level of initiative where palitios is concerned and
80 on = in short the difference between the sender and the receiver,
the lesdar and the led » the basic idea of sellf-reliance H}T.Il.ﬂ be to get
cut of this type of relationship. In order to obtein that three supporting
mechanisms (of exploitation) have to be attacked - penstration, fragmen-
tation and marginaligation. And that leads ona straight into the practice
of gelf-relisnoe a3 8 wevy o shting center-periph ntig ineluding
the penetration, fragmentation and marginsliszetion,

Fenetration, or dependency ;[‘I:.ha Latin Amerdcan dependencis) ig
essentially a power relaticn: it simply mesns that vhat happens in the
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periphery is & conseguence of ceuses located In the center. Thus, it
gives broadsr scope to "power® than is usually given in sctor-orlented
analysis where the "cauge" referred to has to be somebody’s intent

to exercise powerj 1t slso takes inm ihe itype of power that 1g built irto
& etructure. Since power of any type can be seen s belng of one or more
of thres kinds;f normative/ideclogicgl, remunerative and pundtive (persuasions
parrot and stick power to put it simply}, the fight sgsinst penetratdon

glso has o have three ingredients. To withstand normetive/ideclogical power
emanating from ssme kind of cenver self-confidence, self-respsct (the Latin
American dirnidad) is needed - & feith in own valuss asnd own culture and
clvilizaliony the traditionsl one and the abilily Lu create new coltare.

To withalany remunszeilve power avssl.te Buif-zslticlerey or sutarchy is
not needed. Un cluger analysls it is clesrly seau tiat the poinl ip Lo be
gLle iu produse fed LaBic 0o rlicularly food, 8o that in s erdsls

fuad cghnut be used aB 8 wegpon, Another mgpect would combine the fight!.ugainﬂt :

eul turgl idgﬂlngicil and economic/remunerative penetration in the airuggle
for independent taste-formation, being less suscqptibia to "tastes" generated
from the center and satisfiable with center goods only, 4nd finally: to
withstand coercive puwer a certain [earlsgsness Ls nesded, both &3 Bn
attitude snd as s structuce of defense, as an dttitude and practice of
invulperability.

Thus, with the focus on such expressions as self-confidence, gbility
te be self-sufficient and fearlesspness/invulnersbility it is clesr thet '
golf=reliance as s dectrine is located more in the field of psycho-
politiocs than in the field of economics, It would be a gross sisunders-
tanding to reduce it to a formula for economle relations alone although
that would be in line with the economism of our timessend with the assumption
that the root of center-periphery relations is in the economle infra-
structure alone. More particularly, self-relisnce is not a new way of
"pridging the gep", "catching up” in the sense of equalizing GNP /oepita
or some gimilar messure. Thers are at least two good reasons woy the latter
would not be compatible with the ides of selferelisnce: it means taking
gvar the goal-structure of other societies which then become models to
imitate; and it probably sleo means taking over the means used by the rich
industrialised Western countries, including center-periphery formation

. within and betwsen countries. The Third Werld does not become self-reliant

by imiteting the First and Second worlds, mor by exploiting some kind of
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Fourth World, the Fourth World by sxploiting the Fifth world (whatever that
might be) u'c.é'"{ Self-reliance cannct be et the expense of the ual_f-'-ralia.n;u
of others; 1% only implies the autonomy to set one's own goals and realize
them ms far as possible through own efforte, using one's own factors,

in general terme the way to fight penetration is not through counter-
penetration, trying to do to the Center what the Center has alwaye done to
the Feriphery (persuasion, threats and promises) but to become sutonomous.
There is much evidence to indicate that thie ig best done in & process of
Alruggle; that the struggle itself gensrates patierns of attitude and
behavior and new structures that not only serve to break down ties of
pematration but also to build true avﬁmlf‘---::‘wall.iani:.evz"lIlr This was certsinly true
for the Chinese and much of the success of thelr revolution was no deubt -
due to their ability and opportunity to combine liberation with practice of
galf-reliance during the long years of struggle. Whether this type of
sxperience is a necesgary condition for true self-reliance lster is another
question, howsver —- the Chinese, Vietnsmese and partly Cuban experiences
seem to indicate that it may be closerto a sufficient comdition,

The double character of self-reliance -bresking up old relatlens in order to
build new ones - comes out egually clearly in the efforts to countersct
fragmentation and marginalizstion, The point is te break up the Center
menopoly, or near-monopoly, on inter-sotdion by initiating new patterns of
cocperation, and fo break up the Center near-monopely on grganizations
by creating new organizations. These are both sctive, outward oriented mspects
of gelf-relisnce, showing clearly how difTerent it is from self-sufficiency
&5 a concept. The point is mot to aveid intersction but Lo interact aceording
Lo the criterion of seifvrelisnce, which means in such a way that no nev
center-periphery relationship emerges. In practice this mesns higher priority
to  horigontal interaction - particularly trade - with others more or less
gl the zame level; and a preference for organizations togather with others
al the same level - "ievel" mesning something like "degree of peripherization®
rather than the highly mislesding GNF per capita. The double nature consists
in using the same horizontal orgenisations of people, distriets, countries,
aven reglons as solidarity organizations for collective bargaining and
sonfrontations with the centre, and for intemal co-operation to obtain a more
equitable world. B8/
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Se much for the general concept of self-relisnce ag a pattern uf
rageneration through own afforts, of fighting duominance by Buarting reljing
‘en onesell, maanibg Individusl self wand the collectlve Self of athers in the
same position. Bul convretely what is the practice . self-reilance ¥ Two
principles geom % L2 &l work pere in additizn L:.:?ﬁrjuhiﬂﬁ galu aboves

the principle of participation and the principle of solidarity. These
principles ave crucial es poldelines, but like all such prineiples becomes
ptunter-productive when they degenerate inte dogmatic prescriptions.

Self-reiiance is a dynemlic movemant from the psriphery, st sl levels-
individual, local, nativngl, reglonal, 1o 18 not sowething done for the
peripheryy bagically it iz aomething done by the periphery. Thus, control .
pver the economic machinery of g country by neticnsl, snd even Ly local,
state or privete capilglists in order to produce for the satiafaction of
pasic needs is nat self-reliance. It may be to "serve the people”, but
it iz not to "trusi the people® - to upe Chinese jargon. Self-raliphce
ultimately means that the scoieiy is organized in such a vay thal the
masses arrive at self-fulfillment through self-raliance - in partieipation
with cthers in the same situation. Ubviously this paints directly to a
decentralized socieiy, a.g, in the form of the 0. 00 {or so)} Chinese .
peopla's communes with their subdivieions (brigedes and tesms), and sufficient
autonomy looally to permit participation down at the grmmr::u:lnt‘..-lm.l'nsil.g"'r

Hence gelferslisnce should ideally be seen as something originating
in the aptipode te the metropoles in the Center: the vast rural lands
in which the larger part of the world population still lives. Congretely
it takes the form of using local factors - local creativity, raw msterisls/
lapd end capitel. Uften the center has drained away so much of Lhe conventlonal
rav materisls and the locsl capital that the task is o find forms that
stimulate local crestivity. This should not be confused with labor -
iptensive forms of production which may constitute a solution where thers
is scarcity of cepital and excess of labor. Such factor-substitution is
entirely eompatible with centralized mapagement and manipulation,
professiongiien and bureaucratization, Hather, the point would be to opt
for those forms of production that permit local grassroots initiative
and innovation yislding results compatible wlith local conditions tastes
culture. The point would be thet the loss in efficiency caused by sometimes
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reinventing someihing already invented elsewhere is more than offset by
the gain in selfcopfidence in accepting the challenge of being the
innovator. Te be the able recipient of a technology developed elsewhere
easte the person/esmsuntty/ecountry/region in the role of the good pupil;
a role which is very difficult to unk&arn and is the very upp-usi‘t-a af
being self-confident. lwr

The bagic economic prineiple, then, would be to uwse locel factors '
and produce for local consumption. Before producing anything, however,
the bazic questicn asked during times of orisis should always be asked:
do we reglly need thiz product? The argument that ii can be used for
exchangs even if we do not need it for eny yge presupposes that there
are cthar copmunities that are not based on self-reliance - 1ike
capltallem assuming That there will slways be a periphery somewhere
that can serve as a market'. Moreover, only with the mesges in commend
is there & sufficient guarantee that first priority will be given to
producticon for the sstisfaction of the basic needs of those most in need,
emphasizing use-valus over a:changnnualua}l not ruling out the latter entirely.

r

If the aneswer is yas, the product is needed, the task would be
to try to produce it from lecal fectors rather than getting it in
exzhangs for some f;&t.nr held to be wa_ij.ahla in excess quentities
{laebor, Taw materials} or in exchange for some locally produced product.
In so thinking, and acting, there ig no doubt that gelf-reijance ig
prdfoendly spti-capitalist, for capitalism is based on mobility of factors
and producta in world-encompassing cyeles. Capitalism gemerates trade,
which in turn is good for the T-I'Eiﬂl'ﬂlg'{ if it had mleoc been good for
development all over the world that would heve shown up already given
the encrmous increase in world trade during the last centuriea. Hence

ihe itheory is that aalf-relianuq will serve the purpose of development in the
senae of satisfying both materizl and immaterial needs better.

But what happens if the product needed canmol be prodused leeslly,
from local facters, in a federstion of villapes with 1ittle induatrial
a:qmriancunﬂﬂl:lf amall scale industry? Plret, one might follow poople in
times of crisis, trying to find some pew ways of using rew meterials so

st Lo get the product neverthelass {the Cuban use of sugar-cane as general
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raw material for a vast varieiy of produsts), or one changes the product
s that 4% still serves the purpose but makes better use of local factors
{the Chinese use of hydro-electric energy for Lractors in some regions).

4. However, thers mre sbvicus limits tu this, glven the sspmetriesiin
vhe wurid scumimic peagsapliy, and they era numlrsas Indeedd vhe moel
jnn,‘:-é:rta:;t ote pralabiy being the asymmetry of water-distrilbutdon. vanals
can be gug by people rethoer ihan by woociines, bl potpo aive &mmg Lhe
bess gevices made Ly man, and one shauld hub necasssrlly wall till the
induslrial bose {ur meking pumps has besn developed. The problem ie
yhere 1o go to gal tine pops when taey ars indizpenaatlic end cannot ke
produced luzally, and Lhis is where the princlple of solidarity
enterst gigrt the scarch for s partner in thls type =f cosperation ui‘t.h
another communltiy ai the same level in the same distristy if Lthat douws
not work have ihe district cocperate with another distriet in the seme
province; if thet does nmot work have the pravince swarch f[or anather
provines in the zame country; if that does not work cooperate with another
eountry in the same sub-region (meening Grupe Andino, ASEAN, West or
Eaot Afrtcan comminities ete.)j if that dose not work try the larger
region (meaning the ECLA, the EUA, or the AGAFE regions); 1f that does
not work try for Third World cooperation - and uliimately, if that doas
not work either: some type of exchange and co-operation wivh centre countries.
In & stmplified version this lesds to three levels of salf-=
relisnce: Jogal self-relisnce, national self-relignce snd Xeglonal
(sub-regional, regional, Third World) self-reliance. The relatiomsamong these
three levele pass importent problems to be studied below. Thus, far from
being entithetical to trade and exchange and cooperalion a consistent
policy of aﬂlf-ralianf:l may even increase ths exchange level in the
world because it will engender much more cooperatlon between nelghbors
in gmgraphiuni and scclial spia&u. The poirt is not to cut out trade but
to pedireat it and pggomposs it by giving prefersnce to eooparation with
those in the same position, preferring the neighbor +to the more distani
possibility, cooperation to exchange, and intra-sector %o inter-sector
trade, Working outwerds from oneself and omeSelf, in a set ol oceandc
circles as Gandhi might have aa.‘pufl]"g""J ig just the opposite of the prevalent
patiern today linking the periphery of the Feriphery 1o the center of the
Center through a series of costly middiemen with obwvious vested interests
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and power to fight for the stetus gque, including the intellectusl power
to rationalize the stetus quo through concepis llke Lorparatlve n:lvnnt.agﬂ",_

4% this point let us summarize in s negative way by listing what
self-raliance (SR} is not:

{1) 3 is not an sbstrect, general formula, Self-reliance is a part of °
gn historial process, st the seme tims the fight agsinst a certain global
and domestic gtructure and a way of building s new one.

(2)_8H carmot be led from above. Self-reliance must probsbly be initiated -
from above, tut is meaningless without masg participation. Through
collective salf-reliance necessary condiilons may be created at the
naticnal level and through nationgl self-reliance necessary conditions

may be crested st the local level, but it is only at the local level that
gelf-reliance properly speaking can unfold ftself as mass action.

{3} f-reliance is not of raw
paterigls. This is usually a necessary conditlon, for one basic idea

iz to contract encnemic cycles and to use locel factors. Buf national '
processing 18 entirsly compatible with national capjtslism and penetration
of the netional periphery from the national centers, just as local
prosesaing ie compatible with local capitaiism and all that Implies

in terms of dlvision of labor between owners/labor-buyers/decision-
makers and werkers of all kinds,both in terms of deciding what to produce,
how to produce it and what to de with the surplus created. Moreover,
capitalism ss it is known today is expansionist by nature and will tend
+o overflow the borderlines of any self-reliant unit, turning other

unite inte sources of foeiors and markets for cepitsl and prodocts all

of which would be iocompabtible with the self-relisnce of those units.

{4) Self-reliancs is nol the same as producing for the satisfaction

of the basio neads of those mesit in need, Those are excellent priorities,
But they are also compatible with menageriaslism and clienteilzation. SH
implies apother subject/object relstion, that the masses are more the
mastew of thell owm need-satisfaction, not developlng the Ypsychelogy

of depsnding ob the governmeni fer relief"l.

b ——— o —
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(5) Self-geltancs is nof the Bame pe self-gufficiency or . SH implies
a rodirection apd recompasiticn of trade and c:mpératiun, noi the Boilding
ol Lighi walls ar.md gil wniis -glilough it may be argued ilat self-

pilfdicione; in foud is worih siriving for,

dven i indiow.don of She pracides ol solbi-rullance lei a= wrielly
thndicale Wiah Wiela St e be e lnesruilosd ratlopale oo self-reliance
in the presenl sll.oclion of gross asymaetries in the wrld, belween Lhe
Cepter with ibs sub-centers and the vaslh peripheries. Fore precisely, thera
are at lesst Hirtran hypothesis linked to thdas kind of structure that
wonld seem to nave seflficiend g priord aredibility to be worth gambling

s

(1) Tnr.ugh ol prisribises will change Lovards produciion for basic nesds

for thosc most in need. With the mazsse in cantrel of the productive machinery,
especiglly in the cauniryside, auch idess as vaeing land for cash crops in
order to "earn foreigh currshcy® (for the elites to tuy copsumers goods,

meang of Gestruskiac -~ arms - and some means of production}) would less

ensily wmerge, wiless the centrol over the gooncmic ocycle were sufficient
to guarshtes thet hesle nesds would not remeln unaatisfiad:.l

(2} Through & mase participation ig ensured. A necessary condition for

thig to heppen 1B a high level of contrel over the local economy - which

13 ona of the meny ing‘radiants in SHe LT the aconomy is steered by remcte
control, often of non-parsonal forces, participation will remain formal, .8«
only take the forw of participation in municipal elestions, elsclting
commitieas with es little control over the economy as the lucé.l atation=
maater over a long distance express train (it 18 the train that directs

his use af the control signale pather than viece versa). Thus mass pariicipation
becomea the alpha and cmega of the sslf-relisnce, both as necessary and

gz sufficlent conditians. '

{3) Through S8H local factars are utiliged much betier. This aspect of

SH picks up the smeusation against oapdtelism that in pddition io beling
exploitative cepitalism iz alap jrrational in terms of its own eriteria;

1t mekes inefficient uee of local factors. Trade ig the easy solution onoce
the infrastructure exists and serves a8 & cubstitute for search and re-gesrch,
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for new ways of growing food, for new types of foodstuffs etc. Kobody
who has been through a erisis, e.g. a war economy is in any doubt s

% what this means: a mobllization of resources, some of them known
before but un-or underused; others even usknown, The argument against
this is often heard, "we do not want to live in a war economy", It is
true that paychologically this kind of economy has been associated

with erisls in the rich part of the world - for the poor in the pooT
part of the world it is just the other way sround. For them the "normal"
capitalist economy has been a state of permanent crisis and ua]_i‘urél;l.:.nul,,
under one name or the other, the slternative st leaat capable of
satisfying basic nesds. But 1t is quite clear that the psychology

of the "developed" countries, and ef the overdeveloped pockets in the
"developing® éuunt.rias, would have to undergo some changes in opder
for S to be more acceptable. These changes will probably come sbout in
two weys, pepatively as the result of crisis produced with the coming
redirection and recomposltion of world trede (and that would come even
as a consequence of the much more moderatie New Internationel Eeonomic
Urder}, and positively as a desire for an alternstive style of life
vhere gself-fulfillment is seen as scmething coming ‘out of self-reliance
than from mase consumption in am affluent, but clientelized, mniatr.lﬂ

{._ﬁ,] Through SR creativity is stimulafed. We have mentioned above that
the trensfer of technology, however good the terms, casts the recipient
in the role of the learner, the pupll - learning how to produce, even
learning how to consume, FPogaibly this 1a the most devastating conse-
guence of the present world order apd the conssquence most diffieult

to remedy. The way to go sbout it is definitely not through schoaling
slone since that would, with the present pattern, only incresse the
dependdncy op the Western centers rather than inztilling faith and
pride in own culture and confidence in own ability to innovate. The
read 1o fnnovation probably goes through innevation, and by partly
closing opeself off from some of the impovations and advice coming from
global and domestic can't.arﬂ:!'

(5) Throuwgh Si there will be more gompati pility with locsl conditions,
[hat factoers will be bDetler ulilized has already been mentlioned, that

ecological ocuncerns gtand a betier chuence will be indicated below. The
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ts/pe of conditions we have in mind here are not eeonemd of teo luglcal

tut swructural/eadtoral. Self-reliance doss ot build welle in the

gense that people sre no 1uh.gar given gueess to knowledge sbout production
snd copsumption patlesrns ouistde ihe community/ne Lin/reglon, but it should
iuster, indesd De Lased un, more self-confidence. Uow importent aspect
woild be to reverse Lhe relstion between technclopise of production and
consumption on the vne bhand and the local struciure snd culture ocn the
other from assuming (as western social selence has tended to do)] that

the letter have tu yield to the former 4o & sesrch and re-gearch lor
thoge technologiss that are compatible with the strusturss and culture
one wants to have, Thus, if people want to be together and talk with each
other when they are working then :I.nd.iuidul!.:ing and noisy means of
production should notbe chosen: there would be a search for other tech-
rologies, Under the condition of SH the local population will tend to
trust thelr own intuitions more and respect foreign technology less.

L6 Throwgh SR there will be_much more diversity of :Imralupna_:_ah This is
almost a fautelogy: when development comes out of loeal conditions,

and co-gperation iz based on the principle of soliderity, local factors and
local culture, valuss, traditions will force much more diversity inte

our world, Self-reliance is incompatible with imditsticn of model coumtries,
and slée counterscts the silent subversion of local culture through the
culture end structure that slways accompany the import of foreign tsuh-
niques and materisl things in general. One of the most igportant proofs

of this hypothesis 15 given by China today: had China relied on technical
auist.u;w from either or both of the atandard model mmﬁiaa, on trede,
on transfer of technology ete. as the basie fector in her development the
world would have been given one more big copy - instesd world diversity
has incressed tremendously, to the inspiration of all in search of & richer
basis for inspiration. For just as for trade SR does not rule out exchange
of ideas; it is rather a qua!tiun. of redireciion and recomposition of the
ides~flow, lesrning more from cooperation with equals than from imdtation
of {self-gppointed)models,

(7} Through SR there will be less glisnation. This also bordere on the
tautologous: with self-reliance economic eycles will contract because

of the principles of leesl production (es far as possible)- snd of horizon-
tal =olidarity. However, it should be pointad cut that local scopomlic
eycles can also be highly alienating if there is no mass participation

end no focue on production for one's cwn needs, particularly then for
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the bagic needs. The point is rather that s negative factor is eliminated:

the vertical, world-encompessing cycle, practically speaking incomprehensible
except for the very few whe, precisely for that ressen, get considerable
power, Thus, 5K is incompatible with the transnaticnsl corporstions as we
know them todsy but not incompatible with soms typa of regicnal, horigontal,
organization for economic covperation as long as it does not impade the type
of mass perticipation whereby people in general produce snd consume in such

& wey thal higher needs are alse satisfied (for creativity, tcgethernass,
senge of competence)’

{8) Through S8 ecological balance will be more easily attained. When acologicel
eycles contract the consequsnces of production and consumption, in terms nI‘I
depletion end poliuticn will be net only more vigible, but also more direct.
The farmer who by and large produces what he consumes and consumes whet he
produces has the gut knowledge that pollution and depletion will be detrimental
to bim and his offspring, and thia very knowledge initiates the type of
negative feed-back that may prevent ecological problems from surfecing at

all, Deplstion cannot be relegeted to some far—off corner of the world,

becsuse in thet corner they are alsc practising self-reliance and do not

iet raw materisls out except to neighbors at the same level, Follutants

cannot be dumped on somebody else's territory, including "empty" nature,

if 3R includes, as it should, e spirit of compassion, partnership with

nature {this does not follow from the esoncmie principles alone), Of course,
one may still deplete and pollute oneself, as people have always dene - the
argument being that if this Is the case counter-seting forces msy more

2asily come into action thsn when depletion and poliution take place in

remote and defenselsss cornsrs of the economic eyoles.

(9] Through SH important externalities gre internalised or given to
neighbors at the seme levei. This is, of eourse, cne of the =most important
argusenis in favor of SH: by relying on cne's own forces = genuine develop-—
ment of vneself, individually and collectively takes pluce. Much lasg is’
logt by reloventing s.metiing lavented e=lpewhers slraady than by cesting

unesedl ! in the rule ol & learner and lmdtetor, In moce conventional tecmss:
the research and developmenl Facilities may e clumey - whatever that mesns -
bul Lhay sre ooe's own, as nre the s lakes, sud I is [rom own misighes,

net from thise made by others, there is more 1o learn. Through the mechandcs
of axchange with others et the same level (say, primitive iractors for
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primitive t.rnn_aistnra} exterpalities are given to others st the same level
instesd of being added to the high level of the Center countries. The
principles of redirection and recomposition would under inspired lagdership
dlstribute the externalities more averly inside ioday's vast global Feriphery.

(1] Threugh SH solidardty with others at the same levsl gets s solid

Efii_s. The indieation just given for trade redirection, with a simple
distinction made between local, natlional and regional {Third World) self-
reliance, the focus is already on Perlphery solidarity, For the time belng
this is best articulsted at the inter-governmental regional level and through
inereased trade later om, through increased gooperation and immovative
behavior of a type that respects local conditions a horigontal infra-structure
will emerge as a basis for true sutonomy. Through mutual sid the Feriphery

of today will be wesned off i1ts dependency on the Cemter of today - through
partipl withdrawal from the Center and increased relisnce on 1teelf - in
which case the terms "Center" and "Periphery as applied to the glu’lgu.‘l system
will no longer be valid., But they may gtili be highly valid as applied o
the domestic system of the countries in today's Center and Feriphery. The
principles of self-reliance are as valid for copperation betwesn districts/
states/provinces/departaents inside countries as for coppersticn between
sountries. To wean districts off their dependence on capitaels 1s a process
which involves the same patterns of thought and actlon as the corresponding
globgl action, We would agree, however, with those who argue that the basic
contradiction in the world of todsy resides in the structure of glabal
cnpit.n.liﬁl- However, after that contradiction has been overcome a Necessary
condition for sttacking the domestic structures, will obtaing international
contradictions so far having pvershadowed the national ones.

(11} Through SR sbility to withstsnd manipulation due to trade dependency
inecreases, Dependency on impert (e.g. of foodstuffs or uil) and on expori
(#.g. of manufaciures and capital) constitute an important sub-class of

the entire dependency syndrome. Decisicns made ln one sountry {to double
prices, to stop export, to deny import) have profound sffects on other
countries in ways that are well known today, When the effect is submission
to the will of another country one can telk about manipulation. The obvious
countermeasure is, as pointed out sbove, to incculete oneself ageinst this
type of power by developing a cepaclty for gelf-sufficiency (not only self-
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reliance) in times of crisip {i.e. when the wespons of export and/or import
denial are used), particularly in the field of bgsic comsodities, Iﬁ may will
be that this will lemd, in pome cases, to a double economy - a regular one
with import of foodstuffs ard oil and other commodities, and a reserve
geonomy where new patterns of growing food, and new forms of energy production,
censervation and gonversion are developed, Beiter still would be s combination
in times of non-crisis of both economies, a "walking on two legs® policy,
becsuse of the obvious benefitis to be derived from this type of diveraity,
Moreover, it will blur a distinction betwean the pstlerns of production and
coneumption in ordinery and extraordinary periods thus contributing to

changes in life-styles and patterns of development. Innovations along such
lipes as kitchen-gardens everywhere (inciuding on the roofs of high-rise

eity buildings), three-dimensional agricul ture, acquaculture, bio-gasz energy
genarators, use of human manure combined with waste products from sgrieul tural
production and consumption ete, showld not be seen as crisis devices to be
dispensed with when the crisis is over so as to return to patierns of depen-
dency, wasteful sverconsuspitlon and ecologically harmful practices, but

gs good in themselves, e.g. for the many reasons already mentioned. And

one of the reasons, ss mentioned, is to incresse the power of today's
Feriphery - collective, national, local by making it less susceptible to
import/export manipulations, more able to withstend pressura, .

(12} Through SR the mildtary defense capability nf.the country increases.
A decentralized country with many unite capable of pustaining themselves
in Limes of erislas, meaning not only producing their own fcod and other

uaﬁanLiﬁl commad] ties boel also their own lepdersbip ma poidebes end will

by resist, ls o @mden less velperable couptry., Vulnorgbility belog one of
tha kes {end therofvrc least analymed) parameters of eny militery balagts
1 mgkes some cowrlyles virtuelly indefensill: twotg Jupsn Leding aho extreme
capmple Lecadse T ivs verg high imporifespuit deponvency sod beavys
eonzentration of gil kindz of institutiens for the productlon of goods and
decisionsg along the Tokyo-dssks 1line. In 8 country where the econowmy is
organized sccording Lo the prinelples of local self-reliance thers is litils
or no domine ecffect to be obtalned by knocking oubt a center, e.g. the .
capital {which often iz the political/military/econcmic/culiurel/.
structural/communicative capital sll in ocne}, A SR country would have to
bte conguered pert by part, bul these parts will have much higher capacity
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to organize para-military, guerilla-type resistance sz well as non-military
forms of defense sven after an occupaticn has teken place. Enowledge of this
may deter sffectively & would-be sttacker; as it may have done both in the
US/Cube and the Soviet Union/China cases. A country knowing ite own
invulnerabllity to be high may slso be less templed to enter into pre-empiive
military adventures, threutening postures, military encirclemsnt through
allisnce-formation and bases gnd "forwerd defense lines” (in order to make
the fighting teke place far awsy from one's own vulnerable homeland) - end,
consequently, become e much less mruaaﬂa eountry. In other words, just
as there ig a basic compatibility between capitalistic growth and sodem
hierarchical, technocratic military erganizetion there iz also a basic
compatibility between self-relisnce as the basic mode of production and
paramilitary/guerrille/satyagraha forms of defense whersby the civilian
population is mobilized end becomes less vulnersble and less clisntelized
through dependence on vertiesl military organisationa that in turn depend

on Genter countries for supplies of military hardware and software through
hierarchical "slliance" systema.

(13) Through SR as a basic approsch today’s Center and Feriphery are brought
on_a mere equel footing., The word-pair "developed/developing® is a part of

the Western syndrome whereby west defines 1tsslf as completed and the reat
of the world as a periphery walting to become like West. The word-pair
tunderdeveloped/overdeveloped" does sway with this asymmetry defining

either as maldeveloped, one because there are too few means available

for the satisfaction of human needs, the other becsuse there are too lI-EullIﬂ'EE‘IIIr
(Weedless to say, thers are underdeveloped pockets in the overdeveloped
countries and overdevelopad pockets in the underdeveloped countries).

Regional self-reliance in today's Center is more than a mechanism
of dafense against regional gelf-reiiance in todey's Feriphery: "if you
deny us raw materigls we shall use synthetles: 1f you quadruple the prices
of youroil we shell develop nuclear emergy and other slternatives(in addition
to making use of Nowegian oil rescurces)”, and so on. This 1s a highly
foresesable consequence and by a;nrl large to the good because it will, not
unlike an economic boycott, force the Feriphery into even more self-
reliance, thersby gradually msking the temms "Center” and "Periphery®
gbeolete, The same, incidentmlly, applies to the present pattern of Center
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countries to withdraw or withold money and personnel 1o intergovernmental
organigations, including falling back on their own organisations {(EC,

OECD, od hoc mestings etc.): it will pave the way for a Third World Secretariat,
even & Third World UN in sddition to (not to the exclusion of) the presant
syatem. But seli-reliance in the Genter, particulerly when practised at

the local level, alsc gives ihe overdeveloped, capitalist West a chance

Lo regain so much of vhat has besn lost in recent times: s sense of mastery
of local destiny, mobilization of local ereglivity, less dependence on
prefessionals, less clientelization generally speaking, new technologies
{intermediate, soft, sppropriate, human) with emaller economic cycles that
are mors aligned with middle-range ecological cyoles, mass participation,
sccietios less vulnersble to military sttack: in short the 11st we have
just gone through. Some lowering of purely meterial standard of living is

& very low price to pay for that - and as the contradictions sherpen the
probability that Center populations {not only some intellectual elites) will
consider that trade-ofl favorably will probably increase rapidly,

It is felt that these arguments carry a certsin weight and are already
being reflected, increasingly, at the global, domestic and local levaels of
political thought and action. If put into practice there will be implications

for world interaction in general and world trade in particular, ss indicated
in this Table:

- intra=-sector '.I.n‘t-ur-aantnf
trads Lrads
Center-Center I3 7
Genter-Fariphery ? THIWN
Feriphery-Periphery uF T

The most impoertant dynamic tepdency will be in the directicn of decreased
Center-Periphery inter-sector trade (i.e- across genuine gaps in the level

of processing) as an expression of incressed Periphery tendemcy to process
their own raw meterisles and use their own tertiary secter, their own services.
As & consequence of this and equelly much as an expression of self-relisnge
one mey hypothesize increased Intra-sector trade (raw materigles against raw
materials, (semi)msnufactures sgainst (semi)manufsctures, services against
services) both in the Center snd in the Periphery. In doing so the Fariphery
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will net cnly pressrve mere of the positive externalities for the Feriphery
and distribute them more evenly among themsslves; they will also be better
protected against terms of trade fluctuatlons since thers will be more
fogus vn intra-sector trade. What will happen in the olher three cells in
the Table iz hyrd to postwlate but  the general hypothosis is cartainly
_t-l'mt- increased self-relianae imvolves redirection ond recomposition of
trede and, cunsoyuently, will bave an lopact of the Total world trgde
piowura, Whethar the Letal world trade wolume will go up or down o remsin
gbaut the same under g system of self-reliance is snother matter, however -
thers iz heardly any basis for knuuing;

The pame, nesdless Lo say, applies o everyihing else ssid above:
it is highly hypothetical, The thirteen raticonales should be seen as
bypothesis ebout positive effects that would derive from & policy of self-
relisnce, but there are sglso hypothesis about negative affects. To mention
five of them:

(1} Through 8K inequities may yield but inegualitdes will remain,There

are Beny types of inequalities, e.g. due to different factor endowment,
different gbility to mobilize creativity if the masses, different levels

of mobilizetion of the populetion in general for action, and so on, Self-
relignes tekes onty care of inequelity insofar sz it is intersction-induced,
e.g, derives from the accumulative effscts of unfavorable {(to the Periphery) terms
of trade sndfor spin-offs {rom vertical division of labor, or externalities,
in general. Through 5H center-periphery relations will be cut down (and if
the center reacts sufficiently engrily it may quickly be cut down to almost
zerc), but that only guarsntees Lhat whatever inequality remsins is not
interaction-induced. (onaegquently there is alsc an argueent for mechanizms
of global redistribution that will "take from the rich and give to the poort
at the spme tims as the poor become more auvtonomous. The politics of
coordinating this will be extremely complex, to say the lesst, and the
complexity will serve as an argumenti in favor of small revigions of the
presant system whereby the Center will promise some transfers {(not only
stabilization of the terms of trade) in exchange for keeping the pumt'
{inter)national division of labor.

~ {2) Through SR at the reglonal Jevel, and slsc at the national level
local exploitation may solidify a& long a8 basis is unchanged. The term
Tgel f-raliance" should not be used unless there is genuine mass involvement.
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Fational and regiomal self-reliance should be seen as means towards this
gosl. As such they ere necessary, for local wnits wuld be much too exposed
to, say, transpational corporstions unless there is some national protection
available, just as the single Periphery couniry would need yegional
solidarity in order to bring sbout changes in the global structures of
trede, politicse, military action, culture and communicetion, The argument
is not in favor of anarchy in the sense of a world divided into emall, local
communities, but in favor of a world vhere more power, initiative and the
level of needs-satisfaction &re better distributed at all levels of
organizationy individuals, groups, locel communities, countries, regions,
What is not wanted is the use of the rhetoric of self-reliance to conceal
contradictions that have to be overcome, betwsen local elites and the people.

(3) Through SR organic ties between units Way be reduced. SR should not

be interpreted to mean isolationism but redirection of interactlon in
general, as argued many times above, Nevertheless, the argument that the
world might be cutl into two halves, the former Center and the former
Periphery carries a certein weight - not because that 2 tzend in that direction
may not be a short term necessity, but as a long term trend it should be
counteracted. ' SR pu:lic:r calls for a
certain amount of decoupling from the Genter, for some time, but it

alao calls for recoupling on more equal terms, e.g. for intre-sector
axchanges. The time for recoupling is not necessarily when the former

Center ig willing to import manufactured goods on egual (tariff and non-
tariff} terms - that is & very limited perspective on the matter. Equally
important is probably the level of general population autonomy, of sufficient
self-gontlidence no longer to be afraid of meeting challenges from other
sellf-reliant units,

{4} Thoough SR mobility between units DAY be reduced. SR should not be
confused with a system of serfdom iying pecpls to a geographical communitiy,
nor with a nomadic system. SR should be compatible with mobility, especially
according to the prineiple of 8olldarity - meaning a preference for
exchange with pecple in units thal are gecgrephical and social neighbor. The
Chinege seem {0 be practising s high level of mobility at least between
neighbouring Pecple's Comeunes as a way of exchanging experience and as

a way of providing individuale with new expericpee and, consequently, with
the raw materisl for a richer 1life. Wnat would not te legitimste undar an
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ethos of self-reliance, howsver, would be to bulld the systems, partlevlsrly
the economy in such g way that the unit depends on an inpat on experts and/or
chesp lmbor from the outside {or depends on the export of such people becmise
uf ihe puostal remittances they send back). agsin, It is obvicus that any
ontiemobility principle beeomes mesningless 1T il ip adwred to too dogmatically,
am:lng' other reasons becauss of the needs for comouniccilen between such

BrOupS. .

(5) Through SK & new vertical distinction be created betwesn self-
reliant and pot self-relisnt undts, The argument is very often heard that not
gl units oan be salf-reiisnt snd it is easy for China to be self-reliant
with those masses of land and people end histery, The argument usually
sonfuses self-relisnce with self-sufficiency and alsc overlooks the important
cireumstance that China practices self-reliance inside the country, probably
with the conseguence that intra-Chinese trade is lower that it would have been
in capitelist economy of the same size and the same level of conventionmal
development. Nevertheless it is obvicus thai there iz a problem of delineating
the self-rellant units. Sometimes they will be sub-ngtional, sometimes
naticnal and scmetimes super-national {Nordic countrles, Grupe Andino, gto. |-
and SH being a psycho-political in addition to a socic-sconomic category

old oultural borders, ethnic groupings and so oo will play considersble

role. Since the "integration" of ethnic minorities (that scmetimes add up -

to majoritlies) during stete formatlion is & part of the general center-
periphery syndroms the idea of self-rellance should alsc be considered in the
ﬂuuthxt of the strivimg for incressed sutonomy by such groups =- and there

are un:.r of them sround the world.
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In conclusion, ihen, some words about the problem left untouched in the preceding
paragraphs: the preblesm of the size of a self-reliant unit. Thers are many good reasons
for leaving the probles untouched. Pirst apong them is the fear of dogmatism: the ides
that a self-reliant unit has to be located somevhers between 500 and 50.000, preferably
have around 5.000C members may close rather than open for human Imagination and social
ereativity. Moreover, there is the idea that self-reliance does mot only mean lecal
self-reliance. Local self-reliance alene would make the unit too valnerable, e.g. to
transnational corporation penetration. But correspondingly: protection of the local unit
 through some mechanism of national self-reliance may constitute a carte blanche for local
national elites to expleit their masses., 4nd regional self-reliance, at the regional or
smmb-regional Third World level, might .E.lﬂ-l:l leave the socene open for expleitation by their
potential powers of dominance. Hence, the ides would be that just as local self-reliance
has %o be protected by nationmal self-reliance and national by regional melf-reliznce the
purpose, the raison d'étre of the latter rwo is to provide a basis for the local self-

reliance,; and the raiscn d'I_‘hrt ol that again is human self-reliance, the self-reliance
of the individual and/er the group.

And that brings in the gquestion of size. The two basic cunsidelmtiun.a behind any
theory in this field are obvious encugh. On the one hand thers ie the problem of
viability: there is some element of slef-sufficiency in the ilﬂea of local self-reliance,
however much one insists that it doez not exolude co-pperation, even some kind of trade
with other units, and there is obviouely a lower limit, a minimsum size for this to obtain.
Thus, if one has four thousend families of poor farsers with one acre each the farmm is
hardly viable, nor are the four thouwssnd farme. Bult if the plots are comvined into four
thousand acres and two thuuéapd families work the land, one thousand are engaged in small
goale indusiry and one thousand in "tertiary seclor” activities this unit of, =ay, twenty
thousand persons may be viable. In concrete temms thiz might be a faderation of villages,
and if we 3ay that India has close to 600,000 willages, out of which 300,000 have less
than 300 iphabitants the federation might include semething like forty villages - possibly
divided into something corresponding to brigades and teame like in the Chinese eystem, or

their equivalents. Thus viability has at least two components: that the internal structure
permite rational use of all resources, and & minimem size.

But then there iz the protlem of meuchaum size, related to the problem of meaning,
identity, participation. What is the maximum. size if some trpe of direct demgcracy is
wanted/needed in order to puarantee meaningful participation of everybody? Of course, the
classical answer is a sucessszion of levels, a vertical hierarchy with indirvect representatio:
uwpwards, perhaps sleso direct elections of some key leaders such as a president. But too
wach of that ie not self-reliance; this quickly becomes relimnce on othera. In the

principle of delegation of power, even very basic, orucial power, there is also a delegation
of self-reliance away from the masses to the slites. The system may be called democracy
bixt it is mot g svetem of sell-reliance,



The problem is how to obtain mesningful contact for decision-making made by all,
which may be said to be a problem of how many can be in a .luti:ns together, communicate
with each other, articulate and scmehow arrive at a decision - whether by voting
according to the Western individualiet model, or ascording to a consensue model, more
compatible with many other cultures. Clearly the number is higher than five hundred,
lower than fifty thousand. There are national assemblies in the world based on more than
five hundred mesbers and even if key decisions are made by small cliques within this
group they say at least on some crucial pocasions arrive at a pattern of collective
'decision-making. Even [ive thousand people may have a meeting in a stadium, a sports arm
and divide themsleves ints ten, or Tifty, working groups. With the amssistance of cable
television, walkie-talkie etc., the possibility of mutually visible and sudible
articulation, in a dialogue fa.shiun,. may be extended to a high percentage of even mass
mestings, It should be noted, however, that the point here is dialogue uh.i.ch_i-plin

at least the sequence position-opposition-reaction, repeated many times, with new actors
in the three roles.

In general, howsever, really direct duniliuri-lu::l.ng is hardly possible at these
orders of magnitude. Something between fifty and five hundred will sound more reasonable
popsibly with a committee down to five (the classical panchayyat) in a facilitating role;
nat necessarily to yield ultimate power. And this brings us very cleose to the Chinease
model where the team, not the commune seems to be the working team, the accounting unit
and the unit that actually makes most decimions - and it has that order of magnitude
{2-300 being fairly typical). This is also a "natural”unit in the sense that it coincide
with the size of villages in wany parts of the vorld. 21/  But it is npot viable, hence
the need for the federation of villages which is the comsune. If 80 of China's 800
million or so live in the 70,000 communes the average zize of a commmune iz something
betwesn eight and ten thousand - perhaps the size needed for viability. There is
something intaresting in this: the team is mecessary and sufficient for basic viability,
for slementary forms of food productien, amd for basic participation. But for services
like health and education, and for small ecale imdustry etc., a bigger unit is needed.
On the other hand, it is hardly necessary to have direct participation every day for
decision-saking at that level as long ae there is provision for some type of direct
democracy - and for that purpose even that level smust not be too big, not more than the
ten to twenty thousand families mentioned in the directive establishing the people's
comeumes 1o 1958 (it should be noted that the Teml average size is much smaller, this
serves to indicate the maximum size).

Thue we have arrived at some reflectlons on miniour size, and some on maximum siz
The optimistic conclusion is that the minimum i& below the maximum - there is a positive
window so to speak, giving some leeway for social e:-qpari.ﬁ.-ntnﬂnn. It should be noticed
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how differept this iz from the theory and practioce of the modern netion state. Om the
one hand there im the ideclogy of economies of scale and the need for size in order to
play & role intemationally. On the other there iz the ideology that real Muman contact
can only take plece in very small groups, say in familites or collectivities of the order
of 1EI'1 = certainly not of the order of 1i:llE and 1-03, aven 1l:|lIlj discuseed above. Of course,
in a certain sense this is true: napitﬁli#t production presupposes a certain martket,
pover politics a certain =ize at least when there are others arcund of some magnituds.
And there is a type of human nearmess that probably can evelve only in very small units
.out of which the bi-pexual dyand iz certainly the most famous - one might assume in China
teo (although one does not hear too much about that dyand), But the point is that this
should be seen as an ideclogy, not as anything pear the status of a law of nature. Big
state'iam combined with fragmentation of the population into small units, femilies and
individuals, willing and ready to "delegate™ their power at repualr or irregular intervals
is a scoberent ideology highly compatible with streng centre-periphery gradisntz of l.l
caltural, political, economic nature; but is certainly mot the only possible way of
organizing the buman existence. There are other ways, more self-relisnt ways, and if cur _
present technolopy is incospatible with smaller units this means we have to change the
technology, not to permit it to steer us in one direction only. £2/ Which does not mean
that all techmology bas to be of the local, beta-type variety - but that conscious choices

have t5 be made so =8 to arrive at zn asceeptable mix of alpha and beta structures and
techniques.
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HUTES Chapter 11

fiolend Berger, "Self-Heliance, Fast and Freseni®, Esstern Horimonm, Vol. IX
No. 3, pp. B-24. Alse see the paper prepared for the 25th Fugwash Conference
(Medrms, 13-16 Jenuary 1976) “The Role of Self-Heliance in Alternative
Strategies for Development", by Ashok Farthasarathi with & summary by

the Secretery = General of Pugwash., One particular aspect of self-reliance
iy snmlyzed in Surendra J. Fatel, "Gollective Seif-Reliance of Developing
Countries (WFUK4 Annual Summer School, Background Faper 8). Also see the
Gocoyoe Declaration for the general philosophy of self-reliance.

This ie & basic theme of the "Trends in Weatern Civilization® research
program of the Chair in Conflict and Feace Resesrch, University of Oslo.

The gtandard term is "nec-colenialism", but the phenomanon ig boarder in

scopej it is actually imperislism no longer supported by military-political
eolopiaiism in the classical sense. : '

From the Cocoyoe. declaration: "The ldesl we need is s harmonized
cooperative world in which each part is a center, living at the expense
of nobody elss, in parinersiip with nature and in solidarity with
future generations".

Fower is then seen ss a relation between a sender and & receiver, not as
something existing in the sender alone - that would be power potential.

Extreme care should be taken in using concepls like the "fourth world"
usually introduced to indicate divisiveness inszide the Third World. Um

ihe other hand there is no reason to conceal that dominance relations

also develop inslde the Third World. If one ghould talk meaningTully

about the "fourth world", however, 1t would probably make much more senseto
sse it ms located within all Third World countriss - the vaat periphery

of the Periphery- then to see 1t as 8 group af countries, e.g. the 23
designated as lesst developed countries. .

This is probably a contingent relation, though. It is hardly sbeolutely
necessary, tut that it is noi absolutely sufficient is seen from the
Algerien case today, and probably also from the Soviet case. ln both
cases a tremendous struggle preceded independence and transition to
sociglise, but the systems can hardly be characterized as self-reliant.

Thus, the UNGTAD 77 is certainly more than an organization for global
articulation mnd collective bargaining; it is also a setting within which
new cooperative structures are emerging. :

Tnis is developed in some detail in Johan Galtung and Fumiko Nishimura,
Learning frem the Chiness Feople {0slo, 1975), chapter 4.

At this peint a Western precccupation with the ioss of inefficiency in
multiple innovaticn, or re-innovation, enters, Great efforts are exercised
te avoid this through "ecordination and documentation”. Without denying the
value of that approach in some fields it ghould be noticed how this serves
the functien of reinforcing the Center as a Center because they have the
largest capability, e.g. in pure i end D, sclonce and technology, lerms

for creating pew science and technology.
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However, nc  absolute dogmmtic position sbout only producing for use, never

for exchange wiil be teken here. When one produces for the uze of octhers

there 1s always an exchange element present which makes 1%t hard to draw an

sbeolute borderlime. Buit the concept of producticn for sceially beneficisl

goais, including the satisfaction of basic material needs of cneself and

vthers might be seen us a basic ingredient in pelf-reliance as a concept.
-k

This is probably one of the few abeolutely safe ststements one can make
about cepitalism, from which it follows that capitalist patterns will be
maintained not necessarily only by countries with a dominant private sector,
but by countries that base thelr economies to s large extent on trade,
uhat.ltmr most of the economy i8 in the privete or public sectore.

Gandh! mey be seen a3 one of the ideologista, and prectitioners of
seli-rellance, through the sarvedsys concept {local level) and swadeshi
concept more applied at the nationsl level} - inzide a pattern of local

capitalizm, but of the type normatively repulated through what Gandhi
referred to a3 the "horizontal® aspaects of cgale,

The concept ie probably, as Myrdal hes argued, mesningful for counfries

at the same level of development, making exchanges of products st roughly
spepking ihe same level of processing, thus balancivg the externalitles and
kveplng terms of Lrade relstively slalle,

Bergar, op.cityp. U= the yuotation is from 2 cable by Meo to some local
hemdguarter in 1948, '

oge the very iptursaticg apalyeizs by ke A Ba], ole wl., boverts,
dizmoluiment and devolvemenl Folicy = 4 Yase sbidy of Sclected lzcues

witn helfarence ty horsla (Trivendrum, iaveh 1975) where it iz argued

stroogly that fod should be produced locelly 1o crder oot o become
tuo expensive fur the people, apd in orvder to utilize fully marginal
TuSuUrces,

1t iz prebably only when the quest for s new 1ife siyle in rich countries, less

conaumgtive,crisls 15 seen ag a quast for a higher quallity of 1ife {and not

as a reaction to changing trade patterns ete.} that sufficient momentizss will
bes gemerated.

The individual level paradigm for thie is, of course, the wey in which
moat people grow up throuph & phase of withdrawal from parental suthority,
establishing thelr own personalitdes through mors avtconomously guided irial
and error. From the parental point of view this is known as "the difficult
years" and 'the puberty crisisf.

Thess more ephemeral, higher and immsterial peeds are more difficult to
define and for thet reason ugually laft out of economistically guided
anelyses, The result is clearly seen in the high level of alienation in
the workiog conditions of developed countries, one eloguent testimony being
Studs Terkel, Working {New York: Avon Books, 1972).

See Johan Galtung et al, Measuring World Development, Chair in Confliet and
Feace Hesearch, University of Uslo, UsSlo 1974.
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Lacag, in his article on Quiroga, in The Americas, vol. 4,no. 1, PPg 57-86
makee some use of the finding by Doxiades, i.e, that there are 14.10° human
settlements in the world, that 53.5% of the world pgpulation lives in rural
settlements, including 4.10° single farms and 10.10° rural settlements with
less than 5.000 inhabitants. A4dbove t there are 32,700 settlements with more
than 5000 inhabitants, 1.460 above 107, 141 with more then one millien and

5 zegalopolis (with more than ten million). These figures mre now & bit ald,
but the general conclusion still holds: it is normal in the sense of {requent
for human beings to live in relatively small settlements.

o
Anthorly Jay, in "Who Knows What Primitive Instincts Iurk in the Heart of

Modern Corporation Man®, Mew York, 20 September 1971 concludes {p,35) after
having examined = large variety of forms of organization that semething arcund
five hundred zeems to be about the maximum that can be mansged from the point
of view of participation and meaningful decision-making. Beyond that bureau-
cratization sets in, and sterectyped thinking and aotion become abundant,

This, according to him, iz the size of tribes in Australia, of what Fomans
ended up with as the practical unit of warfare, of what executives say they can
"handle” {not %o be confused wvith the concept of participation mentioned above},
and of the famous French marriage eircles, the groups of people from whioh

one finds o spouse (about 1100 in rural commnitiss, 900 in Faris - obviously
to a young person in Paris not all of Farie is eligible, only a very small
part, and the size is about the same as to a person living in the countryside).
Obvicusly this size has something to do with the human capacity for sending

and receiving information - but we would prefer not to have too sirong opinioma
on the asice since this capacity may depend on factors we dp not kmow encugh
about,



