Introduction

After the tumultuous protests in 1999 directed at the World Trade Organization
conference in Seattle, meetings of international financial institutions and leaders
became the prime targets of people and groups opposed to their policies. Large dem-
onstrations decrying globalization were organized across Europe. In 2001, groups
critical of globalization gathered in Porto Alegre, Brazil, for the World Social Forum,
which became an annual counterpoint to the elite World Economic Forum held in
Davos, Switzerland. Initially, the groups behind these and similar actions were
described as the antiglobalization movement, and they signaled an important shift in
both popular and scholarly views of globalization. The generally positive, at times
even exuberant tone of discussions of globalization in the 1990s was swept aside by a
global backlash. Globalization, the critics said, was hardly a panacea for the world’s
ills; it was in fact the main culprit behind many global problems. For groups engaged
in this backlash, globalization has a particular meaning: it is primarily an economic
force, emanating from the West, that imposes an unjust, unequal, and environmen-
tally harmful capitalist system on the world to the detriment of local cultures and
democratic self-control. This critical view has shaped subsequent global discourse
about globalization. To some extent, globalization now is what its critics make of it.
The antiglobalization label turned out to be a poor fit, not least because many
features of globalization - including world-spanning communication and trans-
portation systems, the global monetary system, and world science and knowledge
dissemination — are crucial to the movement, which itself is decidedly global. As
the movement became more coherent and interconnected, the term “alternative
globalization” began to displace the original label, reflecting a succinct phrase
habitually invoked by the movements’ members, “Another world is possible.” The

core problem was not globalization as such but the kind of globalization |
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into the global backlash, which also includes radical nationalist and fundamentalist
groups more commonly associated with the political right (whose complaints are, of
course, quite different from those of groups on the left). Though the alternative glob-
alization agenda is broader than that of older leftist movements, it has inspired such
older groups and their successors to devote considerable resources to the cﬂ‘orf. fl‘hus,
at the World Social Forum and the regional forums that it has spawned, participants
include labor union leaders, peace groups, left-leaning politicians, and women's rights

ngsi resen i ch as indigenous
groups, i ves of newer social movements, su
T e and lesbian rights advocates, and so on.

ironmentalists, gay - minen!
peoples, farmworkers, environmenta s VIL INGOs are especially pro :
. o g adingsin Part V1, .
_ Not su:prm.ngiy, L hgh : ?jrii:remeist. Much critical energy 1s get.le.rated by ::;
in the alternative globalizati :ations that involve €xperts, acuthsab“i nd wod
border-transcending voluntary as public attention on global problems

. to focus .1 olobalization led by
paying members. They attempt Jve them. Though cap! ; glostatcs and IGOs.

4 i s SO t
?N“HWPPOH for new P"ha;soz;eent INGOs also aim their ﬁreP:rt [X, put pressure
Cs i i target, s d in
For cxalsmpa }zn?lirygroup Jubilee 2000, illustrate
] . . i th
on developed countries to forgive tries impose rsin
that coun ttle proteste

group ATTAC has advocated th

ﬂ’m—t-ter;r capital movements @ m the :

newwl,sforintemaﬁmﬂmaefm by corporat ns o
ices used i - ration mover Portcfs

bas targeted the labor practic®® "' jopaliza B

forther that the al il 0 t

indicate ] jous €

its vart

Thetorical symbolic politics;




.
d
|
j
E

D e o 2 2 2 4 3 UwDaHZaIIOﬂ

Proposed numeroyg : .
the idea that global jugice (oo 2

. common denominator i i )
Jjustice re L in their proposals i

of global economic quires global governance, especially greater regulation

.American sociologist Peter Evans offers a way to thi a resistan
ahzati.on. Its critics challenge the notion that ‘%eol?lb?r]:l’tll;;ﬁnﬁon isc: :;tg;l,:i
gC_nenc process and oppose it by engaging in “counterhegemonic” globalization. H
thinks of women’s, lab i it o R

RS- men's, labor, and environmental movements as three “families” within
this joint global effort. The selection briefly illustrates how each tries to blend old
themes with new Strategies and to achieve global solidarity while holding on to local

roots. Over all, Evans thinks the cultural and ideological impact of globalization

critics is growing,

Belgian sociologist Geoffrey Pleyers follows with a more detailed history of the
global justice movement. After “mobilizations against neoliberalism” in the 1990s,
the movement became more organized around 2001, but its early ascendance gave
way to what Pleyers calls a hesitant phase after 2005. A common critique of neolib-
eral economic ideology, and the failure of that ideology’s proponents to address
poverty and inequality, unifies the movement. In Pleyers’s view, it focuses on three
tendencies or alternative programs: new advocacy networks, local initiatives, and
support for progressive regimes.

One of the best-known alternative globalization figures, Filipino author and
activist Walden Bello, presents his views regarding the imperative of “deglobaliza-
tion” in the next selection. In this interview, Bello sharply critiques the World Trade
Organization for policies that he sees as highly detrimental to the “global South.” The
WTO, he says, is an undemocratic and opaque tool of American and other capitalist
interests whose policies benefit only the developed countries. He calls for a decentral-
ized global governance system in which grassroots groups and popular movements
have a much larger voice and the “one-policy-fits-all” approach of the current system
is abandoned in favor of a more flexible system that allows disadvantaged countries
to adopt policies suited to their particular circumstances. He also offers some thoughts
on how the alternative globalization movement could reconcile its internal conflicts,

not least through the highly inclusive World Social Forum (below). N
Vandana Shiva, a prominent Indian author and activist, speaks for many critics
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democratic experiences.”!

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

Note

I World Social Forum, “Call for Mobilisation,” March 2001, Porto Alegre, Brazil.



