1. What Next Draft Report, Part II
How Next? – Footsteps forward
(Chapter to be renamed ‘What’s Happening’)
2. What “X”?  Thirty years after What Now: Sorting out where we are is not easy.  It could glibly be said that today’s generation bears the sign of  a predecessor, Generation “X”.   Wherever something seems to be improving, something else looks to be getting worse.  As the percentage of the world’s population that’s hungry gradually declines (although not in numbers) the ranks of the obese are on a sharp incline and, at some ignomus point not so far distant, obesity will not only outweigh but also outnumber the hungry.  Likewise, the upward trend in life expectancy in most (but  not all – sub-Saharan Africa and Russia, for example)  countries may sometime cross with the acceleration of deaths due to tuberculosis, diabetes, new immune-deficiency and environmental diseases, and a host of cancers.  Although literacy rates are booming worldwide in a sharp upward trend line, ecological literacy (as expressed through language diversity) seems about to fall off a cliff.  In many parts of the world, per capita incomes are rising but equity between the richest and poorest 10 percent of the population is tanking.  Even as gender equity and acceptance of diverse sexual orientations is nudged toward greater acceptance, new technologies and pressures undercut our modest gains and threaten us with additional forms of discrimination.  Prickcd and prodded by climate change fears, energy and resource efficiency in industrialized countries has been impressive – but not as impressive as the same countries’ demand for more and more products.  By most standards, today’s is the most comfortable and also the most precarious generation ever.  Wherever we look, the ascent of one trend line is matched by the decent of another.  In several instances, the two lines will cross sometime in the next 30 years.
3. Still in keeping with our Strange Fruit business-as-usual scenario, here’s a short summary of the working group’s analysis of What’s Next four…

a. Development;

b. Democracy;

c. Environment;

d. Technologies;

e. Governance;

f. Militarism.

4. What Next for “Development”/Dismemberment? 
5. Walk up to a group of anti-globalization activists and ask them if the world is getting better or worse and the most likely answer is that the world is going to hell in a handcart. Yet, five years before What Now? infant mortality ran to 96 deaths per 1000 births worldwide.  Shortly after the turn of the millennium (in 2002) the death rate had dropped to 56 – a 42 percent improvement.  In China the infant mortality rate fell from 52 per 1000 in 1975 to 31 or so today. India’s improvement is even more dramatic: from 129 in 1975 to 67 now.  Since 1975, life expectancy worldwide has risen more than seven years – a four-year gain in the United States but an 11 year boost for India.  Likewise, literacy in China has soared from under 60% thirty years ago to almost 86% by 2001.  For the same period, literacy in India has jumped from 37% to nearly 60%. Jeffrey Sachs, the guru of the Millennium Development Goals, argues that the poor have never had it so good. Of the planet’s 6.5 billion people only 1.1 billion (says the UN) are experiencing grinding poverty. Sachs says this is the lowest percentage of people in deep poverty in history.   Sachs also believes we are finally controlling our exponential population explosion.  It should plateau at around nine billion by mid-century, the economist says.   Incomes are also rising: “…by 2050” Sachs concludes, “the average Chinese will be as rich as the average Swiss is today: the average Indian, as rich as today’s Israeli.” 
   So, where’s the fight?

	Time to Change Our Word View #1:  “development”

	Pro
	Con

	Whenever a word conveys positive values others will attempt to co-opt it. Instead of retreating to other words, fight for our language and establish an updated definition for “development" that resonates widely – South and North.
	"Development" was never a good term.  Not only does it imply that most of the world is underdeveloped but it views humanity as a pageant rather than a panorama and it focuses on deficits rather than on resilience.  It's time to move on.


6. Are We Better Off?  

7. Confronted with the apparent statistical confirmation that the majority of humanity is living longer and healthier, why is it that so many civil society activists are either left spluttering invective slogans or shrilly warning of an imminent doomsday -- the sky is falling -- or, at least, will be shortly?  Perhaps it is because we are confronted with the day-to-day reality of poverty.  If the percentages are declining, the numbers are increasing.  The broad statistical analysis seems to bear no real connection to the unhappiness and uncertainty that fills the lives of most of us.  Then, too, there is the poorly-articulated conviction that we are not only  living off the future of our children but of our own later years – between climate change, species loss, and energy demands, globalization’s optimistic projections are a Grimm’s fairytale.  Whatever the confusion, in the confrontations from Seattle to Hong Kong, from GMOs to CO2s, and from Davos to Porto Alegre, our banners have been brilliantly rainbow but our arguments have been blandly (and dangerously) black and white.  

8. First, it is unrealistic to believe that nothing has improved.  That the accumulated wisdom and knowledge of 1000 generations sometimes pays off should not be dismaying.  That the ever-increasing interaction between cultures and civilizations leads to improvement and progress should be a "given".  It should not surprise us that some things have grown better for some people; rather, we should be outraged that more things have not improved for everyone. It is hardly surprising that the cascade of technological waves sweeping over humanity leaves some useful flotsum and jetsam on the beach -- even inadvertently.  The issue is not whether progress has happened but whether it is sustainable and whether greater progress has been denied or delayed -- and who should be credited for the good news and the bad news.
9. Credit rating:  Assigning credit is important.  Even among CSO advocates, there is often a reluctant feeling that Western industrialization – or capitalism – or Western science and globalization together – are why we can “veg-out” watching the World Cup.  And, as much as we all hate the multinational drug companies, there remains the lingering concern that, without them, getting out of bed “the morning after” would be much more problematic.  Only when we have the credit issue clear can we move on to analyze what the corporations are offering for the future and what alternatives are truly possible.  
	10. Giving Credit Where Credit Is Due…

	11. The Benefits of Capitalism and Science
	12. The Failures …and Others to Credit.

	13. Lifespan

	14. After little change over a millennium, life expectancy in such countries as the UK and the USA has virtually doubled since the Industrial Revolution.  In the South, life expectancy has almost doubled since World War II.  Directly and indirectly, the credit goes to industrialization.  The direct credit arises from innovations in health, agriculture, food processing, and transportation, etc.  Indirect credit arises from wealth creation that made public sanitation, public education, and democratic choice feasible.
	15. In the South, life expectancy declined during the North’s Industrial Revolution as imperial powers distorted colonial production, labour, and trade.  In Europe, life expectancy improved prior to industrialization with the disappearance of bubonic plague early in the 18th century.  Declines in infant and maternal mortality evolved gradually through public education, improved sanitation, and declines in tuberculosis.    The South's health gains today derive from half-century old public sector technologies of immunization and antibiotics.

	16. Health

	17. Inoculation followed by sanitation and, later,  scientific medicine, made a huge contribution  to global health.  Most major childhood diseases became preventable or treatable. Antibiotics, after World War II, massively prevented early death and disability.  More recent medical advances contribute to improving the percentage of disease-free, economically-productive days with real benefits for the individual and family.  
	18. Inoculations were a pre-industrial Asian contribution.  Industrialization exacerbated urban health and sanitation woes although sanitation techniques are 5000 years old.  Britain's costly sanitation model set back the South’s health for generations.  Expensive and North-focused, Big Pharma has diverted and delayed benefits for the marginalized.  Modern medicine has contributed only fractionally to the health of the wealthiest.

	19. Food

	20. The European network of colonial gardens transferred food and industrial crops around the world contributing directly and indirectly to food and economic security.  The agricultural revolution of the 18th and 19th centuries -- including livestock -- immensely improved urban diets while cutting food costs.  Improved communications and transportation have increased food availability and reduced the worst effects of famine.  Food processing - from refrigeration to canning - have improved both nutrition and food availability. In the South, the Green Revolution allowed food production to outstrip population growth and kept urban food prices low.  As a share of total population, the world has never had better-fed people – South or North.
	21. Europe’s pre-industrial enclosure system drove rural people into urban factories and overseas farms.  The highly-nutritional "hidden harvest" from commonly-held lands was lost.   Although urban food costs dropped, retail food represented a new cost to uprooted farmers.  Improved transport and communications made local production vulnerable to global demand and increased availability for the highest-bidder.  Rail and steamships, refrigeration and canning, extracted foods from where they were needed to where they were profitable.   The Green Revolution displaced millions, created industrial dependencies, and reduced food choices. The "semi-dwarf" techno-fix destroyed genetic, technological and dietary diversity.  Now, obesity rivals hunger and the unsustainable use of chemicals contaminates our fields and foods.  

	22. Education

	23. The application of the scientific method to industry in the final quarter of the 19th century required a well-educated workforce. First the printing press, then the necessities and affluence of the Industrial Revolution (the demand for literate, trainable workers) made widespread literacy and public education viable North and South.  Up to World War I in the UK and USA, libraries and universities were usually privately funded (as was most scientific research).  
	24. In the North, literacy improvements and community or religion-based public education preceded industrialization.  Factory workers and their children were not so much educated by industry as socialized.   Low - or zero - corporate taxes made industry-supported education cheap.  But, the definition of "literacy" is too narrow.  The world has lost most of the ecosystem-specific literacy essential to maintain communities in unique environments.

	25. Equity

	26. The world's population has never been better off.  Capitalism has provided affluence and communications that have, in turn, led to the international entrenchment of Human Rights.  Specifically, gender equity is improving.  Progress should not be judged by the gap between rich and poor but by improvements in the poor’s living standards and their inclusion.
	27. The gap between wealthy and marginalized has widened enormously in the past 30 years.  Capitalism cannot be merited for its "trickle-down" effects; society should be judged by its preparedness to share.  Only equitable communities have the resilience to withstand trauma.  Trickle-down societies will disintegrate when confronted with crises.  

	28. Environment

	29. There are problems.  But the human living environment has never been healthier or safer.  There is no reason to suspect that industry and science cannot meet future challenges.  The pace of ingenuity is accelerating much faster than the rate of ecosystem or climate change. Environmental change and species loss is a natural part of the earth system.  Human intervention in this natural process may be disconcerting but it is no cause for alarm.
	30. Industry has been more environmentally destructive in the past century than in all of history.  Humanity is almost out of accessible minerals and fossil fuels.  Forest, soil, and fresh water resources are collapsing.  Chemicals and nuclear energy are accelerating environmental destruction and undermining health, creating an epidemic of environmental diseases.  There is no historic basis for believing that industry can resolve the problems it has created.

	31. Democracy

	32. Multi-party democracy is a by-product of market-driven economies. From the printing press to today's mass information and communications systems - including the Internet and cell phones, "people power" has been made possible by technology.  New communications technologies have toppled dictatorships from Iran to the Philippines.  
	33. Democracy is normal in rural societies but is declining with urbanization.  Today’s democratic model is rooted in agrarian traditions in Greece and India.  Communications technologies have cut every way: supporting participation in one instance; thwarting dissent in another; mystifying society in many others. The Western model entrenches elites and divides communities.  

	34. Quality

	35. The potential to live comfortably -- from housing and furniture; to food and safety; to media and electricity -- has never been greater.  Our lives are no longer "short and brutish".  Imagine living without DVD laptops, blackberries, and fair-trade organic coffee!
	36. Studies show that the North's urban middle-class is depressed, stressed, and disconnected.  People lack community and family life and have become passive consumers rather than participants in sports and culture. Some of us are doing better but shouldn't all of us be doing much better?


37. The Cashless Society - poor accounting?  

38. The debate over humanity’s burgeoning affluence is not over.  According to Anandajit Goswami, the South’s “poverty rate” fell from 50.9% in 1960 to 38% in 1975 and was expected to drop to 16.3% in 2000.
  Not so differently, Sachs and the savants at UN Headquarters report that the number of people living on less than $1 a day dropped from 40% to 21% of global population between 1981 and 2001.
  This may be a giant leap forward for economists but it’s a small step for humans. The “dollar-a-day” fiction, concocted by the World Bank in 1990, is an egregious insult to our intelligence and our dignity.  Even an income of $5 a day won’t exactly turn Mexicans, Malaysians, or Malis into Qi Qubang-style metro-sexual party animals.
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39. Still, the World Bank’s Martin Ravallion defends the figure.  The count, says Ravallion, was almost 400 million higher in the early-‘80s. The percent living below $1 a day was almost halved between 1981 and 2001. Yet, Ravallion also concedes that all – or almost all – of the improvement is found in China and if China is removed from the calculation, the number of people living below $1 a day actually increased over the 20 years– especially in sub-Saharan Africa.
  

40. Nanak Kakwani at UNDP’s International Poverty Centre in Brasilia contests the 1.1 billion estimate.  Kakwani and his colleagues insist that their calculations place the poverty level at 1.9 billion in 2001 (29.2% of world population) based upon per capita caloric intake studies. Another study, Kakwani reports, places the ranks of the impoverished at 1.4 billion. 
  Neither the World Bank nor the UNDP studies consider poverty in the most industrialized countries.  The numbers of poor people in the United States, for example, has increased substantially since the beginning of the ‘80s.
41. So, aside from the 1.1 to 1.9 billion not exactly surviving on $1 a day, the 2.6 billion without adequate sanitation, 
 the 830 million going to bed hungry, and the 771 million illiterate adults
 (who will, at least, be spared reading Sachs), there are 1.6 billion people with no electricity and  2.4 billion relying on biomass (a.k.a. wood and dung) for cooking. The good news, if Jeffrey Sachs’ 1.1 billion is accurate, is that half a billion of those without electricity and well over half of hose cooking and heating with wood or reasonable sanitation have already climbed the lofty heights above a dollar a day and are just awaiting the word to leap into the Knowledge Economy.

42. Whatever the debate over per capita purchasing parity (PPP - alias, “$1 a day”) there are other more important figures to remember:  In 2004, Official Development Assistance (ODA) increased to $78.6 billion. 
  However, in the same year, the Global South sent almost $350 billion to rich countries.
  Had that money stayed home (and if it were distributed fairly - a big “if”) Jeffrey Sachs’ 1.1 billion dollar-a-dayers could, allowing for bank and religious holidays, also been bumped into the two dollar a day bracket and been well on their way to a call centre cubicle somewhere.

43. Mind the gap: The ratio of the average income of people in the top 5% to the bottom 5% has gone from 6 to 1 in 1980 to over 200 to 1 now. 
   Some 20% of the world receives 80% of the income.  More telling still is the gap within the gap: in 1982, for example, the gap between top US corporate executives and their average workers was 42 to 1; by 2004, the gap had widened ten-fold to 431 to 1 according to Executive Excess, a US-based CSO.  Corporate America could argue that this is an improvement from the rampant gross compensation rate in 2000 when the executive to worker gap was 525 to 1 – or, Corporate America could just smarten up.

44. The widening gap is important – for everyone.  Inequitable societies do not fair well when disaster strikes.  The unpredictable changes ahead demand social cohesion and cooperation.
45. Life, health and the band-aid bandits:
46. A year after What Now?, Ivan Illich wrote Medical Nemesis,
 in which he excoriated the pharmaceutical industry, in particular, and the medical system, in general for failing to meet the needs of the ill and, especially, the marginalized ill.  In the mid-‘70s the cost of bringing a new drug to market in the USA was well under $100 million.
  By the time Marcia Angell published her best-seller, The Truth About Drug Companies, almost 30 years later, a new drug in the United States was priced at $802 million.
  In reality, the after-tax cost of each new drug, says Angell, was probably closer to $175 million. 
  The Industry, of course, maintains that pharmaceutical research and development is what has given us another seven years of life expectancy and improved well-being.  

47. Not according to the now defunct US Office of Technology Assessment  (whose own life expectancy was untimely snuffed by drug company lobbyists in 1995).  According to the OTA’s 1993 report, approximately 9 7 percent of new drugs brought into the U.S. market are “copycat” or “me-too” drugs that provide no therapeutic advantage over other drugs already on the shelf.  In other words, of the $200 billion spent annually in the United States on drug research by private companies, only $6 billion is directed to improving our health; the rest is devoted to improving a company’s market position or to extending patent monopolies .  Put another way, the U.S. drug industry alone waste more money on drug research in one year than OECD states contribute to foreign aid in 2 ½ years.  

48. This is not just an issue of, “So, what have you done for us lately?”  It is an ongoing problem.  A study by the McKinlays of Boston University concluded that, at most,  3.5% of the decline in disease since World War II can be attributed to medical measures.
  Historically, the big gains in life expectancy and health have come from the free exchange of information about improved practices—both health-related and agricultural.  Maternal and infant mortality rates declined in Europe, for example, through exchanges among midwives regarding sanitation practices and birthing experiences long before the Industrial Revolution or national public health programs.   More recently, health officials have credited early breast cancer detection improvements to women themselves – not to expensive medical equipment.  Public education has made it possible for women to monitor their own health better and created a social environment in which they can seek medical help more quickly.  Infectious disease inoculation made a huge contribution to health - especially for infectious childhood diseases - but its origins can be traced to China, India, the Middle East, and similar practices in Myan America.
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49. There is, of course, the sweeping argument that the industrial system, in all its complexity, created an environment in which affluence provided the tax base for public health and sanitation and created the medical science and technology that has led to improved life expectancy.  No.  The industrial system led to declining life expectancy and increased disease in industrialized countries as rural societies were forcefully urbanized and lost access to good, cheap food, clean(er) water, and were exposed to unsanitary cities.  The same industrial system –exploiting the people and resources of the South – exacerbated hunger and disease through transportation, communications, and marketing regimes that forced the marginalized to compete with the wealthy for access to their own resources.  

50. In looking to the year 2020, the World Health Organization broadly projects a gradual improvement in life expectancy in all parts of the world except the former Soviet Union states.  Even here, WHO assumes a return to 1990 levels.  Gains, of course, in OECD countries will be less than in the Global South, but quality of life (the number of disease-free years) is expected to increase substantially in the North whereas improvement in the South will be minimal.  (Today, most of the life expectancy gain in the South is eaten away by almost eight years of per capita poor health.)  According to WHO, health threats in the future will come from non-infectious diseases, cancer - and other deceases caused by tobacco, and automobile accidents.  WHO expects death due to AIDS to plateau very soon and gradually decline.

51. To the working group, this seems naively optimistic.  WHO does not, for example, take into account the health effects of global warming, clean water shortages, “peak energy”, the real impact of war and urban violence, nor even environmental pressures that could reduce food security, nor the inevitable appearance of  new infectious diseases.  Whether it is a global pandemic caused by avian influenza, schistosomiasis, or something altogether different, our global vulnerability is much higher now than it was a century ago.

52. WHO is, inexplicably, of the pageant persuasion.  Inexplicably, because life expectancy has waned and waxed throughout history.   The clearest indication of failing health has always been stature.  If this continues to be true, even OECD states have reason to worry.  The stature of young women in the UK and USA leveled off not long after What Now? and has slightly declined since then.  The progress in health improvement in the North – which we have every right to assume – has been severely arrested by the chemical epidemic that has 

53. permeated our food supply and our environment.  

54. The bottom line is that the world’s investment in health improvement is being siphoned off into the coffers of ten corporations that account for more than half of all drug sales 
 – and, that if “good governance” were exercised, we would have sufficient financial resources to respond to HIV-AIDS, malaria, and tuberculosis - or, better still, to cut through the crap and end poverty through safe food, water, sanitation, and a viable environment.
55. Coprophagy:  

56. During debate in the European Parliament over chemical safety, the World Wildlife Fund offered an unusual exhibit A:  ‘Mollie the toxic child’ – a young girl who was found to have 35 very toxic chemicals in her body.  WWF told the European Parliament that the same holds true for 13 families surveyed in 12 EU states.  These are not surprising statistics.  For about $2,000 (in the North), you can buy a test to show that you - along with literally everyone else - carry 250 or more chemical contaminants - whether you live in Toronto or Tahiti. 
 

57. Globally, more than one hundred thousand synthetic chemicals are on the market. Each year one thousand new substances are introduced. At best, existing testing facilities worldwide can test only 500 substances a year. In reality, only a fraction of this number actually do get tested.
  35 % of the food consumed in the United States has detectable pesticide residues. US analytical methods, however, detect only one-third of the more than 600 pesticides in use. Pesticide contamination of food is often much higher in countries like Egypt where milk samples show high residue levels of as many as 15 pesticides.

58. Chemicals and cancer:  Prostate cancer, which accounts for 27 % of all male cancers has risen 126 % in the USA in the years between the Stockholm Conference and the Rio Earth Summit— almost 4 % per year. 
 Deaths from breast cancer, in OECD states, have risen by 1% a year since the 1940s (the dawn of the chemical age).
  Asbestos ups lung cancer risk 5-fold while smoking increases the risk 10-fold, and the two together jack yp the risk not 15 but over 50 times. 
 Between 2000 and 2030, the EU will record at least 250,000 cases of mesothelioma (usually fatal within a year). Add to this the anticipated lung cancer deaths caused by asbestos, total deaths could reach 400,000.
 
59. Chemical reactions:  Accordo the Global Initiative for Asthma, 300 million people worldwide have asthma and their ranks will pump up 100 million more by 2025 or so. Forty per cent of US children now have allergies and eczema aflicts at least 15% of  OECD kids from Japan to Germany. Food allergies are increasing. Peanut allergies tripled among children in one UK study between 1989 and 1996. The same allergy doubled among U.S. children between 1997 and 2002.

60. Immigrant chemicals:  Many of the North’s chemicals do their greatest damage elsewhere.  Some scientists estimate that at least 5% of US infants are exposed to pollution levels (largely through breast milk) high enough to cause neu​rological damage.
 Even six months of breast feeding, will load a Western European infant up with the maximum allowable lifetime dose of dioxin and stuff the baby with five times the acceptable daily PCB dosage for adults. 
 Which places them well ahead of infants in the high Arctic, who take in seven times more PCBs than their southern siblings.
 Scientists report, too, that Arctic kids have weakened immune systems and that vaccines  afford less protection. 
 In Greenland, Inuit women have rates of osteoporosis two and a half times that of European women. The Inuktitut language of the Canadian Arctic has no word for contamination. 

61. Even the much-touted new REACH initiative in Brussels requires tests on only 30,000 potentially harmful chemicals over the next decade or so.  While the chemical industry complains that the testing could cost as much as €3 billion, EU officials estimate that the health savings for governments will exceed €50 billion by 2035.
 The estimated financial loss has been placed at EUR 400 billion.
  Had the Dutch banned asbestos in 1965, when the evidence of mesothelioma was obvious, rather than in 1993, the country would have saved 34,000 lives and 41 billion guilders in building and compensation costs. 
 Substitutes for most asbestos uses were on hand in the 1970s — many US oil refiners were insulating with alternatives as early as the 1940s. Industry cartels conspired to discourage substitutes and kept prices artificially low. 
 

62. Globesity and Hunger - Unanticipated side dishes: 

63. If the “market” wishes to take credit for our relatively high level of food abundance (and extraordinarily poor food distribution) then the global market must also take responsibility for the explosion in what the World Health Organization (WHO) calls “globesity”. On the eve of the World Food Summit of 1996, WHO reported that there were 200 million obese people on the planet. Just after the second World Food Summit (2002), the number of mega-fatties (more than 100 pounds overweight) had soared to 300 million. At this rate, by the time the goal of halving hunger is to be met in 2015, fat people will far outweigh hungry people and, by 2030, the ranks of the obese will have swollen to more than one billion. More obesity than hunger. Already, the USA spends over $40 billion per year fighting fat – much more than it spends on foreign aid fighting hunger.
  
64. Obesity is not simply a problem for the affluent over-indulgent.  Studies in Latin America show that it is most prevalent (and severe) among the poorest portion of the population.  Effectively, many in the Global South switch from chronic hunger and malnutrition to chronic obesity and malnutrition – perhaps the biggest difference being that it sucks up a lot more of that fabled $1 a day to be obese than to be hungry.  As marginalized people are pushed off their land into cities,  they not only become more sedentary but they also undergo a disastrous dietery shift toward processed foods.  In countries like Brazil, Chile, and Mexico, the percentage of the population estimated to be overweight or obese doubled between the mid-70s and the late ‘80s or early ‘90s  From 5.7% to 9.6% for Brazil, for example. Available studies suggest that the obesity trajectory is unabated.
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65. Most significantly, the prevalence of obesity more than doubled among Brazil's poorest between 1975 and 1997. 
  Obesity in Chile also doubled during the 1980s and kept on going until - by the 1990s- the obesity rate In Santiago ran to 20% for men and 40% for women. The situation is worse for the rural-living Mapuche whose overweight rate soared to 56.1%. Aymara men in Chile have obesity rates of 13% while women have rates of more than 23%. 
  In Mexico in the early ‘90s, 21% of urban adults were estimated to be obese.
  

66. When the marginalized are overweight or obese, they get sick – and they don’t get better easily.  That per capita caloric intake may be booming in some parts of the Global South is not necessarily good news for health and well-being.  Overweight people suffer from diabetes, cardiovascular, and numerous other lifestyle diseases.

67. Lifegone Learning?
68. For most of us, literacy and education represent unassailable “goods”:  the more the better; the sooner the better.  Questions can be asked about who is teaching who what?  And, is education for domestication or for democratization?  But, almost regardless of the answer, there is an inalienable faith that people need to read and write in order to gain control of their lives.  That there might be other forms of literacy – or, that a classroom education could (quite inadvertently) destroy other forms of knowledge – is outside the parameters of development discourse.  

69. In 1998, in Development Dialogue (The Parts of Life), it was argued that Generation X is the first generation in the history of the world to lose more knowledge than it has gained. In fact, it is likely that - here and there - one or more generations have found themselves in this disgrace.  Nevertheless, on a global-scale, Generation X stands unique. We are losing at least one language every couple of weeks and some linguists predict that 90% of today’s remaining 6,800 languages will be extinct by the end of the century.  Already, today, most experts agree that at least 800 languages are tottering on the edge of extinction and another 3,000 are not far behind.
   97 per cent of the world’s population speak 4 per cent of the world’s languages;  96 per cent of the world’s languages are spoken by about 3 per cent of Its people.
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70. Knowledge ecology:  This is something more than a cultural  faux pas.   It represents a mass extinction - an intellectual genocide – of the critical knowledge all of us need to survive change – climatic or otherwise.  In Geneva, the World-wide Fund for Nature (WWF) estimates that of the world’s 900 identified ecoregions, 238 are vital for the maintenance of the world’s ecological viability. Most of the surviving (and endangered) ethnolinguistic communities live in these critical areas. No one else knows what these societies know about the 238 regions.  No one else understands the biodiversity of these regions.  

71. The Acoma of present-day New Mexico, say that the goddess Iatiku caused languages to multiply so that people would fight less. 
  If so,  we’re all in trouble.
72. Liberation Technology

73. Business as usual:  The world now has an annual GDP approaching $60 trillion, and the Internet is connecting 1 billion people. 
    At 75 million plus, there were 10 times as many cell phones in Africa at the end of 2004 as there were in 1999.
  Global e-commerce is growing about 175% annually, to about $8 trillion in 2005. Sales on eBay alone rose from $2.17 billion in 2003 and should have reached $4 billion during 2005. 
  The Global South, we are told, is an active participant in all this.  As Zhang-Luo and her friends well know, China alone could produce 25% of all manufacturing in the world by 2025. 
  So, can’t the South simply hitch a ride using trickle-down technologies and spill-over affluence to clambor up the ladder of the knowledge economy?
74. Stay the course?  Jeffrey Sachs seems to think so. With only a modicum of caution, Sachs credits capitalism with virtually anything and everything that might be deemed constructive over the past century and urges governments to keep the faith. Sachs goes on to admit, however, that the remaining 1.1 billion people do need foreign aid and that an extraordinary effort is needed if they are to join the rest of humanity in enjoying an acceptable living standard.  C.K. Prahalad, author of the Fortune at the Bottom of the Pyramid, would agree.  
75. Back in 2002, the Harvard Business Review published a piece by Prahalad and Allen Hammond of the World Resources Institute (WRI) arguing that the collective buying power of the poor of Rio de Janeiro is $1.2 billion per year. Ashok Jhunjhunwala of the Indian Institute of Technology (IIT) is equally optimistic.  Jhunjhunwala tells one and all that he would be delighted if each of India’s 600,000 villages could produce an annual one rupee profit for telecom firms.  On this assumption, together with local banks, IIT in Chennai has developed a stripped-down cash-dispenser for marginalized rural and urban communities. Some multinationals share the enthusiasm.  Vodacom, South Africa's ruling mobile operator, is building a network of “phone shops” where rural entrepreneurs can buy and resell airtime.  On the second floor of Hewlett-Packard’s tower in Banglalore, India,  programmers are working on cheap messaging devices for rural Indians (three-quarters of the population) including e-mail gadgets adapted to local languages and a tablet-shaped PC that lets people fill out government forms in script.   “Digital Villages” and “i-communities” have become H-P buzz words from India to South Africa, Ghana and Brazil.  Not to be outdone, Intel, the world's leading chipmaker, is marketing wireless-data systems for the rural South. 
  Eighty million Chinese are regular internet users (35% more than in 2002). Most impressive of all, starting in 2006, Nicholas Negroponte at MIT's Media Lab, will distribute between 100 million and 200 million Chinese-built Hundred-Dollar Laptops, (HDLs) to poor children in the South.

76. Laptop manufacturing:  The use of new technologies to solve the ‘poverty problem’ is not confined to information technologies.  In 2004, another MIT scientist, Neil Gershenfeld began delivering $20,000-a-pop “fab labs” to inner-city Boston kids who are using the labs to turn trash into wireless Internet antennae. Gershenfeld’s labs – including boxes of computer chips, a host of electrical gadgets, and sophisticated laser and water cutters - are also at work in a Ghanaian village and in the high Arctic where Sumi herders have built radios to monitor mountain reindeer (TopLaps?), and in Pabal, India, whose farmers have constructed a milk quality-testing machine. 

77. So, is there hope that new technologies will trigger a new wave of global prosperity?  
78. Mike Best, also at MIT, is more familiar with the realities of rural Africa and Asia. Ghana has major infrastructure issues, Best notes. A country like Madagascar, with only 17 million people, could fail the ‘economies of scale’ test. He suggests that even India poses huge cultural and language barriers. 
  Then, too, some realities are just too immediate to await technology trickle-down. Every day more than 20,000 die of dire poverty, for want of food, safe drinking water, medicine or other essential needs.
  If the North can’t get the water to trickle down what makes anyone think that  the WTO will solve the problem?

79. Dismemberment:

80. Given ale fact is happening – or is not happening – around us, it seems absurd to suggest that we are engaged in some kind of “development” process.  In fact, the real process seems to be more one of dismembering.  Historically, beliefs have dismembered others by reason of religion, race, sex, class, and ethnicity.  Nothing has changed substantially.

81. In 1975, in What Now?, gender equity and indigenous peoples got short shrift – and the Disability Rights movement was totally ignored.  Over the past 30 years, Women’s Rights have experienced some improvement and the rhetoric around Indigenous Rights achieved some kind of crescendo during a UN decade devoted to their rights in the 1990s.  The success of the Zapatistas in Chiapas in 1994 and the 2005 election of an indigenous person to the presidency of Bolivia may signal a change in political attitudes in Latin America but the rights of indigenous peoples in most parts of the world are, at best, trampled and, at worst, subjected to genocide.

82. Sexism: Progress has been astonishingly slow considering the number of UN conferences, resolutions, and books devoted to eradicating sexism.  Even today, women only account for 15.9% of the world’s parliamentary membership compared with 11.7% in 1997.  Not much to brag about. 
  According to some studies, women’s economic activity rate has increased from 35% in 1994 to 55.8% in 2004. 
  women would disagree.  There has never been a time when women have not contributed well over half of the value of global economic activity – it just hasn’t been paid for. Women’s literacy (the book reading kind) increased from 67% in 1994 to 80% in 2004, and secondary school enrolments for women increased from 84 to 91 girls for every 100 boys over the past few years.
  The working group would argue that this increase in conventional school literacy has been countered by a despairing decline in the valuation of women’s ecological knowledge and in a huge loss of that knowledge itself.  When indigenous women are made literate in the dominant national language, both the national and local cultures tend to devalue the importance of women’s indigenous knowledge.  This is especially so when men become literate first and come to look upon women’s knowledge as backward and non-modern.

83. For all this dubious progress, two-thirds of the world’s illiterate people age 15 and older are female. 
 Worldwide,women still get paid at least 18% less than men.
  More importantly, some 80% of the world’s refugees are women and children.  This translates into gender violence.  Violence against females between 15 and 44, causes more deaths and disability than cancer, malaria, traffic accidents, or even war. World Health Organization reports that one in five women will be a victim of rape or attempted rape in her lifetime. 
 Amnesty International estimates this to be about 33% worldwide. 
84. Disabled canarys?  There is nothing more damning nor dangerous in the world today than to be indigenous, female, and disabled. The working group wanted to draw the world’s attention to the extreme deprivation facing those in our society who are described as “crippled”, “handicapped”, or “disabled.”  

85. Within the Disability Rights Movement, the language preference seems to be for “disabled” – implying that people have been “disabled” by the society around them.  Yet, here more than anywhere, the term “dismembered” seems most appropriate.  Human beings with non-conventional minds and body types are being actively pushed into second-class status and subjected to society’s medical experimentation to force them to conform.  While there is no denying that genetic inheritance, medical incompetence, social indecency, or the vicissitudes of nature can make the lives and well-being of some people painful and problematic, the majority’s instincts and institutions seem to go out of their way to marginalize  dismembered people in tragically brutal ways.

86. This is not a small issue and by no means an issue solely for the North.  There are no credible global stats but, in the North, about 10% of the population falls into the “disabled” or “dismembered” category.  Poverty (disease, accidents, HIV-AIDS, etc.) means that  about 80% - maybe 400 million or so - of dismembered people live in the South; 150 million of them are between the ages of 10 and 24.
  

87. Commonly, in the South, only about 3% of dismembered children get to school.  Usually only 2% have access to basic health services and about the same percentage grow up to get jobs.
  

88. For the dismembered, the situation is likely to become much worse.  New technologies are being developed – often for military purposes that - at first  blush - might seem to make the world better.  Research on the nervous system, bone repair, and organ transplants could mean that dismembered people will be able to live “normally”.  Other research on ears and eyes could, theoretically, eliminate low hearing or vision problems.  Further neurological research might soon address issues related to memory, aging, or other unconventional conditions.

89. But this (presumably) good news comes with problems.  First, the research costs are enormous and it is unlikely that any but the wealthy will be able to afford the operations or machinery required.  Even wealthy governments may find the costs exorbitant.  Secondly, society is in danger of “curing” or “fixing” what isn’t broken.  And, if someone doesn’t want to be “fixed”, will society allow that person alternative ways of getting about in the world?

90. New racism:  The truth is that much of the scientific research is not directed to meeting the needs of the dismembered.  The real objective is to create human beings that can not only adjusts to our changing environmental conditions but to have other economically-useful qualities.  Between now and 2035, the working group agreed, industrial technologies will create two-tiered humans.  There will be those who can afford – and want – what the pharmaceutical industry calls “human performance enhancement” through biomechanical and neurological devices and therapies.  There will also be those who do not want – or cannot afford – such enhancements.  These people will be marginalized and treated like second-class citizens or worse.  The dismemberment has just begun – and the critical test and battleground will be among the most vulnerable people in the world.

91. What if …?

92. The only policies that work – and should be implemented – whether we are talking about health, education, the environment, peace, culture, or housing, or anything else – are those that meet the expressed needs of the most vulnerable peoples in society.  If it works for them, it will work for the world.

93. There are major gaps and distinctions between these vulnerable peoples.  For all they have in common, women, indigenous peoples, and the so-called “disabled” do not share a history of cooperation.  What if the dismembered communities fought, together, for the membership they wish?
94. What Next for Democracy?
95. What was

96. The year 2005 was a watershed year. For the first time in history, more people live in urban settlements than on farms and in rural communities. The implications of this shift are, of course, many.  But, one of the biggest is for what we have come to call “democracy”.  Contrary to urban legend, we are not living in a world where democratic governance is gradually taking over and ending despotism. Every year, more and more people are losing the ability to participate in making fundamental decisions about their lives.  Social movements and NGOs who live and work in indigenous or rural communities have no difficulty making the link between the diaspora to urbanization and the loss of democratic participation.  For those who practice their politics in metropolitan centres, the connection may seem bucolic.

97. In 2005, for the first time, more people live in less democratic, non-participatory societies than in communal decision-sharing societies.  

98. Jared Diamond is only one of the most recent promoters of the view that community decision-sharing generally thrives in rural societies that have no choice but to be more egalitarian and consensus-based then their city cousins. In his1999 best-seller, Guns, Germs, and Steel, Diamond implies that - with the exception of bands and tribes (with populations rarely exceeding a few hundred) - governments tend to be undemocratic and predatory.
 Unless individuals have a sense of kinship or community - or, unless they understand that there are negative social consequences to unfriendliness - people are not consistently empathetic in larger populations. 

99. This is not to suggest that rural societies are often - or have ever been - perfect models of democracy. Far from it. But, it is to argue that in most places, for most of history, rural communities have allowed - and required - more inclusive and effective decision-sharing than today’s multi-party representative governments. In fact, community and ethnic consensus-building and city-state republics have a long and impressive resume. Athens was not a rarity. Alexander the Great’s soldiers and emissaries encountered city-state republics from modern-day Afghanistan to India
 and records show similar republics in China. Most of these consensus-based communities and republics survived – and thrived – either amidst or even under the (often remote and tenuous) ‘rule’ of kings and emperors.  Many of these republics also had slaves and routinely denied participation to significant sectors of their populations. (The United States was not unique as a slave-holding republic.) Many had over-lapping decision-sharing process based upon kin, clan, or ethnicity on one hand, and on occupation on the other. All these ambiguities and contradictions continue among rural communities today. Despite the nation-state, these democratic societies continue and are well-documented among the //Miao (Hmong Njua), the shifting cultivators of south China and Southeast Asia, the Aguinyi clan of the Ibo in southeastern Nigeria
, and among the Quechoa farmers of the Bolivian and Peruvian Andes.  Wherever researchers care to look, consensus-based community decision-sharing is found. It is humanity’s “norm”.

100. That this “norm” has to be described and defended today is an indication of the extent of the historic deconstruction that surrounds our lives. Obviously, rural societies have been buffeted about by - and at the mercy of - huge internal and external factors. Feudal societies, for example, be they Asian or European, might seem to be a contradiction in the theory of community democracies. However, feudalism was usually a “protection racket” whose terms were negotiated between farming communities and the warrior gang in the castle. In return for a share of the harvest and, perhaps, some labour, the gang in the castle agreed to protect the community from others and from themselves. But, customarily, the critical day-to-day decisions that relate to the survival and well-being of the community were made by consensus.

101. External political and economic forces have always been important and uncontrollable. The Norse of Greenland, for example, thrived with the trade of ivory walrus tusks when the Christian - Muslim political confrontation in the Mediterranean cut off the African ivory trade. When the trade resumed, the Norse - half a world away and their consensus-based democracy notwithstanding - were forced out of business and soon ended up back in Scandinavia.
  Similarly, the environmental collapse of Mangareva Island in the Pacific ended trade with Pitcairn and Henderson Islands and led to the islands’ abandonment.
 Community democracy was of little help.

102. But it would be wrong to conclude that consensus democracy has been confined to tiny hamlets with a few hundred adults. Democracies have flourished as city-states or even as small countries. Between 600 BCE and 200 CE, India’s republics were larger in area and wider in franchise than Athens at its republican height.  Ancient India’s Mallian republic consisted of several substantial cities as did the Sabarcae (or Sambastai) who could defend their republic with an army of 60,000 infantry, 6000 cavalry, and 500 chariots.
 

103. Whether as a city or as a multi-city republic or simply as a community, consensus democracies have always struggled for their survival. Things aren’t much different for rural communities today. In most of the South, government policies intervene only randomly in the daily lives of communities, although sometimes the interventions can be disastrous. Usually, they are marginal. The exigencies of global trade, politics and environmental pressure (be they either from the WTO or a Mongol invasion), are hardly new to rural societies. But, these communities are rarely the passive, oppressed peoples so consistently depicted and disparaged in the history books. From China and India to Europe and the Americas, communities and peoples fight back whenever the gang in the castle gets too pushy. Often they lose. Often, too, the people win concessions or achieve some realignment of political power.

104. Yet - not to get too dewy- eyed over democracy - the distance between Tammany Hall and Tiananmen Square is not so great. The dominance of consensus-based decision-sharing is perfectly logical. In order for decisions to work, there must be a high-degree of acceptance. Otherwise, laws can only be enforced at the high social cost of division and the high economic cost of police. Neither of these options is practicable in rural communities or small cities. Consensus decisions cannot prevent brow-beating, bullying, the formation of cliques, or the other conventional political pressures that are also rife in western electoral politics. 

105. What is

106. Imperfect as it was, consensus-based decision-sharing was delivered a death blow in Europe first with the agricultural - and then with the industrial - revolution. Enclosure laws in the United Kingdom (and eventually around Europe) took away the communal village lands along with their invaluable food, fuel, and medicinal resources, making daily survival more problematic than ever. As peasants were driven into the cities, they were forced to take on industrial work. The urban refugees lost both their sense of community and their sense of participation. The combination threatened the political viability of the nation-state and forced those with real economic clout to find some way to ensure social cohesion. Representative democracy was the obvious solution.

107. Democracy transitioned from being a much-constrained but nevertheless participatory process to becoming a spectator sport. 

108. The new democracy abandons consensus through discussion (community decision) for compliance through division (individual vote). 

109. Future historians may see our fleeting experiment with multi-party governments as a time of obfuscating oligopoly that survived for a few decades in a few countries during the half-century between the mid-1920s and the mid-1970’s – a period circumscribed by female suffrage at its beginning and by huge media convergence at its end. 

110. It is chastening to recall that prior to 1850, only the USA could even make a pretense of being democratic with fewer than 15% of adults exercising their franchise. By 1870, the US was joined by Canada but neither country had even a fifth of adults voting. At the turn of the 20th century, the two countries were joined by France, Switzerland, New Zealand, and Belgium. Among them, only New Zealand permitted 30% of its adults to vote. Finally, in the 1920’s, Austria became the first nation-state making it possible for more than half of its citizenry to elect their leaders.

111. If pollsters had stopped people in the street in New York, Melbourne, Manchester or Montreal in the 1950s and asked if they lived in a “democracy”, the passionate answer from almost everyone would have been “yes”, despite that very few African-Americans could vote in the United States; that aboriginal peoples in Canada and Australia had no franchise; that in most industrialized countries, neither prisoners nor ‘wards of the state’ nor people under age 21 had the right to vote. In the hindsight of history, we now recognize that these exclusions are undemocratic.

112. Choosing sides: Wherever CSOs gather – from the World Social Forum in Porto Alegre to WTO confrontations in Hong Kong or Cancun, there is a conversation about the need to arrest the decline of democratic institutions (usually meaning representative government) and to resurrect the primacy of the nation-state over trade and the multinational corporations. Thirty years ago, Marc Nerfin, the eminence gris behind the Stockholm Conference on the Human Environment of 1972 (and one of the leading architects of 1975’s What Now?), talked about the “Three Systems” meaning “the Prince, the Merchant, and the People”. Some of us interpreted this as a dubious distinction between three social classes and functions. This is hardly – or rarely – the case. For the overwhelming majority of recorded human history, the distinction between the Prince and the Merchant has been marginal while the gap between the first two and the People has been massive. True enough, those who owned and controlled land – meaning food production and the ‘right of passage’ across their territory – constituted a ruling class usually well above traders and artisans. But, it was the “landed aristocracy” – what ever their country – who bankrolled the merchant trading monopolies at the time of the European expansion, and it was the landed gentry that bankrolled and benefited from the agricultural and Industrial Revolutions. Since then, the distinction between the Princes and the Merchants has only been maintained in Disney’s fairy tales. 

113. Civil society tends to think that “democracy” is a Western, urban, industrial invention. Most believe that democracy began with Europe’s printing press, the Reformation, and the rise of a merchant and middle-class first in Britain and France, and then throughout Europe and North America. Before this time – and with Athens the sole exception – people were subjugated by temporal and religious aristocracies, we are led to believe.  In fact, “normal” in nation-state civilizations is some variation of kleptocracy. 

114. Public versus private goods: As a part of the obviously absurd notion that the Prince has been historically allied with the People as their defender against the avarice of the Merchant, civil society has seen the fight against the multinational corporation and its technological hegemony as part and parcel with a fight for public science. The role of universities, the freedom of academia, and the dominance of publicly-funded research must be restored. Public science must be protected from the private sector’s campaign to capture its benefits for themselves, we have argued.

115. ‘Academic freedom’ … or, making freedom ‘academic’?  History offers a different - cautionary - perspective. From Europe’s Middle Ages right up to World War I, the leading universities were privately-funded. Oxford and Cambridge, for example, received only 10 percent of their financial support from government until the UK was faced with a problem of demobilizing hundreds of thousands of young soldiers looking for their share of the “good life” they fought for. 
 Even today, Harvard University operates with a $20 billion endowment largely provided by its former students and their grateful families. The Princes and the Merchants reckoned that they could safely grant suffrage to these returning veterans and offer to train them for industrial work – at taxpayers’ expense.  The alternative, anyway, was to have mobs of seasoned combatants running unemployed through city streets.

116. 
Of course, the experience of UK and USA universities is not replicated everywhere. The French and German polytechnics of the 19th century received much greater government support. This does not represent the exception that proves the rule, however. It is merely a different application of the same rule. The Prince and the Merchant were only recognizing the need to upgrade the technical and professional competence of the workforces – once again, through taxpayer-funded higher education.

117. 
C-change?  The assumption that there is a de facto “ruling elite” of those in government and those in business seems counter-intuitive in a world where a preacher’s son is England’s Prime Minister, and Bill Gates – whose family, though not poor, were hardly Rockefellers – is, if not the richest, at least the best-known rich man on the planet. Are these the exceptions that prove the rulers? Logic suggests that countries with multi-party democracies and rapidly changing technologies and industries would also have rapidly-shifting bureaucracies and leadership. Not really.  London’s Financial Times has observed that “…the internet, which was supposed to be a great leveler—cutting through class and traditional networks—has instead quickly become a platform for the rise of a new/old moneyed elite. The names of some individuals read like an excerpt from Debrett’s.” Surveys of the greatest US fortunes of the 20th century are amazing for their continuity despite rapid technological change. Yes, some wealth dissipates over time among ever-increasing numbers of DuPonts, Mellons and Rockefellers – but the wealth remains securely within the ruling class. And, more to the point, the connection between great wealth and great political power has remained more or less consistent. In one entertaining survey of history’s richest 50 people, only ten got their wealth from trade, mining or manufacturing - or new technologies. Half made their money as government leaders or bureaucrats and the remainder got rich either through bankrolling governments or through plundering them. (The distinction is usually in the eye of the beholder- - as Zhang-Luo’s blog advises us!) This is not exactly new. It has become an axiom of modern-day politics that the fastest way to wealth is through the control of government regulation.

118. Despite this, civil society persists in the naïve belief (or whimsical hope) that there existed a time when governments responded to the people and that we simply have to work together to fight the corporations and restore governments – and democracy – to its rightful place; that we can somehow have a world of proletarian Princes, mollified Merchants, and triumphant Peoples. If we launch our activism on this assumption, we will get nowhere.

119. The era of democratic liberalization (in the West, from early in the 20th century to the mid-‘70s) ended with the shock of the oil crisis and the consequent demands of the New International Economic Order. Industry and government wanted to get things back to normal. 
120. As we contemplate What Next?, we must remember that What Now? was published at the peak of – and at the end of – a thirty-year history of broad democratic liberalization and growing income equality. The period from the end of World War II to the mid-‘70s was an era of remarkable wealth and optimism. Regardless of the Cold War and a plethora of military dictatorships, much of the post-colonial world and the “Western democracies” were experiencing (or anticipating) the benefits of global industrial affluence. As already noted, in the West, the mass mobilization of soldiers and society during the two global wars had created a sense of social ownership and rights. The majority of people in Europe and North America felt they had suffered greatly through the Depression of the ‘30s and the two wars and were impatient for prosperity. Governments cannot achieve mass mobilization without also promising participation. The 30 years from 1945 to 1975 were “pay-back” time. Still, today, even as we monitor the rise of the US Empire, civil society persists in the belief that we are in the midst of a gradual improvement in democracy around the world.

121. According to a dominating civil society organization in the United States, Freedom House, democracy is on the march. In its 2004 survey of 192 states, Freedom House reports that 119 states are “electoral democracies”.  To show it wasn’t born yesterday, the CSO goes on to acknowledge that something akin to real freedom is only exercised in 89 of these countries and that another 54 states may only have “limited democracy”. Nevertheless, Freedom House is heartened that the people in these 89 “free” countries comprise 44 percent of world population and that “limited democracies” makeup another 19 percent.  That does, of course, leave 37 percent of humanity (2.4 billion of us) in a ghetto, a gulag or Guantanamo Bay.  The 2004 report claims that 26 countries made progress toward democracy during the year while only 11 fell off the wagon.

122. Secret ballot?  Yet, also in 2004 Freedom House and the UN Universities State of the Future report concur that only 17% of the world’s people live in countries that have a ‘free press’ 
 and that the trend is downward.
  In other words, if we assume that the 17 percent of us that enjoy a free press are all part of that 44 percent that Freedom House says live in real democracies, then, somehow, 27 percent (more than a quarter of humanity) live in real democracies that deny press freedom!  In a country without free media (free both of government and corporate intervention), a “secret ballot” is like going into the polling booth blindfolded. Between polls, surveillance, and manipulation, the only person who doesn’t know how the vote will turn out is the voter.
123. Democracy “out-Foxed”?  Is it possible to have a democracy without a free press? If Freedom House is correct, one-third of us know we are not living in democracies; but one-quarter of people have been fooled into thinking they are free. Regardless, one in five people can at least debate the point. What we know for sure is that those without a free press who have been deluded into believing they are free, are less so than those who know they are not. Only Mexico’s Vincente Fox and Rupert Murdoch of Fox News can appreciate the confusion.

124. The combination of a so-called “free press” and a secret ballot do not automatically equal democracy.  Back in 2002, the editors of The Economist and the Wall Street Journal both railed against the stunning state of gerrymandering in US Congressional district boundaries. Aided and abetted by improved computer software and electronic census data that only became accessible a decade ago, Republican and Democratic incumbents collegially attempted to ensure their personal re-election by swapping problematic city blocks of unwelcome voters. Of the 435 seats up for grabs, pollsters warned that only 11 were too close to call. The other 424 – through the convolutions and distortions of map district rigging – were kept in the preserve of incumbents. 

125. True, the majority of the voters in each congressional riding were not denied the candidate they wanted - assuming they were content with one of the two entrenched parties - but the political boundaries were skewed to match the ethnic and economic “profiling” that suited each incumbent. The result was the disenfranchisement of minority groups and concerns. Hispanic voters, for example, with whom Republicans fair poorly, were computer-cornered into districts so that they had almost no influence. Since they couldn’t make their vote count, elected officials could ignore them.
  
126. Of the 209 countries analyzed by Freedom House, the average quality of governance remained stagnant between 1996 and 2004. 

127. In 2005, in this landmark year in which for the first time the majority of us will be pushed from communal decision-sharing democracies into urban anonymity, at least eight major barriers to true democracy remain. More may be discovered.

128. 1. Proportional Representation: According to many voters in the 2004 US and Canadian elections, and in the 2005 UK election, there is increasing resentment of the “first passed the post” ballot-counting process. This allows individuals with less than 50 percent of the votes in a geographic constituency to represent the entire electoral district while the majority of the voters make no contribution whatever to the national outcome. Increasingly, former British colonies (and that includes the United States) are rebelling against this system which disenfranchise the majority and biases election outcomes toward the one or two historically-dominant national political parties.

129. 2. De facto two-party tyrannies: Similarly, some so-called democratic countries – the USA is a glaring example of this – are structured to make it almost impossible for more than two parties to reasonably contest elections. Presumably, all minority views are subsumed under the “big inclusive tent” of these two parties. In reality, minority views – including evolving majority views – are diverted or delayed through the two-party tradition.

130. 3. Financed Franchise: Another major concern is election financing. In countries where it is possible for major economic concerns (rich individuals, individual corporations, trade associations, or trade unions) to make poorly-controlled contributions to individual candidates or parties, the outcome supports the candidates and parties receiving the most money. Personal wealth, itself, becomes a critical factor in getting elected. Virtually every US senator, for example, is a millionaire and some are much wealthier. Any country that permits such biased election financing cannot be considered a democracy.

131. 4. Personality Politics: Civil society has long been concerned about the media’s influence on democracy and elections. Countries with a strong government-supported electronic media (i.e. Western Europe, India, and many other Commonwealth countries) have politically-independent radio and television news that provides some protection. In some other countries, notably the United States, the dominance of a handful of conglomerate media enterprises places the control of political news in the hands of corporate interests. Two biases are widely-recognized: First, the news coverage is heavily “local” and sensational. Second, personality and personal attractiveness become more important than substance, the news morphs into “reality TV”. In this media environment, the electorate is “dumbed down” to where they can’t perceive context or choice. Turnout at the polls tends to decline as people lose interest in politics.

132. 5. “Illegal” (Ill-treated) non-citizens: Europe and North America (generally) and the United States (particularly), have millions of migrant and illegal workers/immigrants who have no legal right to participate in decision-making in the countries they serve. In large measure, migrant workers and illegal immigrants provide national services that are valued, especially by business and the wealthier class.  It serves these same interests to make sure that these ill-treated peoples have no voice.
133. Civil society can do something about each of these issues. In fact, in recent years, efforts to control election finances and to encourage minority party participation have met with some success. It is obviously harder – but not impossible – to constrain the media and ensure quality and diverse political coverage. Over the next 30 years, civil society could chalk up victories in real democratic improvement country by country.

134. But even if all five problems were resolved, civil society would be confronted with three other much more difficult issues.

6. International Democratic Rights:  With smug arrogance, many democracy-watchers proclaim that democracies do not make war on other democracies. Without even disputing their definition of democracy, it would still be challenging to regard those few countries within which a majority of adults have been able to vote (for much less than a century) as a guarantee that the past 5000 years of recorded wars are passé now that multi-party democracies have come to town. These democracy-watchers also overlook the US overthrow of popularly-elected governments in the Dominican Republic and Grenada and US-support for the overthrow of other governments from Chile to Iran in the past half-century.  It is difficult to maintain that democracy vaccinates a country against warring on others.  The United Nations and civil society must work to ensure that the democratic rights – the Human Rights – of people in other countries are not trashed by foreigners. The principal should be established that any country that does not accept the democratic decisions of another country cannot, itself, be regarded as “democratic”.

7. The Knowledge Dictatorship: Corporate pressure to down-size governments and to deregulate industry during the 1980s and ‘90s has amounted to a frontal lobotomy of the public service of many countries. Even the richest and most powerful governments lack memory, capacity, and intellectual competence. By and large, where regulations still remain, the public service lacks the ability to ensure that regulations are observed. Worse still, governments lack the capacity to monitor new developments – including the need for new regulations – and do not have the scientific or technical competence to assess the environmental or political policy implications of corporate actions. While many countries are developing laws to constrain corporate and trade association lobbying, the greater danger lies in governments’ increasing dependence on corporate sources for the information they require to govern. Governments, in fact, are becoming the poor minority partner in their relations with corporations. 

It is not corporate lobbying of government that we need fear most; it is governments’ sub-servitude to corporations.

8. The Community Conundrum: Harder still to overcome is the growing environment of “identity politics” that pervades more and more countries. How can civil society create a sense of shared global responsibility without destroying community? Is it possible to build economically and politically-viable neighborhoods or communities that relate constructively to the rest of humanity? Can Jared Diamond’s “tribe” function empathetically with the nation-state and/or the United Nations? Can the new communications and manufacturing technologies combine to make communities more resilient?

135. “No” and “yes”.  

136. What next?

137. Digital Democracies? In the early 1980s, while many environmentalists abhorred the rise of desktop computers, some issue activists embraced the technology and used the computational tool to analyze and out-organize both governments and industry.
 More dramatically, it was the use of radio cassette tapes in Iran in 1979 that made the Ayatollah Khomeini's revolt against the Shah possible. Ham radio operators working from their cars brought down Ferdinand Marcos in the Philippines in 1986. The fax machine made the organization of the protests in Tiananmen Square possible in China in 1989.
  And the popular ousting of Philippine President Joseph Estrada in 2001 is credited to cell phone text-messaging. In 2004, cell phone photographs sent by US military prison guards to friends back home found their way to the Washington Post and dealt a harsh public blow to US government’s credibility in Iraq.

	How Next #2: Are we winning or losing?

	It’s the worst of times
	It’s the strangest of times
	It’s the best of times

	The combined threat of ecological, global ecophagy and political instability (“terrorism”) in a world of new bio and nano tech weaponry, where the very definition of humanity is uncertain, affords the ruling elite every opportunity to impose their will upon a disoriented and demoralized public.  We must anticipate the worst and build resilience and resistance throughout a decentralized CSO network.
	The current instability cuts both ways.  A sudden unanticipated environmental, economic, or political event could result in a rapid change in popular opinion and political direction.  While it is wise to strengthen community resilience, we should be prepared to capture opportunities if they arise.   History is full of surprises. 
	Never before has civil society acted globally, risen so rapidly, or shown such strength.  For the first time, we have the communications, the solidarity, and the fora to bring about massive democratic change.  This is a time for optimism and organization - from the community to the world.


138. These political events took place in the South – in countries with oppressive governments, managed media, and poor conventional communications. In each case, civil society’s skillful use of new communications technologies leap-frogged over state controls. During the toppling of Estrada, for example, Filipinos were sending an estimated 45 million text messages a day, more than double the entire combined volume of the rest of the world. The Philippines had barely 3 million fixed telephone lines but its 76 million citizens – even five years ago - commanded over 4 million mobile phones.
 Does Phone Power to the People mark a breakthrough point for democracy in the South?

139. ITU estimates that about 80% of the world’s people are now within reach of a mobile phone signal 
 and, that 15% of the world is connected to the Internet.
 The ratio of Internet users in industrial and developing countries is now 1 to 1.7 and penetration rates have improved from 41 to 1 in 1992 to 10 to 1 in 2004. 
  The revolution should be at hand.

140. Not likely. Gutenberg’s printing press undoubtedly helped Martin Luther and the Reformation overcome the Catholic Church. But it was not long before the Roman Church turned the printing press to its own advantage in the counter-Reformation. For every revolutionary who used the new communications technology to publish tracts against the establishment, there was an Isabella of Spain who used Gutenberg to publish edicts and enforce the status quo. Although the printing press could - technologically - have strengthened local languages and learning, politically, the press homogenized alphabets, undermined local cultures and languages, and encouraged the dominance of the majority over the minority. By 1500, Europe had printed some 40,000 different books totaling 15-20 million copies of which 77% were in Latin and 45% were religious.
  Not the stuff of revolutions.

141. Similarly, the arrival of the telegraph – and, especially, the undersea cable – was heralded as a profound democratic breakthrough. The truth would be found out, romantics proclaimed. Political and economic power would become transparent. In the end, of course, the telegraph wire served best to reinforce the political power of the countries that controlled the technology and the economic power of the corporations who came to dominate it. Within a few decades, Britain’s Eastern Telegraph and the US’s Western Union ruled the wires.
 

142. Likewise, the radio: when the airwaves first became available to virtually everyone with any technical competence, some thought the revolution was at hand. After all, how could governments exercise control over the air? Many predicted an era of unrestricted free speech and free information that would finally make it possible for the people to exercise true democracy. But, from the beginning in Europe, governments took control of the technology and prohibited access to the airwaves to all but approved parties. By the mid 1920s in the United States, the crowded airwaves forced the US government to step in and organize band width. (The first public commercial broadcast in November 1920 took place on the eve of a US election and was informally authorized by Herbert Hoover – who later became President).
 By the beginning of the Great Depression – when social unrest was soaring to new heights – the freedom of the airwaves had ended. 

143. There were similar hopes for cable television as, in the late ‘60s and early ‘70s, community organizations in North America and elsewhere organized to establish local channels designed to strengthen communities and democracy. Those cable channels still continue today – but nobody is watching. The cable networks have been merged into the original television systems and then hyper-merged into cinemas, radio, newspapers, magazines, and the Internet.

144. What can civil society honestly expect from the Internet when its basic structure is controlled by the US military? There are 33.5 million people communicating with one another around the world on Skype at virtually no cost. But Skype telephoning is controlled by the Internet which is controlled by the US military.  And, as we were writing, Skype was bought by eBay.
145. Yes, there are examples of outstanding independent radio, cable, Internet and Podcast communications, but these are overwhelmingly the exceptions rather than the rule.

146. What if…?
147. None of the above should give rise to cynicism – just realism.  History does offer us some sense of direction. For example, great revolutions have rarely spawned great progress in democracy.  Until the French Revolution wiped away their rights, the heads of households (men or women) in Louis XVI’s tyrannical regime - in at least several well-documented Burgundian villages - participated in local decision-sharing assemblies that exercised authority over village concerns. Not only did the Revolution centralize power in Paris away from communities but it also excluded women from citizenship – a status that women did not regain until 1944.
  Similarly, the US revolution did little for women’s rights. Here and there under the British rule, propertied women in some colonies could exercise voting rights in local elections.
 After the Revolution, one state adopted a gender-neutral property requirement but its legislature reversed its constitution with an explicit males-only rule a few years later. 
  A few women in Quebec voted in 1809, and many more were voting in Quebec until at least 1834.  However, fears of revolution sweeping Europe and North America in the 1840s led to a crackdown and women in Québec, New Brunswick, and Nova Scotia were specifically denied the vote. 
  More recently, few would argue that democracy advanced significantly following the Russian Revolution of 1917 and women’s rights look to be taking a major step backward at the constitutional congress in Iraq following the US-led invasion.  One lesson from all of this might be that important changes don’t come easily from major geopolitical events.   
148. Lesson two is more heartening. Important changes in democracy sometimes flow from small, unlikely developments along the periphery of power. In 1874, for example, a new law in Chile suddenly tripled the electorate leading the country’s Senate to try to bar some clergy and all women.  Despite this, a few women did vote in several towns until another law in 1884 specifically excluded them.
  As far back as 1862 propertied women in Argentina’s San Juan province (far away on the Andean frontier with Chile) won the right to vote in municipal elections. In the 1920s, this right extended to provincial elections. Nationally, women in Argentina didn’t have the franchise until 1947.
 In the revolutionary wave of 1848 the Austria-Hungarian Empire nervously widened suffrage making it sporadically possible for women to vote – though often only through male surrogates. Rural women in one remote district before World War I both voted for – and were elected to -  the Bohemian Diet, making Bohemia the second place in Europe, after Finland (hardly the centre of Europe’s universe itself), to elect a woman deputy to a provincial body. 
   In the same vein, and before there was female suffrage in Britain or the United States, women had the right to vote on the Cook Islands and (later) in New Zealand.   Women suffrage came first to the impoverished state of Rio Grande do Norte in Brazil before the idea reached Sao Paulo or Rio de Janeiro.  Ecuador gave the vote to women before cosmopolitan Argentina, Uruguay or Mexico but - even in Ecuador - it was the frontier department of El Oro that led the way. 
 Keeping with female suffrage as a fair indicator of improving democracy, the right to vote in Canada did not come first to Québec or Ontario but to the backwater province of Manitoba.  Perhaps, real change starts at the edges and works its way to the centre. Civil society is most effective on the margins of power. 

	How Next #6:  What are the elements in the “rights” agenda?

	Individual Rights
	Societal Rights
	Responsibilities

	Admittedly, the current (but not historic) Western concept of rights has undermined other, more significant, understandings. Nevertheless, some elements of individual rights – such as those related to privacy, choice, expression, and justice and retribution – could be developed as explicit defences against government and industry. 
	Cultural/collective/class Rights need to be actively pursued both in their historic indigenous context and within the current reality of government/industrial collusion. 
	There is the real potential to develop codes or laws that will make it more difficult for government or industry to violate others’ rights.  There are always moments in liberal democracies when it is possible to forge progress in freedom of information, criminal liability, class action, accountability, political representation and election spending. Much of this could relate to intergovernmental agencies as well.


149. The third lesson is that consensus decision-sharing is less an acquired skill than it is the natural human condition. We’ve been doing it for thousands of years. Until 2005, most of us have still been doing it. We have a strong base to build from.

150. What if we were to strengthen the dual-system of consensus decision-sharing? What if one system was through small, revitalized urban and rural  community structures, and a second track was through affinity groups?  What if we used the new communications technologies to make consensus decision-sharing more nuanced and flexible (but not necessarily faster)? What if we started this work at the edges? 

151. In “What if?” we discuss some possible steps that could help civil society improve democracy and safeguard dissent over the next 30 years.
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