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I S ANYONE paying attention to the suffering and woes of the poor in
devel opi ng countri es? Voices and focus in the devel oped world indicate
that the answer is No!

Despite the concerns and pleas of the poor on the need to go sl ow on
unbridl ed capitalism check the hedge funds, capital flows, globalisation
and liberalisation, the devel oped countries continue with their demands
for market opening neasures and to preach gl obalisation and |iberalisation
as a newreligion that nmust not and shoul d not be questi oned.

Anyone who questions these "new religious nmovenents" are | abelled
heretics and pariahs. Even the devel opi ng countries thensel ves are not
uni ted. Mal aysi a has repeatedly called on devel oping countries to unite to
face the chall enges of globalisation and |iberalisation. Wile many woul d
agree, at critical nonments the divisions anong them becone cl ear.

Any wonder then that Prime M nister Datuk Seri Dr Mahathir Mohamad and
Japan's forner Vice Mnister for International Affairs Ei suke Sakaki bara
are not hopeful of the outcone of the nmeeting of the devel oped countri es,
Group of Eight (G 8) in inawa, Japan.

Not only for the fact that the devel oped countries would pay scant
attention to the plight of the poor, but devel oping countries thensel ves
are not united and thus not a force to be reckoned with.

The nost recent US trade deficit nunbers indicate that the US is going
to be very critical of Japan at the Okinawa neeting. There will be little
time for views of devel oping countries. There is scarce chance that they
will even be given a hearing. The G8 is after all an exclusive club from
which the magjority of the world' s popul ation is excluded.

Devel opi ng countries have in various forunms voiced their concerns, but
these seemto have fallen on deaf ears. Anong them the Group of 15, G oup
of 77, Non-Aligned Movenent (NAM, and Organisation of Islam c Countries
(A C have voiced their concerns and sounded their views at various
summ ts and neetings in recent nonths. But the appeal s and concerns of the
poor are ignored and it's is like water off a duck's back.

What choi ce then do devel opi ng countries have? Unite and fight for their
rights and those of their citizens. The devel opi ng countries collectively
account for the majority in the world, yet individually they are
econom cal |l y weak. They have strength in nunbers, if they choose to
utilise it. Individually, they are not able to command the respect nor the
attention of the devel oped worl d.

Devel opi ng and poor countries have been | eft out of the decision-naking
process at the international |evel, which is dom nated by "governnents of
t he devel oped countries and by international institutions that are mainly
under their control and influence".

Even as they are excluded fromthe process, the decisions of the
devel oped countries affect the poor. This was clearly denpnstrated with
the Plaza Accord when the Group of Seven (G 7) industrialised countries
collectively agreed to strengthen the yen in keeping with US demands to
reduce its deficit with Japan.

Thi s deci sion saw the devel oping countries having to pay nore for their
yen-denom nated | oans so that the US could achieve its aimof reducing its
trade deficit with Japan. Yet, the poor countries were not even consulted
when a deci sion was taken at the plush New York Pl aza Hotel.

Leaders in devel opi ng countries cannot be blamed if they decide to



i gnore the decisions taken by devel oped countries. Especially if their
(devel opi ng countries) views are not taken into account and the "decision
is bad for us". This nessage was sent to the devel oped world by the G oup
of 77 (G 77) neeting in Havana, Cuba, and by the G 15 Heads of Gover nment
meeting in Cairo recently.

Mal aysi a has given the world notice that it will "fight tooth and nail"
if the country's prosperity is threatened. Other countries need to do the
same. Use their own internal strengths and fundamentals for the benefit of
their people.

Mal aysi a has taken "unorthodox” neasures and steps in dealing with the
financial crisis of 1997 and in handling the process of globalisation and
liberalisation to protect its citizens and econony fromthe adverse
ext ernal influences.

"G obalisation is a savage process," according to John Mcklethwait and
Adi ran Wool dridge. Martin Khor says a major feature of globalisation is
t he growi ng concentration and nonopol i sation of econonic resources and
power by transnational corporations and by gl obal financial firnms and
f unds.

The devel oped world and nultilateral and international institutions
continue to drumand shove "gl obalisation" down the throats of the poor.
Devel opi ng countries see their independent policynmaking capacity eroded,
sai d Khor of Third Wrld Network. Many devel opi ng countries have to adopt
policies made by other entities, which may on bal ance be detrinental to
t he countries concer ned.

In fact the nost inportant feature of globalisation, according to Khor,
is the "globalisation" of national policies and policymaki ng nechani sns.
He adds that national policies which until recently were under the
jurisdiction of states and people within a country have increasingly cone
under the influence of international agencies and processes or big private
corporations and econom ¢ and financial players.

"This has led to the erosion of national sovereignty and narrowed the
ability of governnents and people to nake choices fromoptions in
econom ¢, social and cultural policies,” Khor says.

This is a process that the devel oped world and the multil ateral
institutions continue to aggressively pronpte. Sonething that devel opi ng
countries nmust be aware of. While on the one hand devel oped countries
preach denocracy and freedom of choi ce, good governance and transparency,
yet the processes they are pushing and denandi ng devel opi ng countries
adopt and pursue are not denocratic and certainly |lack transparency.

There seens to be a case of double standards. Do those who preach and
demand t hat devel opi ng countries pursue these policies really know what
t he poor go through? In their book entitled, A Future Perfect,

M ckl et hwai t and Wool dri dge sumup the situation when they wote that
"Very few of the consultants who cel ebrate the global village seemto have
fl own econony cl ass over |ong distances."

Thus it is tinme those in the "econony class" unite and demand their
rights and an equal say in policies and decisions that affect thembefore
it istoo late.
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