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TI ME

" BEYOND GLOBALI SM AND GLOBALI| SATI ON "

Perhaps it is too nuch to expect to foresee what

will be the situation in the world beyond

gl obal i sati on, considering that we are only just into
gl obal i sation and we are not only unable to fully
conprehend it but quite obviously we are naking a ness
of it.

2. Only a few years back we were all opening our arns
to wel come gl obalisation. W had becone a gl oba

vill age. Modern technol ogy had enabl ed i nst ant

conmuni cati on, instant sound and sights across the
vastness of continents. W could actually comute

al nost hal fway across the world to breakfast and to
neet and still be back hone for dinner with our
famlies.

3. No country could isolate or insulate itself.

Privacy, even of individuals was becom ng nore and nore
difficult. Prying eyes | ooked down on us from outer
space or sonetinmes fromnuch | ower down. A gl oba
village is really smaller than an ordinary village in
terms of visibility for it is quite roofless.

4. There is no doubt about the benefits of unlimted
comuni cation. W can be lost in the ocean or the
desert and yet be able to talk to people and indicate
our position through the magic of cellular tel ephony.
We can see things even as they happen on the other side
of the world.

5. W know a | ot nore about our environment and the
danger it is faced with. And we know how we can
preserve it. W know of the species which are about to
be extinct and our need to save them The regions

whi ch we once considered as hostile to Men, which we
avoided or we tried to elimnate before, we now wish to
preserve and we can pour in billions for the
preservation of these places.



6. Technol ogy advanced, is advancing and will advance
ever nmore rapidly. There is nothing that technol ogy
cannot do. If an animal, a fish or a plant is not big
enough, we can double their sizes and their food
contents. The Cenetically Mdified Salnon is three

ti mes bigger, the vegetable nore green and nutritious
and cattle yield the exact conbination of fat and
protein and carbohydrate to suit our taste-buds, and
per haps our health.

7. W humans can do anything. W nerely have to

deci de what we want and somewhere in the world there
will be scientists who will produce it for us. W
don't have to give birth to babies anynore, we can

cl one them Wy shoul d anyone give birth naturally and
pai nfully or even by Caesarean Section? Wy not
produce perfect replicas of ourselves with all the
characteristics we |ike best?

8. W can reach the noon and the stars. So far we
have found them uni nhabited, but should there be any
creature out there with the audacity to chall enge us,
we will blast theminto nothingness with our ray guns.
VWhat a glorious future for the arnms makers. W will
all have to buy laser guns to blast the Martians and
the Venusians into enpty space. W will fight
terrestrial wars too, for we cannot give up our
addiction to it. W are busy inventing and produci ng
ever newer weapons which we nmust try out in real life.
How el se can we know whether they work or not.

9. Well this could be the post-globalisation

scenario. But | hope and pray that this will not be.
And this will not be only if we take a grip of

oursel ves and we refuse to beconme the captives of mad
scientists and their fantastic technol ogies. Sinmply
because we can do sonething, sinply because we can now
pl ay God, does not mean we should play God. W can, if
we want to, destroy humanity conpletely. Between
Russia and the U. S. there are enough nucl ear war heads
to pulverise the whole planet. But we won't do it
because we know that truly will be the end of history.

10. Similarly we will not clone ourselves. W& will
not do it because we cannot interfere too much with
God's work, which others prefer to call nature. Look
at what happened when they inported rabbits into
Australia and then they brought European dogs to kil
the rabbits.

11. We are nore concerned now about preserving the
trees and the forests, and the animals. But we go too
far sonetimes. We deny the poor in the world living
space for thensel ves because we want their countries to
become Carbon Sinks. Yet the protected aninals are



allowed to destroy the forests and even kill and eat
humans. The man being eaten by the tiger nust
appreciate that he is helping to preserve an endangered
speci es.

12. W are nore civilized now but the lunatic fringe
keeps pushing us to go too far. We are going too far
wi th our globalisation also. W want gl obalisation to
be totally unregulated, to be left to the markets to
govern it. But the market is about making profits,
maxi msing profits. In the process it is likely to

|l eave a trail of disasters and tragedies. But never

m nd, the inmportant thing is that globalisation rmust be
acconpani ed by market deregulation. As long as the

gl obal narketplace is deregul ated what happens to
peopl e does not matter. The system has becone nore

i mportant than the people it is supposed to serve.

13. Remenber Soci al i sm and Comruni sn? They were al
responses and reactions to the inequities and the
oppressions in human societies. The great thinkers of
the tine believed that if men were nade absolutely
equal, then they would enjoy a life free of oppression
free of envy, free of conflicts and of war. They
believed that all that nan wanted was to be equal and
free. They invented the slogan "Liberte, Egalite,
Fraternite" and they nmade a religion of it.

14. But egalitarianismled instead to oppressive

di ctatorshi ps; the massacres of mllions in order to
achi eve equality, freedom and the brotherhood of nen.
For many who did not take kindly to the ideology there
was no liberte and no fraternite. There was only

oppr essi on and deat h.

15. In the end these great dreans, these ideol ogies
were recogni sed for what they were, the cause of
further sufferings and the deaths of mllions. And
t hey were di scarded.

16. Denocracy too will go this way, not because it is
a bad system but because it keeps on being interpreted
and enbel li shed. At first denbcracy was only about
majority rule. Then mnority rights was added, then

i ndi vidual rights. These rights were constantly being
broadened so that in the end they becanme nore inportant
than majority rights. The Governnent nmay be el ected by
the majority but mnorities may bring it down by street
vi ol ence hel ped by the media and even foreign
interests. The rule of law is advocated but this
sinmply nmeans that those opposed to the Governnent may
break the | aw but the CGovernnent may not enforce the

| aw agai nst them

17. Then al ong canme the Non- Governnental Organisation



to claimthe right to frustrate popularly el ected
CGovernments. They may be nmade up of only one person
but they get wide publicity and support; they may use
illegal nmeans. They can becone extrenely powerful and
frequently Governnents of the najority have to bow to
t hem

18. Denocracy is now no |onger about the rule of the
majority. Indeed in many cases the elections to gain
majority support is an exercise in futility. For
pronmptly the popularly el ected Governnment is hanstrung
and rendered i npotent. The wi shes of the majority, the
largely silent majority is ignored while the
Governments struggle to placate the activist mnority.

19. Now the minority has become nore violent and
lawful ly el ected Governnents have been toppled by the
illegal activities of the few, the street nmobs. In the
meantime the country becomes unstable, unable to
devel op and for many devel opi ng countries, their
freedomis lost. The people suffer, as |aw and order
breaks down, ethnic and religious clashes escal ate, and
t housands are killed. Mb rul e has becone nore
denocratic than majority rule.

20. Denocracy has been abused until everything can be
done in the nanme of denobcracy. The promi sed better
life has not materialised. |Instead people are
suffering nore than ever, nore even than when they had
authoritarian rule, because of denbcracy. The tine
will surely come when denocracy will go the way of

Soci alismand Comunism It is not because denocracy
is bad. It is still the best system of governance.

But denocracy has been so abused that it is no |onger
able to benefit either the majority or the mnority.

21. Today denocracy still reigns suprene. To
criticise it is to be heretical and to expose oneself
to vilification. But eventually the damage will be so
evi dent and so great that denocracy will becone a bad
word just as proletarian dictatorship is a bad word,
and it will be rejected.

22. But this need not happen. Denocracy can be saved

if it is not regarded as perfect, if its weaknesses and
defects are recogni sed and renedi es nade and excesses
cur bed.

23. And now we have gl obalisation, a great idea whose
time has cone. But already it has started on the wong
foot. Currency nmani pul ati ons across borders and the
econom ¢ and financi al catastrophes such as those in
Orange County, in Brazil, in Mexico, in Russia and of
course in East Asia which followed this particular

mani festation of globalisation do not augur well for



the future of globalisation. The victins are told it
is free trade and therefore it nust be good.

24. But must we have horrendous disasters as a price
for globalisation? Cannot there be gl obalisation

wi t hout the pain, unbearable pain? The answer is of
course there can be. d obalisation need not be
acconpani ed by total deregulation. The two are not the
same. Some regul ations can nake gl obalisation not only
| ess destructive but also beneficial all round.

25. The assunption that markets will regul ate

t hensel ves is contrary to logic or human nature. The
mar ket is about making profits, maxi mumprofits. It is
not a social organisation intended to cure social ills.
It is not even about fairness and justice and good
gover nance.

26. The market especially the free nmarket operates by
defeating conpetition. To do this well the players
nmust be strong and ruthless. And so we see the nergers
of the giants and the nergers of the nmerged giants.
The idea is to be so big and therefore so strong that
conpetition woul d be one sided. The smaller groups
will either |ose and be destroyed, resulting in
terrible social and econom c damage or they can submt
to being taken over. Eventually there can be only one
pl ayer in one industry. Then conpetition would cease
and the winner will become an arrogant and dom neering
entity, optimsing profits at the expense of quality,
efficiency and social considerations.

27. The world will be badly served by the nonopolistic
gi ants, which may gang up in order to be even nore
powerful . Governments will not be able to control them
because Governnents will depend entirely on them In
fact they will determine who will govern countries.
Their control will now becone absol ute. Big Brother
big capital will rule the world and the poor and the
weak will just have to submt.

28. dAigopolies and nonopolies need not be an
essential feature of globalisation. There could be
statutory limts to nmergers and the size of
corporations. In any business a sufficiently large
nunber of players nust be ensured. Conpetition nust be
governed by a set of rules to ensure not just a |leve
playing field but the contestants are fairly evenly
mat ched. There nust be banks and busi nesses which are
nati onal and those which are international. The weak
nust be protected according to a set of internationally
agreed rul es.

29. An international currency should be created which
bel ongs to no one country. Rates of exchange shoul d be



based on this one currency which can be used for
paynment of all international trade. Earnings in this
currency nust be imredi ately deposited with a nation's
central bank, and | ocal currency issued for |oca
transactions. The reserves nmust be held in this

i nternational currency only and not a basket of
currencies.

30. Currencies nust never be traded as conmpditi es.
Shoul d there be a need to deval ue agai nst the

i nternational currency, a panel of central banks and
the International Bank shoul d deternine the proper
exchange rate. No country should dom nate

i nternational finance and conmerce

31. If we are prepared to be pragnatic and fair, if we
are ready to curb the excesses of denocracy and

gl obalisation and to determine the right |evels that
will be suitable and acceptable in any particul ar
country, if we are prepared to give up the idea of
bei ng dom nant because we are the richest and the nopst
powerful then we can [ ook w th hope beyond

gl obal i sati on.

32. dobalisation today ignores the very poor. In a
gl obal i sed world wealth distribution should be equally
global. But it is not.

33. The world of today is extremely rich. A

conbi nati on of technol ogies and natural resources have
made unlimted wealth creation possible. There is nore
t han enough wealth to wi pe out gl obal poverty

conpl etely.

34. The financial systemof a globalised world is now
confined to a free flow of capital. Those who profit
fromsuch flows must be prepared to pay a global |evy.
The | evy should be based on the GDP of nations.

35. Voluntary aid to the poor is now anathema to the
rich. The levy should be for statutory aid. It should
be for the building of needed infrastructures such as
roads, canals, railroads, ports, airports, power, water
to stinulate grow h.

36. The | evy should be adm nistered by an

I nternational agency including the construction of the
infrastructure by international constructors. Sub-
contracts and supplies should come fromthe |ocals.
The benefits woul d obviously be evenly distributed.
The infrastructure built will enable products to be
exported and inported at |ower cost. Wrld trade will
certainly grow and poverty eradi cated.

37. Altogether the levy would be a win-win fornul a.



No one will lose. The whole world will be enriched.

The poor countries will be less poor and will truly

become a part of the globalised world. d obalisation
woul d then be neaningful as it involves the whole

gl obe, the whole world.

38. The rich will not take kindly to this idea of
course. But if they expect that the poor should al ways
accept ideas which benefit the rich, then the rich
shoul d al so be prepared to accept ideas which benefit
t he poor, especially when the rich will benefit as
wel | .

39. Even as in a country the poor have a right to some
of the wealth of the country, a globalised world nust
accord the poor simlar rights. If the poor cannot
expect this then why should they accept globalisation?

40. So what is there beyond gl obalism and

gl obal i sati on? There could be total oppression of the
weak by the strong as capitalismrun riot. O there
could be a world denocracy where the resources of the
worl d are conmbined with human ingenuity to create the
greatest human civilisation ever.
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