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			The second cold war

			Carlos Enrique Bayo 

			Carlos Enrique Bayo (Barcelona, 1956) is the International News Editor of the newspaper Público, a position he has held in four other Spanish newspapers. He was a correspondent in Moscow (1987-1992) and in Washington (1992-1996). As a special envoy, he has covered the massacre in Tiananmen Square, the Soviet withdrawal from Afghanistan, the wars in Cambodia, Armenia and the Middle East, and countless superpower summits. He has published the book entitled Así no se puede vivir (That’s No Way to Live, Plaza&Janés, 1992) on the fall of the USSR, and he writes the blog El tablero global (blogs.publico.es/eltableroglobal).

			The world has been enmeshed in a second Cold War since the first year of the 21st century. This one is as merciless and destructive as the first one, but now it is multilateral. It does not pit two superpowers against each other, rather a myriad of minor powers are vying for the remains of the planet. Instead of a bilateral clash between the capitalist and communist blocs, we are now witnessing multiple conflicts and alliances with variable geometries, each of which depends on the specific economic and territorial interests in dispute. 
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			We have arrived at this situation of global chaos – when we expected to achieve a “new world order” – as a result of the new Islamist threat from Al Qaeda, which led Bush to declare a “war against terror” that was both boundless and impossible to win. Other catalysts include the planetary geostrategic reshuffling resulting from the disintegration of the USSR and the powerful upsurge of China; the rise of numerous emerging powers, led by India and Brazil; the catastrophic international financial collapse triggered by unbridled neo-liberalism; and the earliest effects of climate change brought about by disproportionate industrial development which is attempting to offset a globalisation that has failed due to the avarice of the multinational corporations.

			The consequences of the first of these phenomena seriously thwarted freedoms and human rights: from torture in secret prisons and indefinite arrest with the right to neither defence nor trial (committed by the state that has always prided itself on being guided by the original democratic principles) to the numerous encroachments into individuals’ legal protections (violation of privacy, suspension of judicial guarantees, massive spying on citizens, etc.) that all countries have adopted – beginning with those that had stood out for respecting them for the past century – with the proclaimed purpose of dealing with a terrorist enemy that has no visible leader, or known lair, or predictable battle front.

			We have arrived at this situation of global chaos precisely when we expected to achieve a “new world order”

			The “war against terror” has also given authoritarian regimes carte blanche to embark on their own dirty war with the alibi of combating fanaticism, in which the most horrible abuses have multiplied all over the world. Abu Ghraib, Bagram and Guantanamo are nothing more than the tip of the iceberg of a gigantic planet-wide gulag, as the US government itself has been turning suspects (the so-called renditions conducted by the CIA’s secret flights) over to countries known for their brutal interrogations of the accused... with the clear intention of fostering these practices.

			Barack Obama has stood out for his gush of rhetoric defending the restoration of the empire of law, but his deeds lag far behind his words: not only is Guantanamo still operating after the promised closure date, but the prisoners are still being subjected to military commissions and the White House has announced that dozens of them will remain imprisoned indefinitely, with no accusation, trial or ruling, because of their (undemonstrable) “dangerousness”. Furthermore, the American president made it clear from the start of his mandate that the renditions will continue and that none of the perpetrators of the aforementioned torture practices – like waterboarding – will be accountable before the justice system, even if this ignominy is formally investigated by a special prosecutor. This sets an abominable precedent of wholesale official impunity for those who commit crimes against humanity under orders from the executive of a democratic country.
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			So it is logical that the other major superpower today has free rein to confer official status on similar barbarities. In Beijing and other large cities in China, there is a proliferation of what are called ‘black jails’ operating secretly. They harbour thousands of citizens – kidnapped right off the streets by their countrymen-cum-agents – for having dared to publicly denounce abuses like political corruption or police brutality. Likewise, the Chinese government is harshly repressing the popular uprisings by Tibetans and Uighurs, justifying its acts with arguments that are the carbon copy of those wielded by neo-con theoreticians when violating constitutional guarantees for the sake of upholding national security. It is incomprehensible to Chinese government leaders that they are reproached for censuring the Internet, persecuting dissidents and curtailing individual rights when the West is using harsh police measures and similar restrictions to deal with fundamentalists, and even to stop the avalanche of immigrants fleeing from misery.

			In China there is a proliferation of ‘black jails’ operating in secret

			Nor can we grasp the ferocity with which the Israeli army attacked Gaza a little over a year ago – using white phosphorus against civilian targets, massively bombarding densely populated areas and even shooting people waving white flags, according to numerous reports from humanitarian organisations and the UN – unless we frame the implacable Operation Cast Lead within a climate of warlike solutions to any conflict. This doctrine was imposed by the Bush administration during its invasion of Iraq with the active complicity of other political leaders like Blair. Only in this atmosphere of the militarisation of international relations can we comprehend that the Israeli government feels that it can legitimately impose a horrifying collective punishment against the people of Gaza.

			It is symptomatic that even today the majority of Israeli citizens are unable to accept that the infernal situation to which the Palestinian people are subjected not only stirs up public opinion worldwide but also poses the greatest threat to the Jewish State itself... in addition to serving as the perfect excuse for Osama bin Laden to keep up his murderous activities. It is noteworthy that the leaders of Al Qaeda long ago abandoned their early calls against the tyrannical regimes of the Muslim countries to focus their harangues on “the US support of Israel”. They are (or might be) in remote Northern Waziristan, but they seem to see the outpouring of indignation from the 1.8 million Muslims over what is happening in the occupied territories and the Gaza Strip much more clearly than the Israeli leaders do.

			The complexity of this second Cold War often conceals terrible phenomena that seem to be collateral to the widespread world upheaval, but that in fact are transforming the world geopolitical balance. One of the hotspots is Latin America, where we took for granted that democratic normality would reign until the coup d’état in Honduras shook us out of our reverie and showed that regardless of what Obama says, Washington is still willing to place its geostrategic ambitions before any ethical principle or popular interest.

			A handful of Latin American countries’ alignment with the USA is so blatant on this battlefield between Uribe and Chavez support ers that the media often miss the proportions. While the entire international press was all abuzz because 1,900 shops in Venezuela had been “shuttered” (almost all of them within 24 hours as an administrative sanction for multiplying prices after the devaluation of the Bolivar) by the “enlightened” president of Venezuela, not a single media mentioned the discovery of a mass grave with 2,000unidentified corpses in the Colombian town of La Macarena. The grave contained the corpses of the people who had been murdered and deposited there by the Colombian army and the security forces during the campaign of “false positives” committed by the military and paramilitary forces with the purpose of securing promotions and rewards by murdering masses of civilians and pretending that they were guerrillas killed in combat. This crime against humanity, a pogrom of peasants in which working-class leaders, unionists and prominent local citizens were singled out for extermination, does not appear to be among the priorities of any Western government because it is yet another nuisance on the global scene, which is already messy enough. To Washington, it is much more important to set up seven strategic military bases on Colombian soil than to concern itself over what seems to be the largest genocide ever perpetrated by government armed forces since what happened in Cambodia with Pol Pot. The number of corpses found in this one grave in La Macarena exceeds all the people who vanished during Pinochet’s dictatorship in Chile... and in Colombia there are hundreds of mass graves – hopefully smaller than this one – yet to be unearthed.

			Now repressive governments are busying themselves pursuing those who condemn their abuses

			Another iniquitous case is that of the Sudanese president, Omar al-Bashir, whom many African leaders decided to protect in response to the arrest warrant issued by the International Criminal Court under the accusation of war crimes and crimes against humanity in Darfur. Both the African Union and numerous democratic governments in Africa have chosen to stand behind the mastermind of a staggering human catastrophe instead of helping the court to put an end to these mass murders that have led to millions of displaced persons.

			The prospects are dim. The 2010 Human Rights Watch report warns that repressive governments are now busying themselves pursuing those who condemn their abuses and violations, to kill the bearers of this dreadful news. It is shocking to see how in countries we regard as allies, suppliers of indispensable resources (such as energy) and trade partners, crimes against humanity are being perpetrated that we swore almost 70 years ago never again to tolerate. 
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			SUSAN GEORGE “The guilty are rewarded and the innocent are made to suffer”

			BY ÁLEX VICENTE

			For over four decades, Susan George (Ohio, 1934) has been advocating on behalf of another world, one as globalised as today’s yet more socially conscious and sustainable. The founder and honorary president of the alterglobalist organisation ATTAC, she holds that we have not yet seen the worst of the crisis. “Today’s slump is the harbinger of a more serious phenomenon,” claims George, who is fiercely critical of how the governments and international organisations have managed the crisis. A resident of Paris since the 1960s, she is the president of the Amsterdam-based Transnational Institute. George holds a degree in Political Science and in Philosophy. She has a PhD in Political Science from the prestigious École des Hauts Études en Sciences Sociales (EHESS) in Paris. Several of her books, such as The Lugano Report (1999) and Another World is Possible If (2004) have been seminal in the alterglobalist movement. She is now putting the finishing touches on a new book about the crisis.
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			What’s your take on the situation today, more than a year and a half after the Lehman Brothers tanked? First of all, we need to really open our eyes. This seems to be merely a financial crisis, because that’s all the newspaper headlines are talking about. But actually this crisis is eclipsing others which are equally serious, such as a social crisis triggered by rising inequalities, and an ecological crisis that urgently needs to be solved. We shouldn’t let ourselves be fooled: just because the stock market stabilises doesn’t mean that all our problems are solved.

			How would you rate the measures adopted by governments around the world? The people governing us haven’t understood a thing. Government aid has helped a tiny minority. The G-20 has tried to go back to the pre-crisis situation as quickly as possible. The worst part is that the banks have received hundreds of billions of euros with nothing in exchange, no strings attached.

			What should have been done? What we have today is a system organised into four concentric circles in this order: finances, which encompass and determine everything, followed by the economy, society and the environment. I think we should invert this hierarchy. The environment should come first, because it is impossible to fight against nature. Then the economy and finances should serve society, not the opposite. We should begin by nationalising the banks. The goal is not just to get the executive branch to manage them, but to require them to grant loans, which should be a public good, especially to companies or private individuals with environmentally-friendly projects. In the 1950s, half the credit was earmarked for finances and the other half for the real economy. Today the proportion is 80% for finances and 20% for the real economy. How can we turn the world around with these figures?

			Would you say that there has been a return to protectionism and regulation after many years of unbridled free trade? On the contrary, I think that there has been minimal protectionism. Even the General Manager of the WTO [World Trade Organisation], Pascal Lamy, has acknowledged this. The measures adopted have had absolutely no influence on free trade on a global scale. Yes, trade has slumped, but only because consumption has dropped: people don’t have money so they tend to buy less. The states have adopted initiatives, but that’s not synonymous with protectionism. What the states have done is find the money, but only by getting us all in debt, especially young people. Sometimes we seem to forget that this money has not fallen from the sky... 

			In the past, times of crisis have served to make inroads on social matters. Will the current crisis allow this to happen as well? I don’t think that’s very likely. It did happen during the Great Depression in the 1930s, but only because the United States had a man like F.D. Roosevelt as President. Unfortunately, Obama is not a new Roosevelt. He is impressed by powerful people, whereas Roosevelt did not let himself be intimidated, perhaps because he came from the same social class they did. He knew that they were predators. Roosevelt said something that has always stuck with me: “This social class hates me. And I’m proud of their hatred”. Obama would never say anything like that. He does not know how to impose himself, and he limits himself to delivering eloquent speeches. My theory is that there will be no social progress, that unemployment will keep rising and that the stimulus plans will have no long-term impact.

			“Obama is not a new Roosevelt; he is impressed by powerful people”

			Obama gave his implicit support to the “Green New Deal” that you proposed back in 2007. Yes, a lot of people have been using this expression lately, including Obama. Still, unfortunately no one dares to put it into action. We have to make massive investments in a green economy, beginning with the automobile industry, public transport and the development of sustainable energies. Not just out of respect for the environment, but also because it would be a source of jobs that could not be offshored to Asia.

			Would this shift towards green be enough to stop financial capitalism from spinning out of control? It would be an important first step which would have to come hand in hand with a tax on financial transactions – the so-called Tobin tax –, increased fiscal pressure on multinationals and the reforestation of the Southern states in exchange for debt cancellation. And the most important part: closing tax havens once and for all. As of today, eight million people hold 37.8 trillion dollars. The problem is not that there is no money in the world, but that the money is squirreled away. 

			Would you say that the onset of this crisis has accelerated the trend towards what is called ‘deglobalisation’, to use your colleague Walden Bello’s term? Things have happened that point in that direction. In Latin America, organisations like ALBA [Bolivarian Alliance for the Americas] have appeared. And the Asian countries have drawn closer to each other and are beginning to negotiate the creation of a single currency for the entire continent. The crisis is pushing forward the recent trend towards regionalisation, but still I think it’s too early to talk about deglobalisation. When investment goes back to pre-crisis levels, everything will be exactly the same as before. The most reliable countries will be winning the game.

			In 2001, right in the midst of the Social Forum in Porto Alegre, you stated that you did not want the so-called ‘global accident’ to arrive, using philosopher Paul Virilio’s expression, because it “would be accompanied by enormous human suffering”. Paul Virilio still believes we’re not there yet, that another more serious episode is yet to come. I pretty much agree with him: we haven’t seen the worst yet. In any case, we are not too far from what Hobbes called “the war of all against all”. The class struggle is still totally relevant. The rich are getting richer and the poor are getting poorer. The differences have become almost obscene, to such an extent that a debate should get underway on pay disparities. If the worker on the lowest rung of the hierarchy receives 1,000 euros per month, is it fair for the executive to earn 50,000? In the United States, a corporate executive earns between 400 and 500 times what a low-tier worker earns. Citizens are furious and indignant, and they’re right. To solve the crisis, the guilty have been rewarded and the innocents have been made to suffer.

			Are we witnessing the definitive failure of the welfare state? My generation was convinced that the welfare state was an achievement by the wealthy countries that the poor countries would eventually copy. Boy, were we wrong! Today we are witnessing a reversion towards the brutal capitalism of the 19th century, and the leaders are doing nothing to stop it. We are governed by ostriches who bury their heads in the sand.

			In recent years, your point of view has been labelled outdated. How did you feel when you saw that time revealed you to be right? It was not a time of intellectual satisfaction, if that’s what you’re asking me. I have been sure that I’m right for 30 or 40 years. Criticism doesn’t faze me. I’ve always thought that when the majority is fully convinced about something, it must mean that they’re wrong.

			Nicolas Sarkozy said that “capitalism must be moralised”. Is that an impossible mission? Obviously it is. It would be like moralising tigers. Tigers have their own particular nature and we cannot tame them. No one would dream of asking a tiger that eats any small children who get near it not to. The same holds true with capitalism. To moralise capitalists they’d have to be put in a cage. Sarkozy is an opportunist, but he has an amazing ability to capitalise on the political climate. For example, he has seen that ecology is no longer a banal issue for citizens and has taken measures that the Socialist Party, which is in the dark about the situation, hasn’t even considered. I don’t know if PSOE [Spanish Socialist party] is even worse than French socialism, but it’s definitely a close race. The problem is that we can’t wait any longer: somebody has to start this green revolution. And if it has to be the Right, so be it. The party that grasps this will win elections until eternity.

			“We are witnessing a reversion towards the brutal capitalism of the 19th century”

			You criticise the fact that ‘anti-globalisation’ is confused with ‘alterglobalisation’. What’s the difference? We alterglobalisation proponents are profound internationalists, so we have nothing to do with the anti-globalists. The problem is that the globalisation we have experienced is neoliberal by definition. In other words, the concepts are being confused. I think globalisation would be fantastic if the rules of the game were different. In fact, I’ve always said that I’m in favour of the market, but what we need to do is change the rules regulating it. The problem is when capital has all the rights and workers have very few, so they just resign themselves to becoming mindless consumers.

			How would you take stock of ATTAC’s twelve years of existence? Is this kind of citizen coalition still the only way to change the world? ATTAC has been a thrilling experience despite the countless internal problems we have had. There is always a small dose of disappointment in all the projects we conduct, but we have achieved major strides. We do not subscribe to a utopian dynamic, as I sometimes hear. We are totally realistic, and this has been proven over time. Today the principle of the Tobin tax is supported by such important figures as Angela Merkel and Gordon Brown. In France, we managed to derail the European constitutional treaty. Obviously, the European Union did not accept that, because there is no true democracy in Europe.

			What advice would you give students who are finishing their degrees in the next few years? The fact is that things will not be easy for them. The last thing I’d want is to be young again. Young people today will witness fairly unpleasant things, but you can fight to try to change things by joining a union or organisation. Alone you’ll accomplish nothing. I would also tell them to study what they are interested in and not what’s handy. We tend to be good at the things we love.

			Why keep fighting if everything pushes us to be pessimistic? Because I don’t think in terms of optimism and pessimism. What I have is hope. And I say that in a highly rational way. We have historical proof that things change. You never know which factor will change a system, so we have to keep fighting until we discover it.

			Where does your activism come from? Are you from a working class family? Actually the opposite, I come from an upper-class American family, even though I was raised in a mainly working-class city in Ohio. When I was young, I realised that the leaders had no ideas, no conversation, no interests. And I understood that I didn’t want to spend my life going to parties, cocktails and gala dinners. I thought it was excruciatingly boring. And I didn’t want to spend my life bored; I wanted to do something useful for society. And that is what I hope I’ve done. 

			+INFO

			Página oficial en TNI (Transnational Institute) www.tni.org/es/users/susan-george

			International ATTAC Network www.attac.org

			elpais.com Los internautas preguntan www.elpais.com/edigitales/entrevista.html?encuentro=2759
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			Countering terror with justice

			Esteban Beltrán

			Esteban Beltrán has been working for human rights around the world for more than 25 years. Since 1997, he has been director of the Spanish section of Amnesty International, which has more than 50,000 members. He has lived in the United Kingdom, Argentina and Ecuador, and has been a researcher into human rights violations for Central America, director of the Amnesty International Secretariat Office and participated in over 20 research missions in several countries. He is professor of Conflictology at the UOC.

			www.estabanbeltran.com

			The so-called ‘war on terror’ has represented a setback in the struggle for human rights. States have resorted to, and continue to resort to, prohibited practices in the name of national security. The worst thing is that practices such as forced disappearances, torture and abuse have re-established themselves among us. 

			Khaled al Masri is a German of Libyan descent. In December 2003, he was kidnapped in Macedonia, interrogated, tortured, and taken to Afghanistan where he was handed over to the US forces who continued to interrogate and mistreat him. This went on for five months, after which they abandoned him on a roadside in Albania without accusing him of any crime or taking him to court. Khaled al Masri is one of the few known cases of prisoners being held captive in the CIA’s secret locations. His terrible ordeal is over, but many other victims of extraordinary rendition – we don’t know how many – need activists from around the world to mobilise on their behalf.

			Following the attacks of 11th September 2001, Europe has been home to secret prisons run by the CIA where detainees have been the victims of forced disappearance, keptin conditions amounting to torture and subjected to abusive interrogation techniques. 

			In August 2009, revelations came to light that led Amnesty International to call for the Polish and Lithuanian authorities to investigate reports that the CIA had been secretly holding and interrogating “high-value” detainees at facilities within their territory until late 2005.

			Today, Guantanamo remains one of the most visible symbols of torture and abuse, and must be closed down immediately. Eight years after the first prisoners arrived, and in spite of worldwide outrage and the US authorities’ desire to close the camp, some 198 people are still being held in Guantanamo, most of them without charge and with no hope of a fair trial. Detained illegally, they languish in inhuman and degrading conditions, even those whose release has now been authorised. “I am being kept in a cage like an animal. Nobody has asked me if I am human or not”, declared Wazir Mohammed, an Afghan taxi driver who had been held at Bagram and Guantanamo when he was released in 2003.

			Torture. As a result of years of “war on terror”, hundreds of thousands of people are still being arbitrarily detained, either in prisons, detention centres or under house arrest. The US government has admitted to carrying out torture and reserves the right to do so again. 

			Europe has been home to secret prisons run by the CIA since 9/11

			The European Union has a responsibility to question detentions that are contrary to international law. In recent years, international institutions such as the European Parliament have requested that Europe opposes the growing acceptance of illegal practices in the name of the “war on terror” and supports the closure of Guantanamo. Measures such as the international protection of stateless detainees or those who can’t be repatriated due to the risk of torture or persecution in their countries of origin, would constitute a significant gesture by the EU. When the EU states that the war on terror cannot justify human rights violations it must prove that this is not just empty talk.

			Diplomatic guarantees. Some states have returned their detainees to places where they run the risk of enduring torture and abuse, and in certain case accept the “diplomatic guarantees” that they won’t suffer human rights’ violations. These guarantees have proven unreliable and had grave consequences for the people affected. They are not worth the paper they are printed on. 

			States such as Spain, Italy, Denmark, Germany and the United Kingdom were willing to use “diplomatic guarantees” that were impossible to fulfil, and gave them as justification for deporting terrorist suspects to countries where they were in real danger. In Turkey, the sentences meted out according to antiterrorist laws were often based on insubstantial or unreliable evidence. The secrecy surrounding the application of anti-terrorist measures in the United Kingdom led to unfair trials. The Spanish government itself extradited the Chechen citizen Murat Gasayev to Russia in 2008.

			Amnesty International opposes the use of “diplomatic guarantees” as they imperil the worldwide prohibition of torture and abuse, and, in particular, insists on the absolute and unconditional duty not to hand anyone over to a country where would run such risks. 

			Impunity. The victims of US policies and practices and those of other countries in the “war on terror” mustn’t be forgotten. There can be no justice without accountability. 

			Likewise, the victims of torture and other abuses, often motivated by race or identity, and used to obtain confessions, have been let down by a justice system which doesn’t hold to account those responsible for guaranteeing security and the rule of law. 

			Among the most frequently encountered obstacles to accountability are the lack of immediate access to legal representation; the lack of investigation by public prosecutors; the victims’ fears of reprisals; light sentences meted out to police officers found guilty, and an absence of independent systems with the necessary resources to follow up complaints. In countries such as Bosnia and Herzegovina, Spain, Greece, Kazakhstan, Russia, Turkey, Ukraine and Uzbekistan, these obstacles may foster a culture of impunity for the security forces, with varying degrees of intensity and severity.

			The responsibility of Spain. The base at Guantanamo has been the destination and origin of CIA flights carrying out secret detentions, extraordinary renditions and US military flights with some 200 prisoners who stopped off in Spanish territory and passed through Spanish air space, for which permission is required. At the end of 2008 it was known that the Spanish government authorised the use of Spanish military air bases to transfer these prisoners on a dozen planes from January 2002 until 2007.

			Just like other European governments, the Spanish government has taken its first steps towards offering humanitarian protection to some of the Guantanamo detainees who cannot be returned to their home countries due to the risk of new human rights violations. The arrival of a Palestinian citizen to Spain last February is good news, but we must remain alert to ensure that he is welcomed with all the guarantees and that his human rights are respected. 

			+INFO

			Amnistia Internacional Espanya www.es.amnesty.org/index.php

			El País, entrevista a Esteban Beltran tinyurl.com/yey2lgz

			Podcast presentación del libro Derechos torcidos de Esteban Bertrán tinyurl.com/yj5f34q
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			Che Guevara’s grandchildren

			Javier Otazu

			Javier Otazu (Pamplona, 1966) has been the EFE Agency bureau chief in Peru since 2008. He was previously the director of the Middle East bureau, with its headquarters in Cairo, and worked in the bureau in Morocco. In Latin America, he has been a special envoy to the recent earthquake in Haiti, and to Bolivia, Cuba and Trinidad and Tobago. He covered the last war in the Lebanon, the aftermath of the war in Iraq, the fall of the Taliban in Afghanistan, and was a special envoy to Syria, Saudi Arabia, Yemen, Jordan, the Western Sahara, Iran, Pakistan, Equatorial Guinea and a number of countries in post-communist Eastern Europe.

			In the middle of September 2008, picket lines of coca growers, peasant farmers and lorry drivers besieged the prosperous city of Santa Cruz, the cradle of Bolivian autonomism, which opposes Evo Morales’ government tooth and nail. The picketers were Aymara men and women loyal to the Bolivian president and who had come from the altiplano or emigrated decades ago to work near the productive plantations on the fertile plains of Santa Cruz; they threatened to storm the city with weapons and break up the prosperous trade fair due to be held there a few days later.

			I was travelling with a Peruvian photographer, who was as white as me and the hated cruceños, when I was arrested at a crossroads outside Santa Cruz and put on trial before a people’s assembly. Although we identified ourselves as reporters, we aroused the suspicions of those Indios, who are accustomed to the centuries-old manipulation by the white man, which is so often achieved by documents and papers. “Couldn’t these men, who are supposedly journalists, be spies sent by the blood-sucking cruceño oligarchs?” asked a unionist, and they all nodded in agreement while they chewed their coca leaves. This mixture of assembly and people’s court lasted for three hours, everyone who wanted to had the chance to speak and, after a raised-hand, unanimous vote, they decided to release us under the condition that we tell the truth. 

			I bring up this anecdote because I believe that it encapsulates certain characteristics of what has come to be called the new Latin American left: more or less horizontal movements, free of hierarchies, reflecting the pride of the copper-coloured race. These movements, which have emanated from the fields and roads, and renounced the armed struggle, can still send shockwaves through a government, although, at other times, they may decide to form an alliance with it, as happened at the time in Evo’s Bolivia.

			A bit of history. In 1993, the prestigious Mexican political scientist Jorge Castañeda certified the death of real socialism on the American continent in a famous article, particularly following the defeat – this time at the ballot box – of the Nicaraguan Sandinista National Liberation Front in 1990. He was right up to this point. However, when he predicted the peaceful conversion of the entire continent to the cause of the free market and liberal democracy, he was wrong.

			Latin America’s ‘new’ left is championing a new cause: ‘indigenismo’

			On 1st January 1994, very shortly after this article was published, the Zapatista Army of National Liberation staged an uprising in Chiapas, in order to provide a voice for the forgotten people on the Earth. On the same day, the North American Free Trade Agreement came into effect, this great deal which, according to the Mexican sociologist Armando Bartra meant the following for his country: “exporting ruined farmers and importing farm produce”. This was no coincidence: Che Guevara’s grandchildren, the new left-wing movements found a new enemy to defeat in neoliberalism, after the financial institutions imposed a wave of adjustment policies on the continent in the 1990s, policies that failed to bring the much-promised wealth for all, and instead caused greater divisions on a continent already riddled with inequalities.

			It could be said that the main cause that had always mobilised the left – inequality – remained as valid as it always was. Except that now the old socialist and communistparties, who owe a debt to Marxism-Leninism or were admirers of Cuban Castrism, were no longer able to offer the poor people of Latin America the old ideological recipe which had proved so hard to digest in Russia and throughout Eastern Europe. The other political parties were also unable to rekindle the hopes of the dispossessed. At the end of the millennium, those who adhered to two-party systems were totally discredited – Uruguay, with the Blancos and Colorados; Colombia, with the liberals and conservatives; Venezuela, with COPEI and Acción Democrática – as were the old parties who played the card of authenticity and held a virtual monopoly, like the Argentine Peronist, the Peruvian APRA and the Mexican PRI.

			From the mid- to late-nineties, movements emerged in almost every country which, despite their great diversity, shared common traits. Although they weren’t short of theoretical models, they no longer defended Marxism-Leninism, meaning that the communist parties, which had previously expounded this doctrine, or claimed to do so, in all the left-wing movements, lost their force for good, tying in with the fall of the USSR. They didn’t follow a hierarchical or vertical structure either, but were made up of assemblies and adopted names such as ‘front’, ‘association’ and ‘coordinator’, with the decision-making process being shared among their members. They are championing a new cause: indigenismo. Whether it be Zapatism in Mexico, the Aymara in Bolivia or the CONAIE in Ecuador, in every case, the voice of the Indio, who was sidelined for centuries, contrasts with the left of the seventies and eighties, which was dominated by white intellectual elites.

			The movements share the need to abandon all dalliances with weapons. With the exception of Zapatism, which continued to cultivate the “army” epic and flirted with the idea of taking power by force, the new left generally accepts the political channels, which are not necessarily institutional, and struggle on the streets through marches, demonstrations, strikes, etc. The legatee of the movements that rejected military dictatorships (mothers and wives, Catholic movements, feminist movements…), it has prioritised struggle by society and on the street over the overthrow of governments, to the extent that some have warned of the risk of “NGOisation” and leaving the transformation of the state in the hands of the right.

			The price of popularity. It would be time-consuming to review, country by country, the way in which the left has flirted with, fought or conquered power, but it is interesting to look at what has happened in those countries where it actually has come to power.

			As the Spanish political scientist Mikel Barreda, lecturer in Studies in Law and Political Science at the UOC and the UOC-IDHC M.A. in Human Rights and Democracy, there is a clear gap between the model represented by Chile, Brazil and Uruguay (basically democratic) and the one in Venezuela, Bolivia and, with some variations, Ecuador (basically populist).

			The former have made a firm commitment to the parliamentary party system and the liberal economic system with some Social-Democrat style “brakes” or amendments. As far as populist governments are concerned, they take power and begin to verbally undermine verbally the legitimacy of the system with terms such as ‘bourgeois democracy’, ‘formal democracy’ and similar epithets that Chávez is so fond of using. 

			Chávez and Evo’s rhetoric garners much popularity but it drives away businesspeople and terrifies the rich

			And it is not only the terminology, then come the re-elections, the constitutional changes that are always to the benefit of the leader, the gag placed on the critical media, the continuous occupation of public space on compulsory radio and television programmes; the wholesale discrediting of democracy. Along with this political drift, there is also the statist temptation of the economy that proved so costly to the old left: when faced with the free market, these left-wing governments make a commitment to a strong, interventionist, clientelist state, which has sometimes managed to reverse the abusive gas and oil contracts (in Ecuador and Bolivia, for instance), but at the expense of driving away foreign investment and stifling private initiative by placing all kinds of obstacles in the way.

			If we gauge electoral results, they prove to be equally successful in both models: Hugo Chávez, Evo Morales and Rafael Correa have continued to win elections and referendums; but Luis Inázio Lula da Silva, Michelle Bachelet and Tabaré Vázquez have enjoyed extremely high popularity levels throughout their mandates, without their exercise of power seeming to have eroded their image. A recent visit to Peru by President Lula clearly showed how the charisma of the man transcended ideological boundaries: he concluded a series of meetings with the crème de la crème of Peru and Brazil’s business class at a luxury hotel, and it was impressive to see how the old trade unionist had them eating out of the palm of his hand with a simple and effective turn of phrase. However, as he left the hotel, Lula devoted precious minutes from his schedule to the 
nationalist Ollanta Humala, the hope of the Peruvian left, and made it clear, with a photograph of their meeting, that his heart is still firmly on the left.

			In comparison with Lula, Chávez and Evo’s rhetoric garners much popularity among the dispossessed masses but it drives away businesspeople, terrifies the rich and causes concern among the middle classes. In countries like these, which have such weak economic structures, brandishing threats against businesspeople isn’t a good idea for the future, when the price of gas and oil goes down and it becomes necessary to diversify sources of revenue and create wealth from something more than the subsoil.

			The relationship with the U.S. If anything characterises the Latin American left it is the mistrust, not to say dislike and hatred, of the northern gringo. Until relatively recently, any demonstration considered worthy of note in any street south of the Rio Grande ended with the burning of an effigy of Uncle Sam and flags bearing the stars and stripes. Along with the Arab world, this was perhaps the region of the planet where the Americans were the most widely loathed. 

			The policies of Ronald Reagan or, in more recent times, George W. Bush, with their brazen incursions into Nicaragua and Panama, or previously into Chile, amply justified this mistrust. Farid Kahhat, lecturer in International Relations at the Pontifical Catholic University of Peru, considers it a cliché that the Latin American left is anti-United States; for him, it has mainly been anti-Bush, justlike the rest of the world as a reaction to the US incursions into Iraq and Afghanistan.

			The less-unilateral and more respectful discourse of Obama has thrown the left on the continent into disarray

			To support his thesis, Kahhat remembers that the Obamamania that enthralled the whole world also had its time in Latin America. At the Americas Summit held in Trinidad and Tobago in April 2009, Barack Obama introduced himself to the Latin American leaders. The fact that Alan García and Álvaro Uribe fought to sit next to him at the gala lunch came as no surprise to anyone. Hugo Chávez also had kind words for the American president, although he ostentatiously presented him with the key book of the (old) left: The Open Veins of Latin America.

			However, the person who best defines the discomfiture of the left was the then Honduran president Manuel Zelaya, ejected from his palace and country just a few months later in an incident that is still a source of embarrassment to the continent. Zelaya, a newly signed-up partner of the Bolivarian Alliance (ALBA), spoke enthusiastically about Obama at a press conference: “He has won over Latin America”, he summed up. “He’s a man who has come to open the door to a dialogue that didn’t exist.” Such was the passion in Zelaya’s words that a journalist asked him which door he wanted to go through, the one opened by Obama or the one opened by ALBA. The Honduran became tongue-tied and didn’t know what to answer, as he was still under the spell of the American president.

			Zelaya’s attitude perfectly illustrates to what extent Obama has thrown the left on the continent into disarray: a less-unilateral discourse, which is more respectful and careful in approach. 

			On 12th January 2010, a terrible earthquake shook Haiti and killed 150,000 people, although the actual figure may never be known. Aid began to trickle in from around the world, in a haphazard and chaotic fashion. Overwhelmed by events, the Haitian government asked Washington to help it gain control of the airport. The airport started running again, and as a result American soldiers arrived to try and restore order to the streets of the country, thereby highlighting the paralysis and inefficiency of the UN soldiers.

			France and the ALBA trio – Raúl Castro, Chávez and Daniel Ortega – soon began to complain about the new “occupation” of Haiti by the United States. However, in the streets of Port-au-Prince people didn’t seem bothered by the presence of the boys of the empire, quite the contrary in fact. A piece of graffiti aptly summarised the feelings of the population: “Welcome USA. We need US occupazion”. 

			The United States was once the world’s policeman, and this always bothered the left and right. However, today it seems to have become the world’s plumber, and comes on the scene when the pipes burst their banks and nobody knows how to repair them. Whether the left likes it or not. 

			+INFO

			La Vanguardia: El giro hacia la denominada ‘izquierda nueva’ tinyurl.com/yhssocf

			El País. Fernando Lugo: “Es una victoria de la nueva izquierda latinoamericana” tinyurl.com/yl5o9v2

			Open Democracy: Latin America’s new left: dictators or democrats? www.opendemocracy.net/democracyprotest/latin_america_left_3947.jsp

			Revista Reflexiones: La “nueva” izquierda latinoamericana: características y retos futuros tinyurl.com/yz989fy

			Portal de información indígena indigena.nodo50.org/links.htm
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			BRUCE BIMBER “Technology will not change politicians”

			BY JORDI ROVIRA
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			Facebook, Twitter, YouTube, Flicker, Google, Yahoo, LinkedIn, MySpace… The digital environment is triggering new habits and bridging the physical distances between citizens, a phenomenon that fascinates experts all over the world. Bruce Bimber, a professor in the Political Science and Communication departments at the University of California, is one of them. He studies the role of the new technologies (he prefers to call them the ‘digital media’) in political participation and civic engagement in the United States, and contends that there are differences in civic engagement on either side of the Atlantic Ocean. The proportion of Americans who belong to some kind of social, civic or sports organisation is twice the rate in Europe and three times that in Spain.

			On a trip to Barcelona, Bimber reflected on how social movements reinforce democracies in his lecture entitled “Organisations and Political Participation in the Age of Digital Media”, which he delivered in January at the UOC’s research institute, IN3. “Classical theory states that in order to have a strong democracy you must have a strong civil society that is engaged in social movements, because they bring democratic values and get involved with the public institutions,” he says. But there is an exception to every rule. “The Spanish Transition did not have the ingredients it was supposed to have and took place in the absence of strong civic movements; that’s why it was so closely linked to and led by the institutions,” he states.

			Three decades later, democracy is consolidated in Spain and many other countries. So what role do the new technologies play in collective action? Bimber focuses his analysis on the United States. “Some young people are beginning to get involved in politics thanks to the new technologies, because ICTs allow them to do it on their ownterms instead of those used by the parties, lobbies or institutions.” 
“They can speak with their friends about the things they are concerned about and share their political affiliation on Facebook or send each other messages via Twitter on issues that interest them,” he continues. “For many of them, this is a more authentic way of getting involved in politics than traditional actions like donating money to a lobby or voting in the primaries.”

			This new kind of engagement is joined by the massive transmission of data and images via the Internet. “Now every citizen is a photographer and journalist by default; almost everyone carries a mobile phone with a camera in their pocket and can send information via the Web without the same responsibility incumbent upon a journalist,” he elaborates. But can this change the attitude of politicians, who sense they are being more closely watched? “I’d like to think so, but human nature doesn’t change. I can’t imagine politicians changing because of technology,” Bimber answers with a touch of scepticism. 

			“In China there are no massive demands for democracy online”

			Politicians might maintain the status quo, but social movements are indeed undergoing a profound change. Membership in organisations is not limited to NGOs like Greenpeace and Amnesty International, rather social networks and organisations are being created in the digital environment, “a highly interesting development because they break down the borders between people who share the same interests”. Another important point is the visibility of the Web, although Bimber warns that while “it’s easier for the different movements to publicise their demands, the competition for attention is also getting stiffer”. Precisely this vast number of actors operating on the Internet prompts one of its dangers: the tendency towards dispersion, with the exception of people who are deeply involved in a given issue: for them, technology only reinforces their cause. “For example, if you’re interested in climate change, you have loads of information available from all over the world and you can send it to and get in touch with the right people,” he contends.

			Although he acknowledges that the Web offers unparalleled speed in certain situations (“The earliest information on the earthquake in Haiti came via Twitter”) and that the Internet focalises the interest groups (“Some social movements only operate online because they know exactly whom they are targeting”), Bimber does not believe that digital tools are heralding a crisis in or the disappearance of the traditional media. “What is truly important in the digital media in the United States,” he contends, “is that they are not replacing politicians’ TV appearances. ” As an example, he cites Obama’s presidential campaign, which was successful mainly due to the 500 million dollars he raised via the Internet. “But how did they spend that money?” Bimber asks. “On TV commercials.”

			We cannot talk about the new technologies’ role in strengthening social movements without reflecting on dictatorships. “Many people hope that the new technologies will be a democratising force in authoritarian regimes like China, Iran and Cuba,” he says. “There is very little censure of online contents in Cuba, but they do control who has access to the Internet. In contrast, China censures both the contents and access to the Web.”

			Bimber is cautious as to whether the Internet will affect these regimes in the near future. “Many people thought that the new technologies would be much more threatening to these countries than they have really been,” he admits. But he then points out that in China, “there are no massive demands for democracy online, rather many people are using the Web to support the regime, Chinese nationalism and the Chinese identity as opposed to the West. And this does not exactly alarm the State,” he argues.

			What about developing countries? How will the digital environment affect future social and political movements? Bimber predicts a much more atomised setting in constant transformation. The last question, as a sort of epilogue, is brief and direct. Will the new technologies bring about a better world? “Not necessarily a better one,” he concludes, “but it will be a different world.” 

			+INFO

			Bruce Bimber website www.polsci.ucsb.edu/faculty/bimber/

			Articles Open Acces of Bruce Bimber (eScholarship- University of California) www.escholarship.org/uc/search?keyword=Bruce+Bimber+

			Los movimientos sociales en internet www.uoc.edu/web/cat/articles/castells/m_castells8.html
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			Goals in question

			Víctor M. Sánchez

			Director of the Law Programme at the UOC’s Law and Political Science Department; director of the Master’s Human Rights and Democracy UOC-IDHC

			Now that ten years has passed since the Millennium Declaration (2000), everything seems to indicate that at the pace we are going today, the objectives of lowering the levels of poverty, hunger and child mortality and improving maternal health, etc. will not be fully met by 2015. The reasons behind this situation are very complex. Ban Ki-moon, the Secretary General of the United Nations, has asked the heads of state and government from all over the world to attend a summit scheduled for the 20th to 22nd of September 2010 in New York. The purpose of the summit will be to analyse the situation and give a new impetus to the efforts to achieve the Millennium Development Goals (MDGs).

			The last report on the Millennium Goals (July 2009) set off alarms in United Nations organisations. For example, while between 1990 and 2005 the number of people living on less than $1.25 per day dropped from 1.8 billion to 1.4 billion, the economic crisis has led the number of people living under the threshold of poverty to rise between 55 and 90 million more than forecasted. The year 2008 also witnessed an inversion of the steady progress towards the eradication of hunger, which rose in the developing regions from 16% in 2006 to 17% in 2008.

			Obviously not all the figures on the Millennium Goals are negative. For example, in the developing countries as a whole, the attendance rate at primary schools has risen to 88% among school-aged children, an increase over the 83% recorded in 2000. However, this particular goal does not play a decisive role to measure the countries’ human development, as it provides no additional information on the quality of this education and its long-term impact on development, as do attendance rates in secondary school, which are not included in the MDGs.

			Generally speaking, lurking behind the stagnation in the goals to reduce hunger and poverty, as well as the other indicators, is the severe, worldwide economic and financial crisis. Some donor countries lowered their official aid for development budgets two years ago. Likewise, just as in previous crises, the states have resorted to protectionist measures in an effort to forestall drops in national production. And other factors like the rise in the price of essential medicines or foods at the local markets in less developed countries are negatively affecting progress towards achieving the Millennium Development Goals as a whole. Yet we must also consider other structural reasons behind the slow headway towards these goals and their future noncompliance. 

			The economic development agenda and progress in rights have been divorced from each other

			We should not forget that the harshest criticisms of the MDGs, as they were framed by the UN General Assembly in 2000, were levelled by human rights defenders. Even though at first the Millennium Declaration seemed to be grounded on a desire to improve the guarantees of certain fundamental rights, like the right to a decent life, the right to health and the right to education, the instruments designed to enforce and monitor the goals have suffered from an excessively economicist and aid-oriented methodology from the start.

			Setting quantitative goals to reduce poverty and hunger (to halve the proportion of people with income under one dollar per day between 1990 and 2015) or lowering the mortality rate of children under the age of five (by two-thirds between 1990 and 2015) seemed to be linked solely to injections of economic resources in the least fortunate regions of the planet through official development aid, external debt relief and improvements in the rules of world trade in order to facilitate exports from less developed countries to the richer ones. Consolidating the regulatory and political frameworks that a priori best ensure the medium- and long-term effectiveness of the most basic social needs and the trickle-down effect of wealth generated at all strata of society was relegated to secondary status under the new technocratic vein of the Millennium Goals.

			Just like in the 1940s, the economic development agenda and progress in human, civil, political, economic, social and cultural rights have once again been divorced from each other in the new Millennium Goals programme, instead of working in tandem. Thus, we have relinquished the possibility of cooperation between both spheres in order to make headway towards universal social justice. The downturn in economic growth spurred by globalisation and “charity” from the more developed countries is jeopardising attainment of the Millennium Development Goals, except for cases like China and India where the progress has more to do with internal development dynamics than with the world alliance to drive the MDGs.

			It is difficult to anticipate to what extent the next five years will help to nudge us towards attaining the Millennium Goals. Yet it is also questionable that the strategy of MDGs should attract the most attention from world human development programmes. Behind attainment the goals’ figures we cannot clearly discern the existence of global public policies that help to strengthen more disadvantaged countries’ capacity to shoulder their bulk of the responsibility for improving the social welfare of their own societies. There is no doubt that the developing countries should benefit from official aid for development, from the opening of Western markets to exports of their primary products, from debt relief – freezes on payments of external debt – and from a rise in the transference of financial and technological resources. However, none of these elements will be enough for them to emerge from underdevelopment if they do not come hand in hand with these states’ gradual shift towards guaranteeing certain basic civil and political rights, including the right to join trade unions and the national quest for ways of exercising public power that promote the general interest with guarantees.

			+INFO

			Declaración del Milenio www.un.org/spanish/milenio/ares552s.htm

			Objetivos de Desarrollo del Milenio www.un.org/spanish/millenniumgoals

			Plataforma 2015 y más. La situación de los Objetivos del Milenio a diez años para 2015 www.2015ymas.org/IMG/pdf/Anuario_2006_01_A_LASITUACION.pdf

			YouTube: Inmyname www.youtube.com/inmyname#p/a
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			New rights for new necessities

			Jaume Saura Estapà

			Jaume Saura Estapà (Barcelona, 1966) is the president of the Institute of Human Rights of Catalonia since 2004. He is a Doctor of Law, professor of International Public Law at the University of Barcelona and visiting professor at the Loyola Law School, Los Angeles. He has been an international observer of a number of electoral processes, in countries including South Africa, Palestine, Bosnia-Herzegovina and East Timor.

			Human rights are a series of faculties which enshrine the values of dignity, freedom and human equality and are recognised positively by legal guidelines. They respond to basic human needs, which are not static but change over time and with the evolution of societies. When we refer to ‘emerging’ human rights we talk about aspirations that have not been explicitly gathered in binding legal texts, but which constitute a coherent and legally viable response to the challenges and necessities of contemporary societies.

			Since the end of the Second World War, some 70 international instruments and conventions have been drawn up concerning the protection of human rights, beginning with the Universal Declaration of 1948. There is no need to underline the fact that, unfortunately, many of these documents are infringed to a considerable extent. In this context, it is legitimate to wonder about the whys and wherefores of demanding new rights and new instruments for human rights.

			If we look at history we will see that, in the 19th century, when people began to call for social rights in education, healthcare and in the workplace, civil and political rights had not yet been fully realised. Women, for instance, couldn’t vote in many countries until well into the 20th century. In the United Nations, during the seventies and eighties, people began to call for rights we refer to as ‘solidarity’ or ‘third-generation’ rights, in favour of peace, the environment and development, in spite of the fact that many member states were far from being democratic. Although the realisation of certain rights shouldn’t be an excuse to deny others, in accordance with the principle of indivisibility of human rights, in the same way, the lack of realisation of certain fundamental rights in some parts of the world should not stop calls for new human rights. In this regard, present-day societies are facing challenges which, at other times, were marginal or unknown, such as technological breakthroughs, underdevelopment, globalisation and environmental deterioration. It is a question of providing a suitable response to these phenomena with an up-to-the-minute reading of traditional human rights .

			Emerging human rights are a legally viable response to the challenges of contemporary societies

			In this context, we highlight, as a programmatic text, the Declaration of Emerging Human Rights, adopted in Monterrey in November 2007. The Declaration includes a catalogue of some 50 rights, which have democracy as their linking thread, because all human rights can only be fully satisfied through democracy. Among the values enshrined in the Declaration we find the right to drinking water and sanitation; the right to a basic income; the right to ongoing and inclusive training; the right to peace; the right to live in an environment of cultural richness, of reciprocal knowledge and mutual respect among people and groups of different origins, languages, religions and cultures; the right to sexual diversity; the right to play an active part in public affairs; the right to universal mobility; the right to be consulted; the right to development; the right to science, technology and knowledge; and the right to truth and justice.

			The set of values is certainly heterogeneous and ambitious, but it is not devoid of realism, nor is it technically unviable. The jurisprudence of the European Court of Human Rights and other international bodies has proven that, if we wish, we can go way beyond the literality of the legal instrument in use. The ECHR has recognised different aspects of the right to the environment based on a broad interpretation of the right to a private and family life; and it has done the same thing with the rights of gay, lesbian and transgender people, based on the principle of non-discrimination and the right to privacy. The African Commission on Human and Peoples’ Rights has recognised and applied, in specific cases, the collective right to democracy and the right to permanent sovereignty over the natural resources of a people. The Inter-American Court of Human Rights has a wealth of jurisprudence pertaining to the specific rights of indigenous peoples .

			In short, the political will to make emerging rights a reality is what is required. We, the actors in civil society have the responsibility to foster them, but it is up to the public powers to transform them into existing and effective human rights. Meanwhile, they will be a utopia, which is no mean feat. Eduardo Galeano says that a utopia is like a mirage you see on the horizon, which, as we approach, moves a little further away. What is utopia there for if we can never achieve it? Well, it is there so we can walk. Emerging human rights make us walk towards a more just, more free and more inclusive society. 

			+INFO

			Institut de Drets Humans de Catalunya (IDHC) www.idhc.org/

			Declaració Universal de Drets Humans Emergents www.idhc.org/esp/documents/CDHE/DDHE.pdf

			Projecte de carta de drets humans emergents www.idhc.org/cat/documents/CartaDHE.pdf

			Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948) www.ohchr.org/EN/UDHR/Pages/Introduction.aspx

			Entrevista a Jaume Saura www.icev.es/entrevista_jaumesaura.pdf

		

	


	
		
			DOSSIER

			Human rights

			Master’s Degree in Human Rights and Democracy UOC-IDHC www.uoc.edu/masters

			Olga Martín Ortega

			Consultant of the Master’s on Human Rights and Democracy. Senior Research fellow at the Centre on Human Rights in Conflict, East London University

			...and multinationals 

			Over the past few decades, multinationals have benefited from an economic system based on privatisation and liberalisation and a legal system which provides them with important rights and limited obligations. One of the greatest challenges currently facing international law is how to provide legal responses to threats of economic globalisation and to develop suitable tools in order to regulate and sanction the behaviour of these organisations, which violate human rights and harm the environment in the countries where they operate.

			Miguel Ángel Martín López

			Consultant of the Master’s on Human Rights and Democracy UOC-IDHC. Director of Development Cooperation at the Córdoba County Council

			....and the food crisis 

			The world crisis has called attention to the fragility of human rights and had an adverse effect on the basic right to food. The crisis must also be resolved from the viewpoint of human rights, by reinforcing the protective mechanisms in the face of the new challenges and problems and allowing new, so-called ‘emerging rights’ to arrive on the scene. Particular notice needs to be taken of the rights of the most needy specific groups, such as indigenous peoples or peasant farmers.

			Aida Guillén López

			Consultant of the Master’s on Human Rights and Democracy UOC-IDHC. Secretary of the Human Rights Institute of Catalonia

			...and ‘Glocalisation’ 

			More than 50% of the world’s population lives in urban areas. It is in the cities where we live, work, rest, have children and die; where we enjoy our rights and where the most human rights’ violations occur. Global problems, such as poverty, social exclusion and corruption, are reflected and suffered in the local sphere. This is the phenomenon known as ‘glocalisation’. In order to tackle it, we need to strengthen the role of cities and sub-state governments in protecting and defending their citizens’ rights.

			David Martínez Zorrilla

			UOC’s Lecturer on Law Philosophy

			... and traditions 

			In our increasingly plural and multicultural societies, conflicts may arise between the universal nature of human rights and respect for the cultural and traditional traits of the different communities that live there. These traditions can be firmly rooted and demands for respect for human rights can be perceived as a cultural imposition by the West. It is very important to be able to offer solid arguments to justify human rights which can be accepted rationally by the members of any culture.

			Tomás Jiménez Araya

			Consultant and Lecturer of the Master’s on Human Rights and Democracy UOC-IDHC. Former civil servant of the United Nations Population Fund

			...and population 

			Population factors are important when advocating the application of human rights and formulating public policies to eradicating social inequities. There is a demographic dimension to inequality which manifests itself throughout the life cycle of people. The groups of the population whose most basic needs remain unfulfilled are the ones who suffer from the most human rights’ violations. Poor families have high levels of demographic vulnerability: higher unwanted fertility rates and low status of women.

			Ignasi Beltrán de Heredia

			UOC’s Lecturer on Labour Law

			Fundamental rights at work 

			The job contract can potentially involve major restrictions to many human rights. Workers are subjected to the organisational and managerial powers of the bosses thereby compromising their dignity and freedom. Although legal guidelines prevent workers from being deprived of their rights when they “cross the factory threshold”, it is also true that the contractual dynamic itself doesn’t always guarantee that such rights are universally proclaimed.
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			Gender, Culture and Human Rigthts 

			Thoraya Ahmed Obaid

			Thoraya Ahmed Obaid has been executive director of the United Nations Populations Fund (UNFPA) since January 2001 and has always been a staunch defendant of the rights and autonomy of women. She was born in Saudi Arabia and educated in Cairo. In 1963 she was the first woman in her country to be awarded a scholarship to study at a university in the United States, where she obtained a doctorate in English Literature and Cultural Anthropology. This text is an extract adapted for Walk In of her acceptance speech for the prestigious Louis B. Sohn Human Rights Award last 10th of December, on International Human Rights Day.
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			Today, 61 years after the adoption of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, we continue to struggle to bring human rights close to home for millions of people. This year marks two auspicious and historic occasions worth mentioning that have shined further light on the universal quest for human rights and human dignity for all.

			This year we commemorate the 30th anniversary of the United Nations Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women – the international bill of rights for the world’s women. And we celebrate the 15th anniversary of the International Conference on Population and Development that guides the work of UNFPA. And this year the General Assembly of the United Nations approved the establishment of a new gender entity within the context of the UN reform for coherence and harmonization.

			It was at this International Conference on Population and Development 15 years ago in Cairo that delegates from 179 nations, representing all cultures and faiths, proclaimed for the first time that everyone has the right to reproductive health. They also agreed that due to the responsibilities that women carry in the society and their reproductive functions, they had the right to reproductive health through the different phases of their life, free of violence and coercion. They asserted that this right is a foundation for the empowerment of women. They adopted in 1994 a clear goal of universal access to reproductive health by 2015, which the leaders of the world reiterated in their declaration in 2005 and which then became a target under Millennium Development Goal 5 on Improving Maternal Health.

			The right to sexual and reproductive health is fundamental to women’s empowerment

			Over the years, we have come a long way together. A total of four UN global conferences for women have helped galvanize a global women’s movement. The health, rights and participation of women are now proclaimed in various resolutions of the United Nations Security Council dealing with peace and security. As we work for the rights of women in conflicts and wars, we must remember that women give birth, bleed, miscarry, get infected with HIV, and also die regardless of war, flood, tsunami or drought. We must speak loudly against categorizing women’s special needs as development versus humanitarian. Women’s bodies do not recognize such differences; they function the same all the time.

			There is growing understanding that women’s rights are central to social and economic progress and to international peace and security. And there is greater commitment than ever before to engage women in conflict prevention and peacebuilding because women are the weavers of the fabric of families and communities. (…) Today 15 years after the Cairo Conference, reproductive rights are increasingly recognized as universal human rights. Don’t we all recognize as universal the suffering of a husband and family when a woman dies needlessly from complications of pregnancy and childbirth? Don’t we feel compassion for a young girl who gets pregnant because she lacked health information and services, and drops out of school? Don’t we share the pain of people who get infected with HIV and suffer stigma and discrimination? Don’t we understand the plight of a refugee or displaced person who has been raped but is too afraid, or too ashamed, to ask for help?

			Today more and more people believe that everyone has the right to sexual and reproductive health. There is growing awareness that everyone has the right to freely and responsibly determine the number, timing and spacing of their children, and to make decisions about reproduction free of coercion, discrimination and violence.

			The right to sexual and reproductive health is fundamental to women’s empowerment and gender equality; for if women cannot make such a basic decision, they would not be able to make decisions about any other aspect of their lives. This right is also essential to the prevention of HIV and the improvement of maternal health and stopping one woman from dying each minute, as occurs today, during pregnancy and childbirth. When a mother dies, the infant often dies but also the family unravels and all suffer the loss. It is high price to pay by families and communities and it is a small investment to make to ensure maternal health.

			The indicators on maternal death have not changed in the past two decades

			We know that there are 215 million women who would like to plan their families but have no means to do so and we know that many countries will not achieve MDG 5 on maternal health including the target of universal access to reproductive health by 2015. It is imperative that we all work together and ensure that the needed investment in reproductive health programmes, including family planning, is made and that our commitment is not impacted by the financial crisis or the funds needed for climate change. We agreed that women’s lives are worth saving and therefore we must protect the programmes that save their lives.

			This year, for the first time, the United Nations Human Rights Council adopted a resolution decrying the large inequities in maternal mortality and declaring that maternal health is a human right. Together with partners, UNFPA will continue to work to ensure universal access to reproductive health guided by the belief that no woman should die while giving life. Though we say that MDG 5 to improve maternal health is the mother of all the Millennium Development Goals, the indicators on maternal death and disability have not changed in the past two decades. So let us on this Human Rights Day commit ourselves to achieving the right of women to reproductive health including family planning.

			Today UNICEF, WHO, The World Bank and UNFPA are working together at the global, regional and country levels to end high maternal death rates in 60 countries. We feel that the goal is achievable if political will, leadership and investment are realized. As Executive Director of UNFPA, I have travelled to many corners of the world. As I have seen the challenges faced by women and families, I also have also seen hope and progress.

			Today more girls are going to school, taking important steps towards equality. Today after a devastating genocide, Rwanda has the highest percentage of women in parliament, and education and health standards are rising. Today Africa can boast its first woman Head of State, the fearless leader and human rights champion, Ellen Johnson Sirleaf, leading her country to rise from years of conflict and devastation.

			Today progress is being made to end harmful practices such as female genital mutilation and cutting, and the devastating childbirth disability of fistula. Throughout my tenure as UNFPA Executive Director, I have championed a culturally sensitive approach to promote the health and rights of women and young people. I have done so to bring human rights closer to individual’s lives and realities, as Eleanor Roosevelt said, to bring human rights closer to home.

			I believe that human rights cannot be imposed from the outside, to be lasting they must come from within. People must achieve their own human rights. Our role as development agents is to provide moral and material support. 

			+INFO

			UNFPA–Gender www.unfpa.org/gender/rights.htm

			54th session of the Commission on the Status of Women www.un.org/womenwatch/daw/beijing15/index.html

			The International Initiative on Maternal Mortality and Human Rights (IIMMHR) righttomaternalhealth.org/
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			SATISH KUMAR Without spirituality there is no future”

			BY GLORIA ZORRILLA

			A tireless activist who travels the world speaking out in favour of sustainability and commitment to the environment, Satish Kumar paints a picture of the future that is far from being a vision of looming catastrophe. Instead, he sees climate change and the economic crisis as positive challenges and a wonderful opportunity to change things and redesign our materialistic society. Editor of the prestigious journal, Resurgence, founder of Schumacher College in Devon (UK), author of a number of books promoting non-violence and holistic philosophy, Kumar has inspired a large number of ecological, spiritual and educational movements. “Earth, Spirit and Society” was the title of the brilliant speech which he gave at the First Congress on the EcoUniversity organised by the UOC last October.

			[image: 7.JPG]

			What is your vision of ecology? In Greek ‘eco’ means ‘home’. The planet is our home, and it is a place where everything is interrelated. ‘Logos’ means knowledge; that is, our knowledge of the planet, our home and the economy comes from ‘knosos’, management, managing our home. At universities today we teach economics, but not in-depth ecology. But how can you manage your own house if you don’t really know it? We don’t teach it because we don’t know it or understand it. Our culture is individualistic: “My car, my house, my...”. Even at university they teach you to be concerned with your own personal success alone rather than with the universal. 

			Perhaps we need to change our awareness. We have a very egocentric point of view. We think of nature in a utilitarian way: how it can be useful \ or serve mankind’s needs. If we shift from an egocentric point of view to one that is centred on the environment –ecocentrism – we would be taking a small yet major step for humanity. It is like going from C to A, a quantum leap. It sounds simple, but it would entail an enormous change. We have been brainwashed. It begins at primary school, then at secondary, at university, at work... There is a Cartesian point of view. As Descartes said, “I think, therefore I exist. I think, therefore I am”. 

			“Although it sounds paradoxical, this is a ‘good’ crisis”

			The West is going through the worst economic crisis since the Second World War. Although it sounds paradoxical, this is a “good” crisis. It is a time when we can stop, reflect and redesign our society, to seek out strategies to moderate consumption and economic growth as the sine qua non condition for lowering CO2 emissions. The recession and global warming are causing the economy and the environment to converge, and they are also forcing heads of state to think a little more. They gathered in Copenhagen, for example, (the UN Climate Summit in December) to decide how to deal with the future, and many presidents have invited Indian economists. Vandana Shiva, for example, is an advisor to Nicolas Sarkozy; even Zapatero relies on Indian consultants because they have a more holistic point of view. The Europeans move with only one foot, the Indians use both: ecology and economy. 

			Where are we going and how do you see the future? I am optimistic, but hope alone is not enough. We have to take action. We have to change our way of life and lower our consumption of fossil fuels so we do not rely so heavily on oil. We have to eat locally-produced products and strengthen the local economy and small businesses. Today when you go to the supermarket the food comes from all over the world. Transporting it from Africa to Spain requires huge energy costs that can be avoided by eating local products. Obviously, I am anti-globalisation. 

			Some people believe that the multinationals have brought wealth to Third World countries . There are more poor people in India every day. The money from the multinationals does not raise the purchasing power of the local poor. The multinationals have operated like this for more than fifty years, and the number of people living below the poverty line continues to grow. The only ones who benefit are the rich, who are getting richer all the time. Furthermore, producing consumer goods in India and then transport them to Europe and the United States only raises planetary warming. The transport of goods has to drop. The primary cause of global warming is global commerce because we are still dependent on fossil fuels. 

			Do you recommend a return to protectionist economic policies? I prefer to use the term ‘local economy’, which is more positive and more sustainable. I prefer that people move, not consumer goods. People come to Europe in search of work and eventually they settle down in the places where they work. 

			“The Europeans move with only one foot, the Indians use both: ecology and economy”

			Did Barack Obama deserve the Nobel Peace Prize? I know that the award surprised many people because Obama had not even been in office as president for ten months. But I think it was a good decision, because the next time he makes a decision he will have to think twice: first as the President of the United States, and secondly as a Nobel laureate. The prize will make him more aware of the role he has to play in terms of furthering peace. 

			Are you a disciple of Mahatma Gandhi? Yes, I consider myself to be his disciple of his, and if Gandhi were alive today he too would be against global commerce. He would support artisans, farmers and small local producers. Gandhi said two important things: “No to mass production and yes to production by the masses”, and also, “Be the change you want to see in the world”, which is to say act, participate. We all have to be leaders of small changes, meaning the grain of sand that we can each contribute. We have great potential and we have to unleash it. 

			Yours is a very spiritual vision. Don’t you think that as a concept Westerners might find it too abstract? All relationships are based on spirituality. The word ‘spirit’ comes from ‘to breathe’. We all breathe the same air: mankind, animals, trees... So we are all related by breathing. We are ecologists because of our love of nature and of people, not out of fear. Materialistic people work on the basis of fear: the fear of losing their material possessions. But if you are spiritual, in your view everything belongs to the whole world, you don’t own anything. How can you own nature, a river, a tree, the Earth? We belong to the Earth; the Earth does not belong to us. That is the essence of spirituality. In the West we live in a materialist society that lacks spirituality, and without spirituality there is no future.

			There are a lot of movements which criticise unbridled capitalism and advocate a way of life that is slower or more traditional. Do you think we are on the right track? I believe we are headed in the right direction. A lot of things are happening in the West. Every day there is more recycling, more cities have bicycle lanes, promote organic food, the Slow Food movement, consumers who are going back to shopping for food at traditional markets... In the future we need to move towards an economy which shows more solidarity, and for that to happen we need three things: imagination, creativity and ingenuity. This crisis is a good opportunity to redesign our economic system. It should help us to encourage creativity and the imagination to be able to develop a better society. So, instead of looking backwards, we must look forwards towards a future where science and spirituality go hand in hand. Einstein said that science without spirituality is blind, and spirituality without science is lame. The Eastern countries are lame and Western countries are blind. On our own we are all headed for the abyss, but if we work together we can make it. 

			+INFO

			Resurgence at the heart of earth, art and spirit www.resurgence.org

			Schumacher College - Transformative courses on sustainibilty www.schumachercollege.org.uk

			Peace Walk - Wikipedia  en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Peace_walk
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