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International Initiatives

The Copenhagen Summit:
A Victory for the World Bank?

William Felice

1DEL CASTRO CAN STEAL A SHOW BY JUST SHOWING UP. AT THE WORLD SUMMIT

for Social Development in Copenhagen in early March 1995, the talk of the

town was about Fidel. What would he wear? How would he act? And most
of all, how would he react to the Queen of Denmark? As the senior head of state,
Fidel would be seated next to the Queen at the Summit’s final banquet. Fidel quit
smoking a while back, but the Queen apparently is a chain smoker. There was
much speculation in Denmark as to how Fidel would act around the nicotine-
addicted Queen. In the end, according to press reports, they got along quite nicely.
Fidel wore a suit, and was on good behavior.

Despite the media’s superficial obsession with Fidel’s wardrobe, critical and
substantive debates on the contrasting approaches to overcoming global obstacles
to alleviating poverty were on display at the World Summit. Three of these
perspectives, analyzed below, are those from the official Summit of Nation States,
the Non-Governmental Forum of thousands of independent organizations from
civil society, and the World Bank contribution.

To adegree, these differences in outlook on issues of social development stem
from radically different definitions of the problem of global poverty. The World
Bank sees one billion people worldwide struggle to survive on less than one dollar
a day and therefore live in poverty (World Bank, 1995: v and ix). To many
Nongovernmental Organizations (NGOs), this statement represents “the Big Lie.”
The reality, according to them, is that over three billion people live in poverty and
suffer a life of misery.

The definition of the problem, of course, determines the solution. The World
Bank, having identified “astonishing success” in the development experience of
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the last 40 years, advocates a series of system-maintaining proposals. Numerous
VG Os. on the other hand, pointing to the “astonishing failure”
neoliberall economic paradigm of development, call for fundamental system
transformation. The official summit of nation-states primarily joined with the

in the prevailing

World Bank and was essentially interested in system maintenance, with minimal
reforms (o deal with extremes of social dislocations caused by neoliberal ceo-
nomic policies. These nations werc unwilling to act on the NGO proposals secking
fundamental structural change.

Examining these contributions in more detail provides a means to evaluate the
overallimpactof the Summit. Was this huge effort the tremendous waste ol money
that eritics charge? Or did it provide a needed forum for the world connmunity to
focus on issues of poverty and development and to begin to approach new
solutions to desperate problems?

System Maintaining and System Reforming:
The Official Summit of Nation-States

To supporters of the Summit, the Copenhagen Declaration, “The Declaration
and Programme of Action of the World Summit for Social Development,” agreed
to by the 120 heads of state gathered in Denmark represents the first step to a fairer
and more cquitable world. The poor got center stage at the summit and some real
commitiments were made. The nations that signed agreed (o incorporate social
coneerns into structural-adjustment programs and to consider the ratification of
certain International Labor Organization (ILO) Conventions. Inaddition, the right
to development and women’s rights were affirmed.

FFor the first time at such a high level, the international community committed
itsell 1o doing something about poverty. Commitiment 2 reads: “We commil
ourselves to the goal of eradicating poverty in the world through decisive national
actions and international cooperation, as an ethical, social, political, and cconomic
imperative of humankind.”2 Although there is neither a global monitoring by the
UL.N. system, nor a timetable for this international commitment to be met. cach
nation is to prepare a time-bound strategy at the national level. The hope is that
there will now be both the development of indicators to measure the eradication
of poverty and specific timelines to hold nations accountable.

20:20:3 Arguably, one of the most innovative proposals agreed to was the
20:20 initiative (Chapter V, #87, ¢). This proposal calls for 20% of Overscas
Development Assistance (up from some 10%) and 20% of national budgets of
developing countries (up from some 13%) to be devoted to providing basic social
services, including:

By the year 2000, universal access to basic education and completion of
primary education by at least 80 per cent of primary school-age children:
closing the gender gap in primary and secondary school education by the
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year 2005; universal primary education in all countries before the year
2015 (Chapter 11: #36, a).

By the yecar 2000, a reduction of severe and moderate malnutrition
among children under five years of age by half of the 1990 level (Chapter

I #36, .

By the year 2000, reduction of mortality rates ol infants and children under
five years of ages by one-third of the 1990 level... (Chapter II: #30, ¢).

Achieving food security by ensuring a safe and nutritionally adequate
food supply... (Chapter [1: #36, ¢).

Providing, on a sustainable basis, access to safe drinking water in
sufficient quantities and proper sanitation for all (Chapter 11: #36, 1).

By the year 2000, attainment by all peoples of the world of alevel c_.‘ _,Hom:__
that will permit them to lead asocially and economically productivelife, and
to this end, ensuring primary health care for all (Chapter 1I: #36, g).

The Summit agreed on the basic concept of 20:20 and endorsed its focus on
basic social needs. It is significant that the Summit approved this new pﬂnw:én:.
Itis a public acknowledgment of the magnitude of the m_og_._u._.oc_o_: c.» poverty
and the urgent need for action, These nations made a specific commitment to
provide a :oo.. of resources to meet basic human :mn%.. We gain from 20:20 a
yardstick, a mechanism to embarrass nations that ow::::o to mvn?_ more on
military and prestige projects than on meeting the basic needs of their people. In
that sense it can be viewed as a modest victory. However, there were very few
mechanisms adopted to guarantee that states would meet these obligations.

Third and Fourth World Debt: Some identified Africa and the least-developed
“fourth world” countries as potential “winners” at the summit. 005_:::@: 7 of
the Copenhagen Declaration states: “We commit o:..,ﬁm_<%.~.o accelerating the
cconomic, social, and human resource development of Africa and the least-
developed countries.”

The international community promised in paragraph (¢) to:

find effective, development-oriented, and durable solutions to the exter-
nal debt problem, through immediate implementation of the terms of a.og
forgiveness agreed upon in the Paris Club in December 1994, ,<_:.o:.
encompasses debt reduction including cancellation or other debt relief
measures.

Structural Adjustment Programs (SAP): In the preparatory Enos,zmm in New
York, the terms of addressing the structural adjustment programs of _.:o Bretton
Woods institutions had been agreed to. Commitment 8 reads: “We commit ourselves
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wo ensuring that when structural adjustment programmes are agreed to, they shoutd
include social development goals, in particular, of eradicating poverty, promoting full
and productive employment, and enhancing social integration.”

This was the first time that the U.N. recognized the need for SAPs to protect
people living in poverty from budget reductions on social programs and expendi-
tures. The socially disruptive nature of SAPs was recognized and a consensus
scemed (o emerge around the following: the elimination of subsidies for the rich
before cutting those of the poor; the reduction of military spending before social
spending; and the balancing of budgets without sacrificing the lives of future
generations. Unfortunately, the Programme of Action on how to reach the goals
of this commitment is not very concrete.

ILO Conventions: Observers noted that the language on employment agreed
to by the delegates was very strong. Commitment 3 states:

We commit ourselves to promoting the goal of full employment as a basic
priority of our economic and social policies, and to enabling all men and
women toattain secure and sustainable livelihoods through freely chosen
productive employment and work.

. HEm political noBS:E.mE to promote the goal of full employment as a basic
ﬁ:o:Q o.m economic policy comes after a decade of debate. It is thus seen by many
as an indisputable step forward. Further, commitment 3(I) states:

Pursue the goal of ensuring quality jobs, and safeguard the basic rights
and interests of workers, and to this end freely promote respect for
relevant ILO Conventions, including those pertaining to prohibition of
forced and child labor, the freedom of association, the right to organize
and bargain collectively, and the principle of nondiscrimination.

‘:.5 actions are formulated in strong, almost “binding,” language. Yet again
there is a lack of concrete steps to move toward implementation.

The Right to Development: Commitment 4 states:

<<m. 8555 ourselves to promoting social integration by fostering
societies that are stable, safe and just, and based on the promotion and
protection of all human rights, and on the non-discrimination, tolerance,
respect for diversity, equality of opportunity, solidarity, security and

participation of all people, including disadvantaged and vulnerable
groups and persons.

In the Programme of Action, 15(d) promotes the realization of the right to
ao/\.m_.owami — also agreed upon in Vienna: “through effective development
policies at the national level, as well as equitable economic relations and a
favorable economic environment at the international level.”
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Women’s Rights: The NGOs in the Women’s Caucus were exceptional in their
effectiveness in lobbying for their rights both in the preparatory process and in
Copenhagen. Women constitute the majority of the world’s poor, and gender
issues are integrated throughout most of the document. Commitment 5 states:

We commit ourselves to promoting full respect for human dignity and to
achicving equality between women and men, and to recognizing and
enhancing the participation and leadership roles of women in political,
civil, economic, social, and cultural life in development.

Section 5(c) says that delegates commit themselves to remove all obstacles to
women’s access to credit, and 28(b) notes a need to integrate “gender concerns in
the planning and implementation of policies and programmes for the empower-
ment of women.”

Notably, at least on the discursive level, the official agreements out of the
Copenhagen Summit break withradical “free market” ideology, sodominant since
the end of the Cold War. The official Summit rhetoric represents aretreat from the
extreme neoliberalism of the Reagan-Bush/Thatcher years and is clearly the result
of the worsening economic and social conditions in the less-developed countries.
Since the mid-1980s, it has been nearly impossible to challenge the neoliberal
agenda without being attacked as an anachronism. Perhaps the Summit will now
allow for a more open dialogue to occur on issues of equity and justice.

System Transforming: The NGO Forum

A widely divergent gathering of 2,400 NGOs from around the world partici-
pated in the NGO Forum during the World Summit. The NGO Forum brought
together small, local activist organizations with large, well-funded foundations
and “think-tanks.” These organizations represented a huge diversity in politics and
approaches toward poverty alleviation. Although there was a degree of isolation
of the NGOs (a separate conference center and a lack of dialogue between the
official delegate and the non-official NGOs), these nongovernmental organiza-
tions created a pressure that forced the nation-states not to abandon some of the
proposals outlined above (in particular the 20:20 proposal). In addition, the NGOs
produced an “Alternative Declaration™ that presents a stinging critique calling for
radical system transformation to meet the pressing needs of the bottom half of the
world’s peoples. It was quite an accomplishment to achieve broad unity among
these diverse organizations on the need for such fundamental change.

The Alternative Declaration calls on the Social Summit to address the
structural causes of poverty, unemployment, and social disintegration, as well as
environmental degradation. The NGOs reject the prevailing global economic
model, but do not suggest the imposition of another universal model. Rather, they
call for innovation at the locat level.s They believe that the economic framework
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adopted by the nation-states contradicts the objectives of equitable and sustainable
social development. The NGO declaration pronounces: “The overreliance that the
documents place on unaccountable open free-market forces as a basis for organiz-
ing national and international economies aggravates, rather than alleviates, the
current global social crisis.”

This crisis, moreover, is seen as severe. The Declaration and Program of
Action of the Social Summit, agreed to by governments, accepts outright the
World Bank’s poverty indicators. No independent assessment of global poverty
is devised. How did the World Bank arrive at the figure of one billion living in
poverty?6 They “estimate” that 18% of the Third World is “extremely poor’ and
33% is “poor.” The World Bank’s poverty line is set at a per capita income of one
dollar a day. Population groups with incomes in excess of one dollar a day are
arbitrarily identified as “non-poor.” Thus, the World Bank estimate for Latin
America and the Caribbean is that only 19% of the population is “poor.” To many
INGOs this is preposterous. Statistics indicate, for example, that over half of the
Latin American population live in intolerable poverty and upwards of two-thirds
ol the population of some countries live in “abject poverty.”7 In addition, the U.S.
Census Bureau estimates that 20% of Americans live below the poverty line. Is
the World Bank claiming that there are more “poor” in the U.S. than in Latin
America? Or have they created a false measure of “poor” that thereby distorts the
true level of destitution confronting millions? The “poor” in the Third World,
according to the NGOs, are not a minority group (as depicted by the World Bank),
but the majority. &

In addition, the World Bank figures do not assess the levels of poverty in
developed countries like the U.S. As a result, the social database used by the
nation-states in formulating their Declaration is flawed. The true figure of global
poverty is probably well over three billion people. Further, the World Bank and the
Declaration paint a picture where levels of life expectancy, literacy, access to basic
health care, and lower infant mortality in developing countrics seem to be
improving. Yet a number of NGOs documented how these achievements of the
postwar period have largely been reversed, and we are unequivocally witnessing
an increase in the levels of infant mortality and child malnutrition and a decline in
life expectancy. For example, in Mexico, one of the “success stories” of
neoliberalism, a dramatic increase in cases of malnutrition and cholera was the
result of the peso devaluations of the 1990s.

In numerous NGO workshops, calls were made (o open up the Bretton Woods
institutions to more accountability. “The Bretton Woods institutions must be made
transparent and accountable to civil society in both the South and the North.” The
NGOs condemned the interference of the World Bank and IMF in the internal
affairs of sovereign states. They further believe that the structural adjustment
programs imposed by those institutions have consistently undermined economic
and social progress by suppressing wages, undermining the contribution and
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livelihood of small producers, and placing social services — education and health
care in particular — out of the reach of the poor.

The NGOs were also critical of the “free trade theology” that is now so broadly
preached. They believe that trade liberalization through the General Agreement on
Tariffs and Trade (GATT) and the new World Trade Organization (WTO) creates
more losers than winners, and that the negative impact is disastrous for the poor
countries and the poor and working people of all countries.8 The NGOs hoped that
the Summit documents would establish a mechanism to examine the WTO.
Expectations were raised on the first day of the Summit when the U.N. secretary-
general, as well as the prime ministers of Denmark and Norway, acknowledged
that while the free market does generate wealth, it also creates social polarities. Yet
the final documents do not address the problems with the structures that underlie
the current international political economy.

Although the NGO rhetoric was adopted by the Summit, the content of S.m:
proposals was rejected. Phrases like “sustainable development” and “putting
people first” were heard constantly at the nation-state affair. Yet many NGOs felt
that these same governments had little interest in the hard questions that needed
to be asked to come up with new and innovative solutions. Despite the fact that
NGOs probably analyzed the documents more closely than the states themselves,
their suggestions were oftenignored. Northern governments, in particular, refused
to commit the resources necessary to accomplish the objectives of the Social
Sumimit.

NGOs raised a series of proposals, for example, to address the multilateral debt
owed by the poorest countries to the IMF and World Bank. As noted above, some
words on the debt can be found in the Summit’s final document. However, a
consensus among NGOs around the world conversant with these issues exists
regarding where to find the resources to address this debt. The NGOs believe that
these resources are available in the IMF’s gold hoard, a historical legacy that is worth
almost $40 billion, and in the accumulated profits of the World Bank now held in
reserve, totaling about $17 billion. Their proposalis very simple: use aportion of those
resources to buy back the debt owed to the IMF and World Bank by the severely
indebted low-income countries, mostly in Africa (Hontelez, 1995: 8).

To the chagrin of the NGOs, neither this debt proposal nor the Tobin ﬂx
proposal were seriously discussed at the Summit. Nobel Prize-winning @oozo@mﬁ
James Tobin suggests a tax on the international movements of speculative omn_.ﬁm_.
He proposes a tax rate 0f 0.5% on such transactions, but even a tax of 0.05% during
1995 to 2000 could raise $150 billion a year. The fund could address issues such
as famines, natural disasters, and resource depletion, i.e., the duties to aid the
deprived (UNDP, 1994: 70).

Overall, NGOs were critical of the Declaration because of the refusal of the
governments to focus on the structural causes of poverty and to provide oo:o_,.oa
plans for meeting lofty goals. The Declaration targets certain areas for attention
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without any examination of the funding requirements. A set of abstract goals
pertaining to basic education and health, life expectancy, infant mortality, child
malnutrition, etc., is to be achieved by the year 2000. Yet the report does not say
how these objectives will be met.

Further, the NGOs are critical that while the governments embraced the “free
market” as the most effective instrument of poverty alleviation, they refused to
address the structural problems that prevent a truly “free” market from operating.
The concentration of wealth and power in the hands of some 700 global corpora-
tions and banks will determine the fate of millions of people’s lives. Yet this issue
of wealth accumulation and control over powerful economic actors was not
addressed.

System Maintaining: The World Bank

The World Bank was all-pervasive at the Social Summit defending the status
quo. As noted, its figures on global poverty and its basic prescriptions for growth-
oriented economic policies were adopted by the official Summit. NGOs accused
it of “running away” and not engaging in an open dialogue with critics of Bank
policies, especially their “structural adjustment programs.” In fact, the air became
a bit tense. The World Bank Group was supposed to have its final discussion at
“Holmen,” the site of the NGO Forum, but it decided to move the meeting to “Bella
Center,” the site of the nation-state meeting, to prevent some NGOs from
participating.

The World Bank has now adopted the “people-first” rhetoric of the NGOs. It
describes the core of its mandate as the need to help countries reduce poverty
through sustainable growth and investments in people. World Bank publications
arc filled with statements that few could disagree with, such as:

Development must be people-oriented and include efforts to reduce
inequality and better manage economic change.... The goal of economic
and social development is to improve the lives of people everywhere —
reducing widespread poverty, spreading opportunities for more produc-
tive work, and pulling societies together for the equitable and participa-
tory advancement of common purposes (World Bank, 1995: xii).

How does the World Bank see these “people-oriented” programs working?
Sustained poverty reduction, according to Bank publications produced for the
Social Summit, requires acombination of economic growth, investment in human
capital, and safety nets for the poor. A tremendous focus is on economic growth.
Without economic growth, a country cannot hope to improve and sustain high
living standards. Itis not easy, but policy choices by governments can make ahuge
difference, determining success or failure. From “time to time,” countries will
contend with forces beyond their control (e.g., declines in international commod-

The Copenhagen Summit: A Victory for the World Bank? 115

ity prices), but sound economic management can also help them to deal with these
adverse forces.

Governments and the private sector should each “do what they do best.”
“Governments need to provide goods and services — law and order, national
security, and an environment conducive to business and the smooth functioning
of civil society — that only the state can provide.” Governments must also correct
for “market failures,” but without creating costly administrative and bureaucratic
structures. In a few areas, like health, education, and agriculture, a mixture of
public and private responsibilities is often desirable. Finally, “for social reasons
governments need to protect the weak and vulnerable members of society and
provide safety nets for the poor” (Ibid.: 7).

The World Bank continuously emphasizes the importance of markets and what
they call “economic fundamentals.” Core policies they believe are needed to spur
“|abor-demanding economic growth” include macroeconomic stability and price
incentives, and structural policies directed at “removing biases against agricul-
ture, restructuring public expenditure, building effective financial systems, and
breaking down barriers to informal sector activities.” The World Bank claims that
these policies are “no longer so controversial” (Ibid.: 11).

Yet the “fiscal and monetary discipline” behind these proposals is still
extremely controversial. To critics, World Bank policies accept the status quo and
obstruct structural change. For example, it too quickly sets aside human rights in
the name of economic growth, Rhetorically, the Bank is against child labor, forced
labor, and discrimination in the workplace. Yet in practice, it condemns attempts
by the international community to address these concerns. Compare the following
World Bank statements concerning basic labor standards with those of Franklin
Delano Roosevelt:

World Bank: “..attempts (o raise workplace standards and increase job
security can end up helping only a few while driving private employers to evade
the regulations or move into the informal sector. Employment practices in the
public sector that are out of line with the rest of the economy inevitably depress
growth in the long run...” (Ibid.. 25).

Franklin Delano Roosevelt: “Goods produced under conditions which do not
meet a rudimentary standard of decency should be regarded as contraband and not
allowed to pollute the channels of international commerce.””

The World Bank has funded more than 6,000 operations in 140 countries with
more than $300 billion in financing over the last 50 years. The Bank gives policy
advice and technical assistance. In response to the external shocks of the 1970s,
the Bank introduced adjustment lending to accompany its project lending. Its
commitments in lending average out to approximately $2.5 million per hour. The
conditionalities and policies implemented through these programs are desi gned to
bring about the reforms necessary to create growth-oriented economies, which,
according to the Bank, are the linchpin to reducing poverty (George, 1994: 7).
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These programs are designed to give greater control over society to the
market. Society used to contain the market, but World Bank policies are designed
to weaken the state and the capacity of citizens to control events in their own
countries. A global bureaucracy, led by the World Bank, will now control the
anmﬁﬁ\ decisions and social policies that affect the lives of millions. Demo-
cratic ::Er despite the Bank’s rhetoric on people’s “participation,” is not sought
or considered. National social policies are monitored by the global burcaucracy.

An Opportunity Lost?

, One Danish newspaper summarized the results of the Summit with the
following headline: “The World Will Go on As Usual.” A final evaluation of the
mo&.m_ Summit must be fairly pessimistic about the possibility of real change
coming out of this effort. The status quo was maintained; thus, in a sense, the
m:_.:_:: was a victory for the World Bank. Mahbub ul Hagq, Special Adviser to the
United Nations Development Program, noted that the 20:20 compact was for
many the minimum package to emerge from the Summit:

After all, if neither poor nations nor their rich donors would agree to
ooE.E: at least one-fifth of their existing budgets for basic social
services, then whatcredibility could be given to their passionate speeches
on eradicating absolute poverty? (1995: 10).

>w.:o:x_, the 20:20 compact was endorsed not to initiate any real action, but
to mxoa a public embarrassment. There are no mechanisms to enforce it and no
monitoring structures. There are no clear definitions of basic social services. The
20:20 compact will most likely become yet another voluntary, ill-defined, and
unenforceable global target. ,

A similarly pessimistic mood prevailed at an international conference on
“Rethinking Social Development” at the University of Copenhagen during the last
weekend of the Social Summit. The United Nations Research Institute for Social
Development sponsored this academic event. Presenters there identified the
global social disintegration plaguing developed and developing nations and
desperately called on the world community to address the impact of globalization
the decline in social cohesion, and the social costs of modernization. ,

Eric Hobsbaum identified the many ways in which the nation-state has been
weakened internally and externally by rising global economic and technologic
,ﬁ.:,_o::mm, and thus no longer commands the obedience of its citizens, as it once
a_a.. Yet until a responsible model of global governance is clarified, Hobsbaum
believes that the nation-state is all we have to check power and redress inequalities.
In v.m::n:_mh the redistribution function, necessary to address market failure, will
obviously not be carried out by the transnational private scctor. Amitai Etzioni
struggled with methods to sustain the social foundations of liberty. Of civil
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society, the market, and the government, Etzioni believes civil society to be the
weakest and in need of being rebuilt. Ralf Dahrendorf spoke of the ways in which
the economic forces of globalization are destructive of civil society. Dahrendorf
noted how these globalizing forces disrupt social cohesion and encourage both
authoritarian tendencies and restrictions on the rule of law.

Finally, Johan Galtung addressed the global social disintegration we are
currently witnessing. In the U.S., for example, he believes the most serious
problem to be that the very fabric upon which society depends is now disrupted.
Life in the U.S. is increasingly atomized, leading to widespread anomie. Indeed,
23% of Americans report that they have no friends — no one to talk to. The U.S.
is becoming a nation of nomads — individuals equipped only with egoistic cost-
benefit analysis. Progress becomes solely “what’s in it for me?” This has resulted
inincreasing suicides, widespread loneliness, alack of human compassion, and an
increase in drugs and violence. If we let economism rule and cost-benefit egoism
predominate, all values will be lost. Does a neoliberal economic “development”
model automatically create such an egocentric and desperate society? Do we need
to modify our understanding of “development”?

Some believe that NGO expectations for the U.N. to address structural
questions of international political economy were misguided and idealistic.
“Realists” further believe that the U.N. will probably never undertake a thorough
examination of issues of global humane governance, designed to overcome a
world governed by principles of power politics or Realpolitik. For example, in the
economic realm notions of nation-state sovereignty appear to be rapidly eroding.
However, the U.N. is based upon doctrines that uphold and sanctify this often
violent and antiquated principle.

Yet, at the global level, do we have something to replace the United Nations
system of governments and NGOs? If this dialogue does not take place here, where
else can these issues of life and death be raised? Hobsbaum believes that, despite
its limitations, we still need the nation-state because nothing else exists to protect
the individual from powerful transnational economic forces. In the same vein, on
the global level, I would argue that despite its limitations, we still need the U.N.
system to facilitate these messy and frustrating debates between various global
actors. There is no other arena for these debates.

Most NGOs have no illusions about the U.N. system. It was not foolish
“dealism” for the NGOs to present their radical critigue and expect to be heard.
Their actions are part of setting the agenda and pushing the nations to address the
dark world so expressively described by the world’s academics called together at

the University of Copenhagen. The NGOs are to be applauded for pushing nations
to be bolder in confronting our common destiny. The developmental needs of the
bottom half of the world’s population is a compelling moral framework on which
to base the dialogue of social development. The NGOs raised these issues
consistently and articulately. It is true that their program for action was ignored at
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the Social Summit. Yet their voice was not squelched and the economic and
political agenda articulated in their “Alternative Declaration” morally cannot be
ignored.

NOTES

1. Aclear definition of “neoliberalism” is provided by Ed McCaughan: “Neoliberalism remains
within the tradition of liberalism in its emphasis on free enterprise, the market, and individual initiative
and responsibility. It is ‘neo’ in its abandonment of 20th-century liberalism’s ‘politics of constant
rational reform,” which aimed at avoiding extreme social conflict through the integration of larger
sectors of the population into the system, both nationally (through the welfare state and universal
suffrage) and internationally (through national self-determination and developmentalism).” Ed
McCaughan, “Globalization, National Culture, and Left Discourse in Mexico” (unpublished manu-
script: 4-5). See also Immanuel Wallerstein, “The Collapse of Liberalism,” in R. Miliband and L.
Panitich (eds.), Socialist Register 1992 (London: Merline Press, 1992).

2. See U.N. Document: “The Declaration and Programme of Action of the World Summit for
Social Development,” A/CONF.166/L.3 (Add.1; Add.1/Corr.1; Add.1/Corr.2; Add.1/Corr.3; Add.2;
Add.3; Add.3/Corr.1; Add.4; Add.4/Corr.1; Add.5; Add.6; Add.7; Add.6/Corr.1). See also Johanna
Bernstein, Langston James Goree VI, Lynn Wagner, and Steve Wise, “A Summary Report on the
World Summit for Social Development,” Earth Negotiations Bulletin 10,44 (March 15, 1995); and
Politiken Summit 8 (March 12, 1995: 8-9).

3. Foradescription of the 20:20 proposal, see United Nations Development Programme, Human
Development Report 1994 (New York: Oxford University Press, 1994: 77).

4. “The Copenhagen Alternative Declaration,” distributed at the World Summit for Social
Development (March 8, 1995). Reprinted in Politiken Surnmit 6 (March 10, 1995: 10).

5. The“Copenhagen Alternative Declaration” was the product of numerous, well-attended, and
lengthy meetings open to all participating NGOs. This conference process unfortunately produced a
document vague in details. Further work clearly needs to be done to articulate a “globalization-from-
below™ strategy to counter capital’s “globalization-from-above.”

6. This analysis of the distortion of World Bank figures on global poverty was presented at the
NGO Forum by Michel Chossudovsky. See conference papers by Michel Chossudovsky, “The Causes
of the Social Crisis: Critique of the Declaration and Programme of Action of the World Summit for
Social Development” (pp. 4-5), and “The Global Economic Crisis,” distributed at the World Summit
for Social Development, Copenhagen (March 1995).

7. See, for example, Richard Weisskoff, “Basic Human Needs and the Democratic Process in
Latin America,” North-South Issues 2,2 (University of Miami: North-South Center).

8. See, for example, Tim Lang and Colin Hines, The New Protectionism. Protecting the Future
Against Free Trade (New York: The New Press, 1993).

Y. President Franklin Roosevelt, speech delivered in 1937 to the U.S. Congress, quoted in H.
French, “Reconciling Trade and the Environment,” in Brown et al., State of the World 1993 (London:
Worldwatch Institute/Earthscan, 1993: 178).
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