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   Today’s edition brings the third and final installment of Our Invisible Government which originally appeared as this writer’s column in the “old” Weekly Register-Call in August of 2007.

OUR INVISIBLE GOVERNMENT - PART III

      How truly aware and informed are we Americans about the real world and Third World Countries? Unknown to most Americans is the depth of impact globalization has on not only their lives, but on the poor in Third World countries. Outsourcing gives American workers an inkling of how devastating the effects ultimately have on the poor; for example, in countries where farming is their only means of making a living.

   The International Forum on Globalization (IFG) actually began study and research on globalization and its impact before the World Trade Organization was founded in 1995. From IFG’s research surfaced new terms not previously on the books – global poverty, globalization from below (although above had been recognized), race to the bottom, sacrifice to attract mobile capital, destructive competition, poverty-induced immigration and confluence of power.

   While there are various groups in the movements against globalization, the overall mission, according to the IFG, is to “bring about sufficient democratic control over states, markets and corporations to [i]nsure a viable future for people and the planet.”

   One of the most powerful of the new terms noted above is “globalization from below.” Most ordinary citizens have come to accept the gradual takeover of control of their lives by big corporations, and gave up on fighting it a long time ago. “Globalization from below” is used to describe the movements (fighting back) by those suffering the most impact from policies imposed by the WTO, IMF and the World Bank.

   Environmentalists blame globalization for acid rain and global warming. Poor people’s movements of Third World countries blame globalization for global poverty. Small farmers in First and Third World countries blame international trade agreements for the destruction of family farms and agribusiness. Women’s movements blame global sweatshops and declining public programs needed by women on the policies of international corporations in their zeal for globalization and greed for profits.

   Grassroots organizations fighting globalization from above now appear at international meetings of the World Trade Organization (WTO), International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the World Bank. Demonstrations have disrupted or halted meetings in such locations as Seattle (referred to as the “Battle of Seattle”), Washington, D.C., Okinawa, Bangkok and Prague.

   The Bush administration and other world leaders would have you the reader think those demonstrations were just mere “media-grabbing” efforts by those not capable of recognizing “the common good” our invisible government is so capable of perpetuating, that globalization is for the betterment of the entire world.

   Ask yourself, just who does globalization benefit? Certainly not the small farmers in First or Third World countries. Much is made of the “free market” theory, but under that theory, products for export would broaden the farmers’ markets in those countries, but that does not happen in developing countries. As export markets grow, the potential for profit gets the attention of large corporate farmers such as Cargill and Archer Daniels Midland. 

   The Center for Economic and Policy Research (CEPR), based in Washington, D.C., conducted a study covering a 20-year period from 1980-2000. The study compared growth rates during that period with the prior 20 years when developing/poor countries were “focused more on developing their own productive capacity and meeting local needs.”

   Statistics developed during that study showed an economic slowdown in 89 countries throughout the world once globalization became the controlling force in those countries. Specifically, the statistics showed a slowdown so severe in Africa, Mexico and Brazil, working people in those countries “would have more than twice as much income per person as they have today, if they had maintained the rate of growth in the last two decades that they had in the previous two decades.”

   A follow-up study by the CEPR showed other slowdowns in quality of life in those countries – “lack of progress in reducing infant mortality, reducing child mortality, increasing literacy and increasing access to education have all slowed during the period of corporate globalization, especially in developing countries.”

   Are any of these statistics ever released or emphasized when politicians in Washington push passage of all those trade agreements mentioned in last week’s column? No! They are totally ignored, never even mentioned. The consequences of such trade agreements remain invisible except to those suffering. 

   There are even greater impacts than these that are ignored by corporate giants in their zeal for profits. The CEPR study also looked at “specific policy components of corporate-friendly policies imposed by the WTO, the IMF and the World Bank, and enforced by free trade agreements (other invisible effects).

   Considering the United States’ immigration “problem,” millions of farmers in Mexico have been forced off their land since elimination of tariff protections for agricultural and industries opened Mexico up for agriculture imports from the United States. Such imports have meant small, poor farmers are unable to compete with the likes of corporate giants such as Cargill and Archer Daniels Midland. Makes one wonder, has the United States created its immigration problem for reasons unknown to us ordinary citizens, say paving the way for future open borders via a new North-South Superhighway stretching from Mexico to Canada?

   Privatization of typically government-owned enterprises is a “structural adjustment policy” promoted by the WTO and IMF. Sell-offs to investors (usually foreign investors) typically result in worsening economic status for local workers – layoffs and pay cuts – forcing rural displacement for farm workers, and adding to the unemployment in cities created by industrial layoffs. Need it be pointed out the control such sell-offs give over the country involved, especially in Third World countries.

   Pursuit of exports by countries changes the focus from domestic needs to whatever is necessary to promote exports, with small farms gobbled up by large plantation owners.

   Foreign investors, of course, seek higher returns on their investments, which mean higher interest rates. As we know here in America, higher interest rates “tend” to have a recessionary effect on the economy, resulting in joblessness, but in developing countries, it means less accessibility for small business owners to credit and the inability to survive.

  The Center for Economic Policy and Research made this profound conclusion: “Advancing the interests of the poor has nothing to do with the corporate globalization agenda. This agenda is driven first by profit seeking, and second, by ideology.” 

   During demonstrations against the wildly touted G-8 meeting of world leaders in Genoa, Italy several years ago, President Bush scoffed at demonstrators, claiming “it was the advocates of corporate globalization who genuinely are seeking to advance the interests of the world’s poor.” Such rhetoric demonstrates just how out of touch with the reality of Third World countries the President really is.

   Thought for the week – The religious right has gained incredible strength during the Bush administration, believed by many Americans to be with unbridled endorsement from the President. Perhaps President Bush should give some thought to this quote: “If you forget the poor, God will forget you.” (Author unknown)

   The reader’s comments or questions are always welcome.  E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com.
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