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Introduction

The SID is a privilege space for the debate around development concepts and practices. It is from this point of view that I am very thankful that I can share some ideas, drawn from practical experience and the reading of diverse approaches. The themes that will guide my presentation are:

· Post development: a critical view of development

· MDGs: reduction of agreements from conferences of the 90s 

· Reformultation of MDGs: a broad approach

· Unveiling clues: reality is more that what it exists 

· GCAP / FTF

1. Post development: a critical view of development

At the opening session, the Minister of Development Cooperation from the Netherlands, Bert Koenders, made reference to point 4 of President Truman Inaugural Address in 1949, saying that it presented the view that was then dreamed off and that it still represents the ideal to be reached. Truman’s speech included some of the following concepts: “We must embark on a bold new program for making the benefits of our scientific advances and industrial progress available for the improvement and growth of underdeveloped areas. More than half the people of the world are living in conditions approaching misery. Their food is inadequate. They are victims of disease. Their economic life is primitive and stagnant. Their poverty is a handicap and a threat both to them and to more prosperous areas”.
 This statement, which some of the post-development authors cite as the starting point for the era of development in the sense of “Westernisation”, draws a clear line between those “developed” and those “underdeveloped”. The latter lack scientific and industrial progress, are poor, miserable, eat inadequate food, are primitive, and their “underdevelopment” is a threat to the whole of humanity. The former, on the contrary, are healthy, rich, industrialised, in possession of the most advanced scientific knowledge and equipment; they are therefore entitled to develop the others “in order to help them realise their aspirations for a better life…Our aim should be to help to free peoples of the world, through their own efforts, to produce more food, more clothing, more material for housing, and more mechanical power to lighten their burdens”.

This vision, which was going to become dominant in the development discourse, took on the power to declare whose lives are primitive and whose lives are advanced, what food is inadequate and what food is adequate, who are poor and who are rich. Furthermore, it believes that there is an obligation to make everybody else considered to be in the primitive and stagnant side to access the advances and wellbeing of Western society. This should be done by producing more consumption goods of all sorts with the support of external private investment and technical assistance, for aspirations for a better life, according to this vision, can only be reached through material wellbeing. The possibility that other food, other ways of production and consumption are not background but the expression of “other ways of doing things” and able to respond to the particular needs of those societies was not considered in Truman’s speech and continues to be ignored in mainstream development discourse. Taking this into account, it is possible to mention the following as some of the main characteristics of the development discourse:

· Development discourse defines and leads more than half of humanity to perceive themselves as underdeveloped. This can be seen not just in how governments from the South refer to their countries and present development as the overarching objective of their policies, but in how ordinary citizens talk about themselves and the others, that is, the developed world. The two concepts (development and underdevelopment) are used as if carrying a universally agreed upon truth.  There is an intrinsic power and direction already in the words. Language, of whatever kind, does not just describe reality. It creates it. As Steve de Shazer argues, “language is reality. This way of thinking suggests that we need to look at how we have ordered the world in our language and how our language (which comes before us) has ordered our world”.
 And furthermore, words that present problems “within a given system of understanding” can only find solutions “born of that system, and assertions from alternative systems will remain unrecognised”.
 This implies that when human beings from so-called underdeveloped countries search for options, solutions and alternatives to their current realities, they do so from their own perception of failure, of what they were not able to achieve, and aiming at becoming what the development discourse has already put in words and programmes. 

· Development aims at the elimination of diversity. Diversity is not valued within the Development discourse because it questions the fundamental notion of superior stages to be reached, of a developed type of society that constitutes the model offered to the underdeveloped to follow. This relates to the idea of progress understood as “an irreversible movement from an endless diversity of particularities, wasteful of human energies and economic resources, to a world unified and simplified into the most rational agreement. It is therefore a movement from badness to goodness and from mindlessness to knowledge”.
 Teodor Shanin argues that the wording of progress changed with fashion into modernisation, development or growth, but the central idea remained: diversity was produced by different stages of development of different societies. As those considered to be at the lower levels move into the example shown by those who had already reached the highest achievement of progress to date, diversity would disappear.
 This means that other ways of doing things –of eating, of dressing, of exchanging goods- are not valued as the manifestation of responses to particular realities anchored in an endogenous imaginary, in ancestral particularities, but as expressions of the inability to perform according to the standardised values of Western society. In the report “In larger freedom, towards development, security and human rights for all”, the United Nations Secretary General wrote: "Each developing country has primary responsibility over its own development". But that responsibility does not imply a free choice in the measures to take, because they are already outlined in the report, and they are: "strengthening governance, combating corruption and putting in place the policies and investments to drive private sector-led growth and maximise domestic resources available to fund national development strategies"
. It adds "without dynamic, growth-oriented economic policies supporting a healthy, private sector capable of generating jobs, income and tax revenues over time, sustainable economic growth will not be achieved. This requires significantly increased investment in human capital and development-oriented infrastructure, such as energy, transport and communications".
 The diverse responses the multiple cultures of the world could think of –and are actually implementing- do not find space in the report.

· Economic growth as a synonym to development. As clearly stated in the report of the UN General Secretary, development is about “more”: more investments, more infrastructure, more production. The response given to the multiple and diverse difficulties and problems heterogeneous societies face, is always of an economic character, aimed at creating dependency from goods and services offered only in the market. According to Arturo Escobar, “the economic view has undoubtedly been the most pervasive influence on development thinking, and has tended to ‘economise’ not only development but life itself”.
 
The GDP has been the key indicator for measuring Development. GDP only measures the volume of trade taking place in a country without any direct implication for quality of life. The repair of cars after accidents, the removal of industrial waste, the cutting of trees, all transactions in the economy market taken indiscriminately would add to the GDP independently of their positive or negative effects on human life. On the other hand, all goods and services exchanged without monetary transactions, family assistance, house work, solidarity relationships, clear air and water, and so many other non-tradable goods and services that make life more pleasant, find no reflection in the GDP. In order to overcome the inadequacies and misleading results of this indicator the UNDP created a new instrument to measure development, known as “human development index” (HDI). The index combines three variables for each country: longevity (health), knowledge (education) and acceptable living standards (income) and then compares how far from the most successful national case are the other countries. Longevity is measured by life expectancy, knowledge by educational attainment (adult literacy and combined primary, secondary, and tertiary enrolment) and standard of living by adjusted income per capita in purchasing power parity (PPP US Dollars).
 Critics of this approach say that, although two new variables were added, GDP, though refined, remained the basis for calculation.
 
Looking at the tendency of the development discourse to homogenise diverse societies, the invitation of post-development is to unveil clues for the identification and construction of alternatives. I will come back later to this point.
2. MDGs: A Minimalist Approach
Many civil society organisations believe that the MDGs represent a reduction of the agreements signed by governments and for which these organisations strongly lobbied at the series of UN Conferences during the 90s. I will present three examples that have to do with Environment, Women and Youth and Adult Education.
· Environment (Rio, 1992)

The concern for the environment started several decades ago. A clear example is the Report from the Club of Rome from 1972 entitled: “The Limits to Growth”. One of the objectives of this report was “to gain insights into limits of our world system and the constraints it puts on human numbers and activity. Nowadays, more than ever before, man tends toward continual, often accelerated, growth - of population, land occupancy, production, consumption, waste, etc. - blindly assuming that his environment will permit such expansion, that other groups will yield, or that science and technology will remove the obstacles”.
 With the advice of the Massachusetts Institute of Technology the team made a computer projection of where the planet was going and found that the exponential growth was leading it close to the exhaustion of its resources. The alternative presented by the report was called State of Global Equilibrium consisting of a series of norms for economic and ecological stability that implied a “nongrowing” state for human society. One of the conclusions of the Report said: “The achievement of a harmonious state of global economic, social, and ecological equilibrium must be a joint venture based on joint conviction, with benefits for all. The greatest leadership will be demanded from the economically developed countries, for the first step toward such a goal would be for them to encourage a deceleration in the growth of their own material output while, at the same time, assisting the developing nations in their efforts to advance their economies more rapidly”.
    In spite of this call to the countries of the North to decelerate their growth, international organisations and the development establishment decided to concentrate on another conclusion of the Report that had to do with the high rates of population growth in the developing countries. As it was going to happen fifteen years later with the Brundtland Report, the poor were found responsible for forcing the environment out of its limits, ignoring the evidence presented with respect to the consequences of economic growth. 

In 1973 E. F. Schumacher published “Small is Beautiful. Economics as if People Mattered”, where he pointed out the need of “evolving a new life-style, with new methods of production and new patterns of consumption: a life-style designed for permanence”.
 He believed that new ways of practising agriculture and industry had to be implemented so that human beings could live peacefully not just among each other, but also with nature. He also questioned the idea of unlimited economic growth on the basis of “the availability of basic resources and, alternatively or additionally, the capacity of the environment to cope with the degree of interference implied”.

These two precedents are very relevant because they clearly questioned the ability of nature to cope with further growth. They did not relativise the effects of growth in terms of calling for a certain type that could be managed and therefore made environmentally sound as it was going to happen with the Brundtland Report. This report is the result of the work done by an independent World Commission on Environment and Development called by the UN Secretary General in 1983 and headed by Gro Harlem Brundtland.  The report, from 1987, is entitled “Our Common Future” and it included the following definition of sustainable Development: “Sustainable Development is a Development that meets the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs”. It enumerates the “critical objectives for environment and Development policies that follow from the concept of sustainable Development”. Some of them are: reviving growth; changing the quality of growth; ensuring a sustainable level of population”.

The justification for a renewed call for growth lies, according to the Brundtland Report, on the fact that the poor constitute a major group responsible for environmental problems, inasfar as a world in which poverty is endemic will always face ecological and other catastrophes. Following the report, poverty reduces people’s capacity to use resources in a sustainable manner and it intensifies pressure on the environment. It suggests then that “a necessary but not a sufficient condition for the elimination of absolute poverty is a relatively rapid rise in per capita incomes in the Third World. It is therefore essential that the stagnant or declining growth of this decade be reversed”.

The environmental degradation resulting from what some authors have called the “over-development” of the North, its high levels of production and consumption, its many decades of constant growth with total disregard for the environment, was overlooked by the report. It must be said that the Report does give an exhaustive list of threats to the planet’s ecological equilibrium, for example deforestation, greenhouse effect, soil erosion, demography, urbanisation and the massive stockpiling of weapons for which the North governments share responsibilities, precisely as a result of their economic growth paths. The report expresses in this respect a “hope” that tomorrow’s growth will be different, more “environmentally friendly”. But the fact that the Brundtland Commission had to consider environment and development together set the scene for the possible conclusions, which a priori had to reconcile both. The response was sustainable development. As Richard Douthwaite concludes in “The Growth Illusion”, “sustainable development is economic growth that has somehow been made more equitable and environmentally careful. However, since growth itself is not sustainable, the concept is a dangerous contradiction in terms”.
 During the 90s sustainable development became development, and soon, the talk was about sustainable growth. The Rio summit took place within this framework. 
NGOs present at the summit issued a People’s Earth Declaration highlighting some of the following issues: “This erosion (to the sovereign right and ability of the world's people to protect their economic, social, cultural and environmental interests against the growing power of transnational capital) has been only one of the many damaging consequences of a development model grounded in the pursuit of economic growth and consumption to the exclusion of the human and natural interest… The fundamental purpose of economic organization is to meet the community's basic needs, such as for food, shelter, clothing, education, health and the enjoyment of culture. This purpose must take priority over all other forms of consumption, particularly wasteful and destructive forms of consumption such as consumerism and military spending -- both of which must be eliminated without further delay. Other immediate priorities include energy conservation, shifting to reliance on solar energy sources and converting agriculture to sustainable practices that minimize dependence on non-renewable and ecologically harmful inputs… Beyond meeting basic physical needs, the quality of human life depends more on the development of social relationships, creativity, cultural and artistic expressions, spirituality and opportunity to be a productive member of the community, than on the ever increasing consumption of material goods… Women's roles, needs, values and wisdom are especially central to decision-making on the fate of the Earth. There is an urgent need to involve women at all levels of policy-making, planning and implementation on an equal basis with men. Gender balance is essential to sustainable development. Indigenous peoples also bring vital leadership to the task of conserving the earth and its creatures and in creating a new life-affirming global reality. Indigenous wisdom constitutes one of human society's important and irreplaceable resources. The rights and contributions of indigenous peoples must be recognized”.
 
Sustainable development has not concentrated on these alternative proposals but on the continuation of development as it has been implemented in the hope that science and technology will provide the responses for the continuation of business as usual. MDG 7 “Ensure environmental sustainability”, includes as a target “Integrate the principles of sustainable development into country policies and programmes” following on the mainstream concept and without integrating the above mentioned demands. 
· Women (Cairo 1994, Beijing 1995)

The UN 4th World Conference on Women in Beijing, in 1995, produced a Platform for Action that included the following critical areas of concern:
· The persistent and increasing burden of poverty on women 

· Inequalities and inadequacies in and unequal access to education and training 

· Inequalities and inadequacies in and unequal access to health care and related services 

· Violence against women 

· The effects of armed or other kinds of conflict on women, including those living under foreign occupation 

· Inequality in economic structures and policies, in all forms of productive activities and in access to resources 

· Inequality between men and women in the sharing of power and decision-making at all levels 

· Insufficient mechanisms at all levels to promote the advancement of women 

· Lack of respect for and inadequate promotion and protection of the human rights of women 

· Stereotyping of women and inequality in women's access to and participation in all communication systems, especially in the media 

· Gender inequalities in the management of natural resources and in the safeguarding of the environment 

· Persistent discrimination against and violation of the rights of the girl child 

These twelve areas have been reduced to MDG 3, “Promote Gender Equality and Empower Women”, which basically concentrates on eliminating gender disparity in primary and secondary education. (Two of the indicators relate to share of women in wage employment in the non-agricultural sector and the proportion of seats held by women in national parliament). MDG 5, “Improve Maternal Health”, is about the maternal mortality ratio. Chapter VII of the Cairo Plan of Action looked at Reproductive Rights and Reproductive Health. It was a demand from civil society organisations at the Interactive Hearings previous to the Millennium Summit, that the MDGs should contemplate this dimension. It was agreed that the right to reproductive health for all was going to be included in MDG 5 as an indicator, but it is not yet included in the official website of the MDGs.

The critical importance of gender equality, women’s empowerment and the promotion and protection of human rights of women is not a clear statement that emerges from the MDGs. And the interesectionality of all these agendas, a demand and a proposal made by the women’s movement throughout the 90s, does not find a space in a framework that continues to look at the various dimensions of human life in isolation. 
· Youth and Adult Education (CONFINTEA V, Hamburg, 1997)

The Hamburg Declaration, issued at CONFINTEA V, stated that Adult education is more than a right; “it is a key to the twenty-first century”. The Agenda for the Future, the document that set out in detail the commitments to the development of adult learning called for by the Hamburg Declaration, made a reference to the previous UN Conferences of the 90s. It stated that “at all these conferences world leaders looked to education to release the competence and creativity of citizens. Education was seen as a vital element in a strategy to nurture the sustainable development processes”. Education, and Education throughout life in particular, was therefore presented as a necessary component for the achievement of the agreements in the different areas. In spite of the importance assigned to Adult Education, this one is not included in any of the MDGs or its targets and indicators. The next CONFINTEA, to be held in Brazil in 2009, has as one of its aims bringing to the fore the relationship between the implementation of quality Adult Education and the achievement of the MDGs. 

The MDGs resulted from the Millennium Summit that summarised the key agreements from the UN Conferences of the 90s. The non-inclusion of some of these agreements implies a reduction inasfar as the MDGs have become the dominant development discourse. Countries are compared on the basis of them, they are set as international benchmarks, areas included in the MDGs are monitored, while those dimensions not included do not receive the same attention. 
3. Reformultation of MDGs: a broad approach
Up to now, development has been a transitive discourse, applied from those “developed” to those in need of “development”. The main challenge on the road to 2015 is that humanity, as a whole, needs to find new ways of living in our common planet introducing changes that all societies in their regular evolution and as part of their social responsibilities must undertake. This implies to take on the challenge to look critically at the model of constant growth, production and consumption. As argued by the Heinrich Boell Foundation Memorandum for the World Summit on Sustainable Development, “poverty alleviation cannot be separated from wealth alleviation”. Such a process requires, among other things, bringing down the demands of the global consumer classes on natural resources, that they move towards resource-light patterns of production and consumption and that they make a fundamental shift from fossil energy into solar energy. It also suggests that people move into a new understanding of wealth calling for a shift in business strategy “from the sale of hardware to the sale of services”, so as to produce less goods. In that way, “they will sell results rather than things, satisfaction rather than engines, fans or plastic”. Above all, the call is to cherish well-being rather than well-having”.

The book “Greening the North. A Post-Industrial Blueprint for Ecology and Equity”
 includes a long list of concrete proposals to make Germany sustainable, which entail changes in established paradigms. It also proposes guidelines for a transition from the current modes of production and consumption to the alternative ones. The proposals go from renewable energy sources, ecological tax reform, slower speeds and shorter distances, to the shared use of electrical appliances. It emphasises regionalism, rather than parasitical cities; rural diversity, rather than monoculture; organic cycles, rather than intensive linear production; healthy food, rather than the processing industry; regional farmer’s market, rather than global supermarkets. And it proposes fair trade, instead of free trade, among many other suggestions that can help in the search for alternatives to change the lives of those in the “developed” world.

These are examples that can contribute to the establishment of “Millennium Goals” for all, which can respond to the particularities and specificities of the diverse cultures and which will imply changes not just for the countries seen as “underdeveloped” but for humanity as a whole. 
4. Unveiling clues: reality is more that what it exists 
Alternatives are happening. Boaventura de Sousa Santos explains through the Sociology of Absences, “that what does not exist is in fact actively produced as non-existent, that is, as a non credible alternative to what exist”. He refers to the Sociology of Emergences as “the inquiry into the alternatives that are contained in the horizon of concrete possibilities” aiming at enlarging knowledges, practices and agents in order to identify therein the tendencies of the future”.
 

The production of non-existence takes place through what Santos has called monocultures resulting from hegemonic criteria of rationality and efficiency that dominate the development discourse. They are (i) the monoculture of knowledge, (ii) of linear time, (iii) of naturalization of differences, (iv) of the dominant scale (the universal and the global) and (v) of productivity. Each of these monocultures is a mode of production of non-existence of what dominant Western rationality sees as non-valuable alternatives. To each of them, the sociology of absences confronts ecologies aiming at making these alternatives visible and present. 
The monoculture of knowledge turns modern science into the sole criteria of truth and all other forms of knowledge are created as nonexistent in the form of ignorance or lack of knowledge. It is confronted by the ecology of knowledges, for which there is no ignorance or knowledge in general because all ignorance implies the lack of certain knowledge and all knowledge implies the overcoming of certain ignorance. The dialogue between different knowledges is the response to the incompleteness of each of them. 
The monoculture of linear time presents history as having a unique and known direction for which different words have been used in different historical times: progress, revolution, modernisation, development. Linear time, in this context, can only lead to the Western way of life, its knowledge, its institutions and its social organisation. Nonexistent in this case is the residuum, what according to the Western modern view has remained behind and is therefore considered primitive, traditional, pre-modern, underdeveloped. This one is confronted by the ecology of temporalities, for which linear time is just one concept among many others. Accepting the variety of concepts of time leads to see the activities of members from different cultures not as residual any more but as contemporary from those of Western society.  The relevancy of ancestrality in certain cultures for example ceases to be a manifestation of backwardness and becomes an expression of their understanding of time and of their ways of insertion in the world. 
The monoculture of the naturalisation of differences consists in classifying populations according to categories that legitimise hierarchies. According to Santos, the sexual and racial classifications are the most salient manifestations of this logic. In this case, non-existence is produced as inferiority, impossible to overcome because it is presented as natural. It is confronted by the ecology of recognition that leads to a new type of articulation between equality and difference, allowing for mutual recognition. 
The fourth logic is that of the dominant scale: the monoculture of the universal and of the global by which the scale defined as fundamental makes all the other possible scales irrelevant. Within the framework of Western modernity, the global and universal are dominant vis-à-vis other realities that depend on local particularities. Globalisation is the scale that carries relevancy, rendering the local and particular as nonexistent, that is, as unable to offer viable alternatives to the global. To this logic, the sociology of absences opposes the ecology of trans-scale which reclaims what in the local scale is not the result of hegemonic globalisation. That means, it is not what is of interest for the global scale what is relevant in the local realities, but there is an intrinsic value in them responding to whatever challenges appear at that scale, recognising in turn, that there is an articulation and mutual challenging between the two. 
Finally, the logic of productivity, which resides in the monoculture of capitalist productivity and efficiency, presents economic growth through market forces as an unquestionable rational objective. Therefore, productivity is a central criteria applied equally to nature and human labour. Following this logic, non-existence is produced as non-productiveness, which in the case of nature is seen as sterility and in the case of labour as unskilled, redundant, superfluous populations. This one is confronted by the ecology of productivities that values different systems of production (cooperatives, economies of solidarity, barter networks, etc.) not guided by the market logic of constant production and growth but by criteria of sufficiency and reciprocity. 
What these five ecologies share is the interest in unveiling the diversity and multiplicity of possible ways of doing things and of announcing that reality cannot be reduced to what it exists. This is so because it also includes what has been actively created as non-existent and in the process made to be seen as unable to offer alternatives. Reality is more than what it exists, also, because it includes tendencies and clues that have been ignored by the hegemonic rationality but that help to build an anticipatory consciousness of future possibilities. Here is where the second sociology comes in, that of emergences, which aims at identifying and enlarging the signs of possible future experiences under the guise of tendencies and latencies. It focuses on clues that can guide possible interventions so as to maximise the probability of hope. As Santos argues, the sociology of emergences focuses on possibility therefore replacing the idea of determination by the idea of care. 

5. Global Call to Action against Poverty (GCAP) / Feminist Task Force (FTF)


The Global Call to Action against Poverty, Together for Equality, is a global alliance of civil society activists from across the world representing over 80 national coalitions and major global trade unions, faith based organizations, national and international NGOs, human rights organisations, youth groups and women’s and feminists’ organisations. It was launched at the WSF in Porto Alegre in 2005 with the aim of fighting the structural determinants and causes of poverty and challenging the institutions and processes that perpetuate poverty and inequality across the world. It works for the defense and promotion of human rights, gender equality and social justice. The main demands of GCAP are:
· Public accountability, just governance and the fulfilment of human rights 

· Trade justice 

· A major increase in the quantity and quality of aid and financing for development  

· Debt cancellation

 HYPERLINK "http://www.whiteband.org/resources/gerder-equality?portal_status_message=Changes%20saved." \t "_self"  

· Gender equality must also be at the heart of eradicating poverty.
In May this year a global meeting took place where the decision was taken to continue with the campaign until 2015 to be able to monitor governments and international institutions towards the achievement of the MDGs. There is a conviction that the means are available to achieve them and to guarantee the enjoyment of human rights for all citizens of our common planet. In spite of the diversity that characterises GCAP members, there is an agreement, reflected in the Montevideo Declaration, that “overcoming poverty will not be possible without challenging patriarchy, capitalism and the current model of development, which puts profits before public goods, human security and welfare”.
 The Declaration spells out Public Policy Change Objectives which include demands on governments and international organisations that go from economic measures to issues relating to war and occupation, focusing on the diversity of human beings and their diverse ability to respond to the particular challenges they face. 

The FTF has worked within GCAP ever since it was launched to mainstream the centrality of gender in all efforts towards poverty eradication. The commitment does not come only from the fact that the majority of those economically poor are women, but from the conviction that “poverty is not merely a state of low income but a human condition characterised by the sustained deprivation of the capabilities, choices and power necessary for the enjoyment of fundamental rights. Poverty is created, sustained and reinforced by systemic imbalances in wealth and power which in turn perpetuate human rights violations, gender inequalities and economic injustice”
. The FTF has worked to change this trend also within GCAP, engendering GCAP’s work at all levels and forming a bridge between GCAP and the wider women’s and feminist movements. The FTF has also tried to respond to the concept of “feminisation of poverty” putting forward the need to highlight that women are not just the ones who suffer more the consequences of the current economic model but also the ones that all over the world are implementing innovative practices that represent particular answers to the challenges of poverty, therefore putting into practice “feminised solutions”. 

GCAP and the FTF, as other civil society organisations acting locally, regionally and globally, contribute to a broader sensitization of the need to achieve and surpass the MDGs. They do that from the conviction that humanity is diverse, that there are multiple ways of responding to the current realities and that solidarity is at the basis of all responses. They also mobilise and motivate others to do so in order to make governments and international organisations accountable for the agreements signed and the promises made.  As the motto of the World Social Forum says: “Another World is Possible” and its being constructed day to day.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   
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