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ARE COMING ORE CIVIC WORLD WITH
lon’> Has globallzatlon made us more or
ring for e t er and the things around us? Where
g oballzat aded’? Is humanity any less troubled
nd more 9 eful of the future now than before? Is
huma mlng apart or coming together? What can we
do %? izens, wherever and however we are located and
ur everyday lives? Can we take hold of the
\’:}acceleratlng race to progress and help shape this heady
T2\ process in ways that best serve our common humanity?

To be civic means to be more caring for the next-door
and distant others, to demonstrate not only in word but
more so in action that every soul on this planet counts
and has a dignified place on the table. A more caring
world is yet to be, and certainly not the description of the
century about to end. And whether and how we can make
this dream of a more civic world a lived and perceived
reality might well be the single biggest challenge in the
century about to begin.
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uch attention is now focused on the civics—here simply defined

as citizens and civil society organizations of high civic-

mindedness and civic initiative—for the kind of leadership role
they have been playing and can continue to play in building a more
civic world in the midst of high-speed globalization. The civics are
everywhere—in state, corporate and social organizations—trying their
best to secure and promote the common good under enormous
pressures coming from all directions. They share with governments a
common concern for how best societies should be organized and
governed. They mirror the diversity and freedom of the market forces
minus the latter’s bent toward destructive competltlon that tends to
push things out of control. Civics are not the saint sdme of us paint
them to be. They are in fact less civil than civic at times and not entirely
free from bad practices, even moral pollution Still andyall things
considered, they probably are one of hu,manlty s best hopes for building
healthy civil societies in a fast globamzi‘ng world. ”

A millennium party of one N AS)

By October 1999 we shaII welcome, the six b|II|onth member of the
human family in time “for a grand\ millennlum party Imagine if we,
whatever the B C /A.D. calendar means to us, Were as one global civil
society celebratmg the yeary 2000 The guestron is whether people are
in the mood or have the means and energy “for such a rare celebration.
The World is in turmoil? G&oom doo, ~uncerta|nty will probably be the
most apt descrlptlor‘\“of the mood at millennium’s end. Three years ago
thlngs seemed’ more certaing, Not anymore. Everywhere people are

_busy securing' thelr lives agaihst the effects of a pervasive crisis situation.

We also have not flgured out the full impact of the Y2K bug. The greater
part of humanlty would"be unsure what blessings to count and what to
expect tomorrow Already many have been thrown back to the basics

\of surV|vaI Ru35|a and Indonesia are threatening to fall apart. China
\\and Bra2|| are under severe stress. Japan, the second wealthiest nation,

is stag‘na{;mg and cannot figure its way out of the impasse. Dark clouds
hangbvér Europe. The miracle economies of Southeast Asia are miracle

"ho.“m'ore. Countries big and small are hurting and struggling to keep
“their societies whole.

For much of the world the party’s over by July 1997. This moment will
be remembered as a watershed. The crisis which began as a mere
money problem in Thailand has spread like wildfire no power on earth
seems able to contain. The phenomenon is imaged in colorful
metaphors—a meltdown, a financial Titanic, a contagion, a bubonic
plague, a wrecking ball. What otherwise would have been a localized
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crisis has quickly reached worldwide proportion and now threatens the
global system itself.

But some are luckier than most others. The current global crisis is
unique in that there seems to be only one winner—the US—and the
rest are losers or deeply scarred. In his January 1999 state of the
union address President Clinton proudly spoke of the exiting century
as the American century and predicted that the next one would be
American too. True enough, the 20" century began with the US emerging
on top of falling empires, proceeded with the US presiding dominantly
over much of what transpired and is now ending with the US standing
alone. Topping the superlative, TIME claimed that. the* world owes so
much to America, in particular to the three wise 'men and financial
heavyweights—Alan Greenspan, Robert Rubin and Lawrence Summers—
who compose what the magazine caIJed all-American gsornmlttee to
save the world. <) Q™

At millennium’s end only one/hation has enough ;eason to party The
US cannot be forever blessed especially as many souetles around it
suffer, but it will probably remain standmg should there be a global
crash tomorrow. With all the blessmg‘s ofprosperlty and power the US
is by far the most stable society altheugh it has Lts own share of social
divides and burdens within. F‘Qﬂowmg the flnan0|al meltdown it got
most of the~mqney in cwculatmn to buy( What it wants at a bargain and
to continue flnancmg its hlgh consumptlon‘ Itis home to a comparatively
small populatlon comertany settlediin-a living space whose abundant
natur‘al” endowments have been ~Iarge|y preserved at the expense of

others. It has rﬁ“onopollzed the greater part of the world’s resources

.and energy and got all the modern technology to continue expropriating

the carrylng capaC|ty Qf thls planet, even stretch its pursuits to the
Moo It has the mbst" sophlstlcated communications technology to
prO]ect the Amerlcan dream, values, tastes, lifestyle and whatnot

R “anywhere the, symbols of good life even the proud Chinese would be
\Vhard put to! reS|st And anytime it chooses to throw its weight around it

can count«on its possession of the most powerful weapons of mass
destructlon, so powerful as to reduce this world to smithereens. Name

/it,(America has it.

.....

The rest of us will have to keep body and soul together while a few
might still have the spirit to toast and kiss at New Year’s eve. It makes
one wonder where globalization has taken us.
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Creating a one-world

Considering the current crisis globalization is a strong candidate for a
straw figure to be made to account for everything that went wrong.
But it would be foolhardy to blame all our present miseries and troubles
on globalization. By the same token we cannot attribute to globalization
all the good things resulting from greater openness and interdependence
among nations, societies and peoples. Like many things in life
globalization has many sides to it. Positively, it may simply be taken to
mean as a process of overcoming barriers to the free movement of
goods, people and ideas.

e
7 ?

The temptation to retreat and to be more wary about further opening
up is strong. Indication enough is the growing appreciatjon of the
protectionist measures undertaken by Malay3|a China and o a certain
extent Chile. But disappointment with- globallzatlon could”be stretched
beyond mere retreat to the ‘safety’ @f‘one’s border:s Already some
angry natlons have been agltatlng for a k|nd of stonewalllng that glOTIerS

[V
N

as the pre-1997 tendency to hold it up as though |t Were God s gift to

humanity. / J‘,;‘“y' Xo

Iobalizatian has been With‘AUS".fOI" much o‘f rn’c'idern times, perhaps
even-~much longer.; It is a contlnulng human story of how
otherwise isolated! and distant socnet‘les get connected or divided

by ahost of dnvmg,forbes beyond thecontrol of ordinary citizens and

thens TAstitutions, E¥stwhile settled ‘'Societies come into contact with

one another in the course of S&USfylng their basic need for food, clothing,

_shelter and Whatever itis they value in life. In this sense it is a process

asold as hiiman eX|stenCe itself. Long before the birth of settled societies
10, OOO years ago peOpIe had been roaming the globe in search of food
aneh better climes: Our great, great ancestors appeared to lead out of

\necessny a global lifestyle as restless nomads until they invented
\ .~agr|culture and learned to settle down.

> \ “,/
B

Fixing‘the beginning of globalization can be tricky. We can mark it from

/the rise of ancient civilizations in China, India, Middle East, Africa,
“Meso America. Or from the time of the earliest empires whose dominions

spanned continents. Tracing the spread of great religions can also give
some useful insights about how diverse races and cultures had come
to be bound by a common faith. Transborder wars and conflicts, a
dominant feature of much of human history, have also globalizing
elements in them. The demand for resources, energy, hew knowledge
has also driven the human species to the farthest, highest and deepest
reaches of this planet, and even farther on into the outer space.
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The history we are talking about may be long or short depending on
our reference point. Two million years from the origin of the human
species is certainly too long. Ten thousand years ago when agricultural
societies first emerged is also long enough. Two thousand years from
the birth of Christ seems like ages as well. But think for a moment in
terms of lifetimes or generations of say 20-30 years when a parent
would reproduce a parent replacement. Then our 10,000 years is only
about 400 generations, our last two millennia only about 80 parent
lifetimes.

ne other way of imaging our history, & favorlte among

environmentalists, is the 24-hour metaphor *If we take the

whole span of human existence as the cycle‘then the so-called
civilization beginning with the invention of agriculture. and the
emergence of settled societies 10,000 years ago would only cover the
last three or four minutes on our cr()ek If we use the same 24-hour
metaphor on this 10,000-year old civilization then, the |ndustr|al age of
scientific inventions startlng around the mlddle of the 18th century
involves only the last 35 mlnutes N\ S,

Jpme Fa s AL
- AN

It is just amazing how the world was Made much much smaller in just
a brief span of time. Ina succession @f 200 parents {ve have gone from
the Stone Age to the space age\from usmg ‘f're to cook our food to
inventing the-auclear bomb to, burn the entlre~planet In 80 generations
we have gone from using the donkey, a‘mode of transport of Christ’s
parents to using the €ar'as a high® pernt in personal mobility. In the
same span of time'Wwe have shlfted from the cart to the car, to the
locomotive, to the ‘ocean lineg, to the supersonic jets in order to move

_goods and. people around the World. We have given up on the postman

on horseback for the handy cell phone to reach a friend ten thousand
miles aWay We can now beam a uniform message through cable
televrsmn to reaeh 100 million people at one-go in an instant. In 20

\generatlons We‘have gone from using the galleon to circumnavigate

\\Nthe globe to sendlng the first spaceship to the moon.

“,/
N

More‘tp 'our metaphors. In the last 35 minutes of our 24-hour clock we

;ha\_,/e"been using coal, oil, natural gas, metals and minerals as though
“they come from bottomless pits and with little or no regard at all to the

fact that these fossil materials cannot be renewed nor replaced in our
lifetimes. We have mined the forests, the deep oceans and have caused
countless plants and animals to disappear beyond recovery. In the
same brief span of time we have poisoned the air we breathe, the
water we drink, the soil that gives us food. In the last two minutes of
our 24-hour clock we have waged two world wars against each other
with devastating human and ecological costs without parallel in all of
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human history. In the last few seconds we have seen how gazillions of
money can be moved around the world, in and out of national
economies, at a mere tap on the computer key. We have just seen how
one collapsing economy can push the world economy on the verge of
collapse.

Modern society as we know it is no older than 20 generations. Probably
younger if we count from the transition of natural order society to civil
society during the Enlightenment period, around early second half of
this century. Indeed much younger even if dated from the beginning of
the industrial age around 1750. This modern civil souety is a creation
of the industrial age that is vastly different fromt &l tivilization that
preceded it. We can see this difference in two areas“at least— one, in
the process of wealth creation and, two, in the growth of ouk«'numbers.
uch of prior history is quiet eX|stence in the sé’nse of basic
changes taking a long, long ‘time to hapgen Societies, Were
settled in areas so farapart from each other in a vast Iandscape
such that one knew nothing ,about what'’s happenlng on the other side.
Periods of transition from stone to metal to the steam errglne took Iong
intervals. Back then it was too hardx to Mive and too easy to die.
contrast modern s00|ety runs on, hrgh gear and. qwck acceleratlon
Transitions come in rapid and’ shortenlng doubllng time, as what
happened frem the invention, of the steam englne to the discovery of
electricity and nuclear ftssmn to our present digital world. Our great
ancestors walked Iong drstances for days on end to reach the next

Soseprnset]

get to the nexf Ccity destlnatlon in another country. These great

wgrandparents of ours were much too tied to their settled lives while we

now have a-John Glenn maklng a return trip to outer space. Today’s
suence ~and technolOgy ‘has enabled us to live longer lives, even to
tlnker "with life by mod|fy|ng our natural genetic make-up.

”\~

\ .~Modern so(:|ety has transformed beyond recognition what was there

once orrly«m its natural, pristine form. Precious little has remained
untouched and beyond the reach of human activity. It seems virtually

"not,,h'i'ng will remain forever unknowable and impossible to the modern
“humans driven by an obsession to grow and acquire more. It took all

of human existence till 1900 for the world economy to grow to a size
valued at $600 billion. It now grows by more than this amount in just
two years. On average, the additional economic output in each of the
last four decades has equaled the total output from the beginning of
civilization until 1950. Within this century the global economy has
increased 20 times, and nearly five times since 1950 from $4 trillion to
about $20 trillion.




&
X

3

Like the global economy world population has also been growing
exponentially. It took 2 million years, until 1825, for the world population
to reach one billion. Our second billion was added after 100 years, the
third billion in 35 years (1925-1960), the fourth billion in 15 years
(1960-1975), the fifth billion in 12 years (1975-late 1980s). We will hit
6 billion by October 1999. In the next twenty-five years our numbers
shall have grown between a low projection of 8.1 billion and a high of
11.6 billion.

We are a modern society of six billion men, women, children thinking,
believing and doing different things. We are 6 billion people interacting
with each other and with our surroundings in a mllhon*dlfferent ways.
These interactions result in diverse outcomes both intended and
unintended to make our modern history. Y

e want to make sense of the cemplex modern somety such

as we have now. We want to understand Why ‘thlngs happened

the way they did. We want to know, who did the charigmg
and how. We want to unders.tand the phllosophy and values behlnd the
action, what forms of institutions and means of organlzmg were devised
to bring about the changes We look back to our past because we want
to understand what people who Ilved before us dld “to make our world
of today, to Ieam from what they did as we ?nake our present world
which in tuea.will be our future chlldrenshlstory and their starting
point for creating their an story. o 2

¥

Bunchng a civic wor,ld R 4%

The day will corﬁe‘when every"'vﬁl'age town, city and country on this

planet willL.be safer healthler _Mmore egalitarian, more sustainable. These

villages, tewns. C|t|es and countries shall become models of sharing
and carlng of equal opportunlty and inclusive participation, of a kind
of, hvmg that |s worthy of human dignity and is attuned to nature’s

\ilmrts People goods ideas shall be free to move anywhere. No hell
\ .~below us, above us only skies. Though we may still be different people

of dlﬁerentcolors believing, thinking, doing different things this diversity
mereiy. gives richness to our lives; these dividing lines don’t exist as in

When we are telescoping our planet from outer space. Come that day
“the world will live as one.

All this sounds pretty much like an impossible dream, like what is
suggested in John Lennon’s song Imagine and the song Age of Aquarius
by the Fifth Dimension. Quite a number of songs, poetry and prose
echo the same message. Daily around the world this message gets
projected through the radio and MTVs and other forms of modern
communication. The message they convey continues and never fails to
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get sympathy of millions wherever they may be. It might not be too
much to say that this is the common message shared universally.

Just try contrasting this vision with the scenario drawn up by Marx and
Engels in their Communist Manifesto of 1848.

“Modern industry has established the world market. All old-established
national industries have been destroyed. They are dislodged by new
industries whose introduction becomes a life and death question for all
civilized nations, by industries that work up raw material drawn from
the remotest zones, industries whose products are consumed not only
at home but in every quarter of the globe. In place of the old wants, we
find new wants, requiring for their satisfaction the+product of distant
lands and climes. All fixed, fast-frozen relatigns are swepk away, all
new-formed ones become antiquated t;efore they can ossqu All that is
solid melts into air, all that is holy(, is” profaned and man is at last
compelled to face, with sober senses, his real condltrons of Ilfe and his
relations with his kind.” : ZO

orget for a moment that these strrrlng words Were penned by
communists. But take note thak the words of these authors had
been taken as marchlng orders by more than half of humanity,
and so serlouslyas to dare reorganlze and rebuﬂd their societies around
those idealssng matter the post and consequences Forget about who
actually said those words; you might thlnk you heard the World Bank
presnient Wolfensohn Qr some bankerSand economists at the last Davos

World Economic\Fordm saylng somethlng similar.

.'m: \ ?

Or take the Wrecklng ball metaphor of the most successful money game

player of alr time, George Soros. In his latest book, The Crisis of Global
Capltallsm Soros zeroed in on what he calls market fundamentalism
as underlylng the current world turmoil. Market fundamentalism is the

"Wrecklng ball thaf has knocked down one country after another in the
\‘reeent As;an and global crisis. To George Soros, capitalism need not

look elsewhere for the causes of our present troubles. The problem is
W|thm‘cap|tallsm itself, which is market fundamentalism. Glorified with

/a ting of religious faith to it this belief says that market forces left to
“their own devices and allowed to move freely without any fetters will

make this world the best ever place to live in. There will be occasional
imbalances all right, but eventually things will end up in a state of
equilibrium even with no one interfering. It is a belief that attributes all
virtues to the market and mostly evils to the state. George Soros is no
communist, in fact he admits openly to being a staunch opponent of
Soviet communism and any form of totalitarianism. Soros is a profound
believer in Karl Popper’s concept of open society. He is convinced that
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Nno one can ever be in possession of the ultimate truth, that the world
we have is an imperfect one and cannot be made perfect. Soros asserts
that runaway capitalism as symbolized by the behavior of market
fundamentalists will put all our strivings toward an open society and a
stable one-world economy in grave peril.

The process of globalization has brought us within touching or wrecking
distance of each other, literally and figuratively. Setting aside for the
moment the horrible stories that attended this process we now have
before us a modern world that has more than enough accumulated
wealth to sustain us even if we work less hours and spend longer time
for leisure. We have more than enough to feed, to clothe to house, to
educate, lengthen the life, expand the freedom of movement and choices
of every man, woman and child now living and yet to be bokn. We can
use this accumulated wealth to pay back social dues and start off the
greatest ever social leveling process;, And probably there will be more
left to clean up the mess we have caused our enwronment

L Y
\ o
\ 3

Or we can just let go through the motion and Ilve our lives as usual We
can just watch things take thelr own course and leave' the wrecking
ball be. If nothing else, the current crlsls should bex a Wake up call. It
should make us realizé how so tlghtly connected We are how a minor
glitz in one part eould trigger al breakdown in the whole system. Like it
or not, and~forwgood or ill, the World in our hand has become so small
that we cannet avoid each other We I|ve‘|n this closely interconnected
worldwhere we haye jUSt seen how,d country like Russia that does not
trade Wwith LatinMAnierica and is located on the other side of the globe
could crash andbring down Letm Amerlca, if not the whole world.

‘\ \
T \ ¢

he c‘i\nllzed world has come this far, and still remains divided.
The civic World is yet to be. We may not have enough time to
“build it. The \Wwriting on the wall at the end of 2,000 years is so

\clear and compenlng We can hang on to each other like brother to
\ .~brother Ilke Sister to sister or we will all go down together. There is no

|nd|V|duaLway out of our present mess. We can and must come together
or be torn apart and perish together.

A S

g'tn‘building a civic world the first tall order is to change our thinking

and value system. But what sort of thinking and values must change?
We are talking here of modern society or societies of 6 billion people
believing, thinking, valuing, doing different things. True, but some ideas
and judgments came out much stronger than most others and they
happened to be the most crucial in guiding and shaping human actions.
The dominant institutions that we see today have been built around
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them. Until they are questioned and changed it will be development-
as-usual come the third millennium.

The ways of thought underlying modern society and the collective as
well as individual behavior of its citizens have their origins in Western
thought that were shaped about 20, or less, generations ago. The key
figures were French philosopher Descartes and British physicist Newton.
This essay makes no pretense about understanding the scope, depth
and complexity of their ideas and their consequences. For our purposes
here, caricatures and metaphors may do.

artesian thought is doubting everything existinzé], including the

existence of the questioner. The logical end of this endless

questioning is reduction of what is being questioned to its
ultimate particle. Think about the cosmos and begin untangllng it into
composite solar systems, these solar“’systems into separate worlds,
and each world into its smaller constitient parts, andweach part mto its
minutest particle, till you hit the atom. But thls atom is not the endyit
has to be split further till we h|t real dead end ‘Where f|SS|on can go no
farther. This analytical Way of thmkmg gave blrth to complex
mathematical formulas based on Whléh ‘We can explaln anythlng from
the amoeba to the sdlar system Thanks to Rene Descartes for his
analytics, humanrty has a method to explain everythlng The problem
is, this mode-of thought has/ deconstrthed everythlng and we are at a
loss how to put back the parts together “EoT his part, Newton gave us
the laws of mechamcaI motion, theb perpetual dynamic of causes and
effects “Around ‘his physms was burlt the modern machine that grows
endlessly and .DQW behaves IIKe‘SOI’OS wrecking ball.

L “ \
N L ¢

These two ‘European ph.llosopher -scientists laid the foundation for the
suentrﬁc revolution that created the modern world. They may not be
responS|bIe for everythlng that happened to our lives, for there had

'S been just too many actors that contributed to the outcomes. But their
\ .~in1‘|uence has dominated most others and continues to dominate to

this da;ﬁ.We are not about to give up on analysis or mechanics, they
are .stjrll”very much needed. But the ways of thought represented by

"th‘e“s’é two great men of the 16" century cannot continue to be the
“ways of thought to guide human action in the 215t century. They were

suited for the era of endless growth that brought us unparalleled
prosperity alongside equally unprecedented but terrible consequences
to our society and our environment.

We need a philosophy and science of fusion, as it were, to survive and
create a one-world without exclusion. We need a worldview and method
that will enable us to bring more solidarity in our divided world, more
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sharing and caring instead of cold-blooded scientism and destructive
competition. We need a philosophy of life that will make us more
sensitive and caring for the things around us, for things that sustain
our lives through to the next generations. The new world we are trying
to build needs a fundamentally different consciousness, though its
features are still being debated and its shape still evolving. However it
is fashioned, this new consciousness should enable us to learn to live
together despite our extreme diversity, it should be able to help us
build a global society where everyone has a dignified place on the
table. This new consciousness should be able to steer us into actions
that help to restore our depleted and polluted enviroh§.
W 7

ur modern world has been built around the prince or the

merchant, or both. The first is symbohof the state, the second

economic enterprise. Both made good use of «the ‘ideas of
philosophers, scientists, the econormsts “the academrcs “the technical
specialists to construct and run the institutions of governance and the
economy. They may be some”cuts above the rest of us but they are
just like you and me with the same genetlc make up, the«same basic
needs but maybe different desires. They are just Iucky\to be favored
by the convergence of factors and e\)ents for being ln the right place
at the right time. We, ordlnary mort‘ats have Judgedthem from varying
standards as elther great successes or mlserable failures. They had

h d & 3 PR £ o\
their day. .. O\ LN
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The prlnce and the merchant have a prace in creatlng a civic world But

opesmsed’

the past Change they must, and in ways that are worthy of the citizens

of a new, world They have the means and the institutions which if

reformed can enable afaster less bloody and more civilized transition
toa cmc world.

s v \
A & % \

\ \So far the crownlng achievement of the prince has been the
\ .~estabI|shment of the United Nations. This is the only global institution

that cam &pprOX|mate global civil society. But the UN itself is under
S|eg.e.‘The Universal Declaration of Human Rights which proclaims the

"bas,iic" rights and freedoms of peoples (note, not nations) has been
“more honored in breach than compliance. Many times the UN has proven

too helpless to prevent the occurrence of things that divide us, to stop
powerful or stubborn nations from pushing their weight around and
call them to account for their uncivilized behavior. On many occasions
it could not even carry out its own resolutions or sanction those who
would constrain their implementation. If the UN is our metaphor of
one-world it certainly falls too short of the mark. Still it is the only
common platform which can provide the most inclusive space for the




&
X

3

voices and concerns of all the citizens of today’s world. But if its most
powerful members continue to behave as they have been doing, the
UN would be a drag in the process of building a civic one-world.

Judged as even more wanting than the prince, the merchant has even
more reforming to do. Though the new consciousness is already
beginning to rub off on him (business leaders like politicians are mostly
men), the merchant is hardly in a position to reverse the tide of self-
destruction of the world created in the image of capital. Driven by the
bottomline and an obsession to acquire more he will always lead us to
a situation where there are only few winners and so many losers. He is
a slave to destructive competition which one- Can win only by
continuously externalizing nature and marginalizing-human labor. The
merchant who has some concern for a more“civil and civiciworld will
have to realize that there are limits to growth He must be able to
demonstrate in action that busmess’ae‘tlwty, in order to stlcceed need
not discount people and our future. And that |nterna1|2|ng socrat and
ecological costs also makes good economic sense in the Iong run

There are civic princes and CIVIC merchants too and thelr numbers are
slowly but steadily growmg This isx nothlng strange GoodW|II and
humanity may be fourid in strange quarters and are not a monopoly of

so-called NGOs ‘and other CIVI| sOclety organlzatrons

ivic people can, be ‘found and can develop anywhere—in
government, |n busmess C|rcles in the local community, in all
"social |nst|tutr0ns They, are ‘the people who believe that the

way toward a, new civic ones world though rocky, entails inclusive

_participation,’ gender equa1|ty redistributive justice, civic initiative,

concern for-the commOn good solidarity and caring. They are the
promoters of a new Consuousness and civic action needed for the new
mJHennlum Theyunderstand why paying our social and ecological dues

\now .and not’ Iater will make for a sustainable society that is vastly
\ .~d|’fferent from what we have now.

-
) N “,/
N

Civics"as citizens, prominent or ordinary people, like you and me, have

{ come a long way from the time of Plato’s exclusive city. They were the
“opposing voices to the monarchs and popes during the Enlightenment,

the leading advocates of the emerging civil society of that time. They
were the opponents of the prince who caused wars and sent men (lately
women, too) to the frontlines. They were the activists behind the most
powerful social movements of modern times. They were the alternative
voices of the 1960s who dared think and do anything the Establishment
did not want, from marijuana to anti-war mass demonstrations. They
were the voices of citizen participation in an era when decisions affecting
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our everyday lives at home, in the neighborhood, in the workplace, in
schools, churches and parks were nearly monopolized by the prince
and the merchant.

These new citizens are yesterday’s and today’s alternative voices
celebrating and shaping the coming new age through their songs and
poetry, through voluntary association and communal living, through
caring and sharing for each other. They are the derring-do’s who lay
their lives on the line to bring down dictators and corrupt governments,
to stop companies from further hurting our already degraded
environment. They are the leading social activists challenglng distant
and highly-centralized institutions of power in Order to restore
sovereignty in the hands of ordinary people. v

Fast backward to the future <~

If we look back to the first settled sometle& Or the more recent
enlightened feudal SOC|et|es |n _the middle ages when there was less
created wealth but more carlng our modern society is Way, Way beyond
recognition. The process of creatlng a one -world, partlcularly during
the last decade, seems to be Ieaclmg howhere near: that goal. Rather,
globalization is l:eadlng us to Wher\e no sane person wants to be—to the

brink of globalmllapse OV e\
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This amazmg process has been presrded over mostly by the prince and
the' t‘herchant whether civic- mlnded or uncivilized. And look at what
they and the soféaﬂed globallzatlon process have made of us—a world

_nore d|V|ded more msecure They had their chance and blew it, so to

M«.
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The’olook must be';t.ur'ned backward, and fast. There is no time to lose,

““the wrecklng baTI IS upon us wreaking havoc everywhere like nothing
e, have" ;een before. Governments cannot lead, they are lost and

almost oompletely helpless, they can only do crisis management at
best.\The corporations are resigned to fatalism because they are trapped

/in(thé hole of market fundamentalism.

.....

But we have the civics with us to show us the way out—fast backward—
to a more secure common future. Civics are a bunch of activist idealists
in great hurry. They are in great hurry to put a stop at runaway, negative
globalization. More, everything they think and do is intended to derail
and reverse such a destructive process. Civics are a driving factor for a
creative disintegration of the present system. They want to build smaller
worlds—small defensible spaces where everyone will have a better




chance to participate and exercise self-determination—and on this basis
create a united world. Their shortcomings, their insolence and
impatience are of little consequence to what they want our world to
be.

With these modern or postmodern citizens we have a fighting chance
to do a radical turnaround. With them we will be able to learn faster to
live together, to come together before the wrecking ball succeeds in
tearing our world apart.




About the author

Isagani R. Serrano is Senior Vice President and Board Member of the Philippine Rural
Reconstruction Movement (PRRM). He’s written for CIVICUS the following: Civil Society
in the Asia-Pacific, 1994; Humanity In Trouble But Hopeful ir(/(?IZENS, 1995;
Profile:Philippines for CIVIC INDEX, 1997; Coming Apart, Coming“Together in Civil
Society at the Turn of the Millennium, 1999; A Global Citizens. Commitmengt, 1999. A
community organizer, educator, writer, guitarist, ‘farmer’, and politic isoner for
seven years during martial law in the Philippines. T@ in educatl d Ilterature

community organization and development managemént. Holds a er of
Environment & Development Education (MSc m’EE/DE) from th%\@.lth Ban Si

London. &»// (\
'O




