This course material is designed and developed by e-PG Pathshala.

Master of Arts
SOCIOLOGY (MASO)
Elective-III
MSOE-3
Social Movements

Block – 4
TRANSNATIONAL AND
GLOBALIZING SOCIAL MOVEMENTS
UNIT-1

GLOBALIZATION, SOCIAL MOVEMENTS AND
TRANSNATIONAL NETWORKS

UNIT-2

ANTI-GLOBALIZATION MOVEMENTS: THE
WORLD SOCIAL FORUM, ANTI-WTO AND
OCCUPY MOVEMENT

UNIT-3

GLOBALISATION AND ANTI-SYSTEMIC SOCIAL
MOVEMENTS: RECENT DEBATES

BLOCK 4 :

TRANSNATIONAL AND GLOBALIZING
SOCIAL MOVEMENTS

Globalization is not merely a competition for market shares and well-timed
economic growth initiatives; neither is it just a matter of trade opportunities and
liberalization. It has also evolved into a social and political struggle for imposing
cultural values and individual preferences. Observing this context, this Block
explains the transnational networking and anti-globalization social movement.
This Block consists of three Units. Unit 1 introduces transnational networks and
anti-globalization movements with special reference to the case of Niyamgiri
Resistance movement of Odisha. Unit 2 discusses the factors leading to the protest
against globalization focusing on Occupy movement. Unit 3 highlights content &
forms of anti-systemic movements.
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INTRODUCTION

The systematic study of social movements has come a long way from its
interpretation as 'crowd psychology' and 'collective behaviour', focusing on largescale mobilizations in the streets as symbols of social dysfunction and irrationality
(Smelser 1962) to the 'resource mobilization' approach of viewing movements as the
rational enterprise of movement entrepreneurs (McCarthy and Zald 1977) pursuing
collective interests. The studies of the anti-globalization social movements (AGSM)
(Smith et al. 1997; Smith and Johnston 2002) as an attempt to counter globalization
from above through globalization from below, assume significance in this context.
The anti-globalization movements include an array of protests and resistance actions
of social groups and individuals in response to the dislocating consequences of
neoliberal globalization and its effects in the spheres of the economy, politics and
identity/culture. The expansion of capitalism has historically encountered opposition
from social groups affected by its disruptive and disentitling consequences (Saguier
2012). Yet, it is during the mid-1990s that the conception of anti-globalization social
movements in the forms of resistance to globalization has entered the sociology
literature in a meaningful way.
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The AGSM approach begins from the assumption that there have been profound
changes in recent movements due to structural shifts caused by neo-liberal
globalization. The AGSMs are depicted as organized in socially embedded, diffuse,
horizontal networks; as primarily concerned with culture and identity; and as aiming
to constrain state and economic power rather than to gain access to it (Cohen 1982;
Melucci 1989).
With the emergence of what Manuel Castells calls a “global network society”, social
movements and their participants seem to follow a new protest trajectory. A broad
series of actors, including international non-governmental organizations and
transnational coalitions, are acting in response to the development challenges posed
by globalization. Even though transnational networks (TNWs) and movements are
not per se new phenomena (Hierlmeier 2002, Seidman in Guidry et al. 2000: 344),
what differentiates the contemporary scenario from its historical predecessors is the
sharpened capacities to co-operate and coordinate movement activities through
networks across nation-state boundaries and their emergence as a potent political
force to reckon with.

1.2

LEARNING OBJECTIVES

After studying this Unit, you will be able to:
 analyze to interpret the complex interplay between globalization, social
movements and transnational networks;
 assess the emergence of social movements in response to globalization;
 examine how transnational networks are impacting social movement
trajectory and outcomes in the context of globalization through a case study
from the eastern Indian state of Odisha..

1.3

TRANSNATIONAL NETWORKS (TNWS) AND ANTIGLOBALIZATION SOCIAL MOVEMENTS

Transnational networks (TNWs) could be interpreted as a set of relationships that
connects discrete entities (people, communities, or other groups) in more than one
country for the sharing of information, experiences, or resources towards a common
objective. The expression "transnational" symbolizes the cross-national organizing
processes amid participants of the movement. A transnational network may not
essentially be a global social network but necessitates the communication and
cooperation of movement actors from no less than two different countries. A
network differs from an organization in that network members are only weakly tied,
relatively autonomous and limit their work together to certain, mutually agreed on
goals (adapted from Colchester et al. 2003: 2; Granovetter 1983).
The TNWs provide the linking mechanisms through which social movement
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participants engage in collective action across national boundaries, are involved in
conflictual relations with their opponents by developing a shared and distinct
collective identity to bring about, avert, or undo social, political and cultural change
outside the conventional political institutions through extra-parliamentary strategies.
They have been shown to support social movements as catalysts, structural units of
movements, sources of information and resources, and by helping to reframe
people's understandings and norms (Diani and McAdam 2003). For each of these
functions, the contribution of the TNWs could only be realized in partnership with
local and national groups. The broader scope of TNWs enables them to collect
information, develop strategies and capacities, and identify contacts outside of the
usual scope of national or local groups.

1.3.1 Strengths of TNWs
Transnational networks contain several advantages some of which are as stated
below:
First, funding people to get together – they are able to collect funds which is very
necessary to carry out any task from multiple sources to sustain protest activities in
different parts of the world.
Second, knowledge of broader policy frameworks – they offer a much larger
framework necessary to link a local movement with global developments.
Third, independent assessments and critique – they are able to assess any
development on their own and formulate a critique that is quite different from those
offered by either political parties or stakeholder close to the state agencies.
Fourth, wider repertoire of strategies and ability to increase capacities - international
networks have access to a wider range of information about strategies and capacities
that have been tried or developed elsewhere that they can share with local groups;
Fifth, contacts for exchanges, media and campaigns - international networks have a
wider range of contacts for facilitating exchanges across countries. They can also
help local groups identify influential or strategic international media contacts;
Sixth, dissemination - international networks can greatly aid in the dissemination of
local stories. They can bring excellent writing skills, an ability to turn out
information quickly, established and well-known websites and newsletters, and a
large network of contacts;
Seventh, confidence building - the involvement of an international network 'on the
ground' or their endorsement of a local social movement acts as a morale booster for
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grassroots movement actors.

1.3.2 Limitations of TNWs
First, some TNWs do not see it as their mandate to work with local groups. They feel
they can have more of an impact working through focal points and larger scale
organizations that have a wider reach;
Second, the possibilities or need for collaboration are often not apparent to TNWs
unless they are active at the local level. This puts them in a difficult situation where
they can only become aware of local needs for collaboration if they are already
active;
Third, the activities of local groups are often informal, unanticipated, urgent and
small-scale. Raising funds for such activities can be difficult at short-notice, even for
international networks;
Fourth, TNWs may also lack the flexibility to respond quickly to calls for assistance.
With many requests, they may not be able to easily distinguish from a distance
which causes are the most important;
Fifth, TNWs may be concerned about stepping on the toes of their national
counterparts or national counterparts may feel their international 'partners' are
irrelevant to local causes;
Finally, language barriers and cultural gaps can make it difficult, if not impossible,
for TNWs to link closely with local groups.

1.4

RESISTANCE TO GLOBALIZATION: CAUSES AND
DIMENSIONS

Separated from traditional social movements, such as trade unions/labour
movements, the AGSMs are innovative forms of collective action resisting the neoliberal globalization. The AGSM could be interpreted as a variety of the so-called
new social movements (NSMs). The TNWs facilitate the awareness that local events
are embedded in global processes, thus making global approaches a necessary
condition to redress the negative consequences of globalization. In other words, the
resistance to globalization through the TNWs emerges as a category for thinking and
acting in a context of interconnected capitalism.
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Factors contributing to the emergence of the globalisation resistance
movements
Global capitalism, revolution of information technologies; centrality of a global
financial market in all productive activities; trans-nationalization of production;
privatization of global commons; salience of transnational corporations, rising
social inequality and ecological degradation and the subjective conditions
associated with the rise of a global consciousness.
The resistance to globalization has taken concrete shape as part of the dialectical and
codetermining processes of interaction between TNWs and organized grassroots
mobilization beginning mostly towards the mid 1990s. It is an expression of a
generalized discontent with the consequences of neoliberal globalization. While
“accumulation by exploitation” (Harvey 2003), like the workplace centered form of
accumulation has historically generated the traditional class-based labour movements
and trade unions, the AGSM as a type of new social movement has emerged in
response to “accumulation by dispossession” (like privatization of land and forest)
and around issues such as land rights and tribal identity (adapted from Hickey and
Bracking 2005: 853).
Arguments in favour of Neoliberal Globalisation
Advocates of Neoliberal Globalisation argue that market competition should be the
organising principle of ever more areas of life from the production of cars, to
delivery of health services, a policy which requires stripping the state of "excessive
involvement" in the economy and society. In the South, the IMF and World Bank
took advantage of the 1980s’ debt crisis to insist that debtor countries remove the
government from the economy as the price of getting credit. Structural Adjustment
Programmes (SAP) required governments to redirect their spending away from
public services and publicly-owned enterprises into debt servicing. State industries
were sold to private companies; public services were "contracted out";
development projects "franchised" to private companies; state spending slashed;
user charges for basic services introduced or increased; and markets deregulated.
Transnational Corporations have benefited from neo-liberal globalisation through
the four related processes of:
 Privatisation;
 Deregulation;
 Reallocation of subsidies; and
 Pooling of national sovereignty to form new trading blocks.
The rise of the Zapatista Army of National Liberation in Mexico’s poorest southern
areas in 1994, for instance, was in response to the North American Free Trade
Agreement (NAFTA) which is often taken as a landmark event in what has come to
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be a new form global resistance politics. As an indigenous and peasant movement,
the Zapatistas resist imposition of a universal model of development advanced by
NAFTA and based on the commodification of social life. They succeeded in
galvanizing a transnational solidarity movement to voice their local conflict as
intimately related with the dynamics of corporate capitalism.
Transnational corporations have also been targets of resistance actions throughout
the world. Virulent conflicts engage local populations, companies and public
authorities in disputes over the control, distribution of costs and benefits, and
sustainable development implications of natural resources. The struggle of the Ogoni
people against Shell over oil in Nigeria, for instance, has received widespread
international attention during the 1990s.
Check Your progress Exercise 1.1
Notes:
I.
Write your answer in the space given below.
II.
Compare your answer with the one given at the end of this Unit.
Q.1 What is a transnational network? Describe its strengths and weaknesses in the
context of anti-globalisation movements?
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
Q.2 Discuss the causes and the consequences for the emergence of resistance
movements against globalisation.
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………

1.5

TRIBALS, MINING AND GLOBAL CAPITAL – THE
ROLE
OF
TRANSNATIONAL
NETWORKS
IN
NIYAMGIRI RESISTANCE MOVEMENT

The following case study of an AGSM could be interpreted in terms of Karl
Polanyi's double movement i.e., the imperative of economic transformation and the
need for social protection. This protective movement, as the classical Polanyian
counter-movement, opposes the neoliberal globalization and its market
epistemology. Historically, the Polanyian counter movements refer to the selfprotective measures taken by society to cope with the disruptive and polarizing
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effects of industrial capitalism in England during the eighteenth and nineteenth
centuries.
The contemporary significance of these counter-movements emerges from their
attempt to negate the globalization project to the extent it represents the
universalisation of capitalist modernity - at least in its neoliberal form. These
AGSMs represent a protest against neoliberal globalization’s untenably contradictory
promise of social regulation and social emancipation, wherein emancipation
collapses into market regulation i.e., to be free is to accept market regulation.
Resistance to globalization is about the struggles to overturn the trend towards a
capitalist economy disengaged from its socially-defined functions. It has led to
counter-movements in the forms of societal contestation against the effects of a
market driven integration (Munck 2007).
The following account of a subaltern (Adivasi) resistance to global capitalism in the
state of Odisha, places emphasis on community autonomy, identity politics,
communal rights and rights to a variety of traditional practices, which represents a
defence of the environment, a critique of the commodification of nature inspired by
an indigenous spiritual worldview. The counter-hegemonic resistance by the tribals
is directed against the capitalist practice of creating wealth at the expense of
depriving peoples of their rights, leading to unprecedented levels of social inequality,
disempowerment and ecological destruction.
This anti-bauxite mining protest movement in the Niyamgiri hills of Odisha has to be
seen in the global context of intensifying resistances to the destructive impacts of the
mining industry among the indigenous people in countries along the Andes
Mountain range, Indonesia, Papua New Guinea, Australia and Africa. Increasingly
these community struggles link up with shareholder activism in countries where the
mining corporations are legally registered. Local indigenous struggles reach global
dimensions through the channel of transnational networks.
The protective movement of tribals in this Fifth Scheduled area of south-western
Odisha against bauxite mining illustrates the politics of place and networks in the
context of neoliberal globalization. Notwithstanding the existence of many statutory
measures to safeguard tribals and forest, the overall thrust of the Odisha government
in the post-liberalization and globalization era, is in the direction of commercial
exploitation of the state's natural resources for private capital-led extractive
industrialization. The state policies and actions aim at making Odisha an ‘investor
friendly’ destination by providing various concessions and state support to corporate,
both national and multinational. This movement emerged in the early 2000s as a
result of the deepening of the neoliberal model of development in the postglobalization era in a mineral resource rich yet poverty-stricken tribal area of Odisha.
The tribal protest came in the wake of the granting of bauxite mining rights by the
Odisha government to the global mining giant Vedanta Aluminum Limited (VAL),
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the Indian subsidiary of the London-based transnational, Vedanta Resources Plc. The
VAL had built a huge alumina refinery at Lanjigarh in the south-western Kalahandi
district of Odisha, right on the source of the Bamsadhara River, at the foothills of the
Niyamgiri mountain range. The location was dictated by a lease to mine bauxite on
the Niyamgiri hills (Padel and Das 2006). The Niyamgiri hill is a highly forested
zone and is sacred to the Kondhs. Apart from having some rich reserves of high
quality bauxite, the Niyamgiri hill is the abode of one of India’s most vulnerable and
traditional hill tribes, the Dongria Kondhs.
The bauxite mining operations of VAL would affect some 8,000 Dongria and Kutia
Kondhs in the affected tribal villages spread across Kalahandi and neighbouring
Rayagada districts of the state. The forested slopes and streams of the Niyamgiri hills
provide the means of sustenance for Dongaria and Kutia Kondh tribes. These are
Scheduled Tribes, enjoying Constitutional protection for their land rights in the
entire Niyamgiri hills area, which is a Fifth Schedule zone. These tribes are also
notified by the government as ‘Particularly Vulnerable Tribal Groups’ and eligible
for special protection. While the Dongaria Kondhs live in the upper reaches of the
Niyamgiri hills, the Kutia Kondhs inhabit the foothills. The Niyamgiri hills are the
sole habitat of the Dongria Kondhs, whose distinctive identity is inextricably linked
to the ecological integrity of the mountain. The Kondhs regard the Niyamgiri hills as
sacred and essential for their survival. The bauxite mining site is amongst the highest
points in the hills and is considered especially important as a sacred site. The tribals
depend on the Niyamgiri hills for their livelihoods as well as for their socio-cultural
practices (Saxena et.al. 2010).
To fight for their rights, the tribals of Niyamgiri area had come together under the
banner of the Niyamgiri Suraksha Samiti. As a red-green movement, the anti-mining
movement was trying to assert four rights of the Kondh tribe: to their identity (hence,
the right to be different), to their territory (as the space for exercising identity), to a
measure of local autonomy (as guaranteed by FRA and PESA Acts), and to their
own vision of development by protecting their ecology and livelihood.
In the encounter with the state (Odisha government), market (VAL) and civil society
actors (national and international NGOs and other actors), the movement has
developed a unique political-ecology framework that articulates the life project of
the hill tribal communities embedded in place-based notions of territory, production
systems, and the environment-with the political vision of the social movement,
incarnated in a view of the Niyamgiri as a 'region-territory of Dongria Kondhs'. In
this way the movement can legitimately be interpreted in terms of the defence of
practices of cultural, economic and ecological identities and rights of the tribals.
The differing perceptions of and demands over the natural resources of Niyamgiri
reflect the conflict between the local tribal communities on one hand and the state
and private (transnational) capital on the other. While the Niyamgiri hills were seen
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only in terms of their capacity for supplying bauxite ore by the state (Odisha
government) and market (VAL), the tribal people had sought to identify a plurality
of ecological, socio-cultural and livelihood functions for the forest, which appears to
be counter to the extractive development and profit making logic of a corporatefriendly state and global capital. The utilization of Niyamgiri as a bauxite-mining
site has led and would further lead to the exclusion of tribals living on the mountains
from accessing its resources. The protective movement of Niyamgiri tribals
represents a counter-movement against neo-liberal globalization and its attempts at
regulating indigenous people and their resources through the market mechanism.
This movement not only challenges the rationality and market epistemology of neoliberal globalization, it also suggests new horizons of meaning and action (as in the
case of Zapatista movement, with their emphasis on rights, humanity, dignity and
respect for difference) and alternative conceptions of the economy, nature and
development (as in the case of the social movement of black communities of the
Colombian Pacific). As one strand of counter hegemonic globalization movement,
the Niyamgiri movement seeks to advance the goals of equality and difference at the
same time. This struggle for difference-in-equality and equality-in-difference is a
feature of many contemporary anti-globalization movements.
Check Your progress Exercise 1.2
Notes:
I.
Write your answer in the space given below.
II.
Compare your answer with the one given at the end of this Unit.
Q.3 Discuss the Niyamgiri resistance movement as an instance of antiglobalisation protest.
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
Q.4 Bring out the role of transnational networks in the protest movement against
bauxite mining in the Niyamgiri hills.
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
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1.6

THE
TRANS-LOCAL
MOVEMENT

SPACE

IN

NIYAMGIRI

The Niyamgiri movement has unfolded in a trans-local space involving particular
configurations of actors with changing identities and networks that both transcend
and transgress national boundaries. The trans-locality of anti-globalization resistance
movements like the one in Niyamgiri is characterized by the multiplicity of local
spaces distributed across different nation states and involving particular
configurations of actors, resources, territory and relationships of power (Sassen
2006). These spaces are trans-local because they both transgress and transcend
locality and have the ability to change the local spaces from which they emerge. The
local in trans-local is not about a fixed space but is about a network, describing not
the just characteristics of populations or cultures or places but focusing instead on
the movement of people, ideas, cultures and political identity (Mandaville 1999).
The four features of trans-locality involved here include (Sassen 2006: 390): the
prevalence of horizontal and lateral networks that are different from vertical
governance arrangements of nation states and international institutions; multilevel
forms of governance and authority at local, regional, national and international
spaces; a prevalence of private actors that operate in trans-local spaces in the form of
trans-local corporations (VAL), international NGOs and activist groups (Action Aid,
Survival International) and community organizations and local protest groups
(Niyamgiri Surakhya Samiti).
Criticism of VAL’s mining plans focuses on three areas – negative environmental,
socio-cultural and economic impacts on local communities and the long-term
consequences of expanding extractive industries in the region.
The Niyamgiri resistance movement as a trans-local AGSM involved a motley web
of individuals and organizations opposed to the bauxite mining project. A number of
local, state, national and international NGOs, political parties and their associated
organizations, citizen’s groups and Delhi and Bhubaneswar-based activists have
become involved in the movement. The complex interplay of networks both national
and transnational is more than evident in the movement. A multinational NGO
campaign by Action Aid started in 2007 and gained momentum as other
transnational groups like Survival International joined the movement. The global
human rights group Amnesty International entered the fray by criticizing human
rights violations in the refinery area and around the proposed mine. The NGOs used
a variety of horizontal and lateral networks to mobilize their resources against
mining (Kraemer, Whiteman and Banerjee 2013). The state (Govt. of Odisha) is also
a key actor in this network and represents a more vertical mode of governance in its
authority of granting permits and providing development infrastructure. Private
actors in the form of corporations (VAL) and its contractors, NGOs and community
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organizations are also key players in this trans-local space. The interactions between
the tribals, the state, the corporation and NGOS took place at multiple trans-local
sites: at the location of the mine itself and the surrounding villages, at the state
capital, at the national capital as well as the company’s headquarters in London.
The resistance movement led the Supreme Court of India in 2013 to give a direction
to the Govt. of Odisha to place the issues of violation of religious and cultural rights
of Dongaria and Kutia Kandha tribes including their rights of worship over the
Niyamgiri hills, known as Niyam-Raja, for consideration by the affected Gram
Sabhas as per the provisions of FRA and PESA Acts (Supreme Court of India 2013).
The unanimous vote by 12 affected Gram Sabhas in Rayagada and Kalahandi
districts, rejecting Vedanta Aluminum’s design to extract bauxite from the Niyamgiri
hills, has finally put an end to VAL’s bauxite mining plans. This is a historic victory
for a peaceful anti globalization movement and sets a significant precedent that could
determine the course of similar movements in other tribal areas of the country.

1.7

LET US SUM UP

An attempt has been made here to decipher the dialectical interface between
globalization-induced social movements and transnational networks through the
prism of a tribal protest against mining by a transnational corporation in Niyamgiri.
The case study brings out how social movements emerge to defend and recover
threatened forms of life, social organization, economy and ecology when the forces
of globalization threaten to colonize people's life worlds (Habermas 1971, 1987;
Escobar 1995: 222-226). Ironically, globalization also generates mechanisms for
contesting it by expanding and complicating the strategic choices available and
forcing movement actors to look beyond their national boundaries to counter it. The
TNWs which emerge in such paradoxical contexts, as in the Niyamgiri movement,
provide the linking mechanisms through which social movement participants engage
in collective action across national boundaries and are involved in conflictual
relations with their opponents by developing a shared and distinct collective identity.
The TNWs have been shown to support, as in the Niyamgiri case, local social
movements as catalysts, structural units, and sources of resource, and by helping to
reframe affected people's understandings and norms of marginalization, protest and
empowerment.

1.8

GLOSSARY

Anti-Globalization
Social Movement:

is depicted as organized in socially embedded, diffuse,
horizontal networks; as primarily concerned with
culture and identity; and as aiming to constrain state
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and economic power rather than to gain access to it
Globalization:

It is the process of interaction and integration among
people, companies, and governments worldwide. As a
complex and multifaceted phenomenon, globalization
is considered by some as a form of capitalist expansion
which entails the integration of local and national
economies into a global, unregulated market economy.

Neoliberal Globalisation:

It refers to market-oriented reform policies such as
"eliminating price controls, deregulating capital
markets, lowering trade barriers" and reducing state
influence in the economy, especially through
privatization and austerity.

Social Movement:

Social movements are purposeful, organized groups
striving to work toward a common goal. These groups
might be attempting to create change.

Transnational Networks:

a set of relationships that connects discrete entities
(people, communities, or other groups) in more than
one country for the sharing of information,
experiences, or resources towards a common objective.

1.9

CHECK YOUR PROGRESS: THE ANSWER KEYS

Answer to Q.1:

Transnational networks (TNWs) are a set of relationships
that connects discrete entities (people, communities, or other
groups) in more than one country for the sharing of
information, experiences, or resources towards a common
objective.
The following are the strengths of TNWs: Funding people to
get together, knowledge of broader policy frameworks,
independent assessments and critique, wider repertoire of
strategies and ability to increase capacities, contacts for
exchanges, media and campaigns, information dissemination,
and confidence building among the grassroots movement
actors.
TNWs have the following limitations: The possibilities or
need for collaboration with grassroots movement actors are
often not apparent to TNWs unless they are active at the local
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level. Raising funds for distant grassroots movements can
sometimes be difficult even for international networks;
TNWs may also lack the flexibility to respond quickly to
calls for assistance.
Answer to Q.2:

The causes of anti-globalization movements include the
spread and intensification of global capitalism particularly in
its neo-liberal form, revolution of information technologies,
centrality of a global financial market in all productive
activities, trans-nationalization of production, privatization of
global commons, salience of transnational corporations,
rising social inequality, ecological degradation and the
subjective conditions associated with the rise of a global
consciousness. While “accumulation by exploitation” like the
workplace centered form of accumulation has historically
generated the traditional class-based labour movements and
trade unions, the anti-globalization movements have emerged
in response to “accumulation by dispossession” (like
privatization of land and forest) and around issues such as
land rights and tribal identity.

Answer to Q.3:

The significance of the Niyamgiri movement emerges from its
attempt to negate the globalization project to the extent it
represents the universalization of capitalist modernity - at
least in its neoliberal form. It represents a protest against neoliberal globalization’s untenably contradictory promise of
social regulation and social emancipation, wherein
emancipation collapses into market regulation i.e., to be free
is to accept market regulation. Resistance to globalization is
about the struggles to overturn the trend towards a capitalist
economy disengaged from its socially-defined functions. It
has led to the emergence of this counter-movement in the
form of societal contestation against the effects of a market
driven integration.

Answer to Q.4:

The Niyamgiri movement unfolded in a trans-local space
involving particular configurations of actors with changing
identities and networks that both transcended and
transgressed national boundaries. The trans-locality of the
Niyamgiri anti-globalization resistance is characterized by a
multiplicity of spaces distributed across different nation
states and involving particular configurations of actors,
resources, territory and networks. These spaces were translocal because they both transgressed and transcended locality
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and had the ability to change the local spaces from which
they emerged. The local in trans-local is not about a fixed
space but is about a network, describing not the just
characteristics of populations or cultures or places but
focusing instead on the movement of people, ideas, cultures
and political identity.
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INTRODUCTION

Globalization is an oft-cited term that can usefully serve as shorthand. However, this
shorthand runs the risk of lumping together a broad range of complex economic,
political, and cultural phenomena. Globalization describes both the benefits and
costs of living in a globally connected world. In this Unit, you will learn the process
of globalization. The focus then will be shifted to learn about the main factors
leading to the protest against globalization. Examples of some widely known antiglobalization movement will provide you further input.

2.2

LEARNING OBJECTIVES

After studying this Unit, you will be able to:
 learn first about the processes of globalization;
 enrich your knowledge about reasons, origin, types and major concerns of
anti- globalization movements in the world today
 understand the main factors leading to the protest against globalization; and

2.3

THE PROCESS OF GLOBALIZATION

Globalization as a process has led to the intensification of the worldwide social
relation and has linked the distant localities in such a way that local happening are
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shaped by the events occurring miles away and vice-versa. (Giddens: 1990). It is
mainly a process of cultural integration based on economic integration. Such form of
integration has been the matter of concern and discussions among the social
scientists (Baran: 1957, Frank: 1967, Amin: 1976, Wallerstein: 1974, Giddens: 1990,
Robertson: 1992) since its inception. The earliest sociological reflections on some
form of global interconnections and interdependence among different nations were
highlighted through the dependency theory (Baran: 1957; Amin: 1976; Frank: 1967).
They drew a connection between the economic development of industrial societies in
the West and expropriation of an economic surplus from overseas societies and
visualized global economy in terms of dependence of the periphery (underdeveloped
societies) and the core (the developed societies). A.G. Frank (1967) analyzed
underdevelopment in terms of global network of exploitation between metropolis
(the imperialist world) and satellite (the exploitative world) societies. According to
him (Frank: 1967) underdevelopment is systematically caused by colonization and
argues that mercantilism, capitalism, colonialism and imperialism are inextricably
intertwined. He considers capitalism as a way to exploit the underdeveloped
periphery for the benefit of the develop metropolis (Frank: 1967). This capitalism at
the global level leads to resource drain from the periphery to the centre enabling the
centre to grow and develop at the cost of the periphery. The global economic inter
connections were later explicitly defined and formulated in a neo-Marxian
framework through Wallerstein’s (1974) World System Theory, in terms of
relationship between the core (world of imperial markets); the periphery
(economically dependent economies) and the semi-periphery. World-system theory
is a sociological perspective that seeks to explain the dynamics of the “capitalist
world economy” as a “total social system”. The theory was outlined by Immanuel
Wallerstein in his reputed work “The Rise and Future Demise of the World
Capitalist System: Concepts for Comparative Analysis” in 1974. In 1976 Wallerstein
published The Modern World System I: Capitalist Agriculture and the Origins of the
European World-Economy in the Sixteenth Century that explained the relationship
between the three orders of the world capitalist system – the core, periphery and the
semi-periphery.
He (1974) argues that the human society till date has undergone two forms of worldsystems, one the world-empire based on political and military domination and the
other, the modern capitalist world economy relying on economic domination. He
opines that the world system of economy started growing as early as the Commercial
Revolution that is, during early days of Colonialism when the western world,
initially, Spain, Portugal and later on England, Holland and France started making
their colonies. Capitalism as a historical system has integrated a variety of labour
forms within a functioning division of labour that operates between core, periphery
and semi-periphery. The world, according to Wallerstein (1974) is characterized by
various capitalist features which have evolved over a period of time in the following
order:
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COLONIALISM
↓
IMPERIALISM
↓
ADVANCED CAPITALISM
↓
MONOPOLY CAPITALISM
↓
WORLD CAPITALIST SYSTEM
In this manner, by culling out the basic features of the World Capitalist system, the
World system theory (1974) places the origin of globalization in the late fifteenth
century Europe. It extends that globalization as a process completed in the twentieth
century, by which the capitalist world-system spreads across the actual globe. Since
that world-system has maintained some of its main features over several centuries,
globalization does not constitute a new phenomenon. In fact the modern worldsystem originated around 1500. In parts of Western Europe, a long-term crisis of
feudalism gave way to technological innovation and the rise of market institutions.
The advances in production and incentives for long-distance trade stimulated
Europeans to reach other parts of the globe. The superior military strength and means
of transportation enabled them to establish economic ties with other regions that
favoured the accumulation of wealth in the European core. During the "long
sixteenth century," Europeans thus established an occupational and geographic
division of labour. In the twentieth century, the world-system reached its geographic
limit with the extension of capitalist markets and the state system to all regions. It
also witnessed the rise of the United States as a hegemonic power-one that has seen
its relative economic and political strength diminished since the last years of the
Cold War.
The capitalist world–economy calls forth the accumulation of private capital,
through exploitation in production and sale for profit in a market, is its driving force;
it is "a system that operates on the primacy of the endless accumulation of capital via
the eventual commodification of everything" (1998: 10). The capitalist worldeconomy has no single political centre: it "has been able to flourish precisely because
it has had within its bounds not one but a multiplicity of political systems," which
has given capitalists "a freedom of manoeuvre that is structurally based" and has
"made possible the constant expansion of the world-system" (1974b: 348).
This constant expansion of the world system has reached to an extent that today
countries do not have economies but are the part of the world economy. Such form
of integration and intensification has produced several forms of inequalities both
within the countries and between different countries. As the process has retained the
major characteristics of the world capitalist system (Wallerstein: 1974), it tends to
reproduce exploitation and inequalities at the global level. As a law of nature every
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action has an equal and opposite reaction, even the inequalities and the exploitation
produced by the process of globalization has caused a series of reactions and rebels
against the process. There started emerging anti-colonial struggles against the world
capitalist which are labeled as the first type of protest against the economic system.
These protests are the protests or struggles of the nationals and they are often called
as the struggles for new nation and nationalism. It is mainly an ideological protest
found in developing countries and at times even the less developed nations also
protest against globalization and global forces. The first form of protest is heavily
informed by the national consciousness and it gets heavy support from the lower
class of the society.
At this juncture it is important to make a mention of those forces that have paved
way for the expansion of the globalization policies and globalization. Buckman
(2004) call these forces as the ‘engines of globalization’. He identifies two groups of
institution that aid and promote the neo liberal policies:
I.

II.

Transnational Corporations (TNCs): this is a very influential group and
controls most of the investment, trade and employment decision of
globalization. The neoliberal trade and investment policies of globalization
created vast markets and almost limitless expansion of the TNCs. In 1970s
there were about 7000 TNCs in the world and by 1997 the UNCTAD
estimated that their number has grown to 53,000 with around 448,000 foreign
affiliates (Buckman: 2004). The working of these TNCs is spread throughout
the world but it is very much shaped and controlled by the rich and developed
countries.
Public International Financial Institutions: this group constitutes the
organizations like the International Monetary Fund (IMF), the World Bank
(WB) and the World Trade Organization (WTO). The WTO is a global trade
bureaucracy founded on January, 01, 1995, it took over from the General
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT). It is the primary international body
drawn on the rules of international trade to help and promote free trade.

The IMF and the WB were created at the international finance conference held in
Bretton Woods, in the United States in 1994. These are the twin institutions
providing the member governments with funds to overcome short-term credit
crunches. The funding is based on the policy known as the ‘structural adjustments
policies’ (SAPs). SAPs are the economic policies for developing nations reflecting
the neoliberal ideology driving globalization. They aim to achieve long-term
economic growth in poorer countries by restructuring the economy with minimal
government intervention. SAPs policies include currency devaluation, managed
balanced of payments, reduction of government services through public spending
budgets, reduction in tax on high earners, reducing inflation, wage suppression,
privatization, and lower tariffs on imports, free trade and cuts in social spending.
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It is often argued that globalization has resulted in some policies which are against
some sections of people in almost all the developing societies. Globalization led
economic development has proved to be dysfunctional for the peasants (like those of
Peru, Philippines, Poland, India, Brazil). These peasants by mobilizing people and
critically examining the globalization policies got associated at various political and
ideological platforms like World Associations of Peasants to express their protest.
Moreover, the funding policies and the procedures of the SAPs followed by the
engines of globalization had been in favour of the developed countries. According to
Buckman (2004) as these loans touch those areas of government activity that are
crucial to the human and economic health of poor countries they have produced
certain devastating consequences on these countries. Buckman (2004:54:55) has
outlined the following major consequences of the funding policies:












the outbreak of bubonic and pneumonic plague in India in 1994 as a result of
IMF/WB loan mandated budget cuts in 1991;
the collapse of the agricultural industry of Somalia as a result of IMF/WB
intervention in the early 1980s, which led to a huge loss in agricultural self –
sufficiency in Somalia with a resultant significant increase in dependency on
imported grain;
the escalation of the prices of essential fuel and consumer goods at the height
of the Rwandan civil war in 1992, significantly worsening the impact of the
war;
the bankruptcy of small and medium-sized farmers in Bangladesh in the early
1980s as a result of IMF-mandated elimination of agriculture subsidies;
consumer prices in Lima, Peru, in 1991, becoming higher than New York’s
while, at the same time, after-inflation earnings of most Peruvians fell by 60
per cent;
the fuelling of the war in Bosnia as a result of IMF/WB-driven budget cuts in
the amount of federal government assistance the central government in
Yugoslavia provided to its provinces;
the escalation of recent severe drought in Malawi through the sell-off of its
national grain buffer stock stipulated by the IMF in 2001.

Boswell (2003) claims that Globalization is promoting transnational social
movements that aim to reform and restructure both national societies and global
governance. Some of such movements are reactionary, while others are progressive:
a) Anti-systemic movements that seek to democratize global governance by
means of globalization from below, and
b) Anti-globalization movements that attack the powers that be in order to
revitalize traditional non-democratic civilizational values (Boswell and
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Chase-Dunn 2002).

2.4

ANTI- GLOBALIZATION MOVEMENT

The Anti-globalization movement or counter-globalization movement is a social
movement critical of the globalization of corporate capitalism. Buckman (2004)
argues that the anti-globalization movement is not an ordinary movement; rather it is
a movement of movements. It is a collection of many different organizations,
individuals and loose coalitions of both individuals and organizations.
The individuals involved are concerned about (Buckman: 2004):
 corporate power
 global poverty
 sustainable agriculture
 global warming
 the rights of the refugees
 preservations of trees and whales
 rights of the people working in sweatshops, and
 Other issue that the globalization connects with.
The organizations involved in the movement represents unions, aid organizations,
environment groups, non-mainstream political parties, alternative economic thinktanks, poor country development movements and many other types of organization.
For Buckman (2004), the nature of anti-globalization movement is diverse and
owing to this diversity it is natural that it would bear internal disagreements. There
exists a great degree of disagreement on the name of the movement as for many
social scientists the ‘anti-globalization movement’ tag is a media driven label. It is
therefore also labeled as ‘the anti-capitalist movement’, ‘the global justice
movement’, ‘the civil society movement’, ‘the alternative globalization movement’
or ‘the movement against global corporatism’.
The anti-globalization movement is defined as a loose association of various groups
which attempt to redefine the societal values about economic growth, socioeconomic equality, and the relations of individuals to one another and their natural
environment (Dillion: 2014: 485). The movement challenges the globalization
practices of transnational corporations, the activities of the state and the transnational
capitalist class, and the culture and ideology of consumerism. The anti-globalization
movement is an effort to counter the perceived negative aspects of the current
process of globalization. Sklair in his analysis of the anti-globalization movement
asserts that since the capitalist globalization works mainly through the transnational
practices, therefore the movements that challenge them have to work transnationally
too (Dillion: 2014). This defines the nature of anti-globalization movement as being
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transnational. The movement is especially
opposed to neoliberalism, and
international institutions that promote neoliberalism such as the World Bank (WB),
International Monetary Fund (IMF), the Organization for Economic Co-Operation
and Development (OECD) and the World Trade Organization (WTO); neoliberal
"free trade" treaties like the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), Free
Trade Area of the Americas (FTAA), the Multilateral Agreement on Investments
(MAI) and the General Agreement on Trade in Services (GATS); business alliances
like the World Economic Forum (WEF), the Trans Atlantic Business Dialogue
(TABD) and the Asia Pacific Economic Forum (APEC); as well as the governments,
organizations or treaties facilitating and promoting free trade and freedom of capital
to exploit the local communities were strongly opposed (Martell: 2010).
The origin of anti-globalization movement is traced back in 1970s with the birth of
the movements like the feminist movement, Non-aligned movement, the first United
Nations environment summit (in Stockholm in 1975) and the creation of the world’s
first Green parties (in Australia and New Zealand in 1972). However, it was 1980s
that saw the first major stirrings of the present day anti-globalization movement
when the World Bank (WB) and the International Monetary Fund (IMF) became the
focus of large protest. The World Bank and the IMF projects like the Narmada Dam
project in India and the Transmigration project of the Suharto regime were the major
targets of the anti-globalization movement (Buckman: 2004).
Engler (2007) in his article entitled “Defining the Anti-Globalization Movement”,
mentions that several social scientists trace the roots of the movement through a 500year history of resistance against European colonialism and U.S. imperialism. Some
visualizes the anti-globalization movement as continuous with the anti-Vietnam war
mobilizations of the 1960s and 1970s, with worldwide uprisings in 1968, and with
protests against structural adjustment in Africa, Asia, and Latin America in the 1980s
and 1990s. However, the most significant moment of origin for the movement was
the uprising of the Zapatista Army of National Liberation (EZLN) in Chiapas,
Mexico on January 1, 1994. On the same day that the North American Free Trade
Agreement (NAFTA) went into effect, the Zapatistas launched a two-week campaign
of armed clashes with the Mexican military. Their effort consequently became a
nonviolent movement for land reform and indigenous rights. The EZLN eschewed
traditional models of hierarchical leadership. It used the Internet to spread poetic
critiques of capitalist injustice throughout a network of international supporters. As a
rebel army seeking not to claim state power but to create spaces of autonomy and
direct democracy, the EZLN both paid homage to earlier models of national
liberation struggle and transformed them. Their example became an influential one
for the nascent globalization movement. In 1996, the EZLN hosted an International
Encounter for Humanity against Neoliberalism in the jungles of Chiapas. Some
5,000 activists from over 40 countries attended. A follow-up meeting in Geneva in
1998 resulted in the formation of Peoples’ Global Action (PGA), a network of
autonomous organizations united in their rejection of capitalism, imperialism, and
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cultural domination. Participating organizations include groups as diverse as the
indigenous Maori of New Zealand, the Gandhian State Farmers’ Association of
Karnataka, India, and the Canadian Postal Workers’ Union. The PGA has helped
organize many of the international direct action mobilizations associated with the
globalization movement (Engler: 2007).
It is imperative here to make a mention of the major concerns of the antiglobalization movement (Martell: 2010) –










Democracy - The movement aims to protect the democratic control for the
ordinary people and claims that the neoliberal policies of free trade,
privatization and open markets should be left at the democratic disposal of
the developing countries and should not be forced by the rich nations.
Labour and Social Reproduction - The key concern of the movement is the
substance of what gets pursued by the neo liberalizers. Martell (2010)
considers labour as one such substance which is continuously exploited in the
capitalist world market. Apart from labour, the movement is also concerned
in knowing the way the globalization has impacted on social reproduction the upbringing and support of the people beyond labour force. The policies of
SAPs and economic liberalism have adversely affected the poorer section of
the society and women in particular.
Human Rights – The movement is concerned with the human rights for those
in social reproduction, for labour, or for communities in their own
environments, especially indigenous people, who are faced by the power of
big states and large-scale capital (Martell: 2010:242). The movement opposes
inequality, forced migration and inconsistency produced by globalization.
Human Health and the Environment - The movement is also concerned about
the food security, healthy risks, genetically modified crops, the privatization
of water, and patenting. The human interference in the environment is
threatening thereby creating a monoculture at the cost of the biodiversity.
Development - The movement is concerned with the issues of development
especially in the developing countries. It raises the issues of debt, aid, and the
role of developed world governments and corporations in developing
countries. In this context, the movement mainly focuses on the themes of the
labour rights of sweatshop workers and exploited migrant workers, the
effects of SAPs, the consequences of climate change and other environmental
problem.

At this juncture, it can be mentioned that the concerns of the anti-globalization
movement can be summarized as being anti-debt, ant-sweat, and ant-war (Martell:
2010). These concerns and issues are often debated and put forward in the meetings
of entities such as World Social Forum or European or Asian Social Forums. The
movement of the Zapatistas in Mexico, the protestors at the ‘Battle of Seattle’ at the
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WTO in 1999 and similar protests at the G8 meetings, the Chipko Indian movement
and the Brazilian Landless Worker’s movement, Rio Earth Summit of 1992 have
been the platforms for raising these concerns at the world forum.
Taking into account these basic concerns, the anti-globalization movement augured
well with the Rio Earth Summit of 1992, but lost some of its momentum during the
first half of the 1990s. It failed to wage a strong voice against the creation of the
World Trade Organization in 1995.
However, during the second half of the 1990s the pro-globalization forces provided
the anti-globalization with two important points that were crucial for the
development of the anti-globalization movement:



the Multilateral Agreement on Investment (MAI),
the new round of global trade negotiations by the WTO in Seattle in
December, 1999.

The anti-globalization movement mounted a huge campaign against the MAI. A bold
new era in the anti- globalization debate began with the massive opposition at the
Seattle. Huge protest took place in Washington against the International Monetary
Fund (IMF)/ World Bank meeting in April 2000; in Chiang Mai against a meeting of
the Asian Development in May 2000; in Quebec City against the Summit of the
Americas in April 2001 and in Gothenburg against a European Union summit in
June 2001. The largest protest was in Genoa, Italy in July 2001 against the G8
meeting. There has been series of anti-globalization movement as reflected in the
protests against the World Economic forum, WTO, World summit on Sustainable
Development.
These protests, according to Buckman (2004), are negative, one-dimensional and
have become the face of the anti-globalization movement. In this context, he
indentifies two broad policy approaches within the anti-globalization movement:
I.

II.

FAIR TRADE OR BACK TO BRETTON WOODS SCHOOL- This School
argues for immediate reforms of the world’s capitalist system. It argues that
the global institutions like the World Trade Organization (WTO),
International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the World Bank should undergo
refinement and should be made more democratic and transparent. These
institutions should work in a way that they contribute towards the
reformation of the world capitalist order so that it not only proves functional
for the developed nations rather for the developing ones too.
LOCALIZATION SCHOOL- the Localization School argues for the
complete abolition of the world capitalist order. It stands for the replacement
of the institutions like the World Trade Organization (WTO), International
Monetary Fund (IMF) and the World Bank with that of a more democratic
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institutions focussing on local institutions and economies. Its philosophy
revolves around self- reliance and local economic trade and governance.
Dillion (2013) has argued that due to the contributions of two Irish born activists
Bob Geldof and Bone, the anti-globalization movement has been able to stress on the
issues of human rights, social justice, poverty, AIDS, women’s rights, and
environmental sustainability. It is in fact noteworthy that women have been at the
forefront of the anti-globalization movement and they acquire a strong presence in
the local movements and community organizations (Dillion: 2014).
Check Your progress Exercise 2.1
Notes:
I.
Write your answer in the space given below.
II.
Compare your answer with the one given at the end of this Unit.
Q.1 What do you mean by anti-globalization movement?
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………
Q.2 Enumerate the two broad policy approaches to the anti-globalization
movement.
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
…………

2.5

ANTI-GLOBALIZATION
WORLD SOCIAL FORUM

MOVEMENT

AND

THE

The World Social Forum (WSF) emerged as a response to the growing international
movements to neoliberal globalization and the effects of the neo-liberal economic
policies prevalent in most of the countries. It was conceived as an open meeting
space for deepening the reflection, the democratic discussion of ideas, the
formulation of proposals, the free exchange of experiences and the articulation of
civil society organizations and movements that are opposed to neoliberal
globalization and the domination of the world by capital and by any other form of
imperialism.
The first edition of the WSF was organized in Porto Alegre, Brazil, from January 25
to 30, 2001 which was attended by approximately 20,000 people comprising of the
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delegates from 117 countries, Youth Camp and Indigenous Nation Camp
participants. It marked a significant opposition to the World Economic Forum held
that has since 1971 played a strategic role in formulating the thought of those
promoting and defending the neoliberal policies throughout the world.
In order to facilitate international articulation of the WSF process, the International
Council (IC) of the WSF was established in 2001. The IC was mandated to enhance
and expand the diversity of the WSF process at the global level. The IC is a group of
international networks from different regions of the world. It is constituted by
several organizations working on issues including economic justice, human rights,
environmental issues, and labour, youth and women rights. The IC contributes to the
WSF methodology, outreach, communication strategies as well as the local and
regional organizing process. After the formation of the IC, it was decided that the
Secretariat of the International Council would be based in Sao Paulo, Brazil.
The activities of the WSF process in India initiated in early 2002, and were designed
to set up and build a World Social Forum Process in the country, towards hosting the
Asian Social Forum meeting in Hyderabad in 2003, and subsequently the Global
Forum (World Social Forum) in 2004 and further to organize and co-ordinate
activities related to globalization in the country. It was conceived as a symbol of
unity and democratic space for people to assert their rights for peace and a world free
of violence, prejudice and hatred. The WSF India process not only focuses on
imperialist globalization but also on the issues of religious and sectarian violence,
casteism and patriarchy. It includes members from all sections of the society
especially the marginalized and the underprivileged and enables them to articulate
their struggles and visions, individually and collectively, against the threat of neoliberal, capitalist globalization on the one hand and uphold the secular, plural and
gender sensitive framework on the other.
This in turn opens up a dialogue within and between the broad spectrum of political
parties and groups, social movements and other organizations. The WSF-India
process aims to be widespread and inclusive by allowing for a space for workers,
peasants, indigenous peoples, dalits, women, hawkers, all minorities, immigrants,
students, academicians, artisans, artists, the media as well as parliamentarians,
sympathetic bureaucrats and other concerned sections from within and outside the
state. The WSF process brings various mass organizations, new social movements
and NGOs on one platform, for the first time in recent Indian history. The WSF
process is being deepened at the grassroots by initiating social forums in states,
districts and towns of India.
The process has advanced the debate on the Indian issues simultaneously
maintaining an international perspective. A basic and underlying organizing
principle is that all activities initiated by the WSF process will be both serious and
purposeful, addressing the hard ground realities that we live in and struggle with, and
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also be vibrant celebrations of life, of alternatives, of possible other worlds.
However, the working of certain activities the WSF has been criticized by those
attending the WSF itself, such as at the WSF 2001, the activists invaded and
destroyed an experimental genetically modified plantation of the Monsanto
Company. On January 26, 2001 a number of activists with Brazil's Landless
Workers' Movement/ Movimento dos Sem-Terra (MST) reacted in protest to the
growing role of Monsanto in global agribusiness, which was considered by the group
to be unethically using their seed patents to harm the rights of rural peoples.
Moreover, the WSF has, in recent years, been strongly criticized for replacing
popular movements of the poor with NGOs (non-governmental organization).
Movements of the poor in poorer parts of the world, like Africa, have argued that
they are almost completely excluded from the forum and in countries like Kenya and
South Africa, they have protested against donor funded NGOs that, they argue,
determine and dominate African representation at the forum. It has also been argued
that NGOs sometimes compete with popular grassroots movements for access to the
forum and for influence there. The 2007 World Social Forum in Nairobi, Kenya in
particular was criticized as a "NGO fair" because of how many NGOs attended,
crowding out less formal groups of activists. Also, it has been alleged that at the
Forum, not all the attendees were properly represented, with the bigger and wealthier
NGOs having far more space to talk and lead the events, while others were
marginalized.

2.6

ANTI-GLOBALIZATION
OCCUPY MOVEMENT

MOVEMENT

AND

THE

The Occupy Movement started on September 17, 2011 in Zuccotti Park, New York
City and has since then spread globally. It is a leaderless opposition movement and
includes people of many colours, genders and political persuasions (Keohane: 2012).
The Movement generated awareness on the issues of global inequality and strived to
educate and encourage the people around the world to fight against the corporate
greed. It protested the extreme inequality of wealth and its exacerbation by
government financial policies. The Movement brought awareness to the issue of
global inequality, strived to educate many around the world, and helped encourage
them to fight against the corporate greed.
The Occupy slogan, “We are the 99%” entails the entire philosophy of members of
the movement. The movement focuses on income inequality, income distribution,
and the economic consequences of the financial system. The central aim of the
protestor’s aim was the increasing gap between the wealthiest 1% and the rest of the
population. It was concerned with the lack of retaliatory measures against those
responsible for the financial system collapse and the declining housing market
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(Keohane: 2012). Thus, the Occupy involves a broad array of goals and its core
values vary from unequal income distribution to the overarching theme, the system is
broken.
The Occupy movement emerged as a product of the political mobilization against the
excess of global capitalism. The protestors gained initial success when they took
over and maintained occupancy of the Zuccotti Park - the park owned by the
corporate giants. The movement slowly came to be known as the Occupy Wall Street
and created a stir in many of the financial centres of capitalism around the world.
They occupied the public spaces across the U.S. and other parts of the world
(Dillion: 2014).
The movement consist of a radically, religiously and economically diverse crowd
comprising of students, unemployed, graduates, laid-off middle aged professionals
and skilled workers and other older aged individuals (Keohane: 2012). These people
raised their voices against the prevailing evils of global capitalism and revolts
against inequalities, consumerism and environmental degradation caused by the
world capitalist order.
The Occupy movement received considerable attention from the journalists, mass
media and found its expansion via global means of communication like Facebook,
twitter, cell phones and other forms of technology and social media (Dillion: 2014)
Check Your progress Exercise 2.2
Notes:
I.
Write your answer in the space given below.
II.
Compare your answer with the one given at the end of this Unit.
Q.3 Reflect your understanding on the World Social Forum in the context to the
anti-globalization movement.
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
Q.4 Why did the Occupy Movement emerge?
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
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2.7

LET US SUM UP

Globalization as a process of integration of economies resulted in some policies
which are against some sections of people in almost all the developing societies.
Globalization led economic development has proved to be dysfunctional for the
peasants of Peru, Philippines, Poland, India, or Brazil.
The funding policies and the procedures of the Structural Adjustment Programmes
(SAPs) followed by the engines (Transnational Corporations and Public International
Financial Institutions) of globalization had been in favour of the developed countries
and therefore they have produced certain devastating consequences on the
developing countries. This in turn led to the uprising of the transnational social
movements that aim to reform and restructure both national societies and global
governance. Some of such movements are reactionary, while others are progressive.
The Anti-globalization movement or counter-globalization movement is a social
movement critical of the globalization of corporate capitalism. There exists a great
degree of disagreement on the name of the movement as for many social scientists
the ‘anti-globalization movement’ tag is a media driven label. It is therefore, also
labelled as ‘the anti-capitalist movement’, ‘the global justice movement’, ‘the civil
society movement’, ‘the alternative globalization movement’ or ‘the movement
against global corporatism’. The anti-globalization movement is defined as a loose
association of various groups which attempt to redefine the societal values about
economic growth, socio-economic equality, and the relations of individuals to one
another and their natural environment (Dillion 2014: 485). The movement challenges
the globalization practices of transnational corporations, the activities of the state and
the transnational capitalist class, and the culture and ideology of consumerism.

2.8

GLOSSARY

Anti-Globalization Movement:

a social movement critical of economic
globalization.

Global Poverty:

a serious issue that puts breaks on human
development

Occupy Movement:

an international progressive socio-political
movement that expressed opposition to social
and economic inequality and to the lack of
"real democracy" around the world.

Sustainability:

Sustainability focuses on meeting the needs of
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the present without compromising the ability of
future generations to meet their needs. The
concept of sustainability is composed of three
pillars: economic, environmental, and social—
also known informally as profits, planet, and
people.

2.9

CHECK YOUR PROGRESS: THE ANSWER KEYS

Answer to Q.1:

The anti-globalization movement or counter-globalization
movement is a social movement critical of the globalization of
corporate capitalism. It is a collection of many different
organizations, individuals and loose coalitions of both
individuals and organizations. It may be defined as a loose
association of various groups, which attempt to redefine the
societal values about economic growth, socio-economic
equality, and the relations of individuals to one another and
their natural environment. The movement challenges the
globalization practices of transnational corporations, the
activities of the state and the transnational capitalist class, and
the culture and ideology of consumerism.

Answer to Q.2:

The two broad policy approaches within the anti-globalization
movement may be identified as
(a) Fair Trade or Back to Bretton Woods School- This School
argues for immediate reforms of the world’s capitalist system.
It argues that the global institutions like the World Trade
Organization (WTO), International Monetary Fund (IMF) and
the World Bank should undergo refinement and should be
made more democratic and transparent. These institutions
should work in a way that they contribute towards the
reformation of the world capitalist order so that it not only
proves functional for the developed nations rather for the
developing ones too.
(b) Localization School- The Localization School argues for
the complete abolition of the world capitalist order. It stands
for the replacement of the institutions like the World Trade
Organization (WTO), International Monetary Fund (IMF) and
the World Bank with that of a more democratic institutions
focusing on local institutions and economies. Its philosophy
revolves around self-reliance and local economic trade and
governance.
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Answer to Q.3:

The first edition of the World Social Forum (WSF) was
organized in Porto Alegre, Brazil, from January 25 to 30, 2001
which was attended by approximately 20,000 people
comprising of the delegates from 117 countries, Youth Camp
and Indigenous Nation Camp participants. It emerged as a
response to the growing international movements to neoliberal globalization and the effects of the neo-liberal
economic policies prevalent in most of the countries. It was
conceived as an open meeting space for deepening the
reflection, the democratic discussion of ideas, the formulation
of proposals, the free exchange of experiences and the
articulation of civil society organizations and movements that
are opposed to neoliberal globalization and the domination of
the world by capital and by any other form of imperialism.

Answer to Q.4:

The Occupy movement emerged as a product of the political
mobilization against the excess of global capitalism. It started
on September 17, 2011 in Zuccotti Park, New York City and
has since then spread globally. The protestors gained initial
success when they took over and maintained occupancy of the
Zuccotti Park - the park owned by the corporate giants. The
movement slowly came to be known as the Occupy Wall
Street and created a stir in many of the financial centres of
capitalism around the world. They occupied the public spaces
across the U.S. and other parts of the world.
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INTRODUCTION

The present unit discusses the notion of anti-systemic movement both at the
conceptual as well as theoretical levels. It traces the emergence of such movements
and touches upon three instances of ‘world revolution’ as 1848, 1968 and 1989. The
main objective of the unit is to locate anti-systemic movements in its historiography
and its relevance in today’s global times. Although it is not under the purview of the
current Unit, however one can locate the recent uprisings / revolts / protests across
the world manifested in various revolutions like ‘Jasmine Revolution’ of Tunisia
(December 18, 2010 to January 14, 2011), Arab Spring (18 December 2010),
Occupy Wall Street (OWS) protest movement (September 2011, New York City)
among others within the framework of anti-systemic movements.
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3.2

LEARNING OBJECTIVES

After reading this Unit, you will be able to:
 have an understanding of notions of system and anti-system elements and
activities;
 locate the modern capitalist economy within the framework of world-system;
 gain knowledge regarding the historicity of anti-systemic movements across
the world.

3.3

DEFINITIONS

This Section briefly outlines some of the important definitions of the key terms used
in this Unit such as globalization, social movement, System and Anti-System among
others.

3.3.1 Globalization
Globalisation as an economic social change can be understood as the linking and
interconnecting of the domestic/national/ regional economy with that of
global/international economy. At the level of politics (polity), it “has a profound
impact on political institutions and discourse both internationally and nationally”
(Koshy, 2002: 83). We also witness the emergence of transnational institutions and
organizations like World Trade Organisation (WTO) & World Bank (WB) which
redefine the sovereign boundaries of nation-states in a significant manner. In an
important way, Anthony Giddens (1990) has defined globalization “as the
intensification of worldwide social relations which link distant localities in such a
way that local happenings are shaped by events occurring many miles away and vice
versa” (Giddens, 1990).

3.3.2 Social Movement
At a very conventional sense social movement is a collective effort by organized and
mobilized mass who are in agreement with each other that they are suffering from
common form of deprivation – real or imagined – (both material & non-material),
and thus seek to change the social order seeking to be included in the main stream of
the society in the near future. According to Blumer (1969: 99), ‘Social movements
can be viewed as collective enterprises seeking to establish a new order of life.’ In
this way, movements can be seen as “mechanism of transfer of power from the
entrenched vested interests …. to the hitherto powerless and marginalized”
(Oommen, 2004: 184). It has ideology, organization, means & modes of
mobilization (the process of collective action), leadership & mass of people (either
as followers or as activists having differential access to resources, and opportunities)
as its constituent elements. As movements tend to change the existing social order,
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sometimes they are also addressed as revolutionary or transformative activities.

3.3.3

System and Anti-System

One way to begin to understand the dynamics of anti-systemic movement is to begin
with understanding System. System, at a very basic level, according to Oxford
Dictionary is ‘A set of things working together as parts of a mechanism or an
interconnecting network; a complex whole’. In this context, it can mean ‘The
prevailing political or social order, especially when regarded as oppressive and
intransigent’.1 Additively, it can be also seen as ‘a group of related parts that move
or work together’ and/or ‘an organized society or social situation regarded as
stultifying or oppressive.’2 However, in the present context, “The system referred to
here is the world-system of historical capitalism, which ….. has given rise to a set of
anti-systemic movements” (Arrighi et al. [1989] 2011: 1). In this way, anti-systemic
movements or activities can be seen as those activities which challenge and critique
the system or the state. It is anti to the system as it does not approve the mechanisms
and modalities of its functioning which bestows the resources of the society in the
favour of few and thus renders a huge mass outside of its purview.

3.3.4 Understanding System as ‘World System’
Immanuel Wallerstein while elaborating on the ‘world system’ thesis outlined three
systems which are constituent elements of global order. These are “mini systems …..
small in space and highly homogenous; ‘world empires …. Which are vast political
structures …. based on extraction of tributes; … ‘world economies’ …. where the
basic logic is that the accumulated surplus is distributed unequally in favour of those
able to achieve various kinds of temporary monopolies in the market networks”
(Wallerstein, 2002a: 285). The world system in this way “is a world economy with a
hierarchical division of labour for the production of different kinds of goods. There
are economically and militarily powerful countries in the core, dependent, and
dominated regions in the periphery, and a middle sector of countries (the semiperiphery) in which states have intermediate levels of economic and
political/military power” (Chase Dunn, 2002: 49).

3.4

ANTI-SYSTEMIC MOVEMENTS: TOWARDS A
CONCEPTUAL & THEORETICAL UNDERSTANDING

At a very basic level, anti-systemic movements are those movements which
challenge the ‘system’ (modern capitalist) as the former sees it oppressive and
discriminatory to their needs, rights and entitlements. Herein the system is critiqued
and like-minded people are mobilized so as to seek change in the existing social
order. As has been already outlined earlier that the term system has to be understood
in terms of capitalist system which is very much pervasive as it encircles both the
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polity in terms of new forms of political structure as well as the thought process of
the mass mediated through the logic of consumer culture.

3.4.1 Immanuel Wallerstein on Anti-Systemic Movements
Immanuel Wallerstein is most known for his World System as a theoretical concept
which is manifested in the emergence and subsequently hegemonic modern capitalist
economy (system). According to him, this world system is constituted by the free
and uninterrupted flow of capital from the developing and/or underdeveloped Third
World countries towards the First world or the developed countries. In this process,
three constitutive elements of this system emerges which are the ‘Core’ developed
countries, ‘Periphery’ represented by the third world and in between lies the ‘Semiperiphery’ which itself is the ‘Core’ of the ‘Periphery’ and at the same time
‘Periphery’ to the developed countries. As Immanuel Wallerstein has outlined in his
oft-quoted writing “New revolts against the System” (2002) wherein he “coined the
term ‘anti-systemic movement’ in the 1970s in order to have a formulation that
would group together what had, historically and analytically, been two distinct and in
many ways rival kinds of popular movement—those that went under the name
‘social’, and those that were ‘national.’ For him, “[to] be anti-systemic is to argue
that neither liberty nor equality is possible under the existing system and that both
are possible only in a transformed world” (1990: 45) and most importantly that
“there has been uprising after uprising, mobilization after mobilization, victory after
victory of anti-systemic movements for the whole of the twentieth century”
(Wallerstein, 2001: 27). Some of the important anti-systemic movements outlined by
him include social democratic reform movements of Western Europe and North
America, the revolutionary movements of the former socialist bloc and the
nationalist movements of the Third World. One can mention here that the Eastern
Bloc was established by the Soviet Union at the end of World War II by occupying
several countries like Poland, Czechoslovakia, Bulgaria, Romania, Hungary, East
Germany, Albania and Yugoslavia. These were subsequently politically and
economically styled according to the philosophy and practice of Communism.
According to Wallerstein, there are two variants of anti-systemic movement, i.e.
social movements and national movements. Elaborating on their features he states
that “Social movements were conceived primarily as socialist parties and trade
unions; they sought to further the class struggle within each state against the
bourgeoisie or the employers. National movements were those which fought for the
creation of a national state, either by combining separate political units that were
considered to be part of one nation—as, for example, in Italy— or by seceding from
states considered imperial and oppressive by the nationality in question— colonies in
Asia or Africa, for instance.” At another place (1991: 75-76), he has outlined six
varieties of anti-systemic movements which are “In the Western countries, there are
“old left” movements in the form of the trade-unions and segments of the traditional
left parties – labour and social-democratic parties; In the same Western countries,
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there is a wide variety of new social movements – of women, “minorities”, Greens,
etc.; In the socialist bloc, there are the traditional Communist parties in power; In
this same socialist bloc, a network is emerging …. Emphasis on the themes of human
rights and anti-bureaucracy; in the Third World, there are segments (1991: 75-76).

3.4.2 Anti-Systemic Social Movements: Towards a Marxist
understanding
In a significant way, the anti-systemic movements can be also located in the Marxian
framework not only because it “see capitalism as an inhuman and in egalitarian
system of exploitation that needs to be overthrown” (Saul, 2006: 55) but also
because “it sees the social world as a constant making and unmaking of social
structure of human needs and capacities – structures that are constructed through the
conflictual encounter what we call social movements from above and social
movements from below” (Nilsen and Cox, 2013: 64-65). The idea of capitalism and
its related exploitation of the proletariat by the bourgeoisie is important here.
Bourgeoisie is a word from the French language. It was used in Marxist theory to
characterize class of those people who own the means of production in any given
society. Karl Marx in his ‘The Communist Manifesto’ (1848) outlined the role of
Bourgeoisie in the grand scheme of social change. However, with the passage of
time, it itself becomes exploitative of other class, the Proletariat. Marx developed the
concept of capitalism in ‘Capital: A Critique of Political Economy’ Volume I (1867)
and II (1878). According to him, it is the system based on surplus value and profit.
Here the class which owns the means of production (Bourgeoisie) exploits the labour
class (wage labour) for its own profit and thus private property and ownership
becomes too visible. According to Taylor (1997: 1-17), “Socialism as an antisystemic movement derives from, or is directly influenced by, the writings of Karl
Marx” (ibid. 9) …. thus … “Socialism as a political practice represented by the
U.S.S.R. therefore created its own cul de sac in the history of the modern worldsystem” (ibid. 10).
However, it is important to note that no clear strands of social movement are visible
in Marxian writings. However, as he and his writings are more in tune with
revolution & total transformation of the social order, we can locate a similarity
between both the perspectives. It is in this context that Nilsen (undated: 1) has
argued that “it is precisely its origins in and orientation towards the crucible of forces
and struggles that have shaped and continue to shape the modern capitalist world that
endows Marxism with a prescient relevance in terms of understanding and advancing
of the forms of oppositional collective action commonly grouped under the “social
movement” rubric.” Central to the theme of Marxian notion of social movement is
‘spices being’ which denotes an individual who is conscious enough to realize and
become aware of the exploitative social order and is able to negotiate with the
existing system ways of change and revolution. This process can be termed as praxis
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wherein the individual is not only constituted and constructed by his/her concrete
historical situation but on the other hand also tends to modify his / her existence in
the process of fulfilling his / her needs.
Check Your progress Exercise 3.1
Notes:
I.
Write your answer in the space given below.
II.
Compare your answer with the one given at the end of this Unit.

Q.1 What is meant by globalisation today?
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
Q.2 What is meant by social movement?
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
Q.3 What is meant by Anti-systemic movements?
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………

3.5

ANTI-SYSTEMIC MOVEMENTS: 1848, 1968 AND
‘SETBACK’ OF 1989

The beginning as well as the versions of the anti-systemic movements can be located
in two ‘world revolutions’ of recent history; the first one is 1848 (sometimes referred
to as Spring of Nations, Springtime of the Peoples or the Year of Revolution) and the
second one is 1968 as these “were successful in that they gave birth to enduring antisystemic movements and also transformed the terrain and organizational forms for
future struggles” (Sitton, 1996: 223). The period from 1830 to 1848 is very
significant in the social and political history of Europe as it was in this period
various revolutions took place which shook the exploitative and authoritative
political structure to its core and resulted in the transfer of power (although
temporarily) to the workers and commoners.
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3.5.1 1848: Year of Revolution
The Revolutions first started out in France in 1848 where the people wanted
universal suffrage. Shortly it spread to Germany, Austria, Italy and other European
countries except Britain. Although these revolutions could not live up to the
expectations and were unable to solve (or dissolve) the exploitative structures of both
polity & economy completely, yet in one of the most resounding and emphatic
observation on 1848 by Eric Hobsbawm in his monumental The Age of Revolution:
1789 – 1848 ([1962] 1996) has pointed out that:
“This was the ‘spectre of communism’ which haunted Europe, the fear of
‘the proletariat’ which affected not merely factory-owners in Lancashire or
Northern France but civil servants in rural Germany, priests in Rome and
professors everywhere. And with justice. For the revolution which broke out
in the first months of 1848 was not a social revolution merely in the sense
that it involved and mobilized all social classes. It was in the literal sense the
rising of the labouring poor in the cities—especially the capital cities—of
Western and Central Europe. Theirs, and theirs almost alone, was the force
which toppled the old regimes from Palermo to the borders of Russia. When
the dust settled on their ruins, workers—in France actually socialist
workers—were seen to be standing on them, demanding not merely bread
and employment, but a new state and society” (Hobsbawm, [1962] 1996:
305)

3.5.2 The Revolution of 1968
Here it is pertinent to point out the reason and locale of the 1968 revolution not only
because “it was one of the great, formative events in the history of our modern
world-system, the kind we call watershed events” (Wallerstein and Zukin, 1989:
431) but also because “this was a tumultuous year when the floodtide of mass revolt
swept over the narrow confines of capitalism and threatened the very foundations of
the system” (Taaffe, 2008). It is pertinent here to point out at least two major
epicenters of 1968 revolution which were United States of American and France
(apart from Italy, Japan, Mexico and Czechoslovakia’s Prague Spring). In the former
“radicalization was essentially based upon two things—the Vietnam War and the
resistance to it, and the Black liberation movement” (Geier, 2008) whereas in the
latter “it was a sudden, spontaneous explosion—which was started by students. It
spread to young workers, and from young workers it spread to the working class as a
whole” (ibid.) apart from “collapse of the Bretton Woods Arrangements, the
suppression of the Prague Spring, the growing influence of Maoism after the SinoSoviet Split and the growth of Euro-communism, as well as the earlier crisis over
Algeria.”
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3.5.3 The Revolution of 1989
However, the 1989 revolution was ideologically different from both revolutions of
1848 and 1968 as it was “the moment when the Cold War, and communism, lost out
to democracy, the free market, and nationalist aspirations, in Central Europe and
across the world” (Kenney, 2002: 2). It was the collapse of the Soviet Union’s
European empire (East Germany, Poland, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Romania, and
Bulgaria). An historic moment of this time was the ‘Collapse of the Berlin Wall’ on
the night of November 09-10, 1989 as “in that one night the entire picture of Europe
constructed in the mind of almost all of its citizens for forty years underwent an
irreversible phase shift …… where …. the future of the Communist regime of
Eastern Europe suddenly seemed very bleak indeed’ (Stokes, 1993: 142). It can be
mentioned here that Berlin Wall was the boundary erected between the East
Germany and West Berlin and represented the era of ‘Cold War’. It was operational
from 13th August, 1961 to 9th November 1989. The Wall was not only the physical
and concrete dividing line between two geographical places but it was also symbolic
of the ideological rift between the Communism in East Germany and Democracy in
West Berlin. Another event of importance was the June 4th 1989 incident of Chinese
military’s occupation of Tiananmen Square which itself was not less than a
massacre. It is in this contest the events 1989 is seen as setback as it could not
sustain its protest against the capitalist system.

3.6

ANTI-SYSTEMIC MOVEMENTS: SPECIAL REFERENCE
TO INDIA

After outlining the trends and themes of anti-systemic movements at the global level,
an attempt here has been made to locate some of such movements in India. An
important facet of anti-systemic movement/s in India is that these also aimed at
capturing the state and thus to transform the same in accordance with their ideology
and philosophy of movement. However, there seems to be differences in approach in
analyzing the character of a movement. Thus, on one hand, we witnessed the vibrant
‘Total Revolution’ led by Jayaprakash Narayan (widely known as JP or Loknayak).
J.P. movement (sometimes referred to as Bihar movement) of the 1970s, aimed at
changing the nature and character of the then existing political order. But, it was
non-violent in its philosophy and practice. On the other hand, we also come across a
radical and violent explosion of the Maoist philosophy manifested in Maoist
movement spread across India. As compared to the JP movement, the Maoist
movement is largely violent in nature and also it tends to undermine the structure of
the state itself. Again, the JP movement wanted to redefine State, whereas the Maoist
movement sought annihilation of the State itself. The unit in brief specifically looks
into two such anti-systemic movements, i.e. the ‘Total Revolution’ initiated and led
by Jayaprakash Narayan and the Maoist movement.
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Jayaprakash Narayan in the latter half of 1950s outlined the distinction between
“lokniti [Polity of the people], as opposed to rajniti [Polity of the state]”. It was this
philosophy that was germane to the popular people’s movement known as the
peaceful ‘Total Revolution’ (Sampooran Kranti) during 1974-75 (JP gave a call for
‘Total Revolution’ on 05th June, 1975). The promulgation of a state of Internal
Emergency under Article 352 of Indian constitution on 26th June 1975 made him
more firm in his belief that the only way out for the common Indian mass was to
radically change the System itself. As an offshoot to it, he founded the People’s
Union for Civil Liberties in 1976. The prevailing socio-economic and most
importantly political scenario leading to “Total Revolution” and what ought to be
done now has been outlined by J.P in his two important writings namely A plea for
reconstruction of Indian polity (1959) and Swaraj for the people (1961). In his own
words,
“From the very beginning I have been saying in the course of my speeches
that the objective of our movement is total revolution. In other words, this
movement aims at bringing about a revolutionary change in all aspects of the
life of both society and individual. The objective of this movement is not
merely to change the Government, but also to change the society and the
individual. That is why I have called it total revolution. You can also call it a
comprehensive revolution.”
Dandavate and Narayan (2002: 7) have stated that “JP’s concept of total revolution
… encompasses economic, social, cultural, educational, moral and structural aspects
in their totality.” At that time the Indian political order was governed by the Indian
National Congress characterized by absolute dominance of Indira Gandhi. The socioeconomic sphere was reeling under the exploitation & discrimination resulting from
the existing system of feudalism manifested in Zamindari system. Here it is
important to note that ‘Total Revolution’ coincided with the growing student unrest
both in Bihar and Gujarat. In the former, the Chhatra-Yuva Sangharsha Vahini (main
constituent of Bihar movement & JP’s political platform) was instrumental in
disseminating and practicing the principles of ‘Total Revolution’ whereas in the
latter it became part of ‘Nav Nirman movement’. The subsequent years in the India
politics saw the period of Emergency, many important political leaders including JP
being put behind bars and a state of total anarchy in favour of Congress led by Indira
Gandhi. The final curtain to the JP led philosophy of total and political
transformation was the elections held in January 1980 which brought back Congress
(I) again to the helm of power and thus ended the ‘Total revolution’ midway.
Maoist movement (sometimes also referred to as Left radicalism) on the other hand,
has challenged and still challenges the system through what Mohanty (2006: 31633168) has termed “revolutionary violence”. In was in the year 2004, September that
the Communist Party of India (Maoist) was formed after the merger of Communist
party unity and Maoist Communist Centre (MCC). Although it is banned by the
Government of India, yet according to Left Wing Extremism (LWE) Division,
39

Ministry of Home Affairs, “The States of Chhattisgarh, Jharkhand, Odisha, Bihar,
West Bengal, Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Uttar Pradesh are
considered LWE affected, although in varying degrees.” The spread is also referred
to as ‘Red Corridor’ which is waging the war against the State. As of 31st May 2014,
altogether total LW incidents in 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013 and 2014 are 2258,
2213, 1760, 1415, 1136 and 509 respectively and related figure of deaths are 908,
1005, 611, 415, 397 and 158 respectively. The State has responded to these incidents
in the framework of maintaining ‘internal security’ and in one instance has initiated
‘civil route’ manifested in ‘Salwa Judum’ more prominent in and around Bastar,
Chhattisgarh since June 2005 only to be pronounced illegal by the supreme Court on
5th July, 2011.
It has been rightly pointed out by Chakrabarty and Kujur (2010) that “From a
rebellion for land rights to a socio-political movement critiquing India’s state-led
development paradigm and finally to a serious threat for country’s internal security,
the Maoist movement has indeed come a long way.” The Marxism, Leninism and
Maoism as the ideological roots of contemporary Maoist movement go back to the
Naxalbari peasant rebellion / revolution in 1967 (sometimes referred to as ‘Spring
Thunder’ led by Charu Majumdar) and subsequently mediated through Communist
Party of India (Marxist-Leninist) of 1970 (Banerjee, 2006: 3159-3163). One can go
even more in the past to underline its importance through Tebhaga peasant
movement (1946-47) in Bengal by the Kisan Sabha (the peasant organization of
Communist Party of India) and Telengana Uprising (1946-51) in Telengana, Andhra
Pradesh. Its focus on ‘redefining democracy’ mixed with equitable distribution of
economic resources through ‘armed resistance’ has garnered the movement enough
dedicated supporters and activists “among the adivasi peasantry and dalit labouring
classes in particular” (Gupta, 2006: 3174). With the increasing dispossession of
whatever resources the poor and rural mass had, the incidents of clash between the
Maoists and the State are here to stay.
Check Your progress Exercise 3.2
Notes:
I.
Write your answer in the space given below.
II.
Compare your answer with the one given at the end of this Unit.
Q.4 Discuss 'historic' anti-systemic movements.
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
……………………………………………………………………………………….
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Q.5 What has been the nature of anti-systemic movements in India?
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
………………………………………………………………………………………
……………………………………………………………………………………….

3.7

LET US SUM UP

The main objective of the unit was to conceptualize and elaborate on the notion of
anti-systemic movement. The unit began by defining and differentiating between
system and anti-system and subsequently outlined the key features of World-System.
In the process, the contribution by Immanuel Wallerstein among others was
highlighted so as to underline certain features of World-System. It was followed by a
brief introduction to globalization and social movement. The next section of the unit
traced the theoretical strands of anti-systemic movement in the Marxian analysis of
‘movements from below’ and argued that to counter the modern capitalist economy
system, the writings by Marx are very much relevant.
Way back at home in India, the Unit discussed two variants of anti-systemic
movement. The first one was the non-violent ‘Total Revolution’ led by JP. It was
aimed towards addressing various issues like corruption in civic and political life,
unemployment, lopsided land reform measures and most importantly the way of
functioning of the then Prime Minister through Congress ‘System’. It achieved its
goal temporarily as a new political party Janata Party was formed and it captured the
political power at the Centre. However, infighting and factional politics within the
government led it to its demise. On the other hand, the Maoist movement is
characterized by violence and absolute annihilation of the State. It aims at
overthrowing the State with the philosophy of ‘Power flows from the barrel of the
gun’. In terms of geographical spread and intensity, it is more violent and threatening
to the System than the JP movement. While the ideals and legacy of JP are still
reverberating in today’s times, only the coming time will tell us more about the
relevance and stature of Maoist philosophy.

3.8

GLOSSARY

Anti- Systemic Movement:

It is anti to the system as it does not approve
the mechanisms and modalities of its
functioning which bestows the resources of the
society in the favour of a few and thus renders
a huge mass outside of its purview.
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Globalization:

It is an economic social change can be
understood as the linking and interconnecting
of the domestic/national/ regional economy
with that of global/international economy

World System:

The world system is a world economy with a
hierarchical division of labour for the
production of different kinds of goods. There
are economically and militarily powerful
countries in the core, dependent, and dominated
regions in the periphery, and a middle sector of
countries (the semi-periphery) in which states
have intermediate levels of economic and
political/military power

3.9

CHECK YOUR PROGRESS: THE ANSWER KEYS

Answer to Q.1:

At a very basic level, globalization as a process of
social change has multiple dimensions like sociocultural, political and economic. The economic
dimension relates to the emergence of international
(global) economy. At the level of politics (polity), we
witness the emergence of trans-national institutions
and organizations wherein the boundaries of nationstates are redefined. Again, the 'free' flow of man
(mass migration of human labour), money (finance
capital) and material (both services and goods) has a
longer history than the present discourse on
globalization. In this context, it has been argued that
the present form of globalization is different from its
earlier forms as the latter is the offshoot of the
phenomenal increase (development) in information
and communication technologies (ICTs). Herein the
financial flows of various societies and members of
society are inter-connected with each other through
mass media giving rise to ‘global village’ and ‘network
society’.

Answer to Q.2:

Social movement is a collective & sustained effort by
the mass of people to bring about change in social
order of any society which they perceive, experience
and argue as unjust to them. It is also understood in
terms of collective action to protest against the unjust
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society. The feeling of relative deprivation manifests in
the marginal groups & communities in terms of lack of
access to social, economic and political resources is
fuelled further through the hope and aspiration of
‘egalitarian social order.’ People are mobilized by the
effective leadership through the use of ideology and
programme. The 'institutionalization' of social
movement can be seen as the later stage of many
movements.
Answer to Q.3:

Anti-systemic movements or activities can be seen as
those activities which challenge and critique the
system or the state. It is anti to the system as it does
not approve the mechanisms and modalities of its
functioning which bestows the resources of the society
in the favour of a few and thus renders a huge mass
outside of its purview. The actors in such movements
strive for transformative changes in the social order as
they consider the present one as oppressive &
discriminatory. The system, on the other hand, strives
to prevail as it provides 'social stability' and maintains
a kind of equilibrium to an extent.

Answer to Q.4:

The initial as well as the latter versions of the antisystemic movements can be located in two ‘world
revolutions’ of recent history; the first one is 1848
(sometimes referred to as Spring of Nations,
Springtime of the Peoples or the Year of Revolution)
and the second one is 1968. Eric J. Hobsbawm's
masterwork “The Age of Revolution: 1789-1848”
detailed out the nature & consequences of the 1848
revolution. The 1968 was considered as the 'year of
revolution' wherein the Socialist forces swept across
U.S., France, Mexico, Vietnam, Britain among others
challenging the very foundation of capitalism, private
property and the tyranny of bourgeoisie. These are
therefore called ‘historic’ anti-systemic movements.

Answer to Q.5:

In the political economy term, the Congress as a
'system' was challenged by 'Total Revolution' led by
Jayaprakash Narayan from the historic Gandhi
Maidan, Patna (Bihar) on June 5, 1974. In this process,
JP travelled all over India to mobilize huge masses
against Congress in general and Indira Gandhi in
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particular by capturing people’s imagination through
anti-Corruption speeches. In a way, he was
instrumental in bringing down the then Congress
government at the Union. If his 'anti-systemic' strand
was peaceful and non-violent; on the other hand we
see the emergence and consolidation of a radical &
violent Maoist movement spread across nine states
through 12 different organizations challenging the
Indian state system. Though couching its revolutionary
ideas and practices in the sufferings and indignities of
the marginal sections (Dalits, Adivasis, landless
peasants, etc.) and holding 'class enemies' responsible
for the same; it has been accused of harbouring antinational sentiments and indulging into anti-state
activities.
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