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Paliticsisthe art of preventing people from taking part in matters that properly
concern them.

(Paul Valery 1871-1945)

the connectivity and cooperation, the solidarity and simultaneity of the movement is
much mor e sophisticated then the debates about whether to make official declarations
and joint campaigns or the arguments over open space ver sus organizing space
are comprehending. It is done through internet and email. It is done through free
software and free radio. It is done through free information, free intellectual property,
and, to the greatest extent possible under repressive rule, free movement. Itis
done through network subjectivities that think of information and art and knowledge
and power as something that is created in common and that must be kept moving.
That not only do you not get to own it, you don’t get to keep it. “ It” is constantly
transforming and can’t be held. You are a node in the P2P [Person to Person]
network of life and you cannot win anything by accumulation in what is not a zero
sum game. You only win through connection, through the ever changing and
expanding network. These are the kind of subjectivities created in a global struggle. It
is done everyday, by kidsin Brazil downloading free software, by women in Chiapas
listening to Radio Rebelde, by farmers redistributing native seed to those who have
lost its genetic strain, by authors and artists copylefting their work for free
distribution.

(Mara Kaufman 2005)

Thereisa certain irony in suggesting a need to explore the place of knowledge
management within social movements — particularly within those openly in
opposition to global capital. After all, knowl edge management as a discourse has
commonly concerned itself with how best to ‘ capture’ those insights and abilities that
wor kers have to date failed to surrender to the organisation that employees them. In
this respect, it stands firmly within a managerialist tradition that stretches back to
Frederick Taylor’stime...

(Steve Wright 2004)



Introduction1

This paper is intended less b evaluate, far less to theorise, the communications
and culture of the World Socid Forum (WSF), than to draw attention to these and to
make available some relevant information and sources. My reflections are centred on
one meeting of the Internationa Council (IC) of the WSF, but | atempt both to reach
back and to dretch out. The meeting | am refering is the International Council
meeting of the WSF, Amsterdam/Utrecht, March-April 2005 (henceforth: Utrecht 1C).
| hope to make some of the impressons and reflections coming out of this meeting
vishle to an interesed public internaiondly. And | am confident that more
experienced IC members, particulaly from its Communication Commisson (CC),
will put me right on errors of fact and peculiarities of interpretation.

The World Socid Forum has grown exponentidly since its firg edition, Porto
Alegre, Brazil, January 2001. It has travelled to Mumbai, India, 2004. It has taken on
regiond, naiona and locd form (sometimes on locd rather than globd initiative).
And at Porto Alegre, January 2005, there were some 150,000 people present. Despite
repested complaints of organisational confuson and politica incoherence, the WSF is
the most organised expresson of what the linked Cadl of Socid Movements (see
further below) has cdled the Globad Justice and Solidarity Movement (GJ&SM). If
even a protest demondgration of the GJ&SM has to be in someway co-ordinated, even
more must be such a huge annudly-recurrent and dramaticdly-expanding event.
Management of the WSF has moved increasingly to its IC, a body created by the
Brazilian Organisng Committee (OC) in 2001. Initidly expanded by invitaion, this
now has a procedure for gpplications, but which nonetheess dlows, for example, the
ghdls of od Communist internationas to join numerous overlgpping, sdf-created and
state-funded NGOs, many of dubious internationd membership or reach. Whilst the
WSF has been criticised from its various peripheries, even more has this been the case
for its ‘opague, ‘bureaucraic’, ‘reformist’, ‘unrepresentative’, ‘oligarchic’, ‘NGO-
dominated’ 1C.

| have been one of the critics, coming from somewhere on what | would cal
the ‘emancipatory’ periphery of the movement. But | have dso been fairly margind to
the actionoriented expressons a this periphery, the so-cdled ‘anarchist’,
‘autonomist’ or ‘libertarian’ or ‘direct action’ tendencies. | have, moreover, argued
agang seting up such caegories as those above in Manichean or even binary-
oppogtiond terms. And | have co-edited a collection on the WSF, of a rather
plurdigic nature, which thus included contributions from the Brazil-based Organisng
Committee, from IC members and from the WSF's various peripheries, including its
Leninist/Maoist one (Sen et. a. 2004a, b, ¢, 2005). And it should be added that this
critical publication project would never have come to fruition had it not been for
funding from the rathe-incrementdis Dutch devedopment funding agency,
Novib/Oxfam, itself dependent on the Dutch state for naybe 70 percent of its income.
(Things were esser when the Left - however sdf-defined, bascdly sdf-funded -
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could unambiguoudy oppose itsdf to the Right - however specified - supported by
capitd and Sate)!

My atendance a this IC meeting was itsdf maked by the ambiguities
common to the WSF. Resident in the Netherlands, | was asked to take part in the IC
Communicaetion Commisson by the Network Inditute for Global Democratisation
(NIGD), a tiny Hesnki-based academic network, itsdf overwhdmingly Hnnish in
membership and dso heavily oriented toward the incrementd reform of the interstate
ingitutions. The NIGD, however, has dso one mgor socid movement interest, this
being the WSF itsdf (Telvainen 2003), of whose IC it is a long-ganding, active and
voca member. NIGD has dso, in my experience, been the most consgtent public
reporter on the IC (see, for recent example, http:/mwww.nigd. orgwd
/1114451710/index_html).

My persond qudifications for taking pat in the Communications Commisson
ae limted to the fdlowing: a long-danding interes in ‘internationdist
communication’ and a ‘globa solidarity culture’; and repeated criticism of the WSF
for wha has seemed to me its surprisng communicationd/culturd limitations
(Waterman 2005).

| say surprisng firstly because the WSF has come into existence during the
epoch of what might be cdled a ‘communications internationalism’, secondly because
of the culturd/communicational fecundity of the GJ&SM in generd. This is suggested
in its mgor manifestations, such as solidarity with the Zapaigas (Olesen 2005), the
protest events in Sesttle, Prague, and locd ones worldwide (Notes from Nowhere
20033). The genera movement, in large part, does not so much use the new media as
live them — in the sense of underganding the potentid and significance of such media
for the articulation (meaning both joining and expresson) of its events and processes.
Juris (2004) argues for the concept of a

‘culturd  logic of neworking to chaacterise the broad guiding
principles, shaped by the logic of informationd capitdism, which ae
interndised by activists and generate concrete networking practices...
[T]his spedificaly involves an embedded and embodied set of socia
and culturd dispogtions that orient actors toward: 1) building
horizontal ties and connections among diverse, autonomous eements,
2) the free and open circulation of information, 3) collaboration
through decentralised coordination and directly democratic decison
meking, and 4) <df-directed networking...In practice, networking
logics are unevenly distributed and exist in dynamic tension with other
competing logics, generating a complex “cultural politics of
networking” within concrete movement spheres. [My emphasis— PW]

| emphasise the last sentence because whilst the WSF may be run and attended
by networks, and networks of networks, it has seemed to me to function more like a
codition of collaborating NGOs, these often acting more as organisationsingitutions
which maybe require some culturd or communicationd service or expression. Mark
Poster (1995), asks whether cyberspace is a Hammer or Germany. My feding is that it
is a Hammer (tool), an exiding Culture (Germany), but aso Utopia (a nonexiding
but desirable place/space, that we oursalves must invent). (Waterman 2000, 2001).



| am going to have to leave out of congderaion mogt of the mgor forms of
communication coming out of the Forums, whether printed, audio or visud. For such
resources, | refer readers to the documents and listings in Sen et. d. (2004a:372-95,
2004b, 2005, Fisher and Ponniagh 2003 and Observatorio Socid de América Latina
2005:249- 313 — which covers other Latin American forums).

So much by way of introduction. Except, perhaps, to refer to the extensve
officid minutes of the IC (WSF Secretariat 2005), and a useful short guide and
commentary (Wekken 2005). These will provide the motivated reader with a more
generd impression of what went on at this meeting.

The state of play

Early WSFs have been largely dependent for internal communication (but aso
for that to a wider public) on an officid webdste and ligts that were and are often
limted,  hitp:/AMmww.forumsocidmundia.org.br/main.phpAd menu=13&cd language
=2. On one of these dtes is a ‘Library of Alternatives, but the materid here is
frequently out of date, the principles of sdection are obscure, the language of
publication may be only Portuguese, and there is no visble human editor to whom
one could submit entries or complain. Having on one occason apparently discovered
the gatekeepers, | did get an item of my own posted...and later removed (a painless
extraction, given that this is not redly a discusson dte). The dte looks good, and
sarves certan purposes, but as a place for exchange of ideas? Well, opacity and
abitrariness rule. A little-known, briefly exigent but thought-provoking Yahoo
Group list, WSFItself (a Yahoo Group requiring a password) was apparently inspired
by Chico Whiteker, a leading figure from the Brazilian Organisng Committee (OC)
andthelC.

For its external communication, but also for participants and possibly dso for
committee members, the WSF has been largely dependent on a number of services,
mogly of dlied NGOs or ‘dternativeé media operations, of which the InterPress
Service (IPS) seems to have been the key one. These have included a daly three-
language Forum newspaper, Terra Viva, which currently has an online emanation a
http:/Amww.ipsnewsnet/fsm2003/index.shtml, Planeta Porto Alegre, a six-language
webste  http://www.planetaportoalegre.net/publique/,  itsdf  linked  with  Other
Words/Other Eyes, which present andyses of generd globd issues. This is not to
ignore Ciranda (market? exchange?), which describes itsdf currently as ‘V
International  Independent  Information  Exchange,  http://www.ciranda.net/cgi-
binvtwiki/view/Portugues/'WebHome?sti cklanguage=Portugues. This  datempts to
provide sarvices for the dternative media present at the forums but, despite a
multilingud inteface, is a lagdy Brazilian operation. Amongd its internationd
partners or supportersisthe IPS. (Compare with Women’s Media Pool below).

One person responsble for dl these externd communicaion activities has
been Roberto Savio, the now-retired founder of IPS who, as a member of the IC, is
the WSFs mogt prominent media Specidist  http//mww.ips.org/structure/
gengrd/rsavio.shtml. Savio adso has - if | am not confused by another ‘other’ - a
pesond lig, on globd issues Other News http://www.other-net.info/index.php.
Although he, in correspondence, separates this last effort from those to do with the




WSF more directly, others (other others?) may be inclined to see these as overlapping
projects.

One awaits independent andyss of the form, subjects, discourse, reach and
impact of dl this activity. It is my impresson that it is heavily weighted toward the
incrementalis  tendency  within - the  Forum, which, given Savio's caresr,
http:/Awww.ems-sema.org/forolac/cvg/savio.ntm, baancing or dternating between UN
and other such indtitutions or media projects, on the one hand, and the WSF, on the
other, should be no cause for surprise. These media projects are not interactive, in the
sense of enabling feedback or didogue. Yet, without al the above-listed activities, the
media profile of the WSF would be low or flat, with internationd coverage largdy
confined to fifty dternative media efforts, each with its own viewers or readers.

Communications proposals

Roberto Savio has also, | believe, been the ealiet and most persstent
canpaigner for a WSF communications policy. This began with a discusson
document severd years ago (Savio 2002). Another document, this time budgeted, and
with the contributions of IC commentators recorded, came to my eyes early-2005.
This is an undated memo, apparently emanaing from an ealier CC of the IC, but
apparently also at least co-authored by Savio (Comisén de Comunicacion 2005). In
0 far as this latter document was clearly meant for IC members, the contributors are
indicated by fird names only: Sdly (Burch of ALAI, a longsanding dternative
communications centre in Latin America), Gustavo (Codas of the OC and CUT, the
latter being the mgor trade union centre in Brazil), Carola (Reintjes of a Solidarity
Economy network) and Antonio (Martins of the OC, of Attac and, previoudy, Le
Monde Diplomatique, or Diplo in Brazil), etc. Savio's laiest effort has come after the
Utrecht 1IC meeting | attended and was concerned with the future of the WSF more
generdly. A section on communication saysin part:

| will finish my pape mentioning the case of information and
communication a an emblematic [dgnificant? characteridic? PW]
evidence of our ineffectiveness. We cannot have 1,700 journdids
attending each WSF, of which at leest 600 come from the media, and
accept the highly discouraging results of coverage in the media in each
forum. But, dl the proposas weve [Savio himsdf? PW] made on how
to provide content mechanisms for the...journdists, have been
rgected under the dogan: ‘nobody delegates to anybody’...Another
act of irresponghility and sdfishness is tha we havent even tried to
creste a communication mechanism between the WSF and the huge
amounts of people that share our worries, and woud like to receive
information about what happens in our forums. Not to say, that those
who think the WSF is a process, not an event, think we have done
nothing to communicate the experiences and visons of each Forum
with the others that are carried out an the same year. In 2006, with this
Kafkeesgue invention of a forum in four countries... the lack of
communication will be a schizophrenic process. But communication
means organization, paticipatiion, and debate of idess, the lack of
which is emblemdic. There is another myth: we don't need
organisation, snce despite the errors, the movement rectifies them



dong the way and continues with its tak. We cannot spend years
fighting againg the theory of the invisble hand of the market, and dill
think that we have ancther invisble hand that will solve everything. |
chdlenge anyone to demondrate that this will hgppen in information
and communication. http:/listasritsorg.br/mailman Mlistinfo/
wdfic fandi.

That the communication issue has been hanging for two to three years could
be understood in various ways. as reveding IC concern with a proposal that appeared
too inditutiona and/or centrdising (the Savio charge?), or too expersive (circa US$
140,000 in the Comisén de Comunicacion 2005 document), or as indicating 1C
underestimation of the centrality of communication to the WSF. | prefer to think that
this third reason is the underlying one. But to dso think that it would have been
preferable for the IC to have approved the first, personal, proposa of Savio — an
experiment from which we could have a least learned something — than to do nothing
and have to begin a this lale moment. Like it or not, socid movements do need

knowledge- management.

Thelate moment

| found the initid commissons and the later plenary sesson of the Utrecht IC
both prolonged and chaotic — which mugt have to do with my background in
organisations and committees of the traditiond bureaucratic kind. So | was later
impressed with the systematic report of the Utrecht meeting, which | received just a
couple of weeks later (World Social Forum Secretariat 2005). The contents page for
this can be found in Appendix 1 As for the CC itsdf, | was so impressed by its speed
and efficiency that | failed to be delighted by it. We had, as | have suggested, three or
four documents on the table, most of which gppeared there for the firgt time and in
Spanish (a language | read wdl enough but have difficulty with listening to or
gpeaking). | had prepared mysdf on the bass of the now outdated document
(Comisén de Comunicacion 2005). But it was the new and briefer documents that
gopeared to be now under discusson. What came out of the surprisingly brief and
amicable exchange, between the five or ten of us, was an impressvely brief report to
the IC plenary sesson (Appendix 2).

This, it seems to me, is a broad and professona proposa, welcome in its
apparent openness to those media projects outsde the WSF itsaf. What, however,
seems to me mogt dgnificant for the future of WSF communication work may be
what is not there spelled out and what is postponed. Not spelled out are the financid
implications. Postponed to another moment (or leve? of WSF communications
policy was decison on the detailed proposas made in the three documents tabled but
hardly discussed. Or, for that matter, a document | only received after the Utrecht IC
was over Appendix 3J. It later appeared that this later moment was to be that of the
electronic did ogue mentioned below.

However, Appendix 3 reveds the exisence of precisdy such another leve or
indance of communications initigtive, the ‘Brazilian Organisng Committegs
Communication Working Group’. This is not some cdandestine operation, nor does it
have any hidden agenda. On the contrary, it would seem to provide a modd for loca
Organisng Commitee communication work during other editions of the WSF, as



recommended in the Utrecht document in Appendix 2. The Brazilian document
provides another set of rdevant links to activity occurring in the WSF2005 in Porto
Alegre. It was not, however, on the table in Utrecht.

Roberto Savio appears, from the quotation above, somewhat less sanguine
than the Brazilian OC about the communications achievements of the last WSF. In so
far as | did not attend WSF2005 and was therefore required to follow this on BBC
World TV and Radio, as wdl as through the ‘dternative’ international media, | am
inclined to think thet if there were such medialcommunication successes a WSF2005
as the Brazilian CC document reports, these must have been largely confined to the
forum itsdf, to Porto Alegre or to Brazil.

We need, further, | think, to recognise the existence of other communications
projects, tools or activities related to the WSF and its IC or to IC members.

The first is an IC instrument which might have preceded Utrecht but might
have been given a new impulse by tha meeting. This is the WdToolswiki at
http://mww.wsftools.ras.eu.org/wikini/wakkaphpAviki=HomePage. A Wiki is a Web
tool, incressngly used amongst the interngt-literate, and which dlows for the
discusson or collective editing of texts. Its best-known emanation is, perhaps, the
Wikipedia, a collectively-edited, free, multilingua encydopaedia This explains that:

A Wiki or wiki...isa web application that dlows users to add content,
as on an Internet forum, but dso adlows anyone to edit the content.
"Wiki" dso refers to the collaborative software used to create such a
website (see Wiki software).

Those interested in seeing how the WSF has been so far presented in Wikipedia can
conault, or amend or improve, it a hitp://enwikipediaorg/wiki/World _socid forum.
The Wiki is a rather sophisticated communication device, with which computer-savvy
14-year-olds are likey to fed more rgpidly & home than 70-year-olds — computer-
savwwy or not. The potentid of WdToolsWiki, adso for communicating about
communication issues, may be suggested by the page on the Barcdona Forum,
http:/Amww.wsftoolsras.eu.org/wikini/wakkaphp?wiki=English ~ Veson  This  will
probably, however, be as confusng to Wiki newcomers as to WSF newcomers,
whether from the IC or not. They would be well advised to first vigt, explore or play
with the WSF Wiki at the previoudy listed URL.

Whilg | welcome IC adoption of this new and potentialy democratic
communications  tool, | canot but concdude that the  growing
complexity/sophigtication of both the Wiki and the IC itsdf requires that the IC treat
such as requiring Sgnificant educationa/popularisation work within both the IC and
the WSF community more widdy. In the absence of this specidisation and
professondisation will be inevitable, thus leading to the technocracy and hierarchy
that the WSF itsdf has been seeking to surpass. Another requirement reveded by both
the 1C proceedings and the IC's new Wiki is mutualy comprehensble trandation.
Familiar as | am with both French and Spanish, | have found mysdf druggling to
comprehend trandations into English of the terms (from Brazlian Portuguess?) which
may, or may not, be comprehensble to those familiar with IC meetings. Work on a
relevant multilingua vocabulary is underway. And the Utrecht IC report (Appendix



1) itsef incorporates a definition of terms used in its own proceedings. Moreover,
there exigs, as an increesingly crucid pat of the WSF community, the efforts of a
voluntary network of trandatordinterpreters, Babes http://Aww.babelsorg/. A
discusson of this not only points to other projects and technologies (for which |
provide URLS) but reveds that trandation/interpretation is being conceived by its
practitioners as a problem of social emancipation:

Babds issued a number of criticad public satements and nearly pulled
out of the London ESF [October 2004] on severa occasons. The]
fact that Babds stepped back from the brink each time was partly due
to the fact that reaching a consensus to wak away is far harder than
agreaing to get involved, especidly in a a network bringing together
people from different backgrounds and perspectives. Moreover, the
UK coordinators of Babels who agreed to participate in this year's ESF
did so with their political eyes wide open. The redlity is that the Socid

Forums — and especidly the ESF — are not politicaly ‘pure spaces
where everyone works together in mutual respect and harmony. They
ae ingead politicd battlegrounds where sdf-interested factions fight
for leadership and control and are met with resstance from those
opposed to vanguardism. Babes thus currently accepts that the
innovations and dternaives being generated by projects like itsdf and
and Nomad [ http:/Amwvw.babd s.org/imprimer.php37d article=77]
come not only through the annua process of organisng the ESF and
WSF, but ds0 in sruggle againg those within them. And whatever the
shortcomings of the organisation of this year's ESF, we ill managed
to gain an enormous amount of knowledge and experience tat we will
now share with future processes, particularly through adding vaue to
the Lexicon [ http:/Amvwww.babe s.org/l exi cong/rubrique.php37id

rubrique=24] and Sitprep [http://AMww.babels.org/a243.html] projects.
Mogt importantly, pulling out would have sopped the ESF from
taking place — this was not a decison that Babels done should have
the power or right to make. (Boéri and Hodkinson 2005)

The second project | consder of condderable significance since it suggedts, if
successful, the possbility of holding consultations a distance, in principle therefore
open to a wider circle of participants. This is an email chat exercise. | have not mysdf
previoudy taken part in such. Once again a Wikipedia definition may be helpful:

Online chat is a generic teem for what are now mosly known as
indant messaging gpplications—computer programs that enable two-
way typing to connect users to each other...Today there are many
chatrooms, some incorporating indant messaging features  without
having to ingal additional chat software...Some of these sysems aso
provide telephone voice mal accesss These ae usudly known
genericdly as just chat systems [...] A chat log is a record of a chat.
Sometimes this is put on the web. http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Online
chat.

The invitation to teke part in this was received by me whilst | was drafting this paper.
The announcement arrived indirectly, having been addressed to a WSF IC lig,



wsfic fanci@lidasritsorgbr, May 6, 2005, and combined Utrecht documentation,
the now customarily acerbic note from Roberto Savio, (‘It is ironic that a commisson
of communication cannot find its way to communicate..let us do it in the most smple
way, viaemail’), and the following proposed agenda:

1. comments and observations on the CC meeting report

2. comments on plans presented by Sdly Burch and by Roberto Savio
3. proposas for implementation of the plans

4. financid issues

5. new proposals for adoption prior to Barcelona

6 any other matters

This was to teke place for an hour a day, May 9-15, a 1430 GMT. Before
hypothetical contributors could find their way to the Chat Site, however, the proposed
discusson was moved to yet another mode, a Blog http://wsfcom.blogspot.com/! A
Blog, this particular sarvice informs us, is

a pesond diay. A daly pulpit. A collaborative space. A politica
sogpbox. A bresking-news outlet. A collection of links. Your own
private thoughts. Memos to the world.

Your blog is whatever you want it to be. There are millions of them, in
al shapes and szes, and there are no redl rules.

In ample terms, a blog is a web dte, where you write stuff on an
ongoing bass. New stuff shows up at the top, so your visitors can read
what's new. Then they comment on it or link to it or email you. Or not.

Snce Blogger was launched, dmost five years ago, blogs have
reshaped the web, impacted politics, shaken up journdism, and
enabled millions of people to have a voice and connect with others.

Jason Nardi, who proposed the movement of discusson to this mode, clearly thought
it the most accessible and flexible for IC discusson purposes. And, by Friday, May
19, severd vishble contributions had aready provoked 10-20 comments. | aso
receved the proposd, this time on the ‘old-fashioned WSF IC CC list, Wdic-
communication@ligasritsorg.br, that the discusson continue for another week or so.
Nardi, who was not present in Utrecht, gppeared from his malings to be an IC
veteean. Based in Horence and connected with One World N«
http://mwww.oneworld.net/, and campaigns for the democratisation of internationa
communication, www.crisnfo.org, Nardi seems, by default, to have become the
coordinator and animator of this post-Utrecht process. The eectronic discussion
process seemed, from mailings, to have stimulated the contributions of various media
groups and individuds likewise absent in Utrecht. | cannot here go into detail, nor do
| wish to evduate this exercise, which was on-going as | tried to complete this paper.
My initid impresson is tha we are witnessing only the very beginning of an effort to
move the IC, or at least its Communication Commission, from a geographica place to
a cyberspace.




The third project | want to mention here was emailed to me by Christophe
Aguiton, long associated with Attac-France and with Left unionism there, a leading
figure in the Trotskyist 4" International, and a longstanding member of the IC. | have
been given to undersand, in correspondence with Telvo Tevanen, that it actudly
represents a merger between different WSF-related projects for more systematic
collaboration between movement-oriented intdlectuaSactivits from Latin America,
Europe and North America, some associated with the 1C, others not. Those involved
in such efforts indude Telvo himsdf, Immanud Wadlergein (USA), Anibd Quijano
(Peru), Moema Miranda, Ze Correa (both Brazil), Boaventura de Sousa Santos
(Portugd), Hilary Wainright (UK), Marco Berlinguer (Itdy) and Mayo Fuster
(Catdonid). The lagt pair of these have themsdves taken the initiative in creating the
Guide for Socid Trandormation in Europe ESF  and  Surroundings,
http://mwww.euromovements. info/englishwho.htm

(No gpologies here or dsawhere for mentioning individuds and sketching
backgrounds. It is through such efforts that WSF and IC activities are being
informally developed, with consequences that will later require more detaled
condderation).

What | will continue in this paper to cal the Aguiton initiaive is an ‘Activigs
Researchers Website', based on a Wiki, http://www.critica network.org/wakkaphp
Aiki=ManPage. Intended as an online forum for activists and researchers, this had, a
month or so after launch, not taken off. For those interested in learning doout Wikis,
however, its smple design might be less daunting than that of the IC. The Aguiton
project aso reveds a common fegture of the WSF, the manner in which even leading
members of the IC fed free to dmultaneoudy express themselves in autonomous
media or even organise themsdves in ways that clearly both overlap with, yet can
exercise independent influence, on both that committee and the WSF more generaly.
This has been dready suggested above in the case of Roberto Savio. Christophe
Aguiton, if | am not misaken, is a leading figure within the Cdl of Socid
Movements, the action-oriented expresson of the WSF, from which other IC
members have tried to distance the WSF as such (more bedow). Whatever the
confuson such multi-vocdity might create in the minds of externd observers (of
which | have mogtly been one), this has to be consdered a sgn of a new networking
rather than old ingtitutional mode of operation.

Finally, we need to at least record the overlap between WSF communication
concerns, in the narrow sense given by the IC's CC, and other areas, dedt with in
other commissons. And then we need to condder the reationship of al this with
culturein more genera senses.

The overlapping areas, patly recognised as such, include ‘Methodology’,
which has in large pat to do with how to WSFs should be programmed, and
‘Memory’, which has to do with documentation, archives and atempts to get
participant organisationgnetworks to both record their evduations and make
proposals directed toward future forums. It is worth noting the later,
http:/mwww.memoaria-vivaorg/fanOS/indexenhtm.  On  this page, entitted ‘Socid
Forum's Living Memory’, we can find ‘WSF 2005s Wal of Proposds’, this
goparently being a sSte on which those registered for that forum can publish, read and
research proposals for future WSFs. When | searched, there were over 300 such




proposas. | searched for ‘labour’, in three languages — surdy an important human
activity, dte of dienation, and of dgnificant human protest activity - and found very
little indeed. Nor was there too much ether on ‘women’, gpart from a contribution
from the World March of Women. Moreover, this process seemed to attract,
ovewhdmingly, Brazlian contributions. Apat from this
geographica/culturd/linguigtic bias, there are two inbuilt redtrictions on the nature of
contributions. One is that they gppear to have been dructured according to existing
themes of the WSF. The other that the form hardly encourages more than the briefest
of proposas hitp:/AMww.memoria-vivaorg/bdf/listeespaces enhtml. One can only
assume that dgnificant groups, organisations and even individua participants prefer
to make their proposals, or consider that can have greater impact, elsewhere. Thus, for
exanple, an individud such as Samir Amin, a veteran anti-imperidig theorig and a
leading figure in the World Forum of Alternatives (see below), has published his
critique of, and offers his dternative for, the WSF dsewhere  (Amin 2005). The same
is the case for such an organisation as the traditiond internationd union organisations
(European Trade Union Confederation 2005). Such open and collective spaces as that
represented by the Wall of Proposals will need to become much more sophisticated if
they ae to not 0 much compete with traditiond individud or inditutiond
commentary and proposas but attract them.

Not yet a cultural revolution

This leads onto a mgor area unrecognised within a least the Utrecht IC. It
seems to me tha the IC, and the WSF itsdf, suffer from certain kinds of cultural
blindness. | mean this in two senses. The fird rdates to culture in its traditioral or
commonsense understanding, the second in its relationship to the politica.

The first sense has to do with culturd expresson - plastic arts, banners, song,
thestre, dance, street performance, film, posters, videos, CDs, DVDs and
computerised multi-media production. The WSFs are, it seems to me, surprisngly
week here, particularly when one condders ther base in Brazil, a country rich in
culturd expresson and counter-culturd expresson (Vandresen 1993). Even in
Mumbai, where there was apparently a surfeit of popular culturd sdf-expression, at
leest one critic pointed out that this was the sphere of the locd popular sectors,
digtinct from that of the spoken or written word, largely in English (D’ Souza 2004).

My point of comparison with the WSFs here, paradoxica though it may seem,
would be the internationd Communis movement in its emancipatory moment, up to
the 1930s. Exemplifying this period would be the songs of Bertold Brecht and Hanns
Eider, two giants of world high culture, who produced musicdly innovatory but
popular words and music, for the movement, that could be and were spread
worldwide. English speskers can consult Eider, under the Resources, where they will
find multiple musc samples of mudc they can play on ther computers, usng the
fredy downloadable Real Player. Readers can dso seek out the brilliant video on the
life of Eider (Solidarity Song 1997). Much of the mudc is in march time, clearly
intended to accompany demongrations and revolution. It adso presents a Manichean
worldview. This was in terms of capitdist/worker, capitdism/socidism, capitdism
fascian-war/eine sozalistische weltrepublik  (a socidist world  republic).  This
worldview might be literdly out of tune with the aspirations and practices of a
contemporary international and internationalis movement that has ‘one no and many



yesses. Yet it raises the question of why neither the GI&SM nor the WSF have yet
found ther Brechts and Eiders. (For a more criticd view of internationd Communist
cultura activity in this period see Waterman 2004).

A notable exception, a least in my experience of the WSFs, has been the
activities of the Articulacion Feminista Marcosur. This presented its campaign againgt
fundamentadisms not only through the cusomary panels but aso through hoardings,
masks, bdloons, and a five-minute Hash programme on CD, with a totd of only
about 100 words (divided between English and Spanish) projected to much applause
a WSF2003 in Porto Alegre (Articulacion Feminista Marcosur 2003). Unfortunately,
however, the characteristic mode of communication, reproduced a the ESF, London,
2004, has been the panel — afew-to-many form of a rikingly non-didogica nature.

| mean culture in a second sense, that of understanding the WSF in culturd
terms. This matter is discussed by Michd Ogewel (2004), in an argument that
clearly reaes to the earlier-mentioned one of Jeff Juris Ogerwell hersdf finds the
WSFs culturdly innovative and rich, but argues that

despite the fact that the sdience of culture to the WSF is more than
evident, for the mogst pat, the implications of this centrdity have
ether been underestimated or have not been fully understood. More
often than not, culture is perceved — notably, by many who have
substantid influence within the Forum process — as subordinate to
more serious political issues. As such, culturd dements such as
diverdty, internd democracy, episgemology, nardives, €tc, ae
conceived of as dedrable, but not nearly as important as the ‘red’
politica issues a stake. (496)

Whilst not ignoring the meaning of culture as atistic expresson, Ogerwel is
here primaily criticisng a traditiond underganding of the politicd and arguing for a
‘cultura-political’ approach to the WSFs. This approach is intended to subvert
traditiond liberd (and Left) understandings, practices and sructures of ‘the palitica’,
underdandings that gill inform much of what goes on in the WSFs. Her own
goproach is summarised as having the following implications:

1) Pointing to the importance of organistiond form and politica
dructure. This includes working towards interna democracy, the use
of networks, as well as oppodtion to hierarchicd and inditutionaised
politicd organisations. It is dso related to a focus on the micro-
processes of daly life, induding socid relations, the production of
subjectivity, as well as many other aspects of daly life that are usudly
excluded from politicd reasoning. 2) Placing a high vaue on diveraty
and multiplicity... 3) And findly, working towards disupting
dominant truths and cregting new narratives and notions of vaue. This
is often done through the use of at and carniva, as wel as other forms
of communication that try to tell new dories and create new meanings
about socid redity. (504)

Osterwell believes that such understandings and practices are easer to find a the
margins of the WSFs, amongst the so-cdled ‘horizontas. And she makes specific



reference to three ingtances of such, Intergdaktica at the WSF, Porto Alegre, 2003
(see further below), the Hub a the ESF, Horence 2002 (for which see
http://mww.nadir.org/nadir/initiativ/agp/space/hubproject.htm), and the Globdisation
des luttes et actions de désobéissance a the ESF (GLAD, Globdlisation of Actions of
Disobedience. Paris 2003.  http:/Awww.nadir.org/nadir/initiativ/agp/free/wst/paris2003
[evauation.htm).

The precise, or even imprecise, nature of these events or processes, is not dedlt
with in the Ogerwell aticle, and therefore must be sought for in the Links or the
Resources (including such recently discovered ones as Jones 2003, Nunez 2005). But
what they appear to represent (or re-present?) are anarchist/libertarian/autonomist
happenings, mogly of a loosdy-structured kind, often themselves based on or
demondrating (computerised) networking in its more radicd forms, as wel as
exhibiting or learning culturd/communicationd techniques, whether dectronic or not.
Despite the possbly Manichean opposdtion, in some libertarian declarations, between
Horizontads and Verticds an Intergdaktica event, in the Youth Camp a the
WSF2005, Porto Alegre, was apparently the site of a discussion, proposed by the
NIGD. It was atended by such IC stdwarts or WSF persondities as Telvo Telvainen,
Michadl Hardt, Meena Menon, Chico Whiteker, Moema Miranda, Gina Vargss,
Thomas Ponniah and Immanue Walerstein (See Nunez, Dowling and Juris 2005, and
photos at http://www.yachana.org/ reportswsf5/fotos/jan30.html). Although a couple
of the participants have informed me tha this meding was for them a highlight of
WSF2005, | have yet to see any extensive account. The point, however, is that such
margind or even ‘sadliteé events (meaning outdde the officid place, as in the
London ESF, 2004) are open to, or overlap with, the more centrd spaces. And vice
versa. Yet the absence of any public reporting by the influentids/notables means that
any learning process from this encounter remains amongst them.

The Ogewel piece includes interesting and rdevant discusson on the
difference between a ‘politica-culturd’ and a ‘cultura-politics approach to the WSF.
The fird might concern itsdf with the difference, in traditiond Left discourse,
between the political culture of Right and Left, which would not necessarily note or
criticise the Left for occupying the postions or reproducing the cultura practices of
the Right. The latter, as indicated in the quotation from Osterwell above, suggests the
posshility and necessty for what | would rather cdl an ‘emancipatory cultura
practice — i.e. a recognition that Struggles for emancipation incressingly teke cultura
rather than politicad form. | think, in any case, tha we need to de-naturdise ‘the
politicd’, recognisng that, as with ‘politica-economy’ in the classcd Maxig
critique, this indicates both an aienating practice and a mydtifying discourse.

The extent to which any emancipatory cultura practice is endorsed or
demondtrated by the WSF may become visble in the (over?) ambitious ‘decentralised
polycentric’ forum, of which one is planned for the Americas in Caracas, January
2006. A preparatory meeting of the Hemispheric Committee in the Americas took
place in Cuba, shortly after the Utrecht, April 2005. This was clearly concerned,
amongs other things, with caming fears, previoudy expressed in the IC, that the
WSF might be ingrumentdised by the radica-populis regime of Hugo Chavez in
Venezuda So far as its attention to cultural activity is concerned, this consultation
was hardly reassuring (I depend here on a persond communication). In the first place
the Culturd Commisson was badly atended. In the second place, the culturd activity



was proposed to take place in terms of anti-imperidism and the assartion of Latin
American culture. Whilst it was here suggested that the culturd activities be not only
of resdance but aso affirmation, the nature of podtive expressons in other-than
national terms was not specified. It here drikes me tha the possibility of developing
some kind of globd solidarity or internationdist culture did not arise, except in 0 far
as it might relate to Latin America. However, there was proposed an internationd
competition for a Forum song. This is urgently needed to surpass the unsngable
Forum TV jingle of Porto Alegre. And it was proposed that culturd expresson be
consdered an integra pat of the programme, as in the ‘transversd themes of the
WSF. How this might pan out in Caracas, January 2006, or a either of the other two
‘decentralised polycentric’ Forumswill be worth following.

Back to the padt. It occurs to me that the limitation or failure of two initiatives
to make the WSF less ‘discurdve and more ‘politicd’ must be put down to their
reproduction, in both cases, of old ways of ‘being politicd’ or ‘giving leadership’.

| refer here in the first place to the Cal of Socid Movements. For an action
oriented project, which a one moment proposed a world network of socia
movements, http://Amww.nadir.org/nadir/initiativ/agp/freefwst/socid movements.htm,
this has proven to be a smultaneoudy rhetorical and opague operation. The Call takes
shape, regularly, at dl editions of the WSF, and at different geographicad levels of
such, organises panels, issues a declaration on the date of the struggle and then a list
of future campaigns or actions to be supported. It then disappears until its next
emanation. Its website, http://www.movsoc.org/htm/call 2003.htm, was apparently
updated after WSF2005. But the ‘Unions Chapter’ on this conssts of outdated
gopedls...including a long, lone,  conceptud pgper of my  own
http://mww.movsoc.org/htm/unions _chaptert.htm. The annud Cdls ae sometimes
long, sometimes brief, sometimes have sgnatures atached, sometimes not. Amongst
the ‘Politicd and Intdlectud Organisations dgning the 2002 cals was one individud
name - tha of the US academic, James Petras (admittedly some kind of indtitution of
or monument to the traditiona Left).

One mgor reason for the irregularity and infectivity of the Cal may be that a
number of its sponsoring networks and individud activigs are themsdves mgor
figures within the IC and even within the Brazilian OC. (In 2003 sponsors of a
proposal for the world network of socia movements, that seems to have never taken
off, included the CUT trade union confederation and MST, the landless workers
movement, both from Brazil, the World March of Women from Quebec, Attac-France
and Focus on the Globa South, Bangkok). The dua-membership may limit the
energy available for the Cal, redrict its form of operation, its anadyss and its cdls for
action. It is, to my mind, further condrained by a falure to make clear to itsdf or
others what a ‘socid movement’ is. Do those bodies that sign, those whose names are
mentioned above, become ‘socid movements by their sponsorship or sgnatures? The
traditional international unions seem to believe that the Cdl, or those associated with
it, are threatening the WSF by ther radicaisn (ETUC 2005 — something | am
cealy throwing into quesion. But it might be usgful if the Cdl not only mede clear
what it is and where it stands, but dso provided space for a diaogue with such critics.
One should, findly, compare and contrast this operation with the autonomous
Peoples Globa Action http://mwww.nadir.org/nedir/ _initigtiv/agp/, an  internationd
coordination that preceded the WSF, that highlights anti-cgpitdism (as wdl as




feudaism and imperidism), and is oriented toward grassoots socid movements and
direct action.

| refer in the second place to the now other-than-famous ‘ Consensus of Porto
Alegre, issued by a ‘Group of 19° from the luxurious Hotd Plaza San Martin, during
WSF2005. Initid signatories were Aminata Traoré, Adolfo Pérez Esquivel, Eduardo
Galeano, José Saramago, Francois Houtart, Boaventura de Sousa Santos, Armand
Mattelart, Roberto Savio, Riccardo Petrella, Ignacio Ramonet, Bernard Cassen, Samir
Amin, Atilio Boron, Samud Ruiz Garcia, Tariq Ali, Freé Betto, Emir Sader, Waden
Bdlo, Immanud Wadlergein. Inspired by the intention of giving the WSF more
politica direction, it reproduced many WSF concernsin a declarative form:

The points include debt cancellation, adoption of the Tobin tax on
financid money tranders, dismantling of tax havens, the promotion of
equitable forms of trade, a guarantee on the sovereignty of a country’s
right to not only be able to produce affordable food for its citizens, but
dso to police its food supply; the implementation of anti-
discrimination  polices agangt minorites and  femdes and
democratisation of internationa  organisations which  would dso
incdlude moving the United Naions headquarters far South of its
current New York location. http://www.ipgterravivanet/TV/WSF2005
Iviewstory.asp?dnews=153.

Given the manner in which this reproduces the (less-radical?) issues discussed in the
WSF, one can only wonder & what moved such prominent and often-respected L eft
intdlectuds — ranging from the ultramoderate Bernard Cassen, via the ‘Street-
fighting Tariq Ali to the emancipatory Sousa Santos — to take an action which could
have been predicted to cause confuson and even hodility, if not ridicule, amongst not
only leading IC figures but WSF paticipats more generdly. | note that the
dggnatories conssed overwhdmingly of notable mde intdlectuds (over 607) from
Europe and the Americas. And one has to assume that they fet that they had some
right or duty to take this action, to the gpparent eventud embarrassment of not only
the WSF but also of at least some of themsdves. The Consensus, as far as | recal,
was not even mentioned at the Utrecht IC.

As dready suggested, Samir Amin, one of the dgnatories has made his
individud postion dear, but here from the more conventiond place of his own
indtitutiond webgte, that of the Third World Forum (Amin 2005). Without going into
the content of his argument, largely concerned with reminding the multi-class Forum
of the continuing importance or priority of class or mass demands, it is worth noting
that his piece is 1) issued from the same kind of middle-class NGO he is cagtigating,
2) hogtile to the kind of new emancipatory theory associated with not only the WSF
but the GX&SM more genedly, 3) innocent of reference to culture and
communication, and 4) reproductive of traditiona politica practice:

| am suggesting the setting up of a probably ‘informd’ and ‘open’ but
restricted working-group, in order to avoid the mistake which doomed
the “[International Council] of the World Socid Forum” to
powerlessness.



As someone who actudly identifies with part of his argument — though not the part |
have just quoted - | suppose that what | am suggesting is that it would be better voiced
within such a space as the not-yet-exisent Activists Researchers Website mentioned
edlier!

By way of contrast with such experiences, | would like to consder the World
Mach of Women (WMW http:/mww.marchemondideorg/en/index.ntml).  The
Canada-based WMW seems, in many ways to reproduce the compostion of the WSF,
combining the characteridics of traditiond internationd/is NGOs with those
common to such action-oriented networks as the PGA. It dso participates in both the
WSF and the broader GJ& SM. Its founder and leader, the Quebecoise Dianne Matte,
is a member of the WSF IC and was present in Utrecht. WMW funding sources,
ranging from interstete agencies to development funding agencies and unions, ae
smilar. It is dso associated with the Cdl. In a number of ways it might seem to
reproduce, for example, the internationd peace movements of the past. What would
seem to digtinguish it from the Cdl, the Consensus and the past would be 1) its base
in and address to women as a (actudly the) mgor clasdike globa condituency, 2) its
feminig ideology, 3) its inditutiona autonomy from the WSF, 4) its impressve
international reach, and 5) its combination of anti-patriarcha and anti-capitalist
postions and actions. The later are encgpsulated in a Charter, signed 2004, after
goparently extensve discusson amongst its adherents internationdly. This Charter,
dthough inspired by feminism and addressed centrdly to women, is dso inspired by
the GJ&SM. I occurs to me that it could well be aso addressed to the WSF and
would surely be endorsable by nearly al who attend it. The Charter readsin part:

We represent over haf of humanity. We give life, we work, love,
create, struggle, and have fun. We currently accomplish most of the
work essentid to life and the continued survivd of humankind. Yet
our place in society continues to be underva ued.

The World March of Women, of which we are a part, views patriarchy
as the system oppressng women and capitalism as the sysem tha
enables aminority to exploit the vast mgority of women and men.

These sysems reinforce one another. They are rooted in, and work
hand in hand with, racism, sxism, misogyny, xenophobia,
homophobia, colonidism, imperidian, davery, and forced labour.
They breed manifold forms of fundamentdism tha prevent women
and men from being free. They generate poverty and excluson, violate
the rights of human beings particulaly women's rights, and imperil
humanity and the planet.

We rgect thisworld!

We propose to build another world where exploitation, oppression,
intolerance and excluson no longer exis, and where integrity,
diversty and the rights and freedoms of al are respected. This Charter
is based on the vdues of equdity, freedom, solidarity, justice and
peace. http://mww.marchemondiae.org/en/charter3.html.




Without idedisng the WMW, which has been criticised by other feminigs for
territoridiam (daming excessve space within the WSF), it therefore seems to me
that the Charter could literdly move the Forum forward in a new manner. Whilg, for
example, the internationd unions (also represented in the 1C) have been campaigning
within the Forum for dgnatures to a campaign or petition on ‘Decent Work’
(Waterman 2005) — which nowhere questions capitdisn — the WMW Charter does.
And whils¢ Decent Work is for the traditiond inditutiondised unions, beascdly a
lobbying issue, their Charter is, for WMW, a public mobilising one, preparatory to a
local/globa demongtration in October 2005.

Findly, | would like to mention, as surdly the mogt griking and successful
example of emancipatory culturd work under a globaised networked capitdism, that
of the US film-maker Michael Moore, hitp://Aww.michaemooreconv. It seems
reasonable to consder Moore as pat of the GJ&SM and to publicly invite him to a
coming WSF. Moore's stock in trade, ever since his firdt, sdf-financed, devastating
satirical attack on Generd Motors for ‘de-structuring’ his home town, ‘Roger and Mée
(1989), has been the exposure to embarrassment, ridicule, or outrage, of US
corporations, the US militay and state, and of US socid myths and faths more
generaly. Moore's combination of a working-stiff or cheeky-chappy persona, his
goparent naivety, indefagatability, feerlessness and often devadtating wit (in  both
word and image) has actudly created a new cultura genre. All this was prior to his
atack on the US-led war on Irag in ‘Fahrenheit 911°, a film tha won prizes in the US
and a Cannes, and that popularised Michae Moore in Europe and possbly more
widdy. Unsuccessful in preventing a Bush re-dection in 2004, one wonders which of
these two eventsis going to be absolved by history.

Returning to the WSF and its IC, it does seem to me tha they are presently
terans of dispute between traditiond emancipatory practices (embodied largely in
the 19" century Left and the 20" centry NGOs) on the one hand, and new
emancipatory practices (embodied largely in the various libertarian tendencies) on the
other. This satement should not be taken to endorse the binary oppositions of the old
Left(s), because it goes pared with other recognitions. 1) that there are other axes of
tension within the WSF (eg. between the 19" and 21% Century Left) and 2) because
of the fluidity of the rdevant borders, both within and around such ingtances as the
IC, such as those between a) the IC and the WSF, b) the WSF and its semi- or
illegitimate children (such as the Cdl or the Consensus), ¢) the WSF and its satdlites,
and d) the WSF as an identifiable and inditutiondised indance, and the globd judtice
and solidarity movement as an inchoate whole.

Whilg | have mentioned in passng vaious other organisationa or culturd
expressons in and around the WSF, | want to now consder a few more specificaly
communicationa projects that may contrast with, or feed into, any present or planned
effort of the IC.

Another World of Communicationsis...in Exisencel
Although some mention is made of the media of the generd GJ&SM in the

documentation of the WSFIC, these seem to be dmost as marginad to the ongoing
concerns of the IC asisthe GJ& SM to the WSF itsdif.



Somewhere in the abundant documentetion of the IC CC mention is made of
an offer by Michad Albert, of the US-based Znet, http://mww.zmag.org/weluser.htm,
to host a WSF communication effort. Znet is a highly-professond and well-respected
independent socidist dte, and Albert promoted the ambitious ‘Life after Capitdism’
programme a WSF 2003 http:/AMmww.zmeg.org/lachtm There is little doubt in my
mind that Znet could host much of the WSF efforts for far less than the $140,000 —
the only estimate we so far have for a systematic WSF communication project.

Choike (Mapuche for Southern Star) describes itsdf as ‘a portd on South civil
societies and is based in Montevideo, Uruguay, http://mww.choikeorg/. It belongs,
in my mind and memory, as beonging to the same wave of dterndive internationa
communication work as IPS. It is an attractive, well-presented two-language dte
(Spanish, English) that has as its man rubrics People, Society, Environment,
Communication and Globdisation. But it adso indicates such different types of
materid as a Directory and In-Depth Reports. The latter are of particular interest n so
far as they cover not only many, if not al, of the topics coming up a the WSF but
adso the WSF itsdlf. The index page on the WSF 2005, moreover, contains much of
the discusson around the event, and links to previous editions of the forum and other
relevant matters. Indeed, Choike carries most of the book on the Forum | co-edited in
2004, http://Amww.choikeorg/nuevo eng/informes/1557.html. And it has published
sved other items of my own, and various other pieces | have recommended.
However, Choike has dso done In-Depth reports on matters not so well covered by
the WSF, in paticular, Globd Labour Rights,  http:/Awww.choike.
org/nuevo_eng/informes/1872.html, where it goes far wider that this subject as legdly
understood. | mention Choike, findly, because of its proximity (overnight by bus) to
Porto Alegre. It seems to me that it could be approached by the IC CC both as a
possble carier of WSF materid and as a contributor to discusson on IC
communicetion policy.

Mention is made in WS~IC CC documentation of the Independent Media
Centre (IndyMedia, IMC), the dispersed multi-media network, now operating in
maybe 50 countries and dl continents, appearing in 20 or more languages — and
resching into a zone largdy isolated from the WSF, the ex-Communist world. At least
one such node, in Brazil, publishes not only in Portuguese but adso in English,
Spanish and Esperanto (once favoured in the internationd labour movement as an
internationalist language). IMC was actudly a credtion of the GJ&SM, having been
born during the Battle of Seettle, 1999. This suggests a greater intimacy with the more
generd movement than that of the WSF.

Indymedia has been written about journaigticaly and aso researched (Notes
from Nowhere 2003b, Coyer 2005, Morris 2004). It aso researches itsdf (Indymedia
Documentation Project 2005)! And here describes itsdf as a movement. Findly, it
encourages independent academic research on itsdf, whilst urging or requiring
researchers to themsdves act and publish in a manner condgtent with Indymedia
principles. Such principles are presented in summary by Morris (see Appendix 4).
They seem to me of interest in S0 far as they touch on issues of dructure, coordination
and democracy that arose at the WSF IC in Utrecht.

Things ae 4ill changing within IMC. Discusson on the principles and
practices of Indymedia continue unabated  http://docsindymediaorg/view/




Globa/PrinciplesOfUnity.  Indymedia demonstrates a complex, sophigticated and
technicdly advanced modd of not only internationa/is communication but
emancipatory culture. It should be consdered by the Communications Committee of
the WSF and others concerned with WSF communication and cultura practice. And it
should be surdy dso sysematicdly involved in the development of a WSF modd.
Amongst other interesting and relevant festures of Indymedia functioning are that its
international decison-making, in o far as this exids, itsdf takes place in virtua pace
raher than in the kind of repeated, frequent, expensve and therefore inevitably
selective meeting places of the WSF IC. A good mgjority of WSF IC members were,
fortunately perhaps, unable or unwilling to attend at Utrecht.

In s0 far as digitd radio broadcasting over the internet is becoming an
increasngly interesting medium for internaiond/is  communication (Lee 2005), a
recent model, appropriate for events-cum-processes like the WSF would seem to be
offered by the Women’'s Media Pool a the Beijing +10 Conference held in New York,
2005, http://mwww.womensmedigpool.org/. Whilst the pool included radio it covered
dterndive internationd women's media more generaly. Tha particular exercise has
been evduated by Maria Suarez Toro, a veteran of the feminist Radio Fire, based in
Costa Rica, who has been previoudy active within the WSF and dso written on
autonomous international women's encounters (Suarez Toro 2002, 2004, 2005). Once
again, the purpose of mentioning this project is to suggest the range of resources,
experience and expetise avalable to those concerned with developing WSF
communications. It would appear that there is little reason why there should not be a
permanent internationd WSF radio or - on the modd of Indymedia and the Media
Pool - anetwork of such.

Conclusions

| am aware of having here written an undructured paper, shifting between
impression, reflection, intervention and even conceptudisation. This, as my opening
words might suggest, was not my intention. The unsystematic form has to do with
writing in the middle of this WSF IC tsunami, trying to both keep afloat and to find
bearings. My mgor concern has been to negotiate between the devadaing initia
guotation from Valery, the ironic redism of Wright, the new emancipatory thinking
on culture and communication, and my own headline. If | attended Utrecht, and
darted this paper, from a postion of consderable scepticism with respect to the IC,
and with few expectations of its CC, | fed obliged to conclude, a least provisondly,
that this road is made by waking. The poblem is who is waking this wak (as well
astaking thistalk)?

And who is reporting the talk?

Just as | was trying to meet a NIGD deadline on this paper, | was confronted with
another brief report on the Utrecht IC (Appendix 5). This appears to have been
written by Marco Berliguer, someone rather more familiar than | with both the IC and
the European Socid Forum (ESF). The report is vauable not only for reveding the
relatiions between the WSF and one of its regional emanations but adso because t adds
ggnificatly to my own paper, paticulaly in reveding yet other aspects of WSF
communication — or communication aspects of the WSF.



My find concluson mugs therefore be that we ill need one or more extensive
reports, andyses, evauaions, theorisations and dtrategy proposds on WSF
communications and culture. | will be satisfied if this essay contributes toward such.
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Appendix 2

Report on WSF-1C Communication Commission meeting - Utrecht,
March 30th 2005

Prepared by Sally Burch (ALAI) y Roberto Svio (IPS)
(Minimally edited and commented - PW)

There was an agreement concerning the need of defining communication mechanisms
for the WSF, emphasising three levels.

- Information and diffusion about the process

- Mechanigmsfor internd communication

- For the Polycentric 2006 WSF [intended to take place smultaneoudy in
Africa, Adaand Latin Americabut Hill in question - PW], it isimportant
to assure communication among the different places of the Forum.

Three proposals were presented to the Comission, concerning many aspects of the
levels above. And we aso recelved some recommendations from the Expansion
Commission [addressed to both the IC and the WSF itsdf — PW]. The Commission
has many ideas and it is working on a consensus proposd. Particularly, they include
the strengthening of collective coverage initiatives, among independent, community

and dternative media that are linked in some way to the Forum process. It would be a
matter of giving them amore permanent character, related to the Forum process. The
organisation of aevduation and exchange seminar amnong those media, preceeding

the World Forums, has dready been considered.

Some other proposas concern:

- Multimedia coverage initiatives, in order to interconnect the many places
where the Polycentric Forum will take place in 2006.

- Promotion of apooal of journaists who identify themsdves with WSF
purposes and principles.

- Cresting tools that can facilitate intercommunication and mutua
knowledge within the Forum process (database, dynamic virtud library etc
[Advanced proposds, extensively discussed in another IC commission -
PW).

In the next few weeks, we propose to extend the Commission to include, particularly,
some other networks and communication media, and specidly to achieve a greater
diversty in the Commisson’s composition, which now mainly condsts of Spanish
gpeskers. We propose that the Commisson have a meeting in May to start preparing
the process of making these proposals more concrete.

The Communication Commission presented the following proposdsto the
International Council:



- Recognising the importance of communication for the WSF, in its different
meanings activity of massve diffuson [mass media activity?— PW],
participatory communication with the sectors and groups that are interested
in the WSF process and, specialy, regarding interna communication.

- Togive priority to the initiatives that tend to creste a communication web,
aways taking into consderation the Charter of Principles.

- Organisng Committees at each place where the forum will take place
should create a communication working group, integrated by networks and
information and communication media, as well asfor the socia
organisations that have activities in the communication field. These groups
will work together to ensure intercommunication among the Decentralised
Forums in 2006.

The following people were present at the meeting: Mae Ocampo, FOEI [Friends of
the Earth Internationd]; Sdly Burch, ALAI [Agencia Lainamericanade
Informacion]; Maria Pia Matta, AMARC [World Assocation of Community Radio
Broadcasters|; Sdete Vaesan Camba, IPF [Ingtituto Paulo Freire]; Azril Bacal, I PF;
Antonio Martins, ATTAC-Brazil; José Oliveira, ICFTU/CIOSL [Internationa
Confederation of Free Trade Unions|; Peter Waterman, NIGD [Network Ingtitute for
Globa Democratisation]; Roberto Savio, IPS [Interpress Service]; Pierre George,
Caritas.



Appendix 3

Report by the Brazilian Organisng Committee' s Communication Working
Group on WSF 2005 Shared Cover age Projects

(Commented but uncorrected — PW)

This set of documents you are receiving now — collectively written by the
Communication Working Group (WG) — isintended to be our contribution to the
World Socid Forum (WSF) process. We hopeit is good not only for coming next
WSF editions, but aso for related meetings — regiond, locd, thematic forums— as
well as activities that only identify with the WSF spirit.

The texts describe the ideas that guided the projects, the discussions for their
formulation, and reports on their practica experiences. We have tried to be strict
about the achievements of each project, displaying its gpplication problems, what
could not be carried out in practice, or the ams that were achieved in avery digtinct
way from what we expected.

Why another communication is necessary

Along seven months of debates and formulation within the Communication WG, we
have evauated that the WSF has a large deficit regarding communication policy. We
believe that the WSF has never had a defined policy to communicate with its
participants or with other people who identify with its universe and are not able to
take part in the meeting. And much less with people that barely know the process, but
should till be contacted as part of the battle for hearts and mindsin favour of another
possible world.

Facing the need for generd formulation about WSF communication, but aware of the
WG'slimitsfor acting, and redlising the importance to carry out this debatein a
gronger way and within mid-term, the Communication WG’ s option was to focus
intidly — that is, for the WSF 2005 — on a WSF policy for aternative media. That
decision was based on two principles. Firstly, because we considered that dternative
mediaisadrategic aly in the WSF congtruction, since the media and organisations
that practice it identify with the WSF principles. They are dso professonas and
media that follow the WSF world closdly, being thus more able to provide a closer
view of what the WSF is. They are dso mediathat spesk directly to the public
connected to the struggle for another possible world, that is, people involved in the
WSF process — even when they are not based in the city whereiit istaking place.

The other reason was the WSF generd configuration. Asit has been decided since the
condtitution of the Brazilian Organising Committee, the 5 edition should show in
practice how feasible some aternative proposas within the Forum were. That is, to
show, in the very congtitution of the WSF, that another world and other forms of
organisation, thinking, and production are possible. Therefore, in communiceation,
nothing is better than respecting the logic of shared action that had been proposed by
the dternative media that are part of the 2005 WSF s universe, pointing &t its own



sharing as an dternative both to the siege and to the sdlection conducted by market
journdism.

Four embracement [inclusve? PW] projects

About that initid — and more conceptua — debate, the WG became a laboratory for
the shared congtruction of an aternative media project a the WSF 2005. Those media
proposed working formats and infrastructure that were distinct from those offered to
conventional media and went on to define how that would be configured.

Due to the broad, diverse, and unifying nature of the WSF, the WG projects could not
have anyone s name written on them. They should not be the objects or the property
of one group. Rather, following the WSF spirit, they should be a space for

articulating and strengthening dternatives dready existing or under congtruction.

The relationship between the Brazilian Organisng Committee (BOC) and the WG
internal construction was promoted through awork of “fadilitation”? that was decisive
for the success of its projects. interlocution respecting the independent congtruction of
dternative media; senghility to see the WG space as alaboratory of acommunication
projects for the WSF and not a service to the WSF; and trandation of the stages of

that project within the BOC (aswell asthe IC, during a meseting in Porto Alegre) and

vice-versa.

The result of that process was a proposa covering four broad and inclusive initiatives
that served to embrace alternative, community, independent media that came to Porto
Alegre. They were four because that number reflected the existing media aress.

V Internationa Independent Information Exchange — It promoted its 5 edition — it
exists since the 1% Forum, in 2001 — of shared coverage of the World Socia Forum,
acting as aplatform for joint work of hundreds of journaists from dternative media,
socid communicators, and distinct shared projects that offered to take part in the
initiative. Participation took place through collective and smultaneous feeding of a
website in Sx languages, organised according to the thematic architecture of the WSF
and connections with the embracement projects, and the management of an
internationd editorid staff room within the WSF, including teams for reception and
edition of contents, embracement activities, free subjects, and joint subjects. Oriented
to free reproduction, the Exchange uses the principles of copyleft, under which
contents can be reproduced by other media as long as the source is acknowledged.
The coverage of the V Exchange can be found a www.ciranda.net

Radio Forum — In its 1¥ ediition, it developed shared coverage including community
and independent stations from all over the world, broadcasting 24 hours aday via
sreaming in its website, and afew days on ar for the Socid Territory. The programs
were totaly produced by stations and organisations interested, which struggle for the
democratisation of communication, broadcasting in up to Six languages, thus
guaranteeing the WSF s spirit of cultura diversty. To access part of the
programming broadcast by the Radio Forum, go to www.forumderadios.fm.

2 The facilitators of the Communication WG at the BOC were: Salete Valesan Camba from

Paulo Freire Institute and Viliano G from the Youth Camp.



TV Forum — The TV Forum was amed a gathering severa video productions about
the WSF and organising them in aone-hour TV show caled Panorama Forum. The
programming, which included over 60 videos by independent producers, college, and
community TV gations, was offered daily to severd countriesin the world via
satellite Sgnd by Radiobras. All college, community, and educationd channels
interested in broadcasting a production with a different gpproach were able to receive
it and includeit in their programming. To watch the videos shown on Panorama
Forum, access www.forumdetvs.tv

Laboratory of Free Knowledge — Ingaled within the Y outh Camp, the L aboratory
brought together adl possible experiences on free information exchange — video,
audio, radio, software... In order to get to know the experiences of that laboratory,
access www.lablivrerg3.net.

Looking at the attached report on each of those projects, you can have athorough
description of their bases, the palitica actors that formulated them, and their ams.
Y ou can dso see an honest report on the practica difficulties found to achieve them
and the successes they have reached.

L earning from the pagt, with an eye on the future

Besides evauating the project of shared coverage, this document isaimed at giving a
higtorical contribution to dl other individuas and organisations that take part in future
meetings within the WSF process, and to put forward afew propostions. All of us
who are members of the Communication WG believe that dternative media should be
adrategic dly of the WSF. In order to achieve that, it will have to keep receiving a
distinct treatment within the WSF process, for the same reasons dready listed above:

» mediaand organisations that practice dternative mediaare aso palitical actorsin
the struggle for another possible world, in the fight for democratisation of
communication.

* they speak to afocused audience — the WSF stakeholders.

» they have a better understanding of socid struggles and demands.

In order for that preference for aternative mediato take place, we understand that it is
necessary to maintain the communication projects for the next WSF editions. The
importance of keeping the network formed around this group and the actions resulting
from it, which happened at the WSF 2005, was clear in the debates about
Communication conducted both during the WSF and at the 1% World Forum on
Communication and Information, which preceded the event in Porto Alegre. One of
the main chdlengesis the congruction of alarge network of counter-hegemonic
communication, amedia forum that serves the WSF process.

That network, besides the mainstream media, would be the main agent respongible for
reaching an audience that does not take part directly in the Forums, informing them
about its debates, struggles and articulations, as well as connecting more people in the
task of building another possble world. That is, it would be away to use
communication as atool in the process of congtructing and globaising the WSF and



to help that process in areas that lack a more active participation by socia movements
and organisations, such as Africa, Asaand the United States.

The reationship with mainsream mediais part of that scenario. It is aknown fact that
the very existence of the World Socia Forum goes againg the interests of severd
communication companies, which will not miss the opportunity to diminish its
achievements and criticise its functioning as much as they can. On the other hand, the
WSF has acquired such a stature and importance that even the media’s specific
attacks cannot harm its growing process, supported and sustained by a significant part
of civil and academic society aswell as by palitical and government bodies at al
levels

We cannot deny, however, that press coverage as well as the spaces it can offer for the
expression of WSF actors opinions have their relevance in the process of publicising
its events and proposals. Therefore, in order to evauate the best way to negotiate the
coverage and to take advantage of spaces that can be occupied, we should take into
consderation the individua characterigtics of each media, or each country or region’s
press.

Maintaining embracemert projects and internationd participation in debates on WSF
communication

Relationship with mainstream mediais dso atask to be debated by the WSF s distinct
bodies that will proceed with discussions about communication after this specific WG
closes with the end of the COB works. However, the main horizon ahead of usisthe
strengthening of the experience started by the four embracement projectsin this WSF
2005 in the next editions and their extension to other WSF events, both in locd,
regiona, and theme- oriented editions. Guaranteeing those future experiences requires
ascribing international character to the work so far conducted by the Communication
WG — which indudes mainly Brazilian and Lain American organisations and media—
and at the same time, requiresiits establishment and horizontdity in the severa
countries.

One suggestion is that such actions, articulation and debates are assumed from now on
by an internationd group linked to the Internationd Council’s communication
commission, which would be open to interested organisations and would guarantee
participation to the four projects, in an articulated and articulating way. That group
would work as an internationd diaogue channd with the WSF severd actors. In
order to consolidate shared coverage of the Forumsin their severd editions, the work
of that internationa group can be strongly based on local media, exchanging
experiences after what has been done in Porto Alegre, in order to potentiate correct
actions and avoid mistakes that have restricted initiatives.

Regarding the WSF 2006, for instance, it is possible to work with the possibility of a
pardle coverage in the three countries where the Forum will take place and, through
projects TV Forum, Radio Forum, Laboratory of Free Knowledge, and VI
International Exchange of Independent Information, to allow programmes and news
generated in the Americas to be seen in Africaand Ada, and vice-versa, in ashared
programming not only within each Forum, but aso between its distinct host cities.



An international seminar and a communication project for the WSF

A solid communication project for the WSF cannot be built hadtily, neither it is
advisable to freeze in dtrict criteriawithout a previous maturation process that

includes mistakes and correct actions. A decisive factor for starting that work is the
commitment of WSF organisations, entities and movements with the event's
communication, seeking the non-hierarchisation of struggles and the identification of
crucid toolsfor the success of demands raised by the WSF process. Another factor is
to creste a gpace where that debate can start based on broad participation of the
severd socid actors and movements that now represent the foundation of the World
Socid Forum.

Therefore, organisations that are current members of the Communication WG and
intend to continue with the debate on WSF communication within a possible
internationa body to be created propose an International Communication Seminar to
the WSF International Council, to take place in Caracas, Venezuela, from August to
September 2005. That seminar would aim a strengthening the idea of shared
communication and defining the continuity of embracement projectsin the WSF,
srengthening a permanent network for communication sharing; promoting an
interchange of experiences in communication between participating countries, and
preparing the field for experiencesin communication to be conducted during the 2006
World Forums. 1t would also be an essentia space to continue, at internationa and
democrdtic leve, the discussions about a communication plan and policy — internd
and externd — for the Forum, keeping the process of collective congruction of the
WSF communication platform started by the Communication WG 2004/2005.

Theinitid methodologica proposd for that seminar includes afirst day of
introduction of participants, projects and experiences, and a historical recovering of
communication experiences within the WSF process. A second day of vigtation to
some Venezuelan community, aternative, and independent communication
experiences, exchange of impressions and reflections about fidd vidts, and a
conceptua debate among participants. And athird day of debates about the place of
aternative communication within the WSF communication policy that Sartsto be
collectively constructed.

Until we meet in that seminar — the proper place to define the directions of
communication within the WSF process, atask that has aready been posed for
movements and independent media that took part in embracement projects of the
WSF 2005 is the encouragement to keeping articulations started in Porto Alegre to
carry out specific coverage, after the agenda of socid movements formulated in the
last WSF.

Possible recommendations for the I nter national Council

Therefore, the severd civil society organisations that were members of the COB
Communication Working Group would like to propose that the WSF International
Council approve recommendations for the concept of shared dternative media, born
with the 1% WSF and strengthened as multimedia at the 5" WSF, to be prioritised and
facilitated in the WSF universe and events. Those recommendations would include:



1 — Fadilitating shared action by dternative media within the World Socid Forum
process.

2 — Guaranteeing full conditions for conducting works of shared coverage in each
WSF spaces — including text, photography, audio, video, and other media that might
be developed.

3 — Guaranteeing spaces for experimenta projects on the distinct mediaduring each
event within the WSF process, smilarly to the Laboratory of Free Knowledge,
conducted at the WSF 2005.

4 — Promoting conditions for internationa debate about the shared coverage process
by dternative media and World Socid Forum communication (see proposal for
Internationa Seminar mentioned in this document).

We bdlieve that by guaranteeing conditions for the continuity of thiswork sarted a
the WSF 2005 and for widening this debate at globa level, we can soon be able to
strengthen dternative and shared communication as one of the most important tools
for globaising the World Socid Forum and in the essentia counter-hegemonic
dispute for the congtruction of another world.

Reports on the evauation of each of the projects of shared coverage and the history of
the COB Communication Working Group are attached.

Sao Paulo, March 23, 2005



Appendix 4

Innovationsin Indymedia

(Morris2004: Tablel)

Principles

1. Global justice: Indymedia grew out of the emerging globa socid jugtice
movement that integrates the socid justice concerns of many previous socid
movements.

2. Grassroots democracy: Indymediais rather unique in being a cooperative globd
network of consensus-based media collectives.

3. Open publishing: The “newswires’ are open. Anyone can hep run Indymedia
Thisalows agreeat ded of crestive and socia freedom in the discourses on
Indymedia.

4. Copyleft: A non-proprietary publishing criteria (no private ownership of
intellectua property), copyleft, is used for both the code running Indymedia servers
and for the origina articles posted to Indymedia.

5. Unity and Diver sity: Indymedia offers spaces to negotiate the didectic of
difference and unity, afundamental chalenge of a globalizing world.

M edia Practicesand Processes
6. Interactivity: Didogue and debate about stories is encouraged through a story
comment feature and the open wire. Thisis Smilar to a newsgroup process, but
oriented to news reporting.

7. Online coor dination: Many discussions are conducted through listserves, chat
rooms, and emall: at loca and expanded (nationd, regiond, and globd) levels.

8. Website design: Most Indymedia websites organize awide variety of information
helpful to activists and readers.

9. Online documentation: A documentation project (docs.indymedia.org) uses

group authorware to enable co-cregtion of documents, including: an index of IMC

loca higtories, loca organizing outlines, descriptions of various media projects, etc.
Networking

10. Network of networ ks: Indymediaincludes innovations a these levels and ways.



* Locally: Locds are sometimes formed amongst networks of media activists
and pre-existing groups. Consensus decisionmaking processes are the norm,
with specific tasks often conducted in more ad hoc and individudized ways.

« Nationally: Media activigts and multiple loca mediagroupsin various
countries cooperate on press coverage. Exemplary cases include the Aotearoa,
Brazil and Germany IMCs.

* Regionally: Regiona working groups are emerging in Indymedia Latin
American IMCs didog about anti-globdization concerns. Activigts in Greece-
Cyprus-Turkey are exploring common issues. At large mobilizations, dozens
of IMC activigs from many locasin the region converge to share in making
Indymedia and making media

* Globally: Indymediais a unique network in being a primary media of the
globd justice movements and yet is aso more than thisin addressng many
socid justice and democratic issues at local through globd levels.

11. Media projects and working groups: There are anumber of ad hoc cooperative
media projects, often involving many media activists working through the Internet,

that creete media for specia events and in an ongoing way within specific media
platforms, e.g., text, radio, and video.

12. I nter-media projects:. Media activids in various media are cooperating together
on media production across media platforms.

13. Broad media networks: Indymediais participating in building broad dternative
media networks.

14. Alter native medias: Indymediais unique in serving, smultaneoudy, asasocid
movement media, a broad dternative socid justice media, a network of loca media
centers, and agloba forum for persons interested in global justice.

15. Flexible decentralized structure elements: Indymediais cregting in itsinterna
processes three structura elements needed for a successful decentralized network:
strong loca collectives, rich internal communication processes, and emerging
network-wide decentralized decisionmaking and planning processes.



Appendix 5

Towards 2006: A Polycentric WSF and New M ethodology

(This document was copied through to the Debate List in South Africa. Although
unsigned, | aminformed that it was authored by Marco Berlinguer. Minimally
edited.]

I ntroduction

A meeting of the Internationd Council (1C) of the WSF was held in Amsterdam

[mostly Utrecht — PW] in the last week of April. Thisisashort report of the meeting
by European people who attended the meeting. Apart from the opportunity to inform
you on the ongoing WSF process, there is an issue concerning the relation between

the WSF and the ESF [ European Social Forum] which, asyou'l see, needsto be
discussed , if possible at next weekend's EPA [ European Preparatory Assembly] in
Prague [ May 20-22,2005] . The next meeting of the |C has been fixed for 19-22 of
June at Barcelona, just after the MedSF [ Mediterranean Social Forum]. For afull and
officid information about the Amsterdam mesting, you can read the minutes &:
http://Amww.moviments.net/tiki-download file.phpZileld= 149.

Towards 2006: A polycentric WSF and new methodology
I. A polycentric WSF.

The next unified WSF will be held in 2007 in Africa, probably in Kenya. In 2006,
however, it has been confirmed that instead of asingle WSF, there will bea
polycentric WSF, with Venezuela, Morocco and India as three possible locations.
The WSF in Venezudais dmost definite and it islikely to take place, asisthe
tradition, to coincide with Davos at the end of January. In Morocco a complex
negotiaion is going on with the government which could have a positive outcome but
with adday until June 2006. In India, problems are likely to be overcome in the next
few weeks and the expected date is February.

The responghility for the organisation of the single Forums will be shared between
the different Committees as determined in the different host countries, the
internationa secretary of the IC of WSF (currently compaosed by 8 Brazilian
organisations and 8 Indians) and the different commissons of the IC.

I1.The new methodology

Despite the incomplete redlixation of the new methodology [programming by
participation], there was, in generd, avery postive evauation of itsintroduction in
POA. In addition to the problems of the incomplete facilitation of the process of
convergence and agreeing on action, the most significant criticism concerned the
difficulty of enabling strong and easily comprehensible messages to emerge. The
falure to find a solution to this difficulty was reflected in the way thet, in the abosence
of any other easlly ble conclusions from the Forum, the media focused on the
appearance of [Presidents] Lulaand Chavez. The decison to adopt and develop the



new methodology has been confirmed. The IC plans a participative process for
defining the thematic axes and territories of the Forum; it gives centrdity to the sdif-
organization and inter-connection of activities; and it amsto promote processes of
convergence and co-operation on the production of actions. For the next, polycentric
WSF, aworld-wide process consultation will therefore be coordinated on asingle
website. This consultation will use a unique database, or at least use data bases that
are compatible between the three Forums and able to be used smultaneoudy. The
process would safeguard the autonomy of each Forum's own website. The process
will begin early, certainly before the summer. The first consultation will be based on
the 11 thematic axes identified in the 2005 WSF, with the possibility of inserting
other themes.

It will fill be possible for the Organisng Committee (OC) and IC commissions to
promote specific axes or activities that were not covered by the consutation or the
sdf-managed proposd of activities. The purpose of such an intervention by the OC
or IC commissions would be to correct the limits of a participative process carried out
only or primarily by electronic means and to ensure the possibility of initiaives by
Organisng Committees of different Forums, on the basis of locd circumstances.

Transversal axes [cross-cutting themes - PW)] are being proposed (asin 2005) on
gender difference and equality, as concrete mechanisms to guarantee equilibrium and
balance.

Another mechanism started in POA - the Wall of the Proposals - http:/Avww.
memoaria-viva.org/WSF05/indexen.htm. The evauation of this has been generdly
positive, despiteits experimental and partid gpplication. To build on this, it has been
agreed to keep the wall open throughout the year. Thiswill make it possible for
organisations and the networksto put up proposals of action, to update them, to pick
up support after as well as during the Forum How the database of thiswall can be
best connected with the process of recording the activitiesin the different Forums
will be studied.

Other new projects have emerged. One example is a project caled ‘Map to Build a
New World'. Thisisaproposa to build a powerful database that would make it
possible to organise a horizontal system of congtant flow of information among
participants in the Forum process. The information would be sdlf-produced. The use
of the database would help to give continuity to the Forum process, beyond the event
itsdlf. It would strengthen the participatory, saf-managing foundation of the Forum
and make it more effective. Other projects are underway related to the construction of
tools of cooperation, communications and decisons at distance.

A strategic discussion

IC members identified the necessity to open a srategic discussion within the 1C on
the gtate of the movements, on their impact on the politicd syssem and on the role of
the WSF. Thereis, as part of the IC, a strategy commission but it has been virtudly
inactive for the past year. It was agreed to devote awhole day of the next ICto a
discussion both about the methodology and the content of such strategic discussions,
and how they should be organised.



Expansion of the process of the WSF

The Amsterdam 1C agreed that athough important steps have been taken to expand
the WSF, further action is necessary to extend the process geographically,

thematicaly and sectordly and to correct the unbalances produced by its organic
development. For this purpose it has been proposed to build a database in form of [&]
‘socio-gram’ that systematises and publicises knowledge relevant to achieving this
expanson - details of areas, themes and sectors reached and yet to be reached etc. The
information should be regiondly organised, through a system of information

produced by the locdl, nationa and regiond processes. The diffusion of the vison and
the experience of the WSF will be encouraged al over the world through dl its

participants.

On the basis of an gpplication from the African movements, specific support will be
organised for the expanson of the processin Africa

Expansion of theIC

A discusson about the reorganisation of the 1C has been going on for along time. The
IC has long recognised the need to widen its representation. There remains a
difficulty, however, about agreeing the criteria, the extent of the expansion and the
sze of the IC. Currently it is made up of around 120 organisations.

For the next IC, asmadl group from the Expanson Commission will prepare a profile
and an andlysis of the existing members of the IC; a proposa for a‘road map’ for the
reorganisation of the IC in away which will correct imbaances, and findly a
recommend [...] procedure for examining new applications for representation and to
define generd and public criteria. Eleven new organisations have gpplied to be
members of |C. For the time being, the IC decided to sort out the problem of criteria
before agreeing to any widening. The firgt priority that the IC identified to widen
representation from under-represented regions such as Africaand Asia. Some of us
proposed that in the meantime the meetings and work of the 1C should be opened to
observers, thus making the meetings public. We a so proposed to explore the
possibility of arepresentation within the I1C of the various Forums digtinct from the
WSFitsdf - the Asan Socid Forum, the European Socid Forum etc. No decision
was taken for the time being.

Communication

The communication commission proposed a brief document which emphasised the
necessity to organise a system of participatory communication both inside the WSF
and for the promoation of initiatives related to the WSF. The document aso committed
the commission to draw up a plan to creaste a communications network based on the
WSF Charter of Principles. Findly it recommended to every OC to anticipate the
cregtion of a WSF working group on communication and to connect their media work
with the communication activity of the WSF.

The case of the ESF

The ESF planned for Greece 2006 is not actudly part of the polycentric WSF. The



ESF is organised on a continenta basis and it would difficult to redefine it as one of
centres of the polycentric [...] WSF. The consultation on the thematic axes of the ESF
has aready begun. Nevertheless, the large mgority of the IC fet it was necessary

and desirable to develop in organic way the relationships between ESF process and
WSF process and between the ESF's Preparatory Assembly and WSF's both for the
next ESF and WSF and for the future. Probably the first organic development that
could beimagined is a participation of the ESF's EPA insde the WSFsIC. In spite of
the ructurd difference between the two organisations (the EPA an open assembly
and the IC a council with alimited number of representatives) maybe we could find a
solution such asthe regular participation of the ESF' s OC (i.e. inthis case, the
Greek OC) inthe WSF IC mesting. The problem does need to be faced urgently. If
possible it should be addressed at the Prague EPS [EPA7] this weekend [May 20-22,
2005]. We could take immediate action to try to cross the two processesin practical
ways. first we could visud the unity of the two processes (ESF and WS Polycentric)
through thelr common presentation in one web; and secondly we could co-operate
from atechnica-political point of view to develop an informatic and informetive
infrastructure that is compatible as between the two processes. This would make it
possible to condruct an integrated system of information a aglobd levd. Thiswould
in turn make it possible, if the EPA favoured it, for the programme of the 2006 ESF to
have connections with the shared themes of the Polycentric WSF.



