Maude Barlow Public Forum

North Melbourne Town Hall – 23rd June, 2000


Public Lecture: Maude Barlow: 

"People In Action: Citizen Power in the Global Era".

Introduction by Dur-e  Dara, Victorian Women’s Trust Chairperson.

(Dure Dara welcomed everyone to the North Melbourne Town Hall, with the permission of Wurrundjeri elders Margaret Wirrpunda and Joy Murphy.) 

On behalf of them I would like to say that as a ritual, for as long as we live under a government that is unwilling to say sorry, and is unwilling to see through full reconciliation, we singly and collectively will continue to say we are sorry.

Four organisations in Melbourne formed very quickly within the space of five weeks, seized the opportunity to form a coalition so that we could host, spend time with, listen to, take spirit from Maude Barlow.  And she’s come here because of the strength of citizen coalition, and organisations who wish to come together and be strong together.  I would like to call Rachel Fensham who will represent Monash and Deakin University, and Victoria Marles, who is the chair of Circus Oz, and also a director of the Victorian Women’s Trust.  We’d like to stand together; it’s a ritual, but it’s a real saying.  That’s the way we feel, and that’s the way we think.  And so I’m going to ask Rachel if she would just quickly mention the coalition.

Rachel Fensham

I’m going to do this by way of a very brief story about why you’re going to hear Maude Barlow tonight.  Victoria Marles and I – Vic from Circus Oz represents the Circus Oz board, and myself from Monash – decided about 18 months ago that there were things changing in the world that were affecting the live performing arts, both areas of culture that we are actively involved in.  And we thought, wouldn’t it be a really good idea to have a conference on globalisation and the live performing arts.  So we set in train the kind of usual machinations to organise a conference, and we were intending to hold this conference in February this year.  In January, our keynote speaker pulled out, and one of our speakers at the conference as we’d been planning it is a Professor of Social Policy at RMIT, John Wiseman.  I rang him up in desperation and said, “John, what are we going to do?  We’ve lost our keynote speaker for this conference.  Who do you suggest?  Who would be really good on culture, on trade, on the ways in which the world is going?”  And he said Maude Barlow.  And we put in a call, an enquiry, to Maude Barlow, found out a little bit about her organisation – and I won’t say too much about that now – and she said, “Yes, I’d love to come.”  Then we thought, wow; this is a little bit bigger than the conference we had in mind.  So at that point Vic and I continued to proceed with the planning of the conference for Circus Oz and Monash, and started to seek some partners that could come into the planning of the visit of Maude Barlow, who clearly had a lot more to say to a much bigger audience than our conference was planned for.

So we approached the Women’s Trust, who fantastically joined us in this adventure; and Deakin University, who also came on board, particularly from the environmental side; and then the City of Melbourne, who’ve provided this space as a sponsor.  So there are four organisations who have really worked to make tonight possible ....  And I think that’s the sort of thing that Maude Barlow inspires of groups of people – unlikely coalitions of organisations.  So thank you.

Dur-e Dara: Victorian Women's Trust

We’ve spent about three days with Maude Barlow; each organisation’s had different time with her.  And we’ve been very greedy at the Women’s Trust, and we’ve had Maude at a workshop on activism, and we’ve had a talk to us about water, which is an initiative that we had already decided that we were going to work on.  And then today she spoke at Circus Oz and the university conference.  And in all that time, I have witnessed a wonderful, wonderful experience of someone who really knows how to listen, really is strategic, really knows how to share, who’s very grounded, who’s very real, but very courageous and very strong.  And this is timely for all of us.  It’s been timely for our partners, it’s very timely for the Women’s Trust.  We have an initiative that brings citizens together.  Mary Cooks, our executive officer, will tell you at the end of the evening about how to make contact with it.  And all of you, all of us together, are going to have a very meaningful time listening to a woman who has a lot to say about the citizenship rights that we have, that are slipping away.

I don’t need to go on; you have read about Maude Barlow.  We welcome you Maude.  We embrace you, and thank you for being here.  Please come and talk to us.  Thank you.

Maude Barlow

Wow!  This is some welcome!  This is wonderful.  Thank you so, so much for the beautiful words of introduction and welcome for this wonderful, wonderful turnout.  I must tell you, I was not expecting this.  I’m very overwhelmed, and thrilled to be here.  I told the folks this morning that since I stepped off the plane – well, maybe it was because the first thing I saw was a McDonald’s, but anyway – I have felt so at home here.  Partly it’s ’cause you’re going through so much of what we’ve gone through in Canada, which I want to talk to you about; partly because the spirit of the people in this city is just incredible; partly because I’ve met these wonderful people who hosted me.  I got remembering that my little mother, when she was five years old, lived in Glasgow, Scotland, and her father was a greengrocer on the dock in Scotland.  And his partner went to the bank and absconded with all their money, he stole their money, and came to Melbourne.  My mother reminded me of this when I was coming here.  She said, “Do you remember me telling you this story?”  So my grandfather was a very, very stubborn and angry man – he wasn’t a violent man at all, but he was very, very stubborn – Jock Wilton.  And he sold the little house that they had, much to my grandmother’s dismay; my mother was an only child.  And he bought three tickets to sail to Melbourne to go find this guy – he was gonna chase him here, right?  And my grandmother said to him, “Jock, it’s not a good reason to  leave Scotland.  You’ll never find him.”  So I guess at literally the morning they were to sail, there was a boat right beside the boat that was going to Melbourne, and for the price of the same tickets they had a choice.  And at the very last minute, they sailed for Halifax, Canada instead.  So maybe my heart is partly here because my grandmother and grandmother damn near came to Melbourne to find that guy.  And by the way, I’m looking for him.  If anybody knows this guy, he owes us some money.

Well I’m just absolutely thrilled to be here, and I thought partly because I’ve spoken in different venues here, and I thought what I want to do tonight is kind of more personal, talk a little bit about my own story and my own country’s story, and what I think we have in common, and what I think we have to build together.  I myself personally came out of the women’s movement; I was very involved in every facet, from violence against women, to pay equity, and so on.  I was the first woman to ever teach at the Canadian Police College; I used to drive there in the morning, and my heart would fight, saying, “Please don’t make me go there”, because they were so mean to me.  They were quite tough.  But I can remember being part of that whole movement of the women’s movement, and how we literally changed the world for women.  And I know it happened here as well, and how far we came from the time when somebody asked my sister when she was a little girl, “What do you want to be when you grow up?”  And she said, “Nothing, like my mother”, you know?  How far we have come, and how we know that my mother was not nothing, so how far we’ve come.  And I guess I kind of steeled myself for the fight to come through those battles.  I can remember very clearly the first time I was publicly criticised; it was in the Global Mail, which is like The Australian or national newspaper.  And I went to my mother’s for Sunday dinner, and I was feeling quite sorry for myself; and she said, “You cut that out.  Serious people have serious enemies” she said, you know?  So it was a lesson.  I said, “How do you know that?  How did you get that wise?”  Something I learned at an early age.

But I came into the work that I’m doing now because I believed that what was happening to my country and to the world was going to hurt everything that I had ever worked for, and that in fact you don’t have to undo equity rights in any way, whether it’s racial minorities, or women, or whatever group, you don’t have to do that.  All you have to do is just take the layers of support out under a country; you just have to remove the whole notion of what I call sharing for survival, which was the basis upon which our country built its social programs.  And when you do that, and what happened in our country, is that we’ve actually elected governments who one way or another are trying to impose the survival of the fittest notion on our narrative of sharing for survival; and it’s not really working as well as they want it to, thank God.

But I wanted to tell you a little bit about the history of that, ’cause Canada’s background – and I’ve read a fair amount of Australia as well, and I think there’s many parallels here as well – we had a very harsh kind of dog-eat-dog system, until what I call the twin crucibles of the Great Depression and the Second World War.  Through the 1930s, through the terrible depression in our country and around the world, people as you know were very desperate.  And in our country the federal government actually spent a great deal of money on relief, but it was punitive relief: you had to prove that your child was very desperately ill before they would get help; you couldn’t plan for wellness, you just had to respond to illness.  And there were many, many stories.  There was one that I remember reading about that touched me so much: a family in Saskatoon; I mean, our prairies just went dry; this was the dustbowl, right?  And they had a sick child, and they heard that there was health care benefits that you could get in Vancouver.  So they got in their old jeep and they drove to Vancouver; but they were told you have to have lived here for 18 months.  So they put their little kid in the car, and the whole family, and headed back for Saskatoon, and he died on the way in.  That family killed themselves, in fact.  It was quite a famous story at the time, not that I was around; it was a story that my family used to tell me.

But these were the kinds of stories that came out of those years.  And there were inspectors sent into people’s homes to see if they were hiding food, or bought their child running shoes and they hadn’t told them.  And all of a sudden, the work came along.  And the same government that didn’t have enough money to feed, clothe, house, or employ these people suddenly had all the money it needed to send them to war.  And what happened in our country, and I believe it happened here as well, was the seachange in the political culture.  And those people came back from war and said, “Sorry, we’re not coming back to stand in those breadlines, and to be put in work camps, and to be treated like second-class citizens.  We were ready to fight for this country; some of us died for this country, and died for a dream of democracy.  And we are coming back to build what I call a social nation state.”  And it’s in those years after the war, but it built up through those years, and culminating in the 1960s, that we implemented the great social programs that matter so much to us: universal health care, universal pensions, universal family allowance.  We actually had a Canada assistance plan that said that everybody in the country, by right of citizenship, had a basic level of rights to participate in the dignity of having enough money to live on, decent work, and so on.  And Canada very much took to heart the UN Declaration of Human Rights, which was signed in 1948, which Australia signed too, which basically guaranteed the fundamental human rights of peoples around the world.  There were also covenants that said not only do these rights exist, but that nation states have the responsibility to protect and nurture them, and that they actually owed to their citizens health care and basic pension rights, security in cases of disability or old age, and whatever, and actually said that global finance and investment and corporations had to serve that larger societal need.  That was actually built into conventions that our government signed.  Sounds very old-fashioned now.  

And I think about this in a very personal way, because my mother was married to a boy, they were 20 years old when they got married, and he was one of the first boys to join the RCA.  Out from Canada he went to England to fight as a pilot.  And they were only married six weeks.  And he said to her at the airport, “I won’t be home, so get married and have a good life”, ’cause he knew, and it was true, most of those first boys died.  And sure enough, he went missing in action right away.  And neither of them knew that my Mum was pregnant with my older sister.  But she came from a little town in New Brunswick called Pointe-Sapin.  And so she moved back into her parents house, the ones who chose not to go to Melbourne, and she had her baby, my sister, and she only found out two years later that her husband had in fact been killed in the war.  So she had her sad part, she had a sad story in the war.  And meanwhile my own father, who also came from that community, saw five very hard years of fighting in Europe, and was wounded in battle.  He took a bullet to the head, which they never found; like, it was always lodged there, which my mother used to say explained a lot.

So anyway, so he was sent home to get better, and he was going to go back; and of course the war ended.  But I always love how my grandmother used to tell how they met, because my grandmother always had her eye on him, although they were Irish.  My grandmother was Scottish, right, and Billy my Dad comes from an Irish family; so of course that was quite different in those days, right?  But my grandmother always thought he was gorgeous; she always had her eye on him, because it was a small community and she’d watched him grow up.  So he had a date with the young woman who lived next door to my Mum.  And he had his uniform on, and he was absentminded and he came up the wrong steps.  So my grandmother said, “Oh, well, now, here comes Billy McGrath”, you know?  And my  mother said, “Now you send him next door.  He’s got a date; you behave yourself.”  And my grandmother turned to her, and she said – my Mother’s name was Flora, but when my grandmother was stern with her, she called her Flossie – she says, “Now you listen to me, Flossie.  Billy McGrath’s coming up those steps, he’s coming in this house, and you’re going to marry him.”  And she said, “If you can’t do it, get in the kitchen and I’ll look after this”.  So my sister says her first memory of our Dad is peeking out behind my mother’s skirt as my Dad came up the steps.  And he knocked, and he said, “Have I got the right house?”  And my grandmother said, “You certainly do, Billy McGrath.”  And three months later, they were married, ’cause nobody said no to my grandmother.  And I tell you this because Dad never talked about the war; I found anybody who was in the war didn’t ever talk about it.  It was only kind of glorified by people who weren’t there.  But my mother knew what he’d gone through, and she used to tell us that at night when they were first married, he would wake up with terrible nightmares.  And one night he went down, and he took all his war paraphernalia and threw it off the wharf of Pointe-Sapin into the ocean (which you wouldn’t do now because of the environment, but anyway).

And he came home, and they sat up all night, and they talked about what they’d both gone through.  He’d lost his best friend from childhood, shot right beside him, right in a trench.  And she’d lost her husband, and he’d lost five years of his youth.  And they said to each other, “We have to find a way to make this okay.  And the way to do that is that we have to give something to our country and to our society.”  And they set about with a whole generation to make what I call a social nation state: a nation state that mattered, in which they believed that the right of citizenship gave us all the notion that we were a family.  And like any family, people can get sick, or lose a child, or lose a job, or whatever; you’re family, you take care of each other.  They built this notion of sharing for survival.  And we built what I call ribbons of interdependence across the country, including like your ABC we have a CBC, a Canadian Broadcasting Corporation.  And the father of the CBC, Graham Spry, used to say, “The state, or the United States”, meaning if we didn’t allow the government to set up a broadcasting system, we would be taken over by private American radio and television.  We lived next door to the biggest superpower – we call it the big candy store, right? – and so we have the longest undefended border in the world with the United States.  And we have a love-hate relationship with our friends to the south, let me tell you.  And so we have fought very, very hard to build a distinctive, and to maintain, our distinctive culture on the northern half of that divide.  And very much we have different values.  In the US, it is survival of the fittest: it’s competitiveness, it’s go-west-young-man.  For us it’s this notion of sharing for survival; not only that we have this huge country, and it’s very cold in the winter, and it’s harsh, and we have the north and the prairies and so on, and so you have to share for survival that way; but we had to share for survival or we wouldn’t have existed against this superpower.  We wouldn’t have maintained a separate distinctive notion.

And so out of that came the great women’s movement, the first nations movement – all over the world these movements, anti-poverty movements and so on – established a set of rights coming out of the universal Declaration of Rights, that I guess naively we thought would never end.  But I have to tell you, of course, that ... and just back to what my Dad ended up doing; he ended up giving his life to criminal justice reform.  And my father was one of the key people in Canada to end capital or corporal punishment.  The last hanging in Canada was in the Don jail in 1960, the double hanging.  And that was it after that.  Due to his work, and a few others, we actually abolished it, which we think that and gun control are two really serious things we feel distinguish us from the US.  So he and many others went on to build and pave the way for our generation, and the work that we were able to do.  But there was another trend, and I think we weren’t aware of this other trend; and it started right after the Second World War too.  And it was the trend that set up the World Bank, and the International Monetary Fund, the Bretton Woods institutes, eventually the free trade system that led to the creation of the World Trade Organisation, the creation of what has come to be termed the Washington Consensus.  And the Washington Consensus is that deregulation, privatisation, free trade, nation state competitiveness is the one and only model for the world; and that is in fact the definition of democracy used by those who practice it.  And we know that from about the mid 1970s there was a very concerted organised effort on the right, on the extreme right, the corporate right, to establish and change the culture of the societies in which they believed there had grown an excess of democracy; and that’s actually a term that came out of the Trilateral Commission in the 1970s.  They described and targeted as a problem an excess of democracy, and said they had to work to replace this democracy with what they call economic freedom.  And they set up, in country after country, business round tables, or corporate lobby groups, they set up think tanks, to get themselves placed on university boards of governors, and to get themselves on editorial boards of newspapers, or eventually buy the newspapers, and start to literally work towards a seachange in the political culture, much as it happened 20 years, 30 years before in terms of moving it the other way.  And I think for a lot of us, we didn’t see it; we just weren’t aware of it.

Well in my country, it first blew out into view when, in 1984, Brian Mulroney became Prime Minister.  He was a Conservative, but our Conservatives have always been sort of like the Liberals, always hug what we call the radical centre.  But he came along, and the first thing he did was he went down to New York and declared to a big bluechip American business audience that Canada was open for business, and the days were over when big business was not welcome in Canada.  He killed the Foreign Investment Review Agency, which was the institution that made sure that investment, yes, was welcome, but it had to create jobs and give back something to the communities and so on.  What a radical notion.  And he started to talk about a free trade agreement with the United States, which Canada had successfully fought off three times in our history.

Well, I dropped everything I was doing, and I sat down with a group of other people and we set up something called the Council of Canadians.  It was then, and is now, a non-partisan, non-profit citizens’ movement.  We had no money, we wouldn’t have got – but wouldn’t have accepted – government money, ’cause it was the government we had to critique, and of course we didn’t want, or wouldn’t get, corporate money.  And we ran it for the first year in my friend Rose Pobetter’s dining room; I mean, we always had this belief that we would never exceed what we had to work with.  And we built an opposition; we put together a national coalition of over 50 groups to fight the Canada-US free trade agreement, and the 1988 election was fought fiercely and solely on the free trade agreement.  We lost, not because the hearts and minds of the majority of Canadians weren’t with us, but because there were three political parties – two were opposed, and one was for, and the vote opposed split right down the middle.  And the Conservatives won, and promptly declared that we had the first free trade agreement in the world on January 1st, 1989.

The reason that matters to you is that that’s the model.  That free trade agreement was the model for the multi-lateral agreement on investment, for NAFTA, for APEC, for the free trade agreement that is being planned here (which I’ll tell you about in a few minutes), and for the World Trade Organisation.  So it was the seminal model, because for the very first time it opened up almost every single sector to the cold winds, as they called it, of global competition.

And so we then set out to fight the extension of the free trade agreement to the North American free trade agreement.  We had a ball; we thought, “Well, we’re gonna have some fun here.”  So we followed these guys; wherever they met, we would follow them all over North American.  It got to the point where the media would know that we were going to be there and have something up our sleeves, and they always kind of, “Good, there’ll be something to write about.”  When our Finance Minister at the time, Michael Wilson, decided to unveil the North American free trade agreement as their next step (which he had always promised they wouldn’t do, said we were very silly to think that they would) we went to the Senate Committee hearings where he was about to announce this.  And all the national press were there, and we had a bunch of people sitting quietly in the audience; and the moment he started to speak, we all stood up and we took off our jackets, and we all had t-shirts that said Not Another F****** Trade Agreement – NAFTA.  It was very clever.  He was not happy with us.  We took all the press, of course.  I remember when they decided, ’cause Brian Mulroney’s good friend George Bush was in trouble and maybe wasn’t going to win the next election, when of course Clinton won, so they had a mock signing of NAFTA in San Antonio with the leaders of the three countries, the Presidents of Mexico, Canada and the United States.  And our government held a formal briefing with the Prime Minister there, and they briefed the Canadian press.  And as soon as they got off the podium, myself and a colleague got up; we walked up, we used their mikes, their backdrop, their translation services, and we panned the whole thing and we took all the press.  I mean, the day the NAFTA was actually signed in the three countries, five of us walked in.  We just got dressed up; I put my pearls on, and we all looked very proper and got by the guards in the old railway committee room in the House of Commons in Ottawa, and we placed ourselves, and just as Brian Mulroney was about to sign it, the same moment that Bush and Salinas were about to sign, we got up, one after another, and said, “Prime Minister, with respect, you have lied to the Canadian people.  You said you would never do this, and we’re here to challenge you.”  One by one we got escorted out of the House of Commons.  My mother said, “I’m so proud of you.  You were on television getting kicked out by that man,” she said.  

So we put up a fierce, visible, tough fight.  And just as NAFTA ... that was again a formal signing, but it wasn’t passed into law, jut as NAFTA was to be passed into law, the changing of the guard happened and the Liberals came in.  The Liberals had spent nine years fighting free trade; we worked hand-in-hand with the Liberals and the New Democratic Party.  And then Clinton became President of the United States, and the first thing that this party that had fought NAFTA for nine years did, and the first thing Clinton (who fought free trade) did, was they signed it.  The very first thing our Prime Minister did, that’s the first act, was to sign the North American Free Trade Agreement.  And it’s since come to light, in some research that is very well-documented, that they knew for months before they won that they were going to win, and that they were working with the White House to find a way to save face, and to have some side agreements and so on.

And my belief in democracy at that moment plummeted so strongly, I thought, “If they’ve captured this party, which wasn’t just quiet on the issue but literally campaigned for two elections on the issue, then something is happening here that I have to understand.”  And our movement then went continental.  We actually set up a continental movement working with Americans, Mexicans, and knowing that this thing was going to go to the whole hemisphere.

What happened in my country in the wake of these free trade agreements was absolutely dramatic.  We had health care cuts so deep, and social program cuts so deep, that we’re now back to where we were in 1949 in terms of how much our government spends on social programs as a total percentage of government spending.  We’ve had the highest rise in child poverty in the entire industrialised world – 60% and counting.  In my province, it’s 114% increase in the decade.  We have created, from a non-class-based society, an absolutely entrenched class society.  We used to look like a big egg, with a big middle class and a small group of wealthy and a small group of poor.  And it’s changed to looking like a pear.  And even there are days when I think it’s getting closer to looking like a pyramid, with fewer and fewer people holding power at the bottom, and falling out at the bottom, and fewer and fewer people holding power at the top.  Wealth is literally gushing up in our country.  In the same timeframe that we had this increased child poverty, we’ve tripled the number of millionaires in our country.  Cuts to culture have been 50% in the decade since we’ve signed the Canada-US Free Trade Agreement.  We’ve cut funding to the CBC – your ABC, our equivalent – by 50%.  We have literally slashed the budget and the staff inhouse; so when I read today about the latest cuts to ABC, I felt unhappily right at home.  Right across the board, cuts to the environment, cuts to natural resource protection have been dramatic, not only at the federal level, but at the provincial level.

This is all in the name of becoming globally competitive, because if you make too much red tape for these corporations and their investment, my goodness, they won’t come here.  And we’ve just had a tragedy in Ontario; we elected, unfortunately, a government – sounds very like the Kennett government – five years ago, and they brought in what they called the commonsense revolution.  And they actually had Roger Douglas come and teach them how to do it, you know, with “Hang ‘em high, Roger Douglas.  Hit ‘em hard, hit ‘em fast, hit ‘em all at once.”  Well among the many other things they’ve cut was testing for water, and privatised the whole water testing process, and just basically said communities small or large can just contract with a local tester.  Whether they’re qualified or not is up to the community, and they don’t have to tell the province whether there’s any problems.  We’ve just had 14 people – one of them a two-year-old baby – die of ecoli from corporate hog farming in this small rural community.  And for two years, the local authorities have been telling the provincial government, “Look, we think that there’s something wrong with our water.”  And when our Premier came to speak in Walkerton, he literally put his back to the people and spoke to the media, and blamed the local officials while people behind him were weeping, people who had lost families.  We’ve watched in that time the corporate takeover of our media.  You had the good sense to tell Conrad Black to go away.  Unfortunately, he’s a Canadian; it’s harder for us to get rid of him, but we’re thinking about ways to do that.  And Conrad Black now owns 60% of the newspapers where he relentlessly goes after the welfare state – welfare nannies he calls it.  He relentlessly goes after the environmental movement, cultural supports for the arts, and so on.  And it is very interesting that it goes back to this who writes the legislation rolling back in 1987.  The Business Council on National Issues are a big corporate business lobby group, wrote new legislation for competition, which Brian Mulroney then took and implemented verbatim; and it basically said that there’s no place for any groups except the commercial interests in terms of a takeover.  So when he was allowed to take over a huge newspaper chain in Canada, there were no public inquiries, no way for groups like ours to get involved.  Well, we took them to court; we lost.  We appealed; we lost again.  They told us we were going to have costs awarded against us, and I thought, “My God, it’ll be millions of dollars, and it’ll break us.”  And what they did was they knew they had to do that, but the judges were clearly sympathetic.  They didn’t have room within the law to give us any slack, but the slack they gave us was it was just a thousand dollar fine.  So what we did is we went to the Hollander shareholders’ meeting a month later, and we had a great, big, big, big cheque; we had a big public demo, and lots of music, and lots of press.  And the big cheque that said for a thousand dollars, “For he who has so much, but still wants more.  From the Bank for Greedy Corporations”.  And we collected money from the shareholders to pay for our thousand dollars ... So we had some fun with that, and got him really angry, and he said bad things about me, which made me feel really good.  You want to have the right enemies in life; this is very important, you know; just always remember this.

Another thing that we found in country, and you’ll know that it’s happening here, is the assault on public education and public educators, and the putting out of what I call toxic myths about the failure of schools.  Well let me tell you, the political, ideological reason behind the assault on public education is not because public educators have failed, but because they have succeeded.  They’re turning out too many young people with too many strong senses of entitlement, to know what they want in life, and know that they have a right to it.  And that is not what is desired by the corporate culture out there; that is not what is desired or sought by the new economy -– they want schools to help them sort winners from losers, and they don’t like public educators to think that every child matters, no matter what their socio-economic background, no matter what their ethnic background, even in spite of their academic potential.  They still say this child matters; that’s not the rule for the new economy.  And the assault on public education is about that.

In a little community in Nova Scotia not long ago, called Coal Harbour(?), there’s some really serious racial tensions there because most of the children of colour are in a substandard school.  What Nova Scotia has decided to do is put all its money into new, big, private high-tech schools, and they’re letting all the other schools run down.  And so I was there for an opening at one of these, and they had the big business community – I’m not talking about local business; these are big corporations – students and teachers.  And the students were all wearing t-shirts with corporate logos; they were walking around as little ants.  The principal of the school got up and introduced himself as the CEO of the school, and proceeded to apologise to the business community for all the terrible things schools have done.  Unfortunately for him, I was the speaker after him.  I’d just finished a book on public education, and these toxic myths, so I was ready.  But what really stunned me was the message from the big business community to these students.  There’s a company called Pratt & Whitney, an airplane parts manufacturer, that has a big plant in Halifax.  And this guy, who’s the manager of the Canadian arm, got up and said, “I work for a big transnational corporation.  I’m only here for two years; come from England.  I’m going to Chile as my next stop.”  And he said, “Let me be very clear: I don’t care about unemployment in Nova Scotia.  I don’t care about youth.  I don’t care if your kids get a job.”  He said, “That’s not what I’m allowed to care about.  I’m only allowed to care about the bottom-line interests of my shareholders.”  And he said, “If your schools turn out the kind of value-added students that I want, and my company wants, and if they think of themselves as Me Inc., and they don’t have a sense of entitlement, and they don’t have demands, then I will suggest to my company that they keep the plant open in Halifax.  If you don’t turn out those type of students, I will close the plant down.”  He said those words.  And the students were just wonderful; of course I was sitting at the table with them saying “Hrrrrrr”.  So there was this young fifteen-year-old woman; she got up, and she was small, and she took her little finger and she pointed it at all of them, including her principal.  And she said, “You know something?  We students aren’t stupid.  We know that you’re playing musical chairs with our future, and we know that you don’t have a chair for all of us when the music stops.  Like, we know what you’re designing.”  I thought, “Huh!  I’m voting for her.  She’s Prime Minister.  I’m gonna sign up to be her campaign director”.  Because I thought that was the most beautiful insight into what was happening.

And I just want to talk to you about what I think this economic globalisation is about, but I want to tell you a very funny story that happened.  In all the years of fighting Brian Mulroney, the Conservative leader, I never met him.  I used to see him at demos, and when we took over the House of Commons that day he screamed at me; it was on tape that night on television all over the place.   Ooh, I forgot to tell you the other thing that we did is they went to sign, they had the American flag, the Canadian flag, and the Mexican flag.  And one of our people got up and pulled out the American flag to cover the others; so the image of Brian Mulroney signing the North American Free Trade Agreement splashed all over the world (including a call from somebody in Australia; they’d seen it here) Brian Mulroney with the American flag.  So the image was of course signing it away.  But I had never met him.  So last April, I’m in the Ronald Reagan Airport in downtown Washington – they’ve renamed it the Ronald Reagan Airport; used to be the National Airport – it’s a little airport; and I’m standing and waiting for my bag at the Canadian carousel, and up walks Brian Mulroney.  He’s a big of a ... in Yiddish they say doofus.  He’s got long arms, and he’s just goofy.  And he’s famous in Canada; he’s been a Prime Minister twice.  And he’s tall, so he’s looking around to see who would recognise him.  And of course, Americans don’t know anybody but themselves, right?  So, a Prime Minister in our midst, who cares, right?  So he’s with some driver, somebody in uniform.  So he looks around and he recognises my face, and he starts to smile.  And then he recognises who I am, and the smile freezes on that poor man’s face; it just froze, and he thought, “Oh my God, she’s going to pick at me”.  So I started to laugh; it was a spring day and I thought, “What the heck.  He’s nowhere near as bad as his predecessor who spent all those years fighting it, right?”  So I started to laugh, and I said, “Well, Brian Mulroney.  Yes it is; it’s Maude Barlow.  How do you do?”  So we shook hands, and I said, “And how are you?”  He said, “Well, fine.”  And clearly he’d come in on a private plane, ’cause he wasn’t on my plane, but I guess the bags came off on the same common carousel.  But anyway, he said, “What are you doing?”  And I said, “I’m here to plan a protest against the World Trade Organisation in Seattle.”  And he said, “Oh my God.  I gotta phone my friend Bill Clinton and tell him you’re trouble plenty”, right?  And I said, “What are you doing here?”  And he said, “Oh, I’m here to speak to the Heritage Institute”, which is this awful right-wing, terrible, terrible place.  I said, “Oh!”  It was kind of like, oh, what will we talk about now, right?  We’re standing there and this is a true story, I’m all by myself, Brian Mulroney says, “What do you think of those Liberals fighting my policies” – Brian Mulroney was the GST, free trade, deregulation – he says, “What do you think about them fighting me so hard for all those years, and then they took all my policies”.  And he said, “They took them way further to the right than I would have ever dared.”  He said, “How did they get away with it?”  And I started to go like this, like I was skating.  And he said, “What are you doing?”  And I said, “I’m doing the Liberal skate, Brian.  It’s pretend you’re going to the left, but really go to the right.”  And I said, “You obviously never learned it.  You just told people the way it was.”  And so he started to laugh, and we put our arms through each other, and I’m singing the waltz – dah, dah-dah-dah-dah.  We did the Liberal skate.  Then his bags came first, of course, and off he went.  And I stood there thinking, “Nobody will ever believe that this just happened.  I just did the Liberal skate with my arch-enemy.”

But I guess what I want to say to you is that the reason I’m taking this time to tell you this personal story is that what we started to learn was what we were up against; and it wasn’t the Americans, although we have this wonderful, funny, funny comedy on Canadian television; they have a segment called Talking to Americans.  And somebody’ll go down there, and they’ll say things like “Canada’s igloo parliament, made all of ice, is melting.  What do you think?”  And so they get people to say, “Oh, Canada, we care about your igloo parliament.”  They get them to say really embarrassing things.  Like, we’ve just ended the seal hunt in Alberta, which is of course a prairie province ... and anyway I won’t be mean, but we do have great fun with Talking to Americans.  

But it isn’t the Americans, of course.  What we learned was that our governments and our corporate elite have sold us out. And it’s pretty hard to just say it’s somebody else, and it’s pretty important to say that it’s an ideology that we’d better understand.  And ideology is economic globalisation.  I’m not opposed to some forms of globalisation – I got on a plane to come here – it would be hypocritical.  We need the globalisation of ideas and of human rights and of environmental stewardship.  We need each other around the world.  But what we are getting is not that.  What we are getting is economic globalisation, which is the creation of a seamless global consumer conveyor belt, run by big business for big business, with rules by big business.  Run by transnational corporations that have grown out away from nation states; they’ve outgrown nation states and their laws.  They see themselves as in competition with nation states to become the most powerful political bodies of their time, and in fact they’re doing very, very well.  Of the world’s 100 largest economies, 52 are now transnational corporations.  We know that the top 200 corporations in the world last year had a combined sales income greater than the combined GDP of 182 countries, and twice as great as the combined income of the bottom four fifths of humanity, which is an obscenity.  And what we know is that we are creating a deep and entrenched underclass in every single country of the world, and between countries, between the north and the south.  The south is now sending out more in-debt payment than it’s taking in from any form of northern so-called relief or aid.  And there’s a new global royalty around the world; it’s our Prime Minister and Presidents, and the new corporate royalty, and a lot of our media; they have formed a bond with one another, and when they meet you can see it.  They have a bond with one another that’s more powerful than their bond with the people and the citizens from the countries from which they come.  And that’s something we need to start recognising.  I think the first time I really saw it was when APEC was in the Philippines a few years ago, and I came to be part of an international protest.  And I stood there in the Manila airport, and I watched the VIP line where the Prime Ministers and the corporate elite – ’cause the companies were their partners; it was governments and corporations together, it was no question about that.  They walked through these VIP lines, they put them in limos, great big air-conditioned limos, and took them down to a compound in Manila that was so sumptuous and gorgeous that apparently the Sultan of Brunei stayed an extra day to buy half of it; that was all over the papers.  And they didn’t want them to see poverty in Manila, which is kind of hard to miss, right?  So the road into Manila from the airport is along the ocean, so what they did was they put up a white wall, just like a wooden wall, and painted it, so that if you looked out of the limo you didn’t see the city.  And they took bulldozers and people with clubs, and they moved the entire fishing community that lived there for centuries along Manila Bay, they told them “No compensation.  Just melt into the city somewhere.”  And they poured blue dye into the ocean so it would look nice.  This is actually true; there were children who died because they ate tainted fish from this.  And I was there; I didn’t see the original moving them away, but I was taken to the site to watch when the families kept coming back, and putting back some kind of makeshift homes. And by the way, that beach has since been sold to a bank from Hong Kong, and they’re going to put up a new port on that beautiful stretch of land.  And it stuck out in my mind, because then they took them and they had their meetings for a day or two, and then they airlifted them to Subic Bay where they met again, and then they airlifted them to their jets where they all were taken home.  And I had a Canadian reporter say to me, “You know, Maude, you do exaggerate.  We didn’t see that much poverty in Manila.”  And I thought of the term, the right not to know, you know, what it’s like to be in the majority and not know what it’s like to be in a minority, or to have a job and not know what it’s like to be unemployed, or all the ways that we just don’t see what we don’t want to know.  Well, they chose the right not to know, and they have more in common with one another than they do with us, in my opinion, with rare exceptions.

One of the other characteristics of economic globalisation is the strip mining of the biological and cultural diversity of the world.  We are harvesting and commodifying nature.  There is nowhere on earth that we think we can’t go to make money.  There is nothing left sacred or standing.  I’ve been doing a great deal of work on the issue of water, and I won’t go into detail here ’cause I’ll never get off the subject.  But let me just tell you that the amount of available fresh water is finite.  The same amount we have in the world today is what we had a million years ago.  It’s less than one half of 1% of the world’s total water stock.  But we are depleting, diverting, and polluting it so fast that by the year 2025, two thirds of the world is going to be living in some form of water scarcity, or total and complete water deprivation.  Whole cities are going to have to be moved; Mexico is literally collapsing in on itself, because they have taken the water from the rivers, and it’s gone.  In Northern China, they’ve put huge industrial bores and wells down into the water systems, and they’re converting it from peasants and communities and small farming to feed their so-called economic miracle, as these industries are moving up the rivers in China drinking them dry as they go.  And what they say is, “Well, we can take that water and we can make a lot more money to make a shower curtain liner than we can to feed a family.  And so we’re taking that water for that purpose.”  Economic globalisation, the concept that bigger is better, smarter is faster, there’s nothing that you can’t take because it’s endless is just simply profoundly wrong.  And I quote to you from the Old Testament: “When the earth has assumed it’s artful adornment and has been embellished, and they who dwell on it believe that they have gained mastery over it, there comes down upon it our judgment, and we cause it to become like a field mown down, as if there had been no yesterday.”  We have got to rethink our relationship to the earth, and to water, and to food and agriculture, and to air in a very fundamental way because there is ... well, I will quote also to you from businessman turned environmentalist Paul Hawkin, who says that “Given current corporate practices, not one wildlife reserve, wilderness or indigenous culture will survive the global economy.  We know that every natural system on the planet is disintegrating.  The land, water, air and sea have been functionally transformed from life supporting systems into repositories for waste.  There is no polite way to say that business is destroying the world.”

So what we are seeing is the massive sale of the commons, the enclosure of the commons.  And everything left standing in the public realm – even those areas considered sacred like health and education and social programs, culture and heritage and arts, and water and air, and seeds and genes – all of it is for sale.  There is nothing that isn’t for sale.  The state of Texas has just announced that it’s privatising welfare, and it’s giving it to the world’s largest weapons manufacturer, Locheed Martin.  You think I make it up – I wish I were.  My mind doesn’t work like that.  I couldn’t make something like that up.  But the only thing they’re discussing now is whether the state still has a role to determine eligibility, or should Locheed Martin also have the right to do that as well.  The sale of the commons, the sale of the commons, is the greatest tragedy of our time.  The sale of the commons is where we put our foot down.  And this it the fight that I want to talk to you about tonight.  First, capitalism took on communism, which is fine and good.  But then, I tell you, it’s turned its sights on democracy.  And we have got to stand here tonight and say that we are going to fight to be the seed-keepers of democracy.  We have a wonderful hero in Canada, whose name is Tommy Douglas, and he said, “Fascism need not wear a brown shirt or a green shirt.  Sometimes it wears a dress shirt.”  It is our job to bring the rule of law to global capital.  It is not to say that all businesspeople are bad.  In fact, that’s not true at all.  Many businesspeople would like to work with us to work through the kinds of systems, the kind of humane business practices that could be sustainable to the earth, and to return a fair wage to those who labour.  But as long as we don’t have laws, it means that those who are unethical or amoral, who just follow the dollar, who just say “I’ve got to worry about my shareholders” will always get to set the tone.  And Martin Luther King said, “Legislation may not change the heart, but it can restrain the heartless.”  We need the rule of law for global capital.  And that is a huge job, and it’s unfortunately one we absolutely have to do, so take a deep breath.

So we realised in Canada that we had a new reality here.  We realised that our governments had stopped listening to us.  There’s a wonderful Professor Emeritus named Ursula Franklin, at UFT; she’s 80 this year.  And Ursula’s been involved in many, many issues – the nuclear campaigns, and the peace movements, and so on; she’s a brilliant woman.  And she said, “For years and years I would go before politicians and House of Commons in Ottawa, and give them the benefit of our experience and our expertise” – she was with a group of scientists.  And she said, “I thought they were well-intentioned and ill-informed, and if we just told them they would do the right thing.”  She said, “Either they’ve changed or I have, but recently I think no, I think mostly they’re well-informed and ill-intentioned.  Really tired of hitting my head up against these people who don’t listen.”  And so I say to you tonight that we need a new type of civil society movement, one that says, “Yes, of course governments matter. But at this particular time, putting all our energy into electing the right person is going to lead to one disappointment after another.  We have to change the system so that it matters again who we send to our parliaments, provincial or state or federal.  We have to enlarge the commons.  We have to take back that common space, because when you hear people say politicians are all alike, that’s not true.  But it looks like that when the space in which they have to operate is this small, right?  If you’re left or right, you’re far apart if the space is this big; if it’s this big, you’re nose to nose.  There is very little room for any politician to stand up to the global imperative of economic globalisation, and the power of these transnational corporations, and the power of the financial casino.  We, the citizens of the world, are going to have to do that.

Now how are we going to do that?  Well we believe in our group, the Council of Canadians, that we have to build our own movement, with our own strength, with our own research, with our own alternatives, with our own options, with our own sense of ourselves as being important.  And we have to take some lessons from the other side, and we have to take ourselves seriously.  We have to organise for ourselves, by ourselves, and we have to do it globally.

After we lost the NAFTA, I got a call from a wonderful man named Jerry Mander, whose parents must have had a great sense of humour. He lives in San Francisco.  He’s written some wonderful books, including a book called In The Absence of the Sacred; it’s a critique of technology, and I think it’s the best title of any book I ever heard.  And he called about 70 people around the world who are doing my kind of work, people like Martin Kore with the Third World Network, and Vandana Shiva in India (who if you ever get a chance to hear her, you should walk over broken glass to do so), wonderful people from Europe and all over, and put us together in one room and said, “Let’s form something, because we’re all fighting this in our own individual countries and we’re not fighting this together here.”  And so we built what we call the International Forum on Globalisation.  And what we’ve started to do is put together what we call teach-ins; we’re putting in papers.  We see our role as educating, questioning the dominant the ideology.  And we want to bring the rule of law to global capital.  That’s our small, modest goal, yes.  And so what we do is we put on teach-ins.  The first teach-in we put on was in New York City in 1997, and we put it on in the church where Martin Luther King used to preach, a very famous church.  And we thought nobody would come, and 2500 people came; they lined up around the block.  And we thought, “This is good.  This is good.”  And since then we’ve put them on in quite a few places.  Our first one in Europe is going to take ... they’ve all been in North America so far, but we’re branching out.  The first one to happen in Europe is going to happen this Fall.  And we would love to come and put one on here.  And what we do is we literally have workshops, panels, speeches.  We have information sharing that’s so dynamic and so exciting that people sit in this room, these great big halls, from eight o’clock in the morning until eleven thirty at night, and sometimes I think, “I know that you people have to pee!”  They just won’t leave, because they’re so excited to hear an alternative voice.  And we bring the best people in the world on the subjects that we’re dealing with.

We were in Seattle for the Battle for Seattle.  We put on a huge teach-in.  We rented the Benaroya Symphony Hall, which holds 3000 people; and it was filled.  We could have filled it almost again; we literally turned away a couple of thousand people; it was like a rock concert.  And I was one of the opening speakers on the opening night, and when I looked out – and it’s a beautiful hall, so you’re standing down and everybody’s up, and there’s rows and rows and rows of 3000 people just bursting with energy.  They’d come, they wanted to shut the WTO down.  And when I felt the energy in the room, I looked up and I said, “Oh, they should be worried.”  You know, you could just feel that something was going to happen over the next few days.  The IFG has been involved, and we’ve also put on a huge teach-in in Washington.  It was very moving; that was when the World Bank and the IMF met in April.  And we’ve been working with some peasants in Bolivia who basically the World Bank had said to them, “If you want more money from your water infrastructure, you have to privatise and you have to bring in Bectel”, which is a big engineering corporation.  So Bolivia brought in Bectel.  The World Bank actually sits on the cabinet in Bolivia as a member of the cabinet; it’s unbelievable.  So first thing Bectel did was double the price of water.  And the people stood up and said, “No.  You’ve taken our education, you’ve taken our health care system, you’ve taken our trees, you’ve forced us to export farming and we’re not feeding our own people.  And we’ve acquiesced and acquiesced and acquiesced, and we’re not taking this.”  There were riots, there were people killed.  There was a 17 year old boy shot in the face and killed.  The government implemented martial law, like the battle days of the ’80s in Latin America.  They came in and shut newspapers down, and arrested people in the middle of the night.  It didn’t matter – the people stood up and they came in the hundreds of thousands from all parts of Bolivia to this province, this town called Cochabamba, where this had taken place.  And they finally won.  They actually ended up kicking Bectel out of the country and telling the World Bank that they would handle this on their own, thank you very much.  It was an absolutely stunning thing.  And it was led by a four foot eight peasant shoemaker from Cochabamba, who had never been anywhere further in his life than his little block; he works a couple of blocks away from his little home.  We put him on a plane, and we bought him to Washington.  And on the last night, the Saturday night, of the big event, I was chairing the panel; and I knew he was coming, and I was hoping we’d get this timing right.  And I told the story of this shoemaker leader, and what they had done in Bolivia, standing up to the World Bank.  Just as I finished, he arrived.  And he came in the room, and I wish I could share with you the feeling in that room.  People were clapping, and weeping, and there was just such a sense that we’d turned a corner, that somehow we had said to them, “You know what?  You can’t have it all.  You can’t commodify it all; you can’t take every fish in the ocean; you can’t take every tree in the forest; and you can’t go into countries and kill people for their diamonds and kill people for their oil, and destroy the environment.  You can’t strip-mine the cultural and the biodiversity of the world for your profit.  We’re saying no.  We’ve said no in Seattle, we’re saying no here, and they said no in Bolivia.  And they had no power and no money, and they said no and they won.”  And the feeling of support for this man, the feeling of love, was absolutely stunning.  And he came up to the front, and he came up to about here on me, and he gave the most beautiful speech, the most dignified speech, about the commodification of water.  And this all had to be translated, so it took a long time, and everybody listened so ... you could hear a pin drop.  And he said, “It’s a boulder what we’re dealing with.  It’s a boulder.  And you can’t move that boulder, so we’re going to take drops of water, and we’re going to dribble water under the boulder, and we’re going to move the sand, and we’re going to shift the sand.  And we’re going to make the boulder disappear, because we have power.  We are the grains of sand; we have the water”.  The boulder will self-destruct.  The boulder of economic globalisation will self-destruct because it’s destroying, not only so much of the earth, but it’s destroying it for itself as well.

We had our first real success globally with the multi-lateral agreement on investment.  That was a proposed investment agreement that would have given transnational corporations the rights – the rights they have in NAFTA, by the way – to sue governments all over the world.  In NAFTA, there is an investment clause called chapter 11, and I give you an example.  Three ears ago, Canada banned MMT, which is a neurotoxin dangerous to children, a gasoline additive; even our Prime Minister said it was bad.  And they did the one right thing I ever remember them doing: they passed a law banning it.  The company that makes it is called Ethel.  It’s American-based; if it had been Canadian it would have had no rights.  But under NAFTA – and this was the model for the MAI – a foreign corporation that is doing this within your country has the right to sue for compensation if you bring in a law, even a totally legitimate environmental health safety law, that they can show has caused them lost profit.  They sued the Canadian government for $350 million.  Our cowardly government, instead of standing up to them, knew they would lose the NAFTA panel, and so they capitulated.  The law was reversed.  You cannot buy MMT-free gasoline – which has been banned all over Europe – in Canada.  And they gave the company $20 million for their trouble and, what bothered me most of all, a letter saying “We’re really sorry we ever said anything mean about you.”  This is the Good Housekeeping seal of approval that this company is now taking around to the developing world to say, “See?  Our product is safe.”  That is our government acting as a pimp, excuse me, to corporate interests, and was an outrage.

So the MAI, when it came along we knew, Canadians knew, what this looked like.  And we led the fight in the first stages around the globe.  And I remember hearing about it from Martin Kore of the Third World Network at an IFG meeting in San Francisco, almost four years ago now.  And he said, “Your Canadian government’s right in there leading this thing.”  And I said, “What’s an MAI?”  I’d never heard of it.  So I went home, and I phoned our government, the Minister responsible at the time.  And his assistant said to me, “Oh, Maude, there’s no such thing.  My God, you’re always thinking up conspiracies.”  Which I thought about the two cows on a hill, and one says to the other, “You and your conspiracy theories.”  And the other’s reading a pamphlet that says, “Where beef really comes from”  I said, “You’ve got an MAI, man.  I’m going to find it, right?”  Not a month later I get a document in a brown paper bag, the full text.  And it was a beauty, right?  I mean, it was just all culture, education, natural resources, health care.  There wouldn’t have been nothing you would be allowed to maintain in the public sphere if this MAI passed.

And so we launched a campaign, and we launched it based on global trust.  We just went out there and said, “Who wants to fight this with us?”  We went to the OECD and met with a group of activists from around the world.  We took the OECD on, and we told them, we asked directly for a moratorium.  And they wouldn’t give it to us, and we said, “We are going to go home, and we are going to destroy this thing.  You are not going to have it.”  And we were so determined; we worked with wonderful people in Australia, people in Latin America, people in Europe.  The French, because of their strong feelings of their cultural rights, were a very key player.  And in October 1998, it collapsed.  The weight of the MAI collapsed in.  The French were the first to pull out, the Canadians were second.  And when the French pulled out, they put out a report called The Lalumière Report, saying that civil society had done such a wonderful job.  We put out such good material, such good research, such good legal opinions, that we had convinced them that we were right, and their own bureaucrats and the OECD were wrong.  And they should never have been in on it in the first place; and they said they will never be involved in these behind-the-closed-doors scenes again.  They will from now on be part of something else.  And this was a tremendous victory for the people of the world.

Similarly in Seattle.  It never occurred to us that we could shut down the World Trade Organisation.  We went into it with a model that we called No New Round Turnaround – no new round because they were wanting to launch a brand new round which would include everything; free trade in chemicals, free trade in forests, and total free trade in services, which means the WTO discipline to impose competitive privatisation, commodification and so on in those sectors.  And what happened was that the people on the street and the developing world delegates came together, and we put a common front up against the power of the first-world governments, including our own.  I’ll never in my life forget the power of the work that we did.  The youth were fabulous.  The youth went down, and they stopped the World Trade Organisation from having its official opening.  Our Trade Minister, who’s name is Pierre Pettigrew, has prettier hair than any woman you know (he gets it done; it’s permed and coiffed) had to be pulled up in a flower basket.  They had to haul him up in a flower basket.  And a wonderful bright reporter got a picture of him being hauled up into the meeting; it was one of the highlights of my life, actually.  I’m not fond of this man, and I don’t think he’s too fond of me either; we go back a way in our fight.  But these Trade Ministers are like the Stepford Wives, right?  They implant this genetic engineered product into their brains, and people who used to be able to think and talk just suddenly have, “Investment, good.  Trade, good.  Globalisation, good.  Deregulation, good.”  They have the mantra, and it’s like somebody planted it in their brains.  Well it took in him, and he’s just become absolutely the total and complete and open free-trader.

So we basically won that fight too.  And I will never forget the night that I was also an NGO delegate – not allowed into any of the meetings, but into the Trade and Convention Center.  We waited all day, and the rumours were everywhere that the American delegation, the Canadian, the Japanese, the European, they’d have hundreds of delegates and lawyers and spin doctors and cell phones; and the African delegates, the third-world delegates, would have two people, no cell phones.  And they thought as usual they were going to intimidate them.  Well, they didn’t intimidate them.  As a block they said, “Stuff it.  Just stuff it.  We will not be treated like this again.  We will not be put on the third-world burner again.  You will not do this to us.”  Democracy broke out inside and outside.  And I’ll never forget walking out with a colleague.  The youth, there were 600 young people in a  jail, and there were thousands of young people surrounding, and thousands of police.  So the kids were sitting on the streets drumming, and playing their music, and being there as a vigil for the kids who were locked up inside.  The brutality was unbelievable in Seattle.  It was a global class warfare.  It was like a warzone.  And with very, very few exceptions it was totally non-violent.  There were maybe three dozen anarchists who came in and broke some windows the first day, but that was it.  The youth were absolutely disciplined in non-violent behaviour.  And I remember going out and saying ... they had a mike that didn’t work very well, and there was one huge gathering of maybe a couple of thousand of young people, and I said to the person who was standing at the front with the mike, I said, “Listen.  It’s an incredible thing that’s just happened in there.  Do you know?”  And he said no.  And I said, “Could I tell it to them?”  And he said, “Yeah.  But the mike’s not working, so the way we do it so that the whole crowd hears us is you speak, and then they repeat.  So everything you say, you have to stop after the sentence.”  So I’ll never forget this as long as I live.  “My name is Maude Barlow.”  “My name is Maude Barlow” ripples back through this crowd of thousands of young people.  They’re all sitting they’re drumming, and they’re just totally adorable.  I call them anarchists with cell phones; I love these kids, right?  And I said, “And I’ve just come from the Trade and Convention Center”.  “I’ve just come from the Trade and Convention Center” goes right back.  And I said, “We won!”  And just the feeling in that crowd, the kids just went crazy.  And I told them blow by blow what had happened during the day, that Bill Clinton literally called Charlene Barshefsky, who was the US trade rep and who chaired the whole thing, and is was made of steel.  She has a soul of steel, she has a body of steel.  She didn’t sleep for the five days.  She chaired that thing 24 hours a day.  Isn’t that a nice way to rule the world?  I mean, doesn’t that tell you something about what’s wrong with what they’re doing – they would be making rules for the entire world on no sleep.  This is a problem.  And behind a police state?  This is a problem, right?  Something is wrong with this image.  Well, he phoned her, and he said, “Shut this circus down.  The entire world’s watching.”  Well as one journalist said, 3000 journalists came from around the world to write about trade liberalisation.  Instead they wrote about endangered species, and child sweatshops, and protesters, and ethical investments; all the things that we wanted them to talk about is what they wrote home about.  I mean, literally the whole world went to bed one night not knowing there was a WTO, and most people in the morning woke up knowing there was such a thing, and maybe they’d better learn about it, and maybe there were some things wrong with it.  I mean, it was a tremendous change in the language of our collective lives.  And just the last image around that is walking out to try to find a little restaurant.  The whole downtown was shut down, as you can imagine; one brave little restaurant was open.  Oh, and the bus drivers during the day, with the pepper spraying and the gas and stuff was happening, the buses were told to stay home.  But a few public sector workers, who were strong union members, would go out anyway.  And if they saw people being pepper sprayed, the just opened the buses, said “Get in”, and take off.  So it was an amazing thing.

Anyway, just walking into this little restaurant to get some food – we hadn’t eaten all day – I looked down, and through all my euphoria this brought me right back to what I was doing there.  There was an old woman lying in a heap of rags.  And I didn’t know it was a human being until I saw something move.  And I leaned over, and I said, “My God.  Are you alright?”  And she looked me in the eye, and she said, “I’m homeless, I’m hungry, and I have a gun.”  And I thought, “There.  That’s why we’re here.  That’s why we’re here.”

So what does this all mean?  I want to tell you that you should know that there’s talk of a P5.  They’re launching a free trade round in this part of the world, based on NAFTA.  It’s starting with New Zealand and Singapore.  I will quote to you from New Zealand’s former trade negotiator, now the head of the Asia 2000, told the Institute of Policy Studies in Wellington just a couple of months ago, stated bluntly, “The Singapore-New Zealand free trade agreement is a Trojan horse for the real negotiating end game – a possible new trade block encompassing all of South East Asia, Australia and New Zealand.”  And guess what’s key in here; it's services.  They are as clear as you want to know; services are on the agenda.  You may not know, but Australia has already listed most educational services under the general agreement on trade and services, which has also been relaunched.  The World Trade Organisation enforces about 26 trade agreements; one of them is the general agreement on trades and services, which was established in 1994.  But countries have the right to opt out, and to protect certain areas.  Now they’ve relaunched a new round, last February 25th, chaired by Canada of course.  And in that they said everything’s on the table; nothing is off the table a priori.  And I have to tell you that from the material that I have researched, I would have to tell you that Australia’s in there as much as Canada.  Australia’s position, submitted in July 1999, is that the (??) disciplines must be developed in accordance with the particular article should apply to all sectors, should cover all regulations of any kind over services.  And they’re looking for an effective, practical necessity test.  It’s all trade jargon, but basically what it means is that Australia, like Canada, has put everything on the table in the new round of WTO services negotiations; and as well appears to be part of a process to initiate a new free trade agreement which probably will be based on NAFTA, which probably will have those MAI investment rules.

So we have our work cut out for us.  And I’m here to say to you tonight, to extend to you greetings from Canada, from our wonderful organisation.  We now have grown from Rose Pottbetter’s dining room to a membership of 100,000.  We’re the biggest public advocacy group in our country.  We get no corporate funding and no government funding.  We now have 34 employees.  We have regional organisers.  We have 60 chapters across the country who are active.  And we want to work with you in Australia.  We want to work across sectors around the world.  We want to build coalitions.  We want to establish a citizens’ movement that says, “We are young and we are old; and we are first nations; and we are many cultures and many ethnic groups; and we are workers; and we’re environmentalists; and we’re anti-poverty groups; and we’re cultural workers.”  And we come across all of those sectors and barriers to form one collective concept.  And we are here to work with groups like this. And particularly I just want to highlight the wonderful work of the Women’s Trust, and also Purple Sage which, when I read about it, and when Purple Sage read about the Council of Canadians we thought, “Ahh!  Soul mates!”  This is a truly democratic grassroots project to get people knowing in their own communities, sitting in their own kitchens, talking to each other to define what is wrong, and what steps they want to take, and how they have to do it.  And I know water is one of the major issues coming up next, and we want to work together.  We at the Council of Canadians are planning to put on the first international civil society conference summit against the commodification of water, in Vancouver about this time next year.  And we want to work with Purple Sage, and we want to work with people in Australia, to say that we will stand up, we will defend water, we will defend public education and public health.  We will be the seed-keepers of democracy.

So I come back just to say several things in my closing.  First of all, just what a lovely evening it’s been, and what a true and rare pleasure it’s been, and how grateful I am to be here.  Three things I want to say.  First of all is that my father, who was my very beloved role model, died a few months ago.  And that was really hard for me, ’cause I just adored him, as my family all did.  And not long before he died, my Dad said, “You know, Maude, your Mum didn’t lose her first husband, and I didn’t fight in those years in the war, and I didn’t lose my best friend right beside me in the trench, for nothing.  We did it because we believed in something.”  And I always think that was the best generation, right?  He said, “We came back, and what we did was we became determined to build something.  And Maude, don’t make it so that I end my life watching you guys let it go.  We didn’t build it in order to watch you at this point in our lives saying ‘it’s too hard to hold on to.  I don’ t know how to do it.  I can’t fight it; it all takes too much trouble’.”  He said, “That’s not good enough.  Really, this is your war.  Mine was different; it was clearer.  But this is the battle for your generation, to find and to hold on to what we fought so hard for – the commons, democracy, the right of every citizen in the world to have the rights that our countries have signed in the UN declaration that they just turned their backs on.”  The reconciliation here, the lack of your government taking the right stand, is exactly the same as our government in Canada not taking a stand on understanding and recognising the terrible ethnic cleansing that took place.  It wasn’t genocide, but it was an attempt to destroy the entire culture of our first nation’s people.  We can do better than that.  And simply put, we simply have to do better than that.  And so I tell you two last thoughts, and that is: from my father I guess I would say we have no choice.  But I’d say, more importantly for the next generation, who are our leaders in many ways, we have no choice.

I leave you with two thoughts.  One is Vandana Shiva, I’ve spoken about her before, Vandana is doing an incredible work in India to preserve the cultural and biological heritage of her people.  I don’t know if you know – I didn’t know this – there are 60,000 varieties of rice in the world; and I thought there were four or five I could have named, you know?  I would have put wild rice in there, that isn’t a rice at all.  But the wonderful genetic diversity of our world is a miracle, and is the way nature rebuilds itself.  And we have got to respect it.  And genetically engineered foods is not the way to respect it.  And the green revolution, where we have mono crops, is exactly the parallel to the monoculture which the global environment industry dispenses on us on a daily basis.  Well, Vandana tried to stop her country from signing the WTO.  When she couldn’t, she said she watched as the corporations came in and started taking patents out on life forms; taking patents on a tree called the neem tree.  A neem tree is a very special spiritual tree, with great healing properties in India.  And in many, many communities, in the centre of the community is the neem tree.  And people gather there, and they sit in the shade in the hot part of the day, and that’s where they share.  It has great preservatives; it’s a natural insecticide and pesticide.  Another part of it acts as a birth control agent.  And a company called the T. Greaves Company from New York has come in and taken a patent, and it’s now saying to the people of India, “When you use the products of this tree, you must pay us money,” although it’s belonged to them for years.  So when Vandana couldn’t stop this, and this theft is happening all over the world, she trained a group of young lawyers, mostly women, to go into the countryside in India and to go talk to the peasants and the small rural farmers, and to say, “Go into your fields and your forests, and into your backyards and your gardens, and get me every variety of rice or whatever.  Every seed, everything you have that’s yours that’s local; every spice.”  And what they’ve done is they’ve created a community seed register; and the community seed register is a process where they take it and they put it – it belongs to the community forever.  It’s legally marked, and they have to sign their name, and if they can’t sign they put an X or whatever, but it’s notarised.  And it means that the corporations can’t buy it.  They can’t patent it.  And the corporations are going crazy, because they can’t keep up with this.  It’s going like wildfire through Africa, through Latin America now.  The whole notion of nature, of seed conservancy, is one that’s developing the way we’re developing everything we’re developing.  It’s just like this big wave that’s come over us, this tidal wave of economic globalisation.  But within that wave, we’re building alternatives.  And we will be ready when it hits and we know that it’s failing us, we will be ready with our alternatives.  And Vandana sent me a beautiful book called The Seed Keepers, with a description of this process.  And she said, “From one seed keeper to another.”

So I want to tell you that I think the people who’ve come out tonight, the wonderful people I’ve met here in Melbourne, you are the seed keepers; for your heritage in this country, for the wonderful rich heritage, you are the seed keepers of the process of reconciliation.  Not your government – you.  You’re the seed keepers of an international civil society movement that is going to reclaim democracy throughout the world, and is going to ensure a better life for people in the next generation.  And we’re going to say that they have as much of a right to that desire as we did, which is not the desire of the new economy.

You are the seed keepers of public health and public education, of clean water that belongs to the earth and all species, and is a fundamental human right.  Nobody can do the work that bears our name.

And just finally, if you get tired, which we all do, and you feel overwhelmed, and you feel that you can’t take on another fight, I will remind you of the words of an 87-year-old woman from Vancouver Island, a little community called Tofino which is in the Pacific State Park which is just a simply beautiful place on the west coast of Vancouver Island, and I was there speaking with a group, and people were kind of feeling sorry for themselves and saying, “It’s so hard, and they hit you with one wave after another, and boy would I like a break.  I’m tired and I’m burnt out.”  And she got up and she said, “Now you young people.  By that I mean anybody under 75.” So everybody loved her, of course, for that.  She had been involved in everything – the suffragist movement, getting children out of the mines, the first labour laws.  She’s a famous woman.  And she got up and she said, “You young people think that fighting for social justice is something you do now and then; it’s a hobby you take up.  And you do it, and then you can go off and have a life.  Well it’s not like that.  It’s a commitment; it’s a lifelong commitment, and you have to do it every day.”  And she said, “In fact, it’s like taking a bath.  You do it every day, or you start to stink.”

Thank you.

Mary Crooks: Director The Women’s Trust

Maude, thank you.  I certainly know that applause is not for me.  I have had the pleasure of listening to Maude for the last couple of days, and believe me, it gets better and better.  Just to indicate the capacity of people like Maude from Canada to come to Melbourne and finally be able to communicate with us and establish links, let me tell you, when I picked her up on Wednesday morning from her place in the city to drive her to Brunswick Street, Fitzroy, I thought, “Well, I’ll take a quick detour.”  And what would I show Maude in about ten minutes detour?  And I thought, “I’ll take her to the Eight Hour Statue, being a social justice person that she is.  I’ll take her to what is one of the most famous statues in Melbourne, and that’s the Eight Hours Rest, Eight Hours Work statue outside Trade Hall Council.”  So I was excitedly pointing to Maude while I drove, “See that gold ball up there, Maude?”  And she was looking for a gold bull.  But we established what she was to look at; we got over the language problem.

I just wanted to make a few comments; not to summarise or pull together what Maude has said, but to deal with I think what might be a strong sentiment in the number of people who’ve come out here tonight.  And I thank Maude for her unsolicited endorsement of the Purple Sage project.  And for those of you who don’t know the project – and many of you here tonight do because you’re active partners in it – but it was, in its first phase in 1998-99, a process that caught up some 6000 women and men across the state; a coalition not simply of the Women’s Trust but of five other significant community agencies in Victoria.  And it carved out in the document that Maude showed you, an agenda for civic activism, after 10 years, and eight years in particular, of a state that had witnessed in our lifetime, in an unprecedented way, the assault on the commons that Maude has been talking about.  And over the last six months, I’ve started to think, “Well, maybe in all of that assault and closure of the commons there were two things in particular that the New Right people in Victoria failed to stitch up in time.”  And that was water and public education.

But having listened to Maude tonight I’m thinking we mustn’t be complacent.  In the Purple Sage document, there is a section on democratic culture, and how we must renourish it in Victoria.  And we spelt out, in the most constructive way, the four levels in which we exercise our power as citizens.  And oftentimes, perhaps, we think we’re powerless, and we should remind ourselves of the very real power that we have.  And those four levels we spelt out as: the power of one – the power of one person; the power of ten – like the Purple Sage group; the power of communities – workers, environmentalists, ethnic communities, disability communities; and the power of the citizenry we said, which is not about parliamentary power, or the power of statutory authorities, but it’s the power we give to people in those positions; and we give it on trust, and we expect it not to be breached.

But having listened to Maude this week, I recognised – ad we would be modest about this – that there was one level in Purple Sage that perhaps in all of our introspection in trying to deal with the assault on the commons in Victoria, that the fifth level we omitted to deal with in any great substance; and that was the power of the global citizenry.  Happily, we move into a second phase of Purple Sage.  The public document – which is available tonight for those of you who might want to purchase it – the public document is a bridging document, to take us into a new phase of action.  And Maude’s visit this week has crystallised, I think, two levels now in which the second phase must grapple.  Bearing in mind Maude’s timely wisdom that we must never exceed what we have to work with, because that often disappoints us.  But we work on the basis of local coalitions from now on, maintaining the partnerships that we’ve formed through Purple Sage, and adding and developing new partnerships and coalitions around the issues.  At the moment we are, for example, busily working to make sure that Victorian citizens know within the next six months as much as possible about the contracts that the previous government has entered into without any consultation and any mandate on our behalf.  For example, we’ve been able to find out already, that the Grand Prix contract, the Formula One Grand Prix contract, has clauses in it that enable Bernie Eccleston to take that race out of Melbourne, should anyone publicly disclose any of the contents of that contract.  Well I say, let’s try and disclose it.

And we are serious about trying to work and extend one of the chief environmental concerns that people in the Purple Sage expressed in the dialogue in ’98 and ’99 was around water.  And Maude has provided us with a great deal of intellectual and conceptual and practical leadership this week, to help us start to make those connections.

But I can see also from her visit this week that we need to now start taking seriously, and more proactively, the question of how we make global coalitions work.  I love Maude’s insistence that we are really working to bring the power of the rule of law to global capitalism.  
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