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Editorial
Janet Mclntyre

Thank you to all the participants who have contributed to
this special edition of ALARA, The lead papers appear here
in print along with a full online version, that enables all our
voices to be heard in one place. Please follow the link to
http:/ /rc10internetforum.wikispaces.com/XVIIth+ISA+Wor
ld+Congress+of+Sociologyw and via ALARA website at
www.alara.net.au.

The collection spans religion, culture and nationality and
provides space for differences of opinion and freedom (to the
extent that our differences and freedoms do not undermine
the wellbeing of others). The papers draw on our current
praxis and are a response to current events. They are the
result of a symposium at the Faculty of Social and Political
Sciences, Indonesia, organized by Professor Dr Bambang and
Dr Lisman Manurung, entitled “Democracy, good
governance and accountability” in Jakarta, an interfaith
symposium entitled ‘Contributing to Peace’, organised by
the Chaplain, Geoff Boyce, at Flinders University, and three
joint sessions of the International Sociological Association’s
Research Committee 10 on Participation and Research
Committee 51 on socio-cybernetics in Barcelona, entitled
‘Representation, Accountability and Sustainable Futures’.

This edition was finalized the day after the commemoration
for the victims of the bushfires in Victoria, Australia. Local,
national, regional and international solidarity was modelled
through donations, volunteering and acts of kindness to
strangers. Indonesia showed its neighbourliness by sending
staff and funding to support the disaster victims.
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About the authors and their abstracts

All authors contributing to both this printed edition and the
full online version with all the voices are acknowledged
here.

Abdushomad, Muhammad Adib, is a graduate of Flinders
University and a senior staff member at the Ministry of
Religion in Jakarta. He has developed a proposal for PhD
research on ways to enhance interfaith dialogue, curriculum
development and critical thinking with pesantran (religious
boarding schools) in Indonesia. This research could help to
enhance discursive democracy in Indonesia.

Banerjee, Reshmi, PhD, is a Post Doctoral Research Fellow,
in the Department of International Relations, University of
Indonesia, Banerjee discusses food security in India, which
together with water will be pressing concerns for everyone
in the years ahead. reshmibchakraborty@yahoo.com

Castro Laslow, Kathia, PhD, has many years experience
facilitating evolutionary learning for a sustainable future.
She was a student of Bela Banathy and has helped to pioneer
a form of action learning and participatory action research.
She is one of the founding members of the International
Systems Sciences and has lead special integration groups on
evolutionary design based on two generations of work by
the Laslow family. kathia@syntonyquest.org

Hilton, Brian, is a senior lecturer at the Nottingham Business
School in Ningbo, China. He has published two books on
systems thinking and sustainable futures and is an active
member of the International Systems Sciences. His paper,
Responsible corporate philanthropy: an emergent alternative to
corporate social responsibility? The case of accountable security,
makes a case that corporate market responsibility can be
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enhanced by civil society networks (such as Green Peace and
Amnesty International) but that more participatory dialogue
is needed to work out shared interests.
hilton_brian@hotmail.com

Li, Jon, is an action researcher who has worked on systemic
planning issues for the last 20 years. He is a member of the
International Systems Sciences. His teachers, Stafford Beer
and John P. van Gigch, influence his work. Jon stresses that
participation is a way to test out ideas and to make cities
liveable for the next generation. He cites a range of useful
references to enhance our understanding of liveable cities.
jli@davis.com

Manurung, Lisman, is a senior lecturer at the University of
Indonesia and member of the Jakarta Provincial Council. His
areas of expertise are water and transport. His research
moved in the direction of PAR by working with stakeholders
to document their diverse ideas. His paper weighs up the
viewpoints of stakeholders who give their views on water
affordability and availability. His research makes it clear that
the public private partnership has not delivered affordable
water to the very poor, nor has it prevented the
environmental degradation of Jakarta caused by too many
wells to avoid paying for water. lismanm@yahoo.com

Mugabushaka, John, is a PhD student at Flinders
University, who reflects on his Congolese heritage, personal
experiences and his commitment to make a cultural shift
away from a patriarchal mindset. His paper on ‘participation
and development as freedom” provides hope for all those
approaching difficult challenges.
john.mugabushaka@flinders.edu.au

Mustofa, Muhammad, PhD, is a professor at the University
of Indonesia and a well known media commentator. His
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paper details the extent of white collar crime in Indonesia
and is based on action learning with his graduate students
who help collect secondary data from newspaper articles to
track the cases of white collar crime. He invites them to write
up their findings in class papers, which form the basis of an
ongoing action learning team. masmus2151@yahoo.com

McIntyre-Mills, Janet, PhD, is Adjunct Professor at the
University of Indonesia and Associate Professor at Flinders
University’s Institute of Public Policy and Management. She
contributes in the fields of sociology and critical systems
thinking and their application to complex governance and
public policy concerns. Her work has contributed to policy
areas concerned with sustainability, complex problems, and
critical systemic approaches to public health, wellbeing, and
participatory democracy. janet.mcintyre@flinders.edu.au

O’Donnell, Kim, is a researcher at Flinders University,
South Australia, who has mentored many Aboriginal health
and wellbeing projects. kim.odonnell@flinders.edu.au

Kelly, Janet, is a nurse, PhD candidate, and researcher at
Flinders University, who is also a firefighter in the CSS who
contributed to the firefighting effort in Victoria. Together
with Kim O’Donnell, they reflect on the need to enhance
wellbeing of people, rather than merely concentrating on
parts of the body in program approaches that do not address
the whole person within their environment. Both Janet and
Kim contribute their ideas with Janet McIntyre who has led a
research project entitled “User centric design to address
complex needs” with Aboriginal service users and providers.
janet.kelly@flinders.edu.au

Outhred, Rachel, is a qualified teacher and PhD candidate at
Flinders University, with lecturing experience in
Development Studies in the United Kingdom and Australia.
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Her current research highlights the difficulties in achieving
participation with some of the most marginalized and
powerless women and children in the Upper Volta region in
Africa. rachelouthred@hotmail.com

Parra-Lunna, Francisco, is a Professor at the University of
Madrid, Spain, and has been Director of the University
Institute for Human Resources. He is author of eleven books
on social system theory and its applications. In this paper he
makes the case that sociologists need to enable organizations
to evaluate outcomes based on measures that are constructed
by the people who they serve. parraluna@cps.ucm.es,
parraluna3495@yahoo.es

Sudarmo, PhD, is a lecturer at the Department of Public
Administration of the Faculty of Social and Political Sciences
of the Sebelas Maret University, Surakarta, Indonesia. Before
embarking on his Flinders PhD scholarship, he worked on
Saturdays in Solo as a street trader, thereby learning of their
difficulties first hand. He has advocates for the rights of
informal traders and details the political context of their
removal from the centre of Solo to the outskirts. His research
explains how fines and licenses support the existence of the
very bureaucracy that controls them. Those traders
considered to be ‘noisy and morally unacceptable” were
regarded as ‘beyond the pale” and forced to the margins of
society. His research enables the traders to explain how they
tried to organize to support their rights and the way in
which the powerful (to date) have overruled their attempts
to trade freely in Solo. sudarmo63@yahoo.com

Sunesti, Yuyun, is a student at Flinders University
undertaking postgraduate research. Her paper, presented at
the ‘Contributing to peace’ symposium, explains that in
Indonesia only some religions are regarded as official
religions and that this contributes to tensions and to the
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undermining of the new democracy. She stresses the
importance of interfaith dialogue. yuyunsunesti@gmail.com

Varona, Glen, is a PhD candidate with lecturing experience
in the Philippines. He has first hand experience of the topic
he is researching, namely, the need to enhance policing to
make it more ethical and to ensure that policing engages
with this generation and the next. archer_1_4@hotmail.com

Williams, Chris, intends submitting his PhD dissertation on
non-government organizations (NGOs) in the Asia Pacific
region in 2011 to Flinders University. Since completing his
Masters studies in 1999, Chris has worked for a State water
utility and a metropolitan local government. His
commitment to lifelong learning includes active participation
on the World Social Forum events in 2008 and the 2009
World Water Forum in Istanbul. He makes the case that a
contested resource is one of the keys to understanding the
nature of sustainability and the global commons. Lessons

from water activists are shared in his paper.
will0447@flinders.edu.au

Wijaya, Andy, PhD, is a graduate of Flinders University and
a lecturer in the Faculty of Administrative Science and the
Head of Master Program in Public Administration,
Brawijaya University, Indonesia. He stresses the importance
of participation in developing measures of excellence and to
control corrupt practice. andyfeftawijaya@yahoo.com.au

Action learning and action research enable us to open up a
dialogue in the interests of a peaceful sustainable world.
Warm, hospitable dialogue is the basis for friendship.
Participation enables dialogue to test out ideas not only by
so-called “experts’” but also by those with lived experience.
These testing processes enhance democracy, governance and
ethics by improving the match between perceived need and
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policy/service response. At the very least participation keeps
issues such as food security on the policy table to enhance
solidarity.

Building awareness of the value of participation was one of
the key goals of the symposia and it is a key concern for all

the contributors. Enabling participation is the first difficult

step that is discussed by many of the contributors.

Some of the papers that appear in this collection begin to
raise the importance of participation as a way to address the
concerns raised. The contributions by Wijaya and Manurung
develop a case for Participatory Action Research (PAR) as a
form of evaluation to hold water companies to account.
Other papers, such as the paper by Sudarmo, detail how
PAR with informal traders in Solo (Indonesia) tried to enable
these civil society lobbyists to be heard by government
authorities. Sudarmo details the challenges and explains
how difficult it is to achieve dialogue (let alone change) with
powerful stakeholders who use participation and
decentralization cynically.

Rachel Outhred also discusses the barriers to undertaking
PAR with marginalized women in the Upper Volta (Africa)
because access can be controlled by powerful gatekeepers
who control the status quo, namely unpaid labour secured
through violence and tradition, along with an ongoing flow
of development funding.

Varona and Williams bring years of lived experience to their
PhD research journey, which they have just commenced.
Varona's research is aimed at enhancing democratic policing
to protect the global commons in the Philippines, whilst
Williams’s research is aimed at understanding and
supporting transnational water rights though social
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solidarity and PAR that draws on the lived experience of the
people.

Much innovative work is conducted without naming the
activities as “action learning” or “participatory action
research’. The “aha,” or * light bulb,” moment was
experienced by many who have presented their work at the
two symposia and who are trying to foster participation with
powerless and powerful stakeholders to promote peace,
social justice, and sustainability. The papers do not gloss
over the difficulties.

Janet McIntyre
Edition Guest Editor
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Contributing to peace
through participation to
support unselfish ‘feed
forward’ to the next

generation of life
Janet Mclntyre

The commons can be regarded as the sacred web of life (Capra 1996). But
unless we consider ways in which we show agency (Giddens 1984) through
making choices to protect the commons, we will contribute to the demise of the
commons and the undermining of peace. Remember, as Edmund Burke
admonished, ‘All it takes for evil to prevail is for people of good will to do
nothing’, to paraphrase the well-known aphorism. We have a choice; it is not
our destiny to make decisions that undermine the future for this generation
and the next. Policy and praxis to support a sustainable future needs to hold in
mind multiple variables and to consider:
= relationships across the sectors (public, private and third sector) and
the way they play out across the state, market and society,
= fknowledge domains spanning a range of domains including
professional and lived experiences,
» paradoxes and implications for policy and practice through
participatory action research,
= testing ideas to ascertain if policy decisions are sustainable for this
generation and the next, and
» dialogue: making decisions based on careful contextual considerations
and taking into account the norms, values and rules.

In our practice we need to show agency in making new paradigms, learning by
doing, developing pilot approaches and leadership in rule making. Open
democracy needs to enable reframing the social, economic and environmental
agendas, so that we understand that we are in not in separate competing
lifeboats engaged in a zero sum game (Hardin 1968). We are all in the same
space ship, to use Buckminster Fuller’s concept. We need to understand the
importance of this metaphor and its relevance to the way in which we organize
within and across nation states.
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Introduction

This ALAR;j edition makes a plea for systemic approaches to
governance and democracy based on avoiding one-way
communication that undermines peace, because it alienates
people from one another. Boundaries maintain the rights and
freedoms of everyone and are important for maintaining
ideals, but a sustainable future requires harmonizing
differences through communication based on respecting
diversity to the extent that freedom and variety does not
undermine the freedoms of others'. This is because we are all
going to be winners or losers if the zero sum approach is
applied to climate change and development options.

Narrow pragmatism-based on considering the consequences
for the short term and short-term gain is unsustainable. We
need to consider the social, economic and environmental
consequences for self-others and the environment in this
generation and the next. This requires expanded pragmatism
based on testing out ideas with future generations of life in
mind. We need to be caretakers for the next generation and
as such they are the principals and we are their agents. This
can be understood by means of this simple scenario (adapted
from Khisty & Ayvalik 2003: 59):

Each of 10 people own 1 1000 Ib cow and all 10 cows graze in a
common area. If an additional cow, is added then all the cows would
eat less grass and they would weigh 900 1bs.

! Thesis and antithesis are vital drivers and both are needed for a hospitable dialogue towards an
evolving synthesis. Churchman (1982) discusses the implications of decisions that “cut off”
opportunities for thinking, research, policy making and practice. Derrida (2003) also looks at
boundaries, communication and decision-making when he develops his arguments about democratic
thinking. He argues that tolerance is too limited and that instead he thinks the cultural concept of
tolerance should be reworked to support a sense of hospitality towards others and towards diversity,
wherever possible. Derrida“s choice of concept has many implications for the nature and context of
communication and decision-making. Rights and responsibilities are linked with citizenship and
tolerance in Western democracies. The rights of citizens are bounded in conceptual and geographical
space. Hospitality is not a concept with a necessarily strongly Western or legalistic overtone. It is
much wider. Hospitality to travelers and strangers (provided they are non-violent) is a concept that
has resonance with Christianity and with Islamic culture and in Indigenous cultures through out the
world. Hospitality is given to people as they move from place to place. Nationality, citizenship,
property and boundaries are widened for a while when being hospitable. Communication linked with
the concept of hospitality is more likely to be respectful and supportive of transformation than
communication that is only linked with mere tolerance.
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But I do not care, because I have an additional cow and so have 9001bs
x 2 rather than just 1 cow of 1000lbs.The health of all the cows is
threatened if I continue to introduce more cows, but in the short and
medium term [ will get richer and more powerful, until the number of
cows outstrips the amount of grass for them to eat- then all the cows
fall ill and die’. Then the rich and the poor cattle owners will suffer as
their animals die.

This is also an example of what Ulrich Beck (1992) calls the
‘boomerang affect’ of systemic feedback. Science based on
simplistic cause and effect has forgotten that socio-economic
decisions have ‘externalities’ that go beyond the immediate
‘terms of reference’. The case I wish to make is that
competition for resources has led to ‘the tragedy of the
commons’. The scenario can help us understand how we
make use of resources and how we compete in ways that
lead to poverty and pollution which enhance ‘risk society’
(Beck 1992). I support the argument that we need to mobilize
civil society to work towards “democracy without enemies’
and ‘without borders” (Beck 1998, Grugel 1999, Gould 2007)
in order to protect the wellbeing of this generation and the
next. This is the difference between:

* Development for growth that is unsustainable
because it forgets the externalities of poverty and
pollution.

= Evolution that is based on responding to the
environment, adapting and evolving designs that
are socially, economically and environmentally
sustainable.

This is why I believe that discursive democracy is so
important and why the role of action learning and
participatory action research that supports expanded testing
of ideas, not only by “the experts’ but also by people with

% See also Khisty and Zeitler (2001) and Khisty (2006) who cite Loyd (1833) and Hardin (1968).
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lived experience is so important®. Civil society needs to find
a way to make sense of complexity rather than denying it*.

Koestler (1978) poses the question: “Are we a sick
civilization that will die out?” He cites his earlier work, Ghost
in a Machine (1967)5. Will we be able to rise above our base

3 The so-called ,,enemies within® are human values according to West Churchman (1979) they are
religion, morality, politics and aesthetics (see Mclntyre-Mills et al 2006 a, b, c). We need to embrace
them because values make us human. But we need to avoid believing that those who are more like us
are more acceptable and that those who are less like us are less acceptable. Instead we need to
examine the ,,enemies within“ critically and systemically so that we homo sapiens sapiens are able to
see through the shadow of our projections, whether they are orientalist, occidentalist, for example.
The purpose is not to re-state or cover the territory already covered in the C.West Churchman series
,,to address the enemies within (our values which make us human but which can filter the way we see
the world). Volume 1 stressed that the leap of faith required to address this paradox and to develop
resonance and trust through respectful communication is where spirituality, religions and the sciences
touch fingers across the divide across subjective, objective and intersubjective experiences of the
world. Volume 3 explores this argument. We need to recognize “the enemies” or values that make us
(and everyone else) human - these include: “politics, religion, morality and aesthetics”, to use West
Churchmans (1979a: 23) concepts, so as to examine the human potential for hubris, which means
thinking we can behave not only like a God who has all the answers, but one who projects the wrongs
onto others.

4 Conceptual tools can be used to enhance our thinking and practice so as to make creative decisions
about ways to minimize pollution and poverty. This means rethinking our relationships across self,
other and the environment. The closest we can get to truth is through compassionate dialogue that
explores paradoxes and considers the rights and responsibilities of caretakers (see Mcintyre-Mills
2000, 2006a).

> Koestler (1967) developed an argument in “Ghost in the machine”, that human evolution of the brain
has retained the basic drives which override reason. So emotion and desire for power can lead to
irrational decisions.

...evolution superimposed a new superior structure onto an old one, with purely overlapping functions,
and without providing the new with a clear-cut, hierarchic control over the old- thus inviting
confusion and conflict....The limbic system may be compared to a primitive television screen which
combines, and often confuses, projections from the internal, visceral environment with the external
environment...But Nature in her frugality did not discard the old screen. Since it seemed adequate for
smelling, tasting and feeling what is going on inside the body, she has kept the filaments in the tube
of the old screen glowing night and day...” (Koestler 1967: 283).

“Man finds himself in the predicaments that Nature has endowed him essentially with three brains
which, despite great differences in structure, must function together and communicate with one
another. The oldest of the three brains is basically reptilian. The second has been inherited from the
lower mammals, and the third is a late mammalian development, which ...has made man peculiarly
man. Speaking allegorically of these three brains without a brain, we might imagine that when the
psychiatrist bids the patient to lie on the couch, he is asking him to stretch out alongside a horse and a
crocodile...” (Koestler 1978: 9, cites MacLlean“s National Institute of Mental health, Bethesda,
Maryland).

“Nature has let us down, God seems to have left the receiver off the hook, and time is running out. To
hope for salvation to be synthesized in the laboratory may seem materialistic, crankish or naive; but
to tell the truth, there is a Jungian twist to it — for it reflects the ancient alchemist™s dream to concoct
the elixir vitae. What we expect from it, however, is not eternal life, nor the transformation of base
metal into gold, but the transformation of homo maniacus into homo sapiens sapiens. When man
decided to take his fate into his own hand, that possibility will be within reach” (Koestler 1967: 339).

Essentially the limbic system of the brain coexists with the neocortex. Greenfield (2000) argues that the
notion that a particular part of the brain performs a particular function is incorrect, however and that
it is possible for the brain to rewire messages to different parts of the brain through consciousness or
thinking about our thinking. So the language, logic and symbolic thought which is part of the
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instincts of greed for power which result in poverty and
pollution through rational thought, or will we sink into
oblivion because we fail the evolutionary test that nature has
given to us? “Those civilizations which survive this and
other tests of sanity will grow” (Koestler 1978: 284).

It has been argued convincingly by Baroness, Professor
Susan Greenfield (2000: 13), a neuroscientist, that the human
brain is not a compartmentalized hierarchy of functional
parts and that it has considerable plasticity:

As the brain becomes more sophisticated, it appears to exploit instinct
less and less and instead uses increasingly the results of individual
experience, of learning. Hence individuality, I would argue, becomes
more evident: the balance starts to tip correspondingly away from
nature to nurture - the effects of the environment. It is this
personalization of the brain, crafted over the long years of childhood
and continuing to evolve throughout life, that a unique pattern of
connections between brain cells creates what might be best called a
,,mind®.

Enabling people to think about their thinking through
dialogue, storytelling and by means of mental walk throughs
aided by software (McIntyre-Mills 2008) to make connections
across self, other and the environment could enhance their
consciousness and the capability to make socially just and
sustainable decisions.

Can participation help to enhance consciousness?

Liberal voting within the boundaries of a nation state is
insufficient to achieve change. Open democracy needs to
enable reframing the social, economic and environmental
agendas, so that we understand that we are in one space
ship, not in separate competing life boats engaged in a zero
sum game to prevent people who are floundering in the

neocortex only functions through its interconnectedness with the lower instinctive and emotive parts
of the brain. Koester (1967: 48) explains that Holon means part-whole. We are all part of a wider
system. When we look upwards we are subordinate. When we look downwards we are superior. This
is the Janus paradox that we as human beings live and which need to understand better.
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water or in other boats from boarding and sinking our own
life boats.

Current research (McIntyre-Mills 2006a, b, ¢, 2007a, b, c,
2008a, b, ¢, d, e) supports the argument that thinking about
our thinking is aided through discursive dialogue and
debate to test out ideas. The process of testing or falsification
is vital for science, democracy, ethics and peace. Testing out
ideas is the basis for science, democracy and an expanded
ethical pragmatism to ensure that people who are to be
atfected by decisions are part of the decision making process.
Testing out the ideas needs to be undertaken (not only by
experts) but by caretakers who have ‘lived experience” and
who are concerned about the wellbeing of future generations
of life. I have cited the work of Greenfield (2000) on
consciousness and that the more connections we make the
more mindful and conscious we become (McIntyre-Mills

2006, 2008a, b, c).

This is an important starting point for why ‘thinking about
our thinking’ is important. It is helped by realizing that our
thinking shapes who we are, how we live and the quality of
the environment that we co-create through our political
designs and choices.

Connections are the substance of consciousness. Our
research to date supports the research undertaken by
National Economics and the Australian Local Government
Association (2002, 2003) which concludes that the greater the
tolerance for diversity, the greater the level of socio-
economic wellbeing in Australia, America and Europe.
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Definition of key concepts to address the area of
concern

Commodification is the overarching narrative of western
democracy at the moment, but narratives of identity, rights
and responsibility can be made and remade through story
telling and respectful listening. Flannery (2005: 302-303) has
stressed that “all the efforts of government and industry will
come to naught unless the good citizen and consumer take
the initiative” by making an effort to change their daily lives
and living in a more sustainable way.

It is possible to do things differently and that we can make a
difference by enhancing the ability of people to engage
actively in designing and shaping sustainable policy,
provided they are encouraged to think critically and
systemically about the future. This is a vital caveat. We need
to change the way we think about society, economics and the
environment. According to Dr. Neil Hamilton®, Director,
WWEF International Arctic Programme, within the next five
years the polar ice cap is likely to melt, thus releasing more
carbon and methane into the atmosphere and raising the sea
level by perhaps seven metres. The way forward, he
stressed, is for us to reconceptualise the market and to
reduce the emphasis on economic profit in the interests of
wellbeing of the planet.

What do we mean by the “global commons’? Initially the
concept was narrowly defined as “assets outside the national
frontiers such as oceans, space and the Antarctic”?. This
definition has been reframed to refer to the common good
supported by social, legal, economic and environmental

® Australian Broadcasting Corporation, Monday 9 June 2008, 10.05am.
" OECD definition available at http://stats.oecd.org/glossary/search.asp.
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policy8. The Brundtland report, Our Common Future (1987:
20), highlights the need to work across boundaries:

Until recently the planet was a large world in which human activities
and their effects were neatly compartmentalised within nations, within
sectors (energy, agriculture, and trade) and within broad areas of
concern (environment, economics, social). These compartments have
begun to dissolve. This applies in particular to the various global
,»crises” that have seized public concern, particularly over the last
decade. These are not separate crises: an environmental crisis, a
development crisis, an energy crisis. They are all one. The planet is
passing through a period of dramatic growth and fundamental change.
Our human world of 5 billion must make room in a finite environment
for another human world. The population could stabilize at between 8
and 14 billion sometime next century, according to UN projections.
More than 90 percent of the increase will occur in the poorest
countries, and 90 per cent of that growth is already bursting cities’.

The global commons and quality of life provide the bases for
wellbeing. Wellbeing’ is defined in terms of Nussbaum and
Glover’s (1995) conditions for quality of life. The concept of
‘Quality of life” draws on Nussbaum’s notion of capability
(1995: 83), which includes the importance of critical
reflection:

Being able to live to the end of a human life of normal length, not
dying prematurely, or before one“s life is so reduced as to be not worth
living... Being able to form a conception of the good and to engage in
critical reflection about the planning of one“s own life. This
includes...employment outside the home and to participate in political

8 Welcome to the Coalition for the Global Commons (http://www.global-
commons.org/display/CGC2/Home):

“When referring to the global commons, people think mainly of ecological and climate issues, but the
global commons involves most of our social and economic concerns as well. These include
unemployment, loss of culture, hunger, water access, disease, migration, human rights abuses, biased
information flows, lack of finance and aid, and mounting debt - all relationships that impact our lives
across national borders. On March 5, 2008, the Coalition for the Global Commons launched an
international consultation process that engages partners across the world in the development of a
common global action plan. The Coalition for the Global Commons seeks to provide a multilateral
platform in politics, economics, civil society, science, religious communities, academia, and the
media that will enable leaders, experts and the public across the world to work together for a new
system of global economic and political cooperation. Our consultation activities include personal
discussions and 'town-hall' meetings, advanced electronic methods for obtaining group agreement
from distinct opinions, and this moderated Wiki website. The results of these consultations will be
made public at a conference of international stakeholders in 2010, Convention on the Global
Commons, where consensus on an action plan will be completed.”

® Our Common Future (1987) available at http://www.worldinbalance.net/agreements/1987-
brundtland.html.
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life...being able to show concern for other human beings...being able
to live with concern for and in relation to animals, plants and the world
of nature... Being able to laugh, to play, to enjoy recreational
activities.

Peace is based on reciprocity, give and takelY, and being
prepared to avoid greed so that the relationships 1! across
self, others'? and the environment are sustainable and
equitable. Greed is not good'3; it leads to some people living
at the expense of others and at the expense of the next
generation. What are the implications of competing for the
last of the non-renewable resources? Competition for scarce

10 The originator of peace studies, John Galtung (1990), argues that peace needs to avoid the four usual

processes for dealing with conflict, namely: A or B win or lose at the expense of the other or avoiding
the issues or achieving some compromise that is less than acceptable.

' According to Khisty (2006: 10): The word 'Interbeing ' is a portmanteau, a ,made up” word, coined by

12

the Buddhist monk, Thich Nhat Hahn, that includes the concepts of interconnectedness,
interdependence and interrelatedness. He explains ,,interbeing™ as a fundamental reality of life where
“things do not exist separately and outside each other” (Hanh 2000: 172). “Note that each element is
neither a whole nor a part, but a whole/part, for which Koestler (1967) coined the word ,,holon* and
,holarchy™. In order to exist each Holon has to retain its own identity or its own agency and at the
same time it must also fit in with the other holons that are an intrinsic part of its environment. Every
Holon must maintain not only its won agency but its own communion ...on which its existence
rests....” (Jotin: 2006: 9).

Ethical thinking can enhance representation and accountability by means of a design of inquiring
system that makes a case for expanded pragmatism through thinking about the consequences of our
decisions for ourselves, others and the environment in this generation and the next. Our environment
shapes us and we shape the environment in ongoing recursive cycles. Human Animals are not the
only tool makers and not all human animals can make or use tools. Learning through testing out
ideas and tools within an environment leads to the evolution of species. Powerful tool makers and
users dominate the less powerful and the environment to extract profit and short term gain.
Discrimination and frailty can make human animals as vulnerable as other creatures. Expanded
pragmatism (as opposed to narrow pragmatism) considers the consequences for self, others and the
environment in the short medium and long term of protecting the interests of the powerful at the
expense of the powerless. The challenge for traditional liberal democracy was to ensure that
government organizations acted as accountable agents for the principles, namely the people they
serve during a three or four year election cycle. Voting in elected members who represent the people
was considered to be both necessary and sufficient.

“Any Self-Other gradient can be used to justify violence against those lower down on the scale of

13

worthiness; any causal chain can be used to justify the use of violence means to obtain non violent
ends. Gandhi would be as skeptical of Marxist ideas of revolution and hard work, of sacrificing a
generation or two for the presumed bliss the day after tomorrow, as he would be of
liberal/conservative ideas of hard work and entrepreneurship, of sacrificing a social class or two for
the bliss of the upper classes even today ...take care of the means and the ends will take care of
themselves” (Galtung 1990: 302). Galtung stresses that mindfulness of Ghandi extended to
accompanying economic boycotts with collections to help those who were in dire need as a result of
financial hardship and respect for all sentient creatures. This is because we are all part of one
environment as acknowledged by non dualistic Buddhists and others who think in terms of the
interconnectedness of nature.

See Pizzigati, S. (2006) Greed and Good available at
http://www.greedandgood.org/NewToRead.html. This is the mantra of the 80*s stock market players.

] 8 ALAR Journal Vol 15No 1 April 2009




resources has implications for peace within and across
nation states, but also intergenerational consequences.
Competition, in particular for the last of the non-renewables,
oil and uranium underpins international relations.

The argument developed in this paper is that if people are
able to make more connections across social, economic and
environmental concerns through ‘joining up the dots’, so to
speak, they will understand that human beings exist only
because they have air to breathe, water to drink and food to

eat.

Peace needs to be informed by a definition of violence across
the personal to the interpersonal and in terms of
relationships with self-others and the environment. The
dualistic atomistic thinking encouraged by Cartesian
thought (Veitch 1977) plays out in the way that we divide
and categorize without comprehending the interconnections
across science specializations or across different kinds of
knowledge (McIntyre-Mills 2006). Galtung (1990: 292)
defines types of violence as direct and structural:

Survival Wellbeing Identity needs Freedom needs
needs needs
Direct Killing Debt Desocialization, Repression,
violence Maiming, resocialisatigr.l, detenti-on,
siege, secondary citizen | expulsion
sanctions,
misery
Structural | Exploitation | Exploitation Market Silencing
violence Active Passive Penetration Marginalization
Political fragmentation
segmentation

Direct violence by war and sanctions are as problematic as
indirect structural violence of the market rules that appear to
privilege the powerful in the short to medium term. Let us
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consider two examples that span both structural and direct
violence.

Example 1

Structural violence of the WTO, which controls markets,
leads to imports of low-cost goods to USA. In the bid to
compete standards of quality drop and farmers /producers
who cannot compete on price are excluded. The surprising
result is that USA is putting its own population at risk
according to ‘Food and Water Watch’ (a citizen’s group
dedicated to defending the global commons):

The WTO"s agreement on Agriculture has been a failure for fruit and
vegetable farmers in the United States and has encouraged the
development of export platforms in the developing world that benefit
from low wages and weak environmental standards to ship low-cost
fruit and vegetable products to the United States'.

This is an apt example of what Ulrich Beck (1992) called the
“boomerang affect” of risk society where poverty and
pollution have a feedback affect.

Example 2

Direct violence can be illustrated by revisiting Galtung's
(1990: 297) reference to Israel’s relationship with West Bank
inhabitants. We can explain and expand his table with
reference to current events in Gaza and we can develop the
argument that without the bases for life in Gaza and in all
undeveloped areas we undermine wellbeing.

The UN despite making statements recently about the war
has not intervened?>, despite the reports submitted by
Archbishop Desmond Tutu that were commissioned by UN,

14 hitp://www.foodandwaterwatch.org/food/pubs/reports/the-poisoned-fruit-of-american-trade-policy
15 http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2009/jan/09/hamas-gaza-ceasefire-un-israel/print
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in which he argued that the Israeli army attacked a civilian
family killing 18 on November 2006 in Beit Hanoun.

Tutu had to wait 18 months for a visa and then his report
was rejected by Israel’s ambassador as “another regrettable
product of the Human Rights Council. The report was
dismissed with the comment “...It is regrettable that the
mission took place at all”1e.

In January Tutu called the blockade ‘an abomination” that
continued, because of international complicity!”.

Israel has been bombing Gaza continuously since December 27, and
began its ground invasion on January 3. More than 700 Palestinians
had been killed by January 8. Around 3000 Palestinians have been
injured, according to Palestinian medical reports. Almost a third of
these are children, according to Gazan medics ™.

Across Europe!® protests were mounted in response to
concerns about the slaughter of civilians and the
disproportionate force used against people trapped within
the Gaza zone. Yesterday I attended the peace rally on the
steps of Parliament House, South Australia (January 11,
2009). The arguments couched in the language of peace by
Nobel Peace Laureate, Desmond Tutu, have broad
resonance.

War is never acceptable for the innocents maimed and
traumatized. The notion of “a just war” and “the right to
defend oneself’ using weapons of mass destruction such as

16 McCarthy, R. Desmond Tutu: Israeli shelling in Gaza may be a war crime. September 16, 2008.
Available at http://www.guardian.co.uk/world/2008/sep/16/israclandthepalestinians.middleeast

' BBC News. Tutu: Gaza blockade abomination. May 29, 2008. Available at
http://news.bbc.co.uk/2/hi/middle_east/7425082.stm

'8 Harrison, S. Israel“s bloody assault on Gaza continues. January 9, 2009. Available at
http://www.greenleft.org.au/2008/777/40131.

' Millard, R. Protests call for end to carnage. January 12, 2009. Available at
http://www.theage.com.au/articles/2009/01/11/1231608521465 .html.

“Demonstrators rallied across Europe in their thousands at the weekend to call for an end to Israel's
military offensive in the Gaza Strip.”
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the Nuclear Bomb dropped on Nagasaki and Hiroshima
remains problematic, despite the rationalization that it
shortened the Second World War.

How can we achieve it?

We could consider the following thinking and practice when
we contribute to peace:

» reframing definitions,

= participatory processes that support critical
thinking and judgment that supports social,
economic and environmental sustainability,

» advocacy by civil society, and

= governance supported by charters, covenants
and the law.

The principle of subsidiarity namely that people need to
make decisions at the lowest level possible could be guided
by international laws on the sustainable use of the global
commons including air, water?, energy and soil.
Transnational solidarity (Gould 2007) with others requires
the will to work with others, based on a realization that
sustainable futures require working across conceptual and
spatial boundaries (Beck 1992, 1998). By conceptual
boundaries I mean disciplines and cultures. By spatial
boundaries I mean organizations, communities and nation
states. Narrow definitions of the global commons included
only water, soil, and air. But food and natural resources for
every aspect of life is dependent on the commons. If we
define the natural resources as sacred then we move towards
a spiritual approach to the way in which we engage with
others and the environment. Bakker’s (2007) paper argues
that NGOs and localised approaches to protecting the

2 71% and only three percent is drinkable and much of that is privatized and commodified (see
http://www.rosaparks.fcps.net/stlp/2001-2002/earth_con/earth.htm).
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commons could be achieved by means of covenants and
principles that support local-global accountability. A good
example is the Aarhus convention. This convention enables
civil society to report any actions within their local
communities that harm the environment. It applies across
the European Union. It is built on the principle of
subsidiarity, which means that decision need to be taken at
the lowest level possible, but it is governed by concern for a
sustainable future within a federalist region of Europe.
Despite the shortcomings of this federalist approach,
perhaps lessons could be learned that could be applied more
widely (Florini 2003). Warm, hospitable dialogue is the basis
for friendship. The argument is developed in Philosophy in a
Time of Terror (Borradori 2003) and Assault on Reason (Gore
2007) in which he argues that democracy needs to be more
than voting. We need discursive dialogue if we are to shape
policy and engage with one another. This means listening to
one another in friendship. If we can do that we can model an
agora approach to discursive democracy, which creates
better understanding of one another. Citizen advocacy on
environmental concerns helps to inspire solidarity that spans
national boundaries. This principle and policy provides an
alternative to current forms of democracy and governance,
which needs to be supported by a more robust legal
system?!.

The work of many organizations (including International
Sociological Association, The International Systems Sciences
and Action Learning and Action Research Association, for

2! Florini (2003) emphasized the importance of combining both centralized steering from above (in the
interests of the global commons) and steering from below in the interests of holding the elites in
business and the state to account and in the interests of mobilizing an interest and concern about
public issues. She does not favour leaving democracy in the hands of 'philosopher kings', she believes
in democracy as the best worst option and cites Winston Churchill (2003: 209). Participation beyond
voting in elections is supported in her vision. She cites the Aarhus convention and regional
federalism as the way forward. She believes that networks that are more transparent and accountable
will be part of our digital future. But she is concerned about bridging the digital divide. That is the
challenge to ensure that we do not have the digital haves living in domed, safe environments whilst
the rest face the worst that environmental degradation has to offer.
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example) on new forms of engagement are relevant today,
because democracy and governance structures and processes
do not represent the needs of non citizens, powerless nation
states, the poor and displaced and most importantly it does
not look after children and the next generation. Human
rights dialogue needs to be expanded so that we think about
the environment of which we are a part. Indigenous peoples
across the world have understood this. As caretakers we
have a responsibility to ensure that we allow the children of
the next generation to have a liveable planet.

Civil society needs to model different ways of doing
democracy and governance by working across spatial
(organizations, nation states) and conceptual boundaries
(cultures and knowledge domains). Two-way
communication that is respectful of diverse ideas and helps
to build relationships is vital for local and international
governance. This is the key point made by Habermas and
Derrida (2003) in their conversation about thinking and its
relevance to preventing terrorism?2. Trust develops further
networks of co-operation. But as Edgar (2001) stresses with
reference to governance in Australia, we need space for
difference and space for cooperation. We can be free and
diverse to the extent that we do not undermine the freedom
and diversity of others.

Agents for the next generation (the principals) need to share
ideas about the global commons, caretaking and the
commodification of food, water, shelter and energy. We need
to rethink our approaches to economics and politics, if we
wish to ensure peace.

Beyond social contracts: caretaking for the next

22 Baruma (2007) also discusses the diverse discourses of Ramadan, the public intellectual who wishes to
draw together Islamic discourses of reformist principals Salafism with Western Enlightenment
through reason and dialogue.
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generation

If the rights of children are to be protected then we can argue
that the nation state is inadequate as a means to protect
them. We could argue that this generation of adults ought to
act as agents who care for the principals, namely the next
generation. This means protecting the commons for our
children. The kind of decisions we take today will impact on
their quality of life socially, economically and
environmentally.

On the 18th of January a ceasefire was called with the
announcement that Israel had achieved its goal, namely to
destroy the Hamas bases. The peace talks depend on
accepting a Palestinian and Israeli state. But Harrisson (2009:
3)2 argues that

the aim of the current bombings and invasion are not to do with
stopping the firing of home-made rockets, but breaking the back of any
Palestinian resistance to Israeli domination.

Whether or not we agree with Harisson, it is undeniable that
the “fall out’ of war cannot be localized as the political
landscape of democracy and international relations has
changed as a result of digital communications (Devji 2006).
What happens in Palestine will affect all who identify with
the war for a range of reasons.

Nation states are treated as if they are set in stone when in
reality they are in “Brownian motion” (Geertz 2004). Geertz is
concerned about the way in which nation states are shaped
by power - social, political and economic and that the
boundaries of the nation state are shaped by external
players. The boundaries are determined by the victors in
wars or by (what were once) powerful market economies.

2 Harrison, S. Israels bloody assault on Gaza continues. January 9, 2009. Available at
http://www.greenleft.org.au/2008/777/40131.
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Unlike Geertz who emphasizes contextual considerations,
Habermas (1984) comes up with an ideal process?* for
democracy and governance?. Between these two positions

of:

* the need to consider context and political
dynamics in ‘complicated places’ as suggested
by Geertz (2004), and

» the ideal to strive for respectful dialogue is,

» the desire and the will for peace, which will only
occur when the powerful realize that the zero
sum approach needs to be replaced by the ‘win-
win’ approach, because we are part of one planet
and we will stand or fall together.

Participatory Action Research (PAR) enables people to a)
make the connections across their own lives and the lived
context, and b) to work across boundaries of sectors and
knowledge areas to bring about changes for social and
environmental justice. It comprises the following ongoing
praxis cycles: ‘learning by doing, questioning, observation,
reflection, taking a decision, designing for change, action to
implement the design.’

2% The work of Habermas does not sufficiently address the challenges of sustaining his ideal, given that
the state if it is strong but undemocratic may not encourage dialogue, even if it does promote better
governance, because it is transparent and accountable — albeit hierarchical. The challenge for
governance and democracy is to balance centralized controls with decentralized debate. The
balancing of individualism and collectivism is central to the challenges faced by democracy and
governance.

2 Democracy, in its most basic sense of majority decision making, requires that those who decide be
sufficiently alike that they will respect the will of the majority. Global-level decisions will inevitably
have a highly restricted agenda, set by what the majority of the richest nations will tolerate, and a
very reduced role for the world*s publics. The difficulties of global democracy should make us pause
when considering the rhetoric about democracy at the national level, for that too, despite the belief
that nations are relatively homogenous political communities, is subject to similar limitations as to
both agenda and participation. The question is whether one needs to rethink some of the
“assumptions of democratic theory in order to find ways to widen the scope of accountable
government by consent.” (Hirst in Pierre 2000: 17). Pierre, J. (ed.), (2000). Debating Governance:
Authority, Steering and Democracy, University Press, Oxford.
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What would the world be like if the master narrative of
commodification were replaced with a global commons
narrative? Whilst bureaucracy has a vital role in ensuring
that democratic states can operate to support freedoms (to
the extent that they do not undermine the freedoms of
others) it is also undeniable that democracies are built on
participation. Research shows increasingly that marginalized
people are excluded from active roles in shaping policy, for a
range of reasons including lack of skills, connections and
confidence. The structures and processes of international
relations and federal governance need to be re-considered to
allow diversity to the extent that is does not undermine the
freedoms of others.

The more we think about our thinking in formal research and
through testing out ideas with people, who are to be affected
by decisions, the more likely we are to be able to support the
global commons. We face today not only the potential to use
nuclear power in negative ways, but also the potential to
exacerbate global warming with carbon emissions.

Why do we make such selfish decisions in the
interests of “us’ versus ‘them” at a personal,
community, national and international level?

The arguments developed by Dawkins (1976) about a) ‘the
selfish gene” making decisions to ensure its own survival,
and supported by b) ‘the cultural idea or ‘meme’ that we
need to survive at the expense of others does not make sense
when we realized that the binary oppositions of “us versus
them’ is based on simplistic thinking, a misinterpretation of
Cartesian logic (Veitch 1977). Firstly, as I have explained
elsewhere (McIntyre-Mills 2006a), ‘I think therefore I am” has
within it a liberative potential. Thinking is part of being and
it is embodied, but it is not entirely genetically determined.
Secondly cause and effect, subject and object need to be
reconsidered in non-linear systemic terms.
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Dawkins (2006) argues that biologically we have evolved to
be ‘medium range’ thinkers who are unable to think about
the big picture. Greenfield (2000) suggests that it is because
we do not use our full capability. We are socialized to think
in compartments, because by defining “terms of reference’
powerful decision makers have control. But we can and do
show agency and make decisions, “albeit not under
circumstances of our choosing’, to paraphrase Giddens’
(1984) structuration theory.

Dawkins’s argument is flawed, because if it is analysed
critically and systemically it is evident that:

= He falls into the trap of thinking in terms of
‘binary oppositions’, namely that God can only
be seen as a ‘deist personal god” OR as “a universal
life force’/ “energy’ in the sense used by Einstein
(and many Indigenous pantheist religions). He
stresses that the former is unacceptable. He
argues that even if a personal god provides
comfort, the usefulness of the belief does not
make it rational. Perhaps he could accept that
people’s perceptions can be seen as a continuum
from abstract to more concrete representations
and that educational background, intellectual
capability and circumstances shape the way in
which people make sense of their world. People
with different mindsets or ability to think in
abstract terms will be more likely to interpret
god in more literal ways. Education will enable
them to see god in more universal terms.
Education and critical thinking enhance our
ability to think conceptually. This seems to be a
more acceptable response to narrow
interpretations to religion than advocating no
belief in god, which of course is an option, but
not the option (if we are to avoid the trap of
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fundamentalism or closed mindsets) as Dawkins
suggests.

= If we accept the notion of the sacred as “the web
of life’ (Capra 1996) we are not far from a belief
that would have universal acceptance.

» Cultural beliefs are a response to our
environment. Culture can change. It is neither
genetic nor deterministic. We can make choices
to be altruistic (Frankl 1963). Human beings have
the ability to choose to rise above the
‘circumstances that are not of their choosing’ (op
cit). This is the high road. The low road is to
realize “the boomerang affect’ of poverty and
pollution. They have no boundaries and we
cannot protect ourselves from their fallout of
‘pay back’ effect.

Our thinking co-determines who we are and our
environment. Evidence detailed in the Stern Review (2007
chapter 3) supports the argument that, with a rise in
temperature of about two degrees Celsius, we can expect an
extensive impact within the Asia Pacific Region resulting in
loss of species diversity, increased vulnerability to drought
and low agricultural yields, higher living costs, increased
environmental refugees and the increased vulnerability of
the poor)?. Cuts will need to be made by both developed
and developing nations through a revised notion of
accountability. Accountability needs to address the
opportunity costs for the next generation of excluding social
and environmental indicators (Gallhofer & Chew 2000,
Elkington 1997, McIntyre-Mills 2006b).

2 The recent change in government in Australia has lead to a promise to ratify Kyoto, but no fixed

targets have been agreed at the recent Bali summit to address climate change. Some delegates from
island nations expressed the opinion that the cost to the environment of travelling to the conference
was high and that little had been achieved. Even if the USA had agreed that international targets
should be set, it amounted only to an agreement to discuss the need to have fixed targets (see
http://www.reuters.com/article/latestCrisis/idUSL1566501).
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Environmental sustainability requires legal contracts, but
these need to be informed by a range of disciplines. A
systemic approach takes into account many knowledge
domains that span the ethical, the religious and the scientific.
Knowing what knowledge to use and in what combination is
the challenge which Aristotle called ‘“phronesis’ in
Nicomachean ethics (see Irwin 1985). Action learning and
action research enables us to open up a dialogue in the
interests of a peaceful sustainable world.

Living a life at the expense of others (including the next
generation) and at the expense of the environment is
unsustainable. As urban dwellers we tend to forget our
connection to the landscape.

Our choices determine the life chances of future generations.
Energy and water for agriculture and cities are limited
resources. Global conflict (terror and war on terror) can be
seen as a result of competition for scarce resources and with
climate change we will see ever greater competition.

Solidarity movements for a new democracy

What is citizenship? When is it convenient to recognize a
national boundary and when is it not? Markets can invade
the rights of people to earn a decent wage. Boundaries could
protect jobs and rights or they can exclude asylum seekers
from the right to safety. To what extent has our bounded
understanding of culture, politics, nationality and human
rights changed?

Two policies applied within the EU, namely the Aarhus
convention and Local Agenda 21 provide space for local
people to shape and hold the market and the state
accountable at the local level where they live and work
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(Florini 2003, McIntyre-Mills 2006a, b, c, 2007a, b, c). The
nation state is no longer the only basis for decision making
within the European Union. But we also need to find ways
to ensure that social, economic and environmental decisions
that are taken at the local level do not impact negatively on
others. Global covenants (Held 2004) on how to live
sustainably need to be implemented by means of global
bodies that oversee federalist institutions spanning national
and local governments.

Policies and processes to underpin a peaceful world

Could the Aarhus Convention help to address some of the
UN millennium goals by holding the market to account
through greater transparency and participation? Acc to
Florini (2003:190):

it allows individuals and NGOs to seek redress in court when
governments or corporations fail to meet these obligations to provide
information. And the transparency requirements do not discriminate on
the basis of citizenship or geography. An NGO or individual in one
country can demand information from a government or corporation in
another.

To sum up, the following policies could help us to address
the challenge:

* Local Agenda 21 (Selman & Parker 1997) which
enables people to design their futures in terms of
triple bottom-line accounting (Elkington 1997). Local
people are invited to participate in local government
decision making that impact on the environment and
social justice. Civil society is supported by law to hold
the public sector and the private sector to account.

» Federalism guided by International Criminal Court
and regional courts that report to the International
court?.

" Held et al (1999: 114) argue that the EU provides a federalist approach to decision making which
could be worth considering more widely as a means to protect the commons regionally. The
Maastricht Treaty of 1991: “... agreed ...not only to extend the scope of the economic and monetary
union, but also to extend the framework of political integration to other spheres. In particular, it
significantly advances the notion of EU citizenship: every national citizen of a member country of the
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= Anti discrimination and anti racism laws.

» E-democracy to link local, national and regional
federations.

* Global covenants (Held 2004) to cover social,
economic and environmental concerns through
regulations that are monitored by ombuds at the local,
national and regional level.

» Intellectual property rights will be reframed to reflect
the global commons, so that no company can
commodify human life and animal life or the
environment to the extent that it undermines the
quality of life.

Consciousness is about making connections through
thinking and respectful conversation that recognizes
overlaps and differences. Mindfulness of diverse ways of
seeing are important for peace makers and those who wish
to manage risk and who wish to avoid fundamentalism in
religion, politics, arts and sciences (social, environmental and
economic). It is also essential for democracy and for making
good decisions.

Vignette from Central Australia

On 28 January 2009, I caught up with Peter Turner
whom I met in 1998 in Alice Springs whilst researching
the life chances of residents (McIntyre-Mills 2003). I
reframed the research from “quality of life of rate
payers’ to include all residents, Aboriginal and non-
Aboriginal. We spent some time discussing the

EU is now also a citizen of the Union with a right to travel and reside anywhere within the EU and
the right to vote and contest political office in the country of their residence. Accordingly, the
importance of old political borders further declines and the process of deterritorialisation continues.
Freedom of movement and the right to political participation wherever one resides challenges a
traditional basis of loyalty to a single state (see Khan, 1996). If the Maastricht treaty were to be fully
implemented, along with the social terms and conditions of the Amsterdam treaty (concerned to
outlaw discrimination based on gender, race, religion, nationality, among other categories), the
member states would have taken several major steps towards becoming a highly integrated
supranational political association...).”
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challenges of social, economic and environmental
meltdown which we face in 2009 as a result of the
choices we have made in the name of development.

Socially we face the challenge of people fighting for
scarce resources and expressing the conflict in terms of
culture. Language and tradition can and do lead to
conflict. As more and more desert people from
different lands congregate in Alice Springs, so the
tensions rise. The Warpari, Luritja, East and West
Arrerrente and many other groups compete for space
in the so-called “town camps’. In the past respect for
the land owned by the local Arrerente people was
shown. As the pressure on the local lands grows so the
conflict increases, fueled by alcohol and the belief that
the old customs should be upheld. Desert people are
making a move from the traditional to modern living
within a generation and they are competing for space
in terms of cultural criteria. Peter also reflected that
these old ways of life needed to acknowledge that
what was done on one’s own land has an impact on
other people. So mining in one part of the NT impacts
on others. He explained that he was worried that some
Aboriginal groups were making decisions about
mining uranium or storing waste. It is a decision that
impacts on all people.

I shared with him the article by Van Onselen (2008)
reflecting on Huntington’s legacy. He became well
known for his so-called “clash of civilizations” thesis.
We agreed that Huntington could be criticized on two
counts: 1) culture is not a fixed categorys; it is learned
behaviour, and 2) democracy is not specifically
western. Indigenous people the world over have
engaged in discursive democracy and value finding
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consensus through dialogue. Huntington’s thesis is
flawed, because he accepts the above points.

I argue that science, ethics, and democracy share in
common the need for testing out ideas. Democracy has
‘come unstuck’ because it is not open to testing and
because it has allowed the market to shape the debate.

The conflicts in Alice Springs are a microcosm for the sorts of
conflict that are playing out on a wider stage. If we decide to
mine uranium we need to think about the entire cycle
including storage and its uses. As the last of the non-
renewables, it is costly to mine and in South Australia we
have limited water supplies to support mining, so we need
to weigh up the impact on future generations in social,
economic, and environmental terms. In South Australia, we
have “a knot of problems’ in the sense used by Bateson (1972)
that can be described in a case study that illustrates the
complexities for planners and policy makers.

Our starting point is the need for better communication, not
just as a means to an end, namely closer representation of
people and their ideas, but also because communication is
the basis for transformation in thinking and practice. It is
also the essence of life (McIntyre-Mills 2006). Conversation
that is collegial and discursive?® is essential for democracy,
governance and better interfaith and international relations.

Peace processes at the personal and interpersonal
level

Human beings and the environment construct each other
and co-evolve. Our choices could create an environment that

% See C. West Churchman Series, Volumes 1 and 3 edited by McIntyre-Mills, J and Van Gigch with
Mclntyre-Mills, J respectively.
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limits the choices for future generations. It is this co-
evolution that will shape our future on this planet.
Understanding the way in which human and natural
systems shape each other is vital. Maturana and Varela
(1973, 1980) and James Lovelock (2006) in Revenge of Gaia and
Gore (2007) have stressed this point. Overcoming ‘mind
traps’ (Vickers 1968, 1983) and compartmentalised
approaches to both thinking and practice is vital for our
survival. It is possible to do things differently and that we
can make a difference to democracy and governance by
enhancing the ability of people to engage actively in shaping
sustainable policy provided they are encouraged to think
critically and systemically about the future?. The argument
that I develop in this paper is that our hope as a species rests
in our ability to think creatively and to consider the
consequences of our choices:

1. Thinking and practice (praxis) could lead to a
better balance of social, cultural, political,
economic and environmental concerns to
ensure a sustainable future for ourselves and
for future generations. This needs to be
enshrined from above and below in local -
global covenants supported by law.

2. Continual questioning of ideas that underpin
policy decisions as to who will get what,
when, why, how and to what effect?

3. Advocating for future generations of life.

Table 1. Approaches to support peace based on “stitching together” a
“patchwork™ of positions and realizing the value of different
ideas (Edgar 2001).

2 We hoped that if it were possible to create a means by which we could combine both decentralized
decision making and steering form below and centralized steering from above based on the common
good, prompted by ,.if then scenarios that are future oriented and wellbeing oriented, then we would
be able to build a system that could be used for spatial and conceptual transboundary decision
making.
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Molar — fixed Transformation Molecular —
identity and open identity
politics and politics
Focus is on Works the
one point of hyphens of self
view and other
Bonds How people  Emphasis on  Respectful Social
communicate shared local =~ communication movements
- Process language and using language
culture Participatory that is
democracy that inclusive- use
models of the Internet
communication and access to
to heal the digital
divides communication
Boundaries Why people  Self Will to Concern for
draw lines determination communicate  sustainable
- Rationale Achievement based on futures defined
of rights shared values.  in terms of
multiple social,
Understanding  cultural,
that idealism of political,
triple or economic and
multiple environmental
bottom line factors.
accounting and
pragmatism of
sustainability
are one
Norms What people  Cultural Policy and Laws and
are required  norms that legal policy that
to do within  address environment support social
a context group that supports and
identity participatory environmental
democracy justice
Source: Table 1.3 MclIntyre-Mills (2006c¢: 29) which draws on the
work of Edgar (2001), Elkington (1995), Bogue (1989) and a reading
of Borradori (2003).
Ethical guidelines

I make the case that participation is vital for democracy but
also for ethics and for science. Idealism requires rules not
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tests, but we need to consider rules within a changing world
in terms of the consequences for ourselves, others and the
environment. Expanded pragmatism has implications for
international relations and peace, because it is based on
dialogue and considering the consequences of thinking and
practice. Dialogue that engages and explores the way in
which people see issues, that explores what they think is
important, why and how helps us to extend our ability to
think and act to protect the global commons. New
democracy needs to be de-linked from nationalism and it
needs to embrace transnationalism. Fighting for scarce
resources needs to be reconceptualised.

The shift is from a) closed paradigms, based on assumed
professional expertise, and divisions across self-other and
the environment; to b) working with different kinds of
knowledge. Two policy steps towards peace would include
enabling a) local people to have a say in their own futures
and b) ensure the bases for quality of life. Molar and
Molecular politics and identity form a continuum of options.
Cultural shifts occur for many reasons; sometimes when
sufficient trust exists for transformation to occur and
sometimes when people realize that without change we are
headed for a dismal future. Transformation is about
appreciating many factors, not least of which are emotions
and power®. Civil society, researchers and policy makers
who strive for the common good need to engage in self
reflection by asking the following sets of question for
addressing (molar) fixed and molecular (fluid) politics and
identity:

» What norms do interest group members hold that
allow for separate and shared identities?

3% In the social sciences the dialectic / or “unfolding” and “sweeping in” are the concepts that are closest
to structural differentiation. The dialectic is vital for exploring paradoxes and contradictions in social
life. Rules and boundaries need to be addressed and remade within context. Molar is a metaphor for
the rooted, fixed, categorical identity politics. Debate and conflict is from a specific position and
arguments have teeth, because they are identified with this position and standpoint that representation
is fixed and politics is positional and rooted in being. Molecular is a metaphor for openness to change
and for the ability to make and remake options in different configurations using different elements.
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» How do processes support bonds of association
and friendship? Do these processes allow for
openness or closure?

* Why are boundaries drawn in particular contexts?

* Who benefits from being included or excluded?

The basic questions need to be considered in iterative cycles
as suggested by Wadsworth (1997, 2008a, b). If we can
consider what is the case and what ought to be done (see
Ulrich 1984) through considering all the stakeholders who
will be affected by decisions and the extent of the affects
socially, economically and environmentally then we will be
closer to working with knowledge and ‘managing diversity’
(see Flood & Romm 1996). Norms, processes and boundaries
can have positive and negative implications for some
stakeholders, depending on the context. I argue that there is
space for both molar (fixed) identity and politics and
molecular (fluid) identity and politics (see Deleuze and
Guattari, in Bogue 1989).

Questioning as a process for addressing perspectives, methods and
areas of concern

= Who are the stakeholders?

= What is /are the Perspectives held by
stakeholders? Why are the Perspectives chosen?

= What are the Methods chosen -How and why
are they appropriate to the area of concern?

= What is the Area of concern? Why is the Area
chosen?

= Will the perspective and methods help the
researcher address the area of concern?

* In whose Opinion is the research useful?
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POMA is a contextual questioning process that helps us
realize that a shopping list of methods and theories is useless
unless we have the will®! to apply them (see Checkland &
Holwell 1998: 9-21) ethically32.

Conclusion: Peace flags waved in vain?

Will we be able to rise above our base instincts of greed for
power that results in poverty and pollution through rational
thought, or will we sink into oblivion because we fail the
evolutionary test that nature has given to us? On the 12
January 2009, I listened to the ABC news whilst I ate
breakfast. Bush announced that Obama’s greatest challenge
would be a terrorist attack on the USA (see Chomsky 2003).
We need to make the connection that the landscape of
democracy has changed (Devji 2007). War and poverty and
pollution cannot be quarantined in so-called less developed
places. Digital communication has made the world a smaller
place. The paper suggests that one of the greatest challenges
for policy makers is to match the right kind of knowledge to
an issue. This requires “phronesis” or a process of matching
based on dialogue (see Aristotle in Nicomachean Ethics,
translated by Irwin 1985).

31 Will“is the concept made famous by Nietzsche (1901 [2002]). Do we have the will to be
compassionate or only to follow our own passions and our own will to be powerful? Overcoming the
medium range mindset is not just about being able to think more critically and systemically, it is
about the power blocks that have invested in the status quo. Unless they can be convinced that it is in
their interests to change they will not do so (see
http://nietzsche.holtof.com/Nietzsche the will to power/the will to power book I.htm).

What drives us, our will or our values? If they are values, what are they? What ought they to be as
policy makers and managers? What is the code of ethics we follow? (See Magee, B. (2000). Wagner
and Philosophy. Penguin and Beilharz, P. (1991), Social Theory. Allen and Unwin).

32 Ethical decisions are based on a conversation on what ought to be considered versus what is currently
the case. Three broad theoretical approaches can be identified (adapting Preston et a/ 2002), namely:
Idealism (which is a non-consequentialist and deontological approach based on a moral law),
Pragmatism a consequentialist approach that addresses the meanings of the different stakeholders)
and a virtue based approach, based on Aristotles work. He believed that inner virtue was the result of
careful thinking and that eudaimonia was the goal of reasoning and that it would lead to happiness of
the individual and to society. The expanded approach to pragmatism stresses that if the
consequences for all the stakeholders are considered , then expanded pragmatism can improve on
utilitarianism (that considered only the happiness of the greatest number), by developing an approach
based on the idea that all those who are at the receiving end of a decision should be party to the
decision making process (or at represented during the process by leaders who care about not only
themselves , but also others including sentient beings and the environment.
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We need both centralized controls - to protect the commons
and decentralisation to the extent that individual freedoms
do not undermine the common good, this is vital for testing
out ideas and ensuring a good contextual match. This is so
that we can co-create a shared understanding of one
another’s viewpoints. Finding ways to work with rather than
within knowledge boundaries is vital (Gibbons et al 1994) and
requires listening and learning from one another.
Questioning in ongoing iterative cycles as we listen and
learn requires that we communicate with warmth and
respect at all times. Do we listen actively with interest and
empathy without being naive or cynical? Are we mindful
that “power and knowledge’ (Foucault & Gordan 1980) are
linked or that political economies have established the right
to determine what constitutes knowledge or who has the
right to patent it (Drahos 2005)? This is problematic for social
justice and for ensuring access to the global commons (air,
water, soil, and the genetic codes of life).

Consciousness based on thinking about our thinking and
making connections enables us to become more aware of the
implications of our choices. Biologically we are not destined
to behave in the ways dictated by the so-called limbic
reptilian base brain (inherited from our evolutionary past
stages of development, on which is built in successive layers
a lower mammalian and higher mammalian brain) (Koestler
1978). We are capable of thinking about the implications of
our choices if we can avoid zero sum arguments that
encourage us polarise us and them. Liberal voting within the
boundaries of a nation state is insufficient to achieve change.
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