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Introduction: In the Name of Diversity
From “anti-globalisation” to “alternative globalisation”, the global justice movement has matured. No longer content to “stand up, fight back” against the usual suspects of neoliberal globalisation (WTO, IMF, World Bank, G8, etc.), it has evolved towards a more constructive stance. The (short) history of the World Social Forum (WSF), arguably the movement’s greatest achievement, best illustrates this point: while initially driven by the necessity of “another world”, the global justice movement came of age by asserting its possibility and, more recently, by focusing on its construction. What, politically, this other world should, could and would look like is at best uncertain, but its globality is indubitable. In that sense, the “other” world may not seem so different. Indeed, both “alternative” and “neoliberal” globalizers believe that we have and must continue to go beyond the traditional nation-state-centred understanding and practice of politics. But which way beyond the nation-state, there the difference lies… or at least is said to lie. Whereas the neoliberal world order is characteristically seen by its detractors as relying upon and perpetrating the “One Idea System” (la pensée unique)
, the global justice movement favours diversity as an end unto itself. Consequently, it is staunchly opposed to the idea that there could be one direction in which to take the movement, an enlightened avant-garde showing the way. Rather, it favours going down the multiple paths ventured on by like-minded social movements all around the world. And more than replacing a top down approach by a bottom up approach - which, in the end, leads back to the same: one direction - it is trying to let go of verticality all together. The global justice movement does not so much have a base as it is its base; there are many alternatives, that’s the alternative… or so the story goes. 

To many, the WSF, conceived as a meeting place of dialogue and debate between the diversity of perspectives and practices making up the global justice movement, appears as the “incubator”
 of such an alternative globalisation. In order to continually expand this “global movement convergence space”
, the WSF International Council has developed a strategy, since early 2002, to ensure the “effective internationalization of the WSF”. This strategy “demands mobilisation growth in regions in order to broaden participation on all continents”
. 

Our paper proposes to explore the potential limits and apparent paradoxes of this internationalisation process. By doing so, we will question the global dimension of the movement for an alternative globalisation. Our working hypothesis is that this movement’s mobilisation is following a path similar to the one taken by economic globalisation: the globalist discourse notwithstanding, development is increasingly taking place at a regional level. In other words, under the guise of a discourse promoting the transnationalisation of collective action within the context of alternative globalisation, we are witnessing the creation of regional protest blocks, the regionalisation of both the issues and the forms of protest. Firstly, we will describe the various logics involved in the social forum expansion process, in great part resulting from the internationalisation strategy set forth by the WSF International Council. Secondly, through a comparative qualitative analysis of the programs and declarations of five social forums
, we will attempt to illustrate the tendency towards a regionalisation of global protest by outlining the characteristics of different regional political positions on globalisation. 
I- Four Logics of Expansion 

Perhaps no concept so well captures the ideal normatively regulating the development of the WSF as that of “open space”
. Of course, openness always has its limits. In the case of the WSF, these have been clearly laid out by its Charter of Principles
. But as past experiences have shown, those principles can be quite accommodating
. The willingness of the WSF organisers to “bend the rules” informs us of their priorities: first and foremost, the goal of the WSF is to convene as much of the Left as possible. With this in mind, it was only logical that the organisers would set out to take the WSF to the Left of the world, to continually expand its reach so that it could awaken, listen to, be touched by, participate in and share evermore of the global justice movement’s diversity. Under the leadership of the International Council, this internationalisation strategy has taken four shapes, four logics if you will: delocalisation, multiplication, subdivision and diversification. 

A. Delocalising the WSF 

The first three meetings of the WSF were held in Porto Alegre. The intention of its French and Brazilian founders was to create an event that could symbolise the alternative to the World Economic Forum in Davos
, seen by many as the main launching pad for the neoliberal offensive of the 80s and 90s. Holding the WSF in Porto Alegre, a city of the Global South that was already experimenting with new forms of political participation
, seemed ideal. However, it soon became obvious that the WSF, in order to keep its globalist commitment, had to leave the friendly confines of Porto Alegre
, its forums being attended overwhelmingly by “regionals” or the richer “transnational” activists
. Delocalisation is therefore seen as crucial in enabling a greater integration of other populations into the WSF process, namely African, Asian and Eastern European activists. Thus, in 2004 the WSF was held in Mumbai, India’s most cosmopolitan and two tiered city. The move allowed oppressed groups in India (mostly the Dalits and the Adivasis) and in other parts of Asia to express themselves and their particular grievances on a global stage. This led to significant organisational adjustments (the founding of the Indian Organizing Committee, the adoption of an amended charter of principles for India), foreshadowing the flexibility that the WSF will need to demonstrate if it is to successfully pursue this particular strategy. 

The WSF returned to its birthplace in the province of Rio Grande do Sul in 2005 in order to regroup before delocalising for good. During its January 2005 meeting, the International Council decided that the 2006 edition of the WSF would be held in a decentralised or polycentric manner, simultaneously in various locations around the world (Caracas, Bamako and Karachi), but once again coinciding with the World Economic Forum’s annual meeting. It was also decided that the 2007 edition, to take place in Africa
, would return to its centralised format. 

B. Multiplying the Social Forums

In parallel to the delocalisation of the WSF, the organisers have vested efforts in the multiplication of social forums. Following the example of the WSF, social forums modelled on it started sprouting up all over the world. “Many of these forums were autonomous initiatives of local organizations or national forums, about which the International Council and Secretariat frequently became aware only after the events had occurred”
. If the WSF has no input to speak of in the organisation of the numerous national forums
 and hundreds if not thousands of local forums, it did have a strong hand in setting up and promoting regional
 and thematic forums
. Certainly, local and national forums are welcome. They allow many who cannot afford to travel great distances the chance to participate in a forum. They give others added opportunities to widen their network. Mostly, they are better suited to tackle globalisation issues that hit closer to home. As such, they resonate with one of the movement’s oft heard mottoes:  think globally, act locally. 

Local and national forums, though they are not linked to the WSF per se, contribute to its expansion process by increasing participation in social forums. However, they may be less likely than other types of forums to contribute to a sharing of the diversity of the movement. An event amongst local groups or national associations is perhaps less likely to result in the creation of new links between activists than one that unites activists from different areas and nationalities. At the very least, it is less likely to result in transnational networks, which is what the WSF seems to favour. Hence the regional and thematic forums. The first serve as intermediaries in the creation of a truly global movement. The second have a double function. On the one hand, they are meant to stifle the criticism that the WSF is not taking action concerning some very pressing issues and crisis situations. On the other hand, they are meant to ensure the participation of activists that have no have no wish to invest their time in events not directly dealing with their cause. 

C. Subdividing the WSF
By subdivision, for lack of a better term, we are referring to the organisation of many sectoral forums on the periphery of the WSF. In 2005, six sectoral social forums, the largest number to date, were held at the same time as the WSF in different locations across Porto Alegre
. These forums have an ambiguous, mitigated relationship to the WSF, being neither completely in nor completely out. This allows for the participation of individuals and groups that would otherwise be less inclined to go to the WSF, either because, according to the Charter of Principles, they are not supposed to be there (parliamentarians, local authorities), because many of the main event’s participants are not ideologically friendly (judges, labour unions
) or because, as with the thematic forums mentioned earlier, they would prefer to spend their time focusing exclusively on one issue. The sectoral forums obviously serve a more specialised approach to different issues and there can be little doubt that they give added credibility to the WSF. However, the question of whether this multiplication of parallel events contributes to cross-pollination or whether it “favours dissonance, overlaps, splits or, worse yet, conflict” is still up in the air
.  

D. Diversifying the Themes of the WSF
While the preceding logic grew to unseen proportions for the fifth WSF, this logic is an innovation of the 2005 edition. Never before had the WSF been divided into thematic spaces, separated both conceptually and geographically. Indeed, eleven thematic spaces were laid out across the World Social Territory, which spread for five kilometres along Lake Guiaba, in the heart of Porto Alegre. These spaces constituted islands devoted to particular themes. Though these themes were more general than those around which the sectoral forums were built, the same logic of subdivision applies, but is developed within the WSF, as opposed to parallel to it. 

The four logics at hand are different attempts at including all who struggle against neoliberalism and imperialism into a global movement defined as a process of sharing this struggle in all of its diversity, the postulate being that doing so will somehow lead to the desired world, one where equality is realised, but not at the expense of diversity. These attempts at inclusion are carried out on two fronts: geographic (delocalisation and multiplication) and thematic (subdivision and diversification). Together, they delineate a more inclusive space for global citizen debate. But what is their impact on the coherence of the global justice movement? 

II - The Regionalisation of Global Protest

The expansion process of social forums has resulted in the creation of a multiplicity of locations for citizen debate. However, couldn’t glorifying diversity and pushing inclusion too far result in scattering the forces on the Left, rendering impossible any attempt to distil a clear and coherent action plan from a disparate mass of often contradictory proposals? Does the WSF expansion process not contribute to the fragmentation of the alternative globalisation movement? Does such a fragmentation lessen the probability that it will impact on neoliberal globalisation? 

A - Analysing the Themes  

In order to test our hypothesis on the regionalisation of global protest, we first set out to analyse themes discussed during the five major social forums that were held in the last two years: the WSF in Mumbai (January 2004) and in Porto Alegre (January 2005), the Social Forum of the Americas in Quito (July 2004), the European Social Forum in London (October 2004) and the Mediterranean Social Forum in Barcelona (June 2005). Each of these forums proposed an activities program divided into a specific number of thematic axis:

	WSF 2004
	SFA 2004
	ESF 2004
	WSF 2005
	MSF 2005

	4 axis
	5 axis
	6 axis
	11 axis
	7 axis


Table of Detailed Thematic Axis

	WSF 2004
	SFA 2004
	ESF 2004
	WSF 2005
	MSF 2005

	-Militarism, war and aggression

-Media, information and knowledge

-Democracy, ecological and economic safety

-Exclusion, dignity and rights

-Transversal themes : gender and diversity


	-The economic order

-The violent side of the neoliberal project

-Power, democracy and the State

-Cultures and communication

-Indigenous peoples and African-Americans
	-War and Peace

-Democracy and fundamental rights

-Social justice and solidarity: against privatisation and for social rights 

-Corporate globalisation and global justice

-Against racism and discrimination and for equitable rights: for equality and diversity

-Environmental crisis, against neoliberalism and for a sustainable society
	-Autonomous thought, reappropriation and socialisation of knowledge and technologies

-Defending diversity, plurality, identities

-Art and creation: building cultures of popular resistance

-Communication: anti-hegemonic practices, rights and alternatives

-Insuring and defending the common goods of the Earth and the people as an alternative to merchandisation and domination by transnational corporations 

-Social struggles and democratic alternatives against neoliberal domination

-Peace, demilitarisation and the struggle against war, free trade and the debt
-Towards the construction of an international democratic order and the integration of peoples
-Sovereign economies for and by the people against neoliberal capitalism

-Human rights and dignity for a just and egalitarian world

-Ethics, cosmovisions and spirituality
	-Democracy, citizenship and human rights for men and women

-Conflicts, military occupation, militarism and peace

-Economic, social and cultural rights, development models, labour and conflicts
-Migration 

-Cultural diversity and transcultural dialogues

-Development models and the environment

 -Women and the Mediterranean


It is up to each forum to set up its own organisational committee that defines the main thematic axis of the event. This is most often the responsibility of the social forum’s committee on content and themes, and the result of a rather small consultation. Each participating group must then register its activity under one of the general themes defined by the organisation. Let us note that the number of axis is in no way indicative of the richness of the debates taking place within a particular forum; these axis are simply an indication of the issues given priority on a forum’s agenda. 

Each of the thematic axis of the forums we studied can be subdivided into a varying number of categories. In order to facilitate their comparison, we grouped the 33 thematic axis into the minimum 8 categories needed to account for all of them: economic neoliberalism; imperialism; democracy and human rights; culture and communication; identity groups; migration; the environment; and finally, religion. This gave us a comparative basis to evaluate the thematic convergence and divergence of each forum and thus distinguish global themes from regional themes. 

Table of Categories

	Categories
	WSF 2004
	ASF 2004
	ESF 2004
	WSF 2005
	MSF 2005

	-Imperialism 
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	-Economic Neoliberalism
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	-Democracy and Rights
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	-Culture and Communication
	X
	X
	x
	X
	X

	-Environment
	X
	x
	X
	X
	X

	-Identity Groups
	X
	X
	
	
	X

	-Religion
	X
	
	
	X
	

	-Migration
	
	
	
	
	X


1 - Global Themes

Global themes refer to those categories that figured as a priority for all of the forums studied. We have identified 5 such categories.

a) Imperialism: This category includes themes relating to war, conflict and militarism. It is at the centre of the global justice movement’s discourse, where it is often presented in relation to neoliberalism as the most explicit, visible side of the violence inherent to this form of economic domination.  

b) Economic Neoliberalism: This category includes themes relating to economics, such as capitalism, free trade, debt and labour. As can be surmised by the prior paragraph, neoliberalism, obviously the main discursive target of the movement, sometimes seems to stand accused of all that is wrong with the world. 

c) Democracy and Rights: This category includes themes relating to politics, such as power, the State, democracy and the whole gamut of human rights (civil, political, socio-economic, cultural). Whereas agreement on rights is more or less generalised - the consensus being that they are baffled and need to be enforced, their foundation being taken as a given - democracy is only nominally agreed upon, until a prefix is added that is. “Participatory” or “direct”, “social” or “socialist”, the movement’s position on democracy is only negatively set: today’s representative democracy is illegitimate, if not in principle, certainly in practice. 
Two more categories can be considered global: they figured as a priority for all of the forums studied. However, they each figured as priorities of the second order for a particular forum. 

d) Culture and Communication: This category includes themes relating to identity, arts, media and knowledge. The issue of diversity, its preservation and its expression are central to this theme. Only the European Social Forum in London did not give first order priority to any of the themes of culture and communication; they were but a sub-theme of its “Social justice and solidarity” axis. This is not to say that these themes were not discussed at the ESF 2004, but only that none of them were given first billing, as it were. 

e) Environment: This category includes such themes as ecology, sustainable development and biodiversity. Only the Social Forum of the Americas did not give first order priority to any of these; it broached the environment as a sub-theme of imperialism (strategic control of biodiversity).

2 - Regional Themes

Of greater interest for our analysis are the categories prioritised by only certain forums, for they point towards a potential form of regionalism. We have identified three such categories. 

a) Identity Groups: Particular groups subject to discrimination, most notably the Dalits, were a focal point of the 2004 WSF in Mumbai. More generally, castism, patriarchy and communalism were high on the agenda. In fact, gender and diversity were treated as a transversal axis. The issues of indigenous peoples and African-Americans formed a distinct thematic axis for the Social Forum of the Americas while women’s issues formed such an axis for the Mediterranean Social Forum. Surely, it would be imprudent to draw conclusions from these findings. However, it is interesting to note that the strongest manifestation of particular identities came not from a regional forum, but from one of the World Forums.

b) Religion: Only the World Social Forums (2004, 2005) paid any significant attention to religion. In Mumbai, it was related to cultural identity, whereas in the last Porto Alegre WSF it received an axis all its own, colourfully named “Ethics, cosmovisions and spirituality”. Though that sounds very new age-ish, and indeed that type of perspective was prevalent, the axis owed a lot to the distinct importance of liberation theology in the Brazilian Left’s political culture. As for religion’s presence high on the Mumbai agenda, it can be explained by the fact that Indian politics are often strongly and openly divided along religious lines. It follows that one could expect religion to rise in thematic importance as the WSF steps outside the Western world. 

c) Migration: This category stood out only in the Mediterranean Social Forum. In fact, it may well be the most important dimension of this forum, since it constitutes the most significant link between the otherwise very separate north and south of the region. One could even say that without migration, there would no region to speak of.

Our brief thematic analysis is insufficient by itself to either confirm or invalidate our hypothesis concerning a regionalisation of global protest. However, by underlining how different regional particularities took their place alongside the usual main concerns of the global justice movement, it enables us to paint a more differentiated portrait of this movement. At the very least, it shows that the social forums are not simply repetitions on the same themes. 
B - Analysing the Calls to Action 

Now that we have demonstrated that social forums, though they share a strong thematic resemblance, don’t necessarily address the same issues, let us examine to what extent they share a common conception of political action. We will successively analyse, for each of the forums, a statement made by an assembly of social movements
. First, we will identify the proposed scales of action (from local to global), focusing afterwards on the proposed modes of action. 

1 - Scales of Political Action

a) IV World Social Forum (Mumbai, 2004): The calls to action are global: they are addressed to left-leaning social movements all over the world as invitations to concerted action on global issues. However, some of the issues raised can be seen as regional or national; of interest is the way in which these are presented as global. The plight of the Dalits offers a good example: social movements of the world are encouraged to heed their call for a day of mobilisation, not so much as a show of support for the Dalits themselves, but as a show of support for social inclusion. 

b) Social Forum of the Americas (Quito, 2004): The Declaration of the Forum on New Liberalism and its Facets is clearly regional, but the region in question is not the Americas so much as South or Latin America. The “area” to which the FTAA refers is here presented as irrevocably split between “North American Imperialism” and “our peoples”, those of Latin America. The signatories of the declaration call for the creation of a large Bolivarian movement attempting to unite Latin America in order to achieve its independence and sovereignty, as Simon Bolivar had hoped. They are thus hoping for a unified regional political block capable of resisting the hegemonic aims of the Yankee Empire. 

c) III European Social Forum (London, 2004): This Call is said to come from “all campaigns and social movements” coming “from all regions of Europe”, which contrasts with similar statements coming out of the WSF that are careful to mention that they are representative of no more than the signatories’ position. The scale of action is Europe, but its contours are never identified; the statement mentions the “peoples” of Europe as if it were obvious which peoples belong to this category. This would not be so problematic if the “other Europe” called for was simply a reformed European Union - and even then, the EU does not seem to have a definite answer as to the identity of its peoples - but it is far from clear if this is the case. 

d) V World Social Forum (Porto Alegre, 2005): Once again, as was the case in Mumbai, actions are called for on a global scale and regional or national issues are presented as, one could say reduced to, mere illustrations of global injustices and challenges. Also emulating the Call in Mumbai is the way in which the statement comes from “social movements gathered” at a specific time in a specific place addressing - but in no way claiming to represent - social movements throughout the world.

e) Mediterranean Social Forum (Barcelona, 2005): The Call of the Assembly of Mediterranean Social Movements proposes action on issues concerning the region around the Sea and the peoples living on its banks. That general geographic reference - and its slogan, “a sea of peace and rights” - is the extent to which a regional scale of political action is defined. Furthermore, there seem to be many scales of action that vary according to the issues. Only migration and opposition to the Euro-Mediterranean Partnership appear to concern the entire (loosely defined) region. 

2 - Modes of Political Action

a) IV World Social Forum (Mumbai, 2004): Like the other statements, save the one from the Social Forum of the Americas, the Call of Social Movements and Mass Organizations is more concerned with what its authors are for and against in principle than with concrete proposals for action. Moreover, the actions proposed are all but limited to “mobilisation”, itself limited to taking part in a “day of protest”. Social movements and citizens the world over are thus encouraged to “globalize the struggle” by “joining the efforts” on seven planned days of protest: for social inclusion and the right to water, in support of women, peasants and the Palestinian people, and against the WTO Ministerial Conference and the war in Iraq. Not surprisingly, this last issue took centre stage of the Forum. After all, judging by the number of people (close to ten million) joining in the international demonstration of 15 February 2003 against the impending American-led invasion of Iraq, it had proven itself to be the global justice movement’s strongest rallying point. It follows that it became important to make it an issue belonging to the movement, indistinct from neoliberal globalisation: “The occupation of Iraq showed the whole world the existing links between militarism and the economic domination of the multinational corporations. Moreover, it also justified the reasons for our mobilization”. 

b) Social Forum of the Americas (Quito, 2004): According to the Declaration of the Forum on New Liberalism and its Facets, Latin America is severely threatened by “North American” (military and economic) imperialism and must take drastic measures to protect itself. In order to fight against these different forms of US invasion, the signatories call first and foremost on progressive governments (Castro, Chávez, Lula and Kirchner) to lead a socialist project of Latin American unification, to put together sub-regional bolivarian armies and to legalise drugs in order to eliminate narcotraffic. They also call for civil disobedience when laws impede the self-determination of a people and for boycotts of products from large multinationals. Finally, they wish for the creation of a united Latin American political entity, with its own socialist constitution, currency, parliament, flag and hymn. On the one hand, the Declaración seems to belong to a bygone revolutionary era (not unlike much of what is heard during World Social Forum activities). On the other hand, it seems in step with a common justification for the European Union: to counterbalance or at least attempt to stand up to American dominance. 

c) III European Social Forum (London, 2004): “We are fighting for another Europe” is the leitmotiv of this Call of the Assembly of Social Movements. However, it is unclear whether the “other” Europe is a reformed, more socially conscious version of the current one or an entirely different political entity, requiring the foundation of new institutions. The current project for a European Constitution is rejected on the grounds that it is neoliberal. But could another constitutional project be deemed legitimate? Though the Call mentions that “the peoples of Europe need to be consulted directly”, it follows this up by stating that the “draft does not meet our aspirations”, the list of which appears thereafter in the form of a series of opposing values, those of “another Europe” versus those of the current neoliberal project. The direct consultation of the peoples of Europe therefore seems to matter only inasmuch as it opens the door to a greater realisation of the movement’s values. In that sense, it would appear that the project for “another Europe” is more ethical than political. Generally speaking, the same can be said of projects for “another world”.     

d) V World Social Forum (Porto Alegre, 2005): The Call from Social Movements for Mobilisations Against the War, Neoliberalism, Exploitation and Exclusion does not much differ from the Call in Mumbai. The list of planned mobilisations is slightly longer and presented in a more straightforward fashion. More importantly there are a greater number of struggles that are only nominally supported, without a mobilisation.  But once again global action is apparently limited to global days of protest. Furthermore, in this statement, like in the ones out of London and Porto Alegre, “governments” are explicitly referred to only when the statements “demand” that they do this or that, whether it be getting troops out of Iraq, closing down military bases or forgiving third world debt. However, when the discourse focuses on changing societal values, governments are not mentioned, social movements and citizens appearing as the only forces of progressive social change.  

e) Mediterranean Social Forum (Barcelona, 2005): In this region subject to “neoliberal aggression” and “imperialist projects”, social movements from the banks of the mare nostrum have their work cut out for them in order to protect the rights of “workers, citizens and peoples”. Indeed, the strong heterogeneity of the region considerably limits their potential for mobilisation. Their answer to this difficulty, an answer not unlike the ones given in Mumbai, Porto Alegre and even London, consists in more or less local action and the attempt to link up with other geographically-bounded groups through transborder networks of social movements that offer solidarity and co-ordination. Concretely, this strategy translates mostly into protests and demands for the recognition of rights. Like the Call in Porto Alegre, this statement offers a detailed mobilisation agenda (against the war, the Euro-Med, the G8, the WTO…).

Conclusion: The Forum as Event and Process, Arena and Actor 

There were, of course, always different regional takes on globalisation and different regional versions of the global justice movement. These now appear more prevalent because the internationalisation of the WSF is shining its light on them. But to what extent are these regional differences being noticed outside of their particular region? The Mumbai forum opened many activist eyes to Indian realities. Has a regional forum done anything that can compare? The answer is no, but it doesn’t really matter since regional forums are not so much about visibility as they are about grounding the WSF in the day-to-day activities of the movement, in the various campaigns and networks, in their organisation. The main function of regional forums is to create concrete links between the WSF and those thousands of local and national campaigns and networks. This is done by inviting the activists of those campaigns and networks to participate in regional forums. The practice of the forum thus becomes a practice with which local and national activists are familiar. The goal of the WSF International Council’s internationalisation strategy is not only the inclusion into WSF events of the global justice movement’s diversity; it is also to root the WSF in different parts of the world, thereby making it more of a global process and not just a global event
.

The question of whether or not this double process of WSF expansion contributes to the fragmentation of the alternative globalisation movement is still unresolved. However, we are further along than when we started for we have a better idea of how regionalisation plays itself out concerning the forums. Though all forums preach inclusiveness and respect for diversity, the WSF and the Mediterranean Social Forum celebrate the plurality of the movement within their scale of action, treating it as a “movement of movements”, whereas the European Social Forum and the Social Forum of the Americas stress the need for unity in their movement. Perhaps we can draw a conclusion from this or, at the very least, a hypothesis that could be verified by a larger sample of social forum documents. It would seem that forums from geopolitical areas with a stronger sense of cultural identity (Europe, Latin America) are more likely than those from geopolitical areas with a weaker sense of cultural identity (the Mediterranean, the World) to press the issue of unity in their political action, to have the tendency to behave more like an actor as opposed to merely being an arena for actors
. Why would this be so? Perhaps because only forums from geopolitical areas that are more culturally unified can at once be inclusive and respectful of diversity and unified in their political action. This would be the case not only because the proportion of “different” positions is less significant but also because these forums, being grounded in an identity that appears less arbitrary, can more afford the risk of battling it out for the direction in which to take political action, since the participants who lose the battle are more likely to come back to fight another day.   

� Postdoctoral Fellow, Institut national de la recherche scientifique (INRS-UCS; University of Quebec); Associate Researcher, Canada Research Chair in Globalization, Citizenship and Democracy (Chaire MCD)


� PhD Candidate in Sociology, University of Quebec at Montreal (UQAM); Associate Researcher, Canada Research Chair in Globalization, Citizenship and Democracy (Chaire MCD); Visiting Fellow, Centre for the Study of Globalisation and Regionalisation (CSGR) 


� Full Professor in Sociology, University of Quebec at Montreal (UQAM); Holder of the Canada Research Chair in Globalization, Citizenship and Democracy (Chaire MCD)


� Ignacio Ramonet, “La pensée unique”, Le Monde diplomatique, January 1995, p. 1.


� For many, like Francisco (Chico) Whitaker, one of the “founding fathers” of the WSF, it is imperative that we not try to transform the Forum into an “actor”. If we must give it an “active” identity, he seems to say, then let us call it an “incubator”. Francisco Whitaker, “The WSF as open space”, in Jai Sen et al. (eds.), World Social Forum: Challenging Empires, New Delhi, The Viveka Foundation, 2004, pp. 111-21.


� José Corrêa Leite (in collaboration with Carolina Gil), The World Social Forum: Strategies of Resistance, trans. by Traci Romine, Chicago, Haymarket Books, 2005 [2003]. See chap. 4: “The Forum as a Global Movement Convergence Space”, pp. 103-22.  


� Cited in José Corrêa Leite, The World Social Forum: Strategies of Resistance, p. 124. For a chronological overview of the “internationalisation of the WSF”, see chap. 5: “Globalization and the Future of the World Social Forum”, pp. 123-43. 


� They are the Social Forum of the Americas in Quito (2004), the European Social Forum in London (2004), the World Social Forum in Mumbai (2004) and Porto Alegre (2005) and the Mediterranean Social Forum in Barcelona (2005).


� See Francisco Whitaker, “The WSF as open space”. For a critique of the openness of the WSF, or lack thereof, see Jai Sen, “How Open? The Forum as Logo, the Forum as Religion. Scepticism of the Intellect, Optimism of the Will”, in Jai Sen et al. (eds.), World Social Forum: Challenging Empires, pp. 210-27. For further reflections on the WSF in light of this concept, see various articles in the December 2004 issue of the International Journal of Social Sciences (vol. 56, n° 182). 


� Online: www.forumsocialmundial.org.br 


� In particular, every WSF in Port Alegre has stirred controversy by welcoming and indeed showcasing politicians - most visibly Lula and Chávez - despite the Charter precluding “party representations” from participation in the Forum. Though the same article (9) goes on to state that “government leaders […] may be invited to participate in a personal capacity”, it is difficult to imagine how such prominent public figures giving a speech in front of thousands can be said to act in a “personal” capacity. 


� On the founding of the WSF, see Bernard Cassen, Tout a commencé à Porto Alegre… Mille forums sociaux!, Paris, Mille et une nuits, 2003.


� On the innovative municipal politics practised in Porto Alegre, the most famous example of which being the participatory budget, see Marion Gret et Yves Sintomer, Porto Alegre. L’espoir d’une autre démocratie, Paris, La Découverte, 2002.


� The confines were less friendly for the 2003 WSF, since the Partido dos Trabalhores (PT) was no longer in power in the state of Rio Grande do Sul. 


� In 2005, the countries most represented at the WSF were, after Brazil, Argentina, the USA, Uruguay and France.


� The city has not yet been designated, but according to most accounts, Nairobi is the leading contender.


� José Corrêa Leite, The World Social Forum: Strategies of Resistance, p. 124.


� It does however publicise some of these on its website: www.forumsocialmundial.org.br.


� Since 2002, there have been four Pan-Amazonian Social Forums (Belem, 2002 and 2003; Ciudad Guyana, 2004; Manaus, 2005), three European Social Forums (Florence, 2003; Paris/St-Denis, 2003; London, 2004) as well as an African Social Forum (Addis-Ababa, 2003), an Asian Social Forum (Hyderabad, 2003), a Social Forum of the Americas (Quito, 2004) and a Mediterranean Social Forum (Barcelona, 2005). The fourth European Social Forum take place in April 2006 (Athens) and the fifth Pan-Amazonian Social Forum (location to be determined) and first Caribbean Social Forum (Martinique) will take place in July 2006.


� There has been the Argentine Thematic Social Forum (Buenos Aires; 2002), the Thematic Social Forum about Peaceful Solutions to Conflicts (Ramallah; 2002) and “Democracy, Human Rights, War and Drug Trafficking” (Cartagena, Colombia; 2003). 


� They are the I Migration Social Forum, the I Health World Social Forum, the IV Judges World Forum, the IV Local Authorities Forum, the I Information and Communication World Forum and the V World Parliamentary Forum.


� Many at the WSF feel that labour unions belong to an antiquated reformist Left that cannot “wither away” too soon.  


� Dorval Brunelle, “Le FSM V: le mouvement citoyen mondial en pause”, La Chronique des Amériques, February 2005. Online: � HYPERLINK "http://www.ameriques.uqaam.ca" ��www.ameriques.uqam.ca�; our translation. 


� For the World Social Forum in Mumbai, we analysed the Call of Social Movements and Mass Organizations (January 2004); for the Social Forum of the Americas in Quito, the Declaración del foro : El nuevo liberalismo y sus facetas (25 July 2004); for the European Social Forum in London, the Call of the Assembly of Social Movements (17 October 2004); for the World Social Forum in Porto Alegre, the Call from Social Movements for Mobilisations Against the War, Neoliberalism, Exploitation and Exclusion (January 2005); and finally for the Mediterranean Social Forum in Barcelona, the Call of the Assembly of Mediterranean Social Movements (June 19 2005). 


� This position has, early on, been strongly advocated by the Forum’s proponents. See for example Emir Sader, “Beyond Civil Society”, New Left Review, n° 17, September-October 2002.


� See Teivo Teivanen, “The World Social Forum: Arena or Actor?”, in Jai Sen et al. (eds.), World Social Forum: Challenging Empires, pp. 122-9.
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