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ABSTRACT
Resisting Globalization-
ATTAC in France: Local Discourses, Global Terrain. (December 2005)
Marie des Neiges Leonard, B.S.; M.S., Universit¢ Lumiére Lyon 2

Chair of Advisory Committee: Dr. Kathryn Henderson

The debate over the “globalization” process has been influenced by the
emergence of social movements who deplore this process.

This research focuses on the French social movement ATTAC (Action for a
Tobin Tax for the Aid of Citizens), that criticizes the problematic effects of globalization
and of the new European constitutional order.

This study contends that anti-globalization movements, such as ATTAC, are not
only resisting what is perceived as an unjust economic system (neo-liberal
globalization), but also what they perceive as cultural uniformization, or a threat to
cultural identity and cultural diversity.

I substantiate this claim by studying the membership of ATTAC: through
qualitative research, including interviews and observations, I show the multiplicity of
discourses in which members address the anti-globalization issue.

This study will contribute to the research on transnational social movements, as it
demonstrates the prevalence of culture and identity concerns over globalization,
something that has been overlooked by previous studies of anti-globalization

movements.
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CHAPTER1
INTRODUCTION

Ecoutez, écoutez, a I’horizon immense,

Ce bruit qui parfois tombe et recommence,

Ce murmure confus, ce sourd frémissement

Qui roule et qui s’accroit, de moments en moments.

C’est le peuple qui vient.

Victor Hugo, Réverie d’un passant.’

Scholars (such as Sommier, 2003) have noted that after the rather long agony of
the 1980s, social conflict seems to have resurfaced in the last decade of the 20" century.
This observation might seem surprising to observers especially in a social and
ideological context where contention and contentious mobilizations appeared to be dead.
For example, Sommier (2003) argues, we have witnessed the disappearance of the
working class, and hence the traditional Marxist idea of class struggle, to the advantage
of a ceaseless increase of the middle-class, for whom the notion of social conflict sounds
foreign. We also have observed the joint increase of unemployment and precariousness
of wages which rendered any demands sterile and/or superfluous. Additionally, there
was an irreversible decline of political organizations membership (whether for left-wing
political parties or unions), as well as a weakening of the classical modes of action (such
as strikes) because of a routinization of it. And eventually, there seemed to exist a

culture of consensus and compromise, rather than struggle and contention. However,

starting in the mid-1990s, a renewal of interest for the “street politics” (Sommier, 2003)

This dissertation follows the style of Social Problems.

! Listen, listen, in the immense horizon, This noise that sometimes falls and begins again, this confused
murmur, this hollow quiver that rolls and arises, from moments to moments. It is the people who are
coming. Victor Hugo, Daydream of a passer-by.



notably in 1995 in France, turned into larger mobilizations against globalization. This is
a study of such contentious movements: particularly, this research will focus on French
social movement ATTAC (Action for a Tobin Tax for the Aid of Citizens)® that
criticizes the problematic effects of globalization (and somewhat of the new European
constitutional order). My goal through this research is an attempt to situate, describe and
analyze the concrete discourses (and practices) of ATTAC’s members regarding
globalization with a focus on the different claims and meanings produced. More
specifically, this study contends that members in the anti-globalization movement
ATTAC in France, are not only resisting what is perceived as an unjust economic system
(globalized capitalism), but also, and perhaps even more so, resisting what they perceive
as cultural uniformization, or what appears to be a threat to cultural identity or national
identity, and cultural diversity. I substantiate this claim by studying the membership of
ATTAC France: through qualitative research, including interviews and observations, |
show the multiplicity of discourses in which members address the anti-globalization
issue. I contend, on the one hand, that besides resisting a neo-liberal economic
globalization, members of ATTAC are also really showing their resistance against what
they see as a “subtly violent hyperculture” (Baudrillard, 2002) that will ultimately erase
differences and otherness. On the other hand, I would like to explore, from the members’
standpoint, how different issues are related to one another, and thus what constitutes

simultaneously the unity and the variety of the movement.

% See details Chapter 111.2 History of ATTAC, The Birth, Pp. 60.



If traditional forms of social protest have declined, as Waters (1998) notes, they
have given way to new and alternative forms of intervention. These new manifestations,
symptomatic of real transformation in terms of social movements, challenge the
representations of collective action rooted in the 19" century which are shared by
politicians and scholars. In fact, if these “new” social movements seem to indicate a
renewal of the social critique, they show, however, different organizational structures,
action repertoires, geographic involvement and political claims than what politicians and
academics have been used to (Sommier, 2003). And they provide their members with an
alternative form of political participation, a way of “doing politics” differently, which
avoids formal political structures.

Amongst these new contentious groups is the anti-globalization movement. The
globalization movement is formed of multiple actors who constitute different branches
of an action intended to engage critically with, and propose alternatives to current forms
of social organization (Farro, 2004). Authors (such as Steinhilber, 2002) contend that
one of the most performant actors among the anti-globalization movement is
undoubtedly French anti-globalization movement ATTAC (Action for a Tobin Tax for
the Aid of Citizens). Over the past few years, the association has substantially put a
critique of globalization on its agenda, and offered alternatives. ATTAC has presented
people different opportunities of learning through education and political experiences,
not offered today by the Left (whose parties lack forums and a program). Indeed, Maud
Barlow and Tony Clarke (2000: 348) underline that we must pay particular attention to

this organization: “ATTAC has become a place of encounters not only for unions but



also all kinds of militant/activist groups very different, all from civilian society.” In fact,
social scientists consider that ATTAC got at the center of French social movement
(Poupeau, 2002) and became the main interlocutor with the French media regarding anti-
globalization issues or alternatives to globalization.

The central focus of globalization research so far has been on 1) the resistance of
groups against economic oppression, 2) on transnational ties and networks that help
bring together activists from different countries, and 3) on the political opportunity
structures that have provided new venues for anti-globalization movements. Whether
employing political process theory or resource mobilization theory the focus has mostly
been on the relationship between institutional political actors and protest. For example,
Smith (2002) and Ayres (2002) see the fact that global economy is neo-liberal (i.e.
markets free of government intervention) as having influenced and structured
contemporary transnational contention. However something has been overlooked: new
social movement theorists argue that previously prevailing approaches have to be
rethought, and that the expressive aspects of members in the movement have to be
incorporated within the explanatory framework of collective action (Ruggiero, 2002).
For example, new social movement theorists singled out the spheres of cultural
production and identity as central to social movements, and have drawn attention to the
symbolic challenges posed by their action. In the meantime, post-modern and feminist
approaches have questioned all claims of master narratives, contending that all
knowledge is socially situated, therefore partial, and that there is no universal, objective,

value-free perspective. Through such perspectives, one means of understanding the



recent trajectory of the new kind of protest movement is to appreciate that its dynamics
have been shaped by an underlying and fierce contest over people’s interpretations and
understandings of the supposed benefits of neo-liberal economic politics. Consequently,
critical social movements are seen as operating out of very different discourses: in this
case, indeed, the anti-globalization movement might reflect a resistance to or a challenge
of a potential predominant social and cultural model imposed on nations and individuals,
other than a reaction to sudden socio-economic change due to a globalized economy.
Additionally, Steinhilber (2002) suggests that we need to understand the mechanisms of
the cultural imperialism and the international symbolic domination of globalization.
What has been lacking is fieldwork on anti-globalization movements such as ATTAC in
France about the meanings of this resistance from the members’ viewpoint and that is
what the research presented here provides. I will in fact examine two issues throughout
this study: one is the prevalence of culture and identity concerns over globalization in the
members’ discourses, something that has either been overlooked or not been explored by
previous studies of this movement. The other issue has to do with how the variety of the
members’ local discourses merge with the movement’s collective frame of grievances in
its globality. Finally, this study contributes to the larger literature of social movements,
by examining the relevance of specific theories connecting social movements to identity
discourses, and by exploring the challenges to these theories, and to the larger social and
political environment, raised by the existence of such a movement.

After reviewing in Chapter II the existing literature in social movement theory,

comparing and selecting theories relevant to my study, I will then proceed to portray in



Chapter III the political context of my research, including a description of the
organization ATTAC (its structure, organization, demographics) from which fieldwork
is drawn. In Chapter IV I will introduce the methodology used for this particular case-
study, explicating the different models (as well as their biases and limitations) that were
applied during fieldwork as well as for the final analysis. In Chapter V I will present the
interviews as well as interviewees situating them in social, cultural and political context.
Finally in Chapters VI and VII I will conclude by integrating the core of my research

with the analyses of ATTAC’s members discourses and narratives.



CHAPTER 11
LITERATURE REVIEW
II.1 Globalization and contention: some definitions

In this part, I will first introduce the notion of globalization, as well as put into
political and social context the anti-globalization debate. Secondly, I will also present
theories that have addressed anti-globalization movements, and I will introduce the
theoretical perspectives which I found to be the most helpful and relevant for this
particular case-study.

II.1.i. Globalization

Economic globalization can be defined as “a process (or set of processes) which
embodies a transformation in the spatial organization of social relations and transactions,
expressed in transcontinental or interregional flows and networks of activity, interaction
and power.” (David Held and Anthony McGrew, Entry for Oxford Companion to
Politics). For economist Frangois Chesnais, more specifically, ‘neo-liberal’ globalization
designates the “new regime of capitalist accumulation, dominated by the finance sector
that constituted itself in the 1970s, thanks to a systematic liberalization and deregulation
of trade, of direct investments and of financial fluxes” (Mathieu, 2001: 17). Suzanne
Berger (2002) states that globalization is about tendencies towards the emergence of a
single world market and a single set of prices for goods and services, capital and labor.

The global expansion of trade exchanges might have started in the fifteenth century,

therefore in itself globalization is not a contemporary phenomenon. However, Suzanne



Berger (2003) explains, until recently, it was assumed that capitalism could be contained
within national boundaries: therefore it was thought that somehow governments could
stand on the frontiers of their national economies, and regulate the flow of labor, capital
goods and services between their societies and the outside international economy. For
example, Jean-Pierre Warnier (2004) shows, until the end of the 1970s, monetary, wages
and economic policies of the industrialized countries had been inspired by the Keynesian
principles. These policies were possible to maintain thanks to the customs borders and
because the states still enjoyed a relative sovereignty and independence within their
national borders. Then, starting in the 1950s, change occurred especially with the
emergence and development of multinational corporations, while the states are trying to
drop or at least lower down the customs borders. Globalization, as we know it today,
seems to threaten to undo this historic compromise.

Several political and social changes have been driving the current globalization
process: the end of post-1945 Keynesianism, new technologies of communication and
transportation, the fall of the Berlin wall in 1989, the worldwide liberalization of
financial markets and the rise of big new consumer markets and big new producers
outside the old developed world. For Suzanne Berger (2003), one of the key distinctions
between international economy of the past and the contemporary globalization process
has to do with the actors. Up until the mid-19" century, international exchanges tended
to be in the hands of a relatively small concentrated set of families, firms and
institutions. By the mid-19" century new players were involved, and from then on the

international economy was different from that of the past. According to Jeffrey Ayres



(2002), three transnational institutions are now promoting the neo-liberal agenda: the
WTO (World Trade Organization), the IMF (International Monetary Fund) and the
World Bank.

The transnational institution WTO was created in 1995, actually inheritor of the
GATT (General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade): its mission is to implement the
liberalization of trade for goods and services at a world scale. The goal for the WTO is
to help reduce the obstacles to free trade between producers, exporters and importers.
The new element in the status of the WTO (compared with the GATT) is that it not only
is a place of negotiation, but it also has an internal organ with judicial power that can
settle economic conflicts between member countries. Currently, 148 states are members
of the WTO, and French Pascal Lamy has been ‘elected” General Director of the WTO
in May 2005 (for 4 years). At the end of the Second World War, the creation of two
international financial institutions (IMF and World Bank) corresponds to a double
preoccupation: on the one hand, the desire to avoid another major economic and
financial crisis as seen in the 1930s, with the consequent drop of world exchange; on the
other hand, the will and need to rebuild and aid to the development of Europe. The
overall idea and system is adopted during the Bretton Woods' financial and monetary
conference in 1944. To join the World Bank, a state must be a member of the IMF.
Finally, power is shared by the U.S. and Europe: traditionally, the General Director of
the IMF is European, and the President of the World Bank is American. The IMF was

officially created in 1945 with the mission to regulate the international monetary system

' See details on the Bretton Woods Agreement Chapter III.1.ii. Pp. 52.
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of fixed exchanges, and to stop the too frequent monetary devaluations by providing
(depending on specific guaranties) its resources to the member states that encounter
difficulties. However, the role of the IMF has changed over the last thirty years, notably
with the end of the fixity of exchange rates in 1971, consequently ending its primary
mission. Therefore, by 1973, the IMF redefines its mission as an official instrument of
financial regulation and of help to developing countries, in charge of helping these
countries to avoid temporary financial crises. Today it is the principal actor in the issue
of the Third World countries debt. There are 184 countries member of the IMF. The
World Bank came to formal existence in 1945, following the international ratification of
the Bretton Woods Agreement. The World Bank initially helped rebuild Europe after the
war. Its first loan of $250 million was to France in 1947 for post-war reconstruction. The
World Bank’s main mission is to provide finance to countries for purposes of
development and poverty reduction, as well as for encouraging and safeguarding
international investment. Since its inception, the World Bank expanded from a single
institution to an associated group of coordinated development institutions. The group
and its affiliates are headquartered in Washington, D.C. (in the U.S.). As of June 2005,
the World Bank Group is headed by former United States Deputy Secretary of Defense
Paul Wolfowitz (as mentioned before, by convention the Bank president has always been
a U.S. citizen). The 184 members of the World Bank are the same with the IMF.

Finally, there are also regional transnational authorities such as the European Union.
The European Union was established as it is today by twelve states with the Maastricht

Treaty in 1993, completing and including the European Community (previously called
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the Economic European Community), as well as the PESC and the cooperation
concerning Internal Affairs and Justice. The European Union is therefore a hybrid
system in which, for certain domains, the States entirely submit their sovereignty to the
Union, and for other areas, the States refer to intergovernmental cooperation. Among
other things, the Maastricht Treaty has created a European citizenship that allows —for
citizens of member states- free circulation and residence in all member states, the right to
vote and be elected in the state where the person is a resident (for European and
municipal elections). The European Union comprises 25 states as of May 2004 (and two
additional states have already signed their adhesion treaty)

This model of global economic and political management promoted by global
institutions (and the most powerful players) is called ‘neo-liberalism’, term coined by
economist John Williamson in 1989 to describe the core of structural adjustment
programs around the world (Green and Griffith, 2002). At the political level, these
events and social changes brought an important development: a shift in power away
from the state. Indeed, not only these institutions are promoting the neo-liberal economic
system at the global level, but they have been expanding their roles in challenging the
supremacy of the nation-states. Specifically, Suzanne Berger (2002) argues, the
existence itself of such institutions means the end of national borders, hence of the
possibilities of national regulation within society. So, one of the implications of
globalization, according to Jackie Smith and Hank Johnston (2002), is that it creates new
transnational actors who are challenging the supremacy of the nation-state in its

conventional means of influence in the world system. Consequently, nation-states have
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to take account of international regulations in the economic and political realms.
Therefore, we could conceive economic globalization as a redesigning and centralizing
of the world’s political and economic arrangements that seek to integrate the economic
activities of all countries within a single, homogenized development model.

For instance, various cultures would all be meant to eventually adopt the same values,
tastes, lifestyles, and to be served by the same films, clothing chains, global corporations
and fast-food restaurants. In that plan, labor standards, professional training, cultural
productions, public health, housing, public services, and the environment will be deeply
affected. Indeed, Charles Derber (2002) argues that one of the pillars of this new world
system —besides the new global markets and the new rules administered- is globalized
cultural beliefs without which, he claims, globalization would not exist. Furthermore,
Stuart Hall (1997) explains that, for him, the new kind of globalization has to do with a
new form of global mass culture, very different from the cultural identities associated
with the nation-state in an earlier phase. More specifically, global mass culture seems to
be dominated by the modern means of cultural production, dominated by the image
which crosses and re-crosses linguistic frontiers much rapidly and more easily. Further,
global mass culture is dominated by television, and by film, by the image, imagery and
styles of mass advertising, all of which, Hall (1997) argues, leads toward a peculiar form
of homogenization. According to him, global mass culture promotes a homogenizing
form of cultural representation, enormously absorptive of things. As McLuhan (1964)
suggests, globalization means that the “world becomes smaller each and every day. We

see it turning into a global village.” According to Green and Griffith (2002), the past
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twenty years have witnessed the growth of this phenomenon in its intensity, scope and
visibility as a public issue. Particularly, we will discuss in Chapter III how the
globalizations processes have been affecting France.

II. 1.ii. Contention against globalization

According to Green and Griffith (2002), the globalization process and the erosion of
national sovereignty drew growing public attention to the undemocratic and closed
nature of increasingly powerful global institutions and the influence and lack of
accountability of global corporation. In the late 1980s, the effects of globalization were
already viewed by many as representing a potential threat to social cohesion (Bell,
2001). By the mid-1990s, liberalization as a panacea was called into questions even by
free market economists (e.g. Krugman, Bhagwati) and prominent practitioners (e.g.
George Soros). They gave way to cautious self-doubt, especially over the problem of
liberalized capital markets. For example, the financial Asian crisis of 19977 as well as
the Mexican peso crisis of 1994 or the catastrophe of free market reform in Russia’, all
created serious doubts in the minds of neo-liberal theorists, policy makers or

practitioners (Green and Griffith, 2002).

Additionally, the debate over globalization, as Eddy Fougier (2001) shows, has been
influenced by the emergence of social movements who deplore this globalization

process, especially by challenging the prevailing neo-liberal orthodoxy, through protests

? Partly caused by an excessive liberalization of financial markets (which was misdiagnosed by the IMF).
3 Where life expectancy fell sharply in the period after 1990.
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at meetings of international institutions mentioned above that symbolize globalization
(e.g. protests at the G8 summit in Seattle in December 1999 and in Evian, France, in
May 2003). Part of the framing contest surrounding the globalization debate has centered
on the label “anti-globalization”. Franck Poupeau (2002) argues that the struggle isn’t
solidly against globalization in general, or internationalization, but against specific
globalized policies implemented by international institutions and multinational
corporations. Therefore, activists at the World Social Forum in Porto Alegre (in January

2002) chose the slogan “another world is possible.”

For Stuart Hall (1997), these movements are clearly a response to globalization which
questions the international institutions’ legitimacy and accountability mentioned above.
Eddy Fougier (2001) notes that, instead of leading to some kind of ‘retreatism’ or
withdrawal on the part of individuals, this defiance towards public institutions has
directed people into new forms of contention and collective political involvement.
Indeed, Lesley Wood (2004) explains how protesters actually target transnational
institutions (such as the WTO or the World Bank) when they march to their ‘front
doors’, chant, hold signs and distribute leaflets against their policies, break their
windows, occupy their offices and generally disrupt business as usual. Although the
most visible sites of anti-globalization protest have been the summits above mentioned,
local events have also been organized: for example, Wood (2004) notes, these protests
target a wide range of institutions which include banks, stock exchange, local and

national governments, McDonald’s restaurants and Nike stores in their opposition to
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neo-liberalism. Lilian Mathieu (2001) also shows that besides protests, there have also
been counter-summits (such as World Social Forum in Porto Alegre, Brazil, in 2001 and
2002, European Social Forum in St Denis, France, in 2003) where critics of liberal
globalization are formulated and political alternatives proposed. Hence, as Isabelle
Sommier (2003) explains, it seems that the denunciation of neo-liberal globalized
policies became the master frame or “major algorithm”, as she calls it, allowing all the
different movements participating in the contention against globalization to develop
more specific, localized issues they wished to contest, whether they have to do with the
environment, social inequality or patriarchal domination. So, as Green and Griffith
(2002) show, even if there is diversity in the movement, the commonality is a desire to
transform the current neo-liberal arrangements, especially in its most visible symbols,
the institutions of global economic governance. Indeed, as Eddy Fougier (2001) argues,
the movements’ demands are about more transparency in the decision process within the
main institutions and corporations: for example, they call for increased international
regulation and pressure on companies to regulate themselves through the introduction of
a “code of conduct” for themselves and their suppliers (Green and Griffith, 2002).
According to Jeffrey Ayres (2004), by the late 1990s, activists had successfully
developed a contentious transnationally-accepted master collective action frame to

challenge the prevailing contemporary neo-liberal globalization processes and ideology.

However, Isabelle Sommier (2003) notes that for a while, the anti-globalization

movement went practically unnoticed from the public. According to her, it suddenly
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came under the spotlight during a WTO meeting (a special “Millenium Cycle” meeting)
in Seattle from the 30" of November to the 3™ of December 1999. About 1,200
associations came from 87 different countries requesting the institution to put a stop to
the liberalization of trade and asking for a reform of the institution itself. About 40,000
people participated in the protest, which is unprecedented for a contentious action
against a transnational institution (Almeida and Lichbach, 2003). According to Danielle
Tartakowsky (2001), the protest in Seattle in December 1999 is one of the first major
popular challenges in the U.S. to the expansion of the neo-liberal global economic
policies. Thus, for Tartakowsky (2001), it then became an emblematic victory and
imposed itself as the founding myth of the movement (for example, a protest in
Washington will later be referred to as the “second Seattle”). Franck Poupeau (2002)
also argues that the anti-globalization contention movement gained increased visibility
after the Seattle protest. Indeed, Jackie Smith (2002), argues, what she calls the “Battle
of Seattle” is a turning point for collective action against globalization because protesters
have showed that there is a capacity for social movements to challenge international
trade agreements and to sustain popular concern about not only the labor rights, but also
human rights and environmental issues. Then, Sommier (2003) notes, these international
summits and meetings become a point of rally or assembly point for the anti-
globalization protesters on regular basis (in Prague 2000; in Genoa 2001). In fact, Eddy
Fougier (2001) claims, the “resonance”, or the stir made by contentious groups against
globalization such as Global Trade Watch in the U.S. is precisely connected to this

desire from the activists, from the citizens of the world, to regain control of democracy
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which they perceive is denied by the increasing influence of financial markets and
multinational corporations.

Additionally, some key changes in the social movement sector, particularly in France,
need to be noted (Bell, 2001) if we are to understand why the mobilization against
globalization took off in the late 1990s. During the 1980s, social movements in France
appeared to run out of raison d’étre, as enthusiasm for collective action gave away to a
new individualism and, the Left, which was in power, along with the country itself
started to confront the effects of a deregulated economy (Bell, 2001). Then by the late
1980s and the 1990s, the increasing effects of globalization and of the neo-liberal
policies start to be viewed as a threat to social cohesion (Bell, 2001). At the same time,
as noted by Alberoni (1992), the ideology of consumption and personal success of the
1980s starts to crumble, and, as argued by Boltanski and Chiapello (1999: 424), there is
a renewal of the social critique denouncing the worsening of poverty and exploitation, as
well as an ‘artistic’ critique against the “disenchanting” and oppressive effect of
capitalism. These new manifestations of discontent are seen as symptomatic of real
transformations happening at the political and economic levels (Sommier, 2003).
Combined with a loss of faith in conventional political representations, these critiques
produced a new form of militancy, as showed by the significant growth of associations
(the number of which doubles in France between 1975 and 1990). The development of
new forms of mobilizations and particularly of the new social movements (such as anti-
globalization movements) in the 1990s reveals several tendencies regarding the area of

collective action: according to Sommier (2003), it shows a decline of industry conflicts
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accompanied with a transfer of these struggles towards the area of everyday life; it also
gives evidence of a new culture of contention that blurs the boundaries between public
space and private space. For example, anti-globalization movements in general attract
militants who mobilize less as producers (or company owners, as it would be the case for
industry conflicts) but as subjects (and even as consumers, as seen in the United States)
resisting the overwhelming dominance of the economy.

Finally, Franck Poupeau (2002), as well as other observers, have noted that the fact
that the transnational institutions such as the G8, the WTO are meeting in locations that
are more and more remote and difficult to access (Canadian mountains, Switzerland...)
can appear to be a measure vis-a-vis the public opinion not to give so much visibility to
the contestation. In the same way, Lilian Mathieu (2001) shows how, since the
contentious actions against globalization started, we witness a “privatization of public
space”: for example, the ‘red zone’, within the boundaries of which the G8 summit in
Genoa was to be held —and for this reason prohibited to the crowds- was, for the
protesters, the symbol itself of illegitimacy of these types of summits. In this sense, we
can say that, as Jeffrey Ayres (2004) argues, the rise of anti-globalization movements
represents one of the most significant illustrations of social conflict and contentious
political behavior of the past several decades. Green and Griffith (2002) claim that it

could be called a “movement of movements” or even a “mood”.
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I1.2 Previous studies on anti-globalization movements

In this part, I will explore the different main theories that have made significant
contributions to the field of social movements in general: I will particularly look at
Marxist (and neo-Marxist) theory, and then political process theory, which are
doubtlessly the major contributors in the attempt to explain the emergence, creation, life
as well as death of social movements.

I1.2.i. Marxist approach

Sociological studies of social movements have been dominated for most of the
twentieth century by theories of ideology and by theories of organization and rationality.
Marxist oriented scholars in particular have emphasized the class origins and interests of
movements and the ideological programs accompanying them. They focused on the
tensions and conflicts in social structure as the sources of movement formation, dissent
and protest activity. Marxist interpretation of power acknowledges that the power
disparity between the elite and excluded groups is substantial, but it hardly regards this
state of affairs as inevitable. So the insurgent potential of excluded groups comes from
the ‘structural power’ that their location in various politico-economic structures affords
them. Additionally, the opposition between labor and capital is seen as the central
contradiction of contemporary capitalist societies and other forms of domination are
linked to and subordinate to it. However, Barker and Dale (1998) argue, the resistance of
capitalist domination is motivated by more than simply “material” deprivation, it is also

motivated by subordination and humiliation. Indeed, Barker and Dale (1998) note, if
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accumulation of capital —the heart of capitalism- admittedly leads to a struggle between
capital and labor over the extraction of surplus value to fuel further accumulation, the
idea of class struggle implies larger issues. In fact, Barker and Dale (1998: 75) write, the
term refers to “compelling patterns of social relations, which are as much political-legal,
cultural and psychological in their implications, as they are economic.” Class struggle is
thus rooted in a clash of opposed needs. Still in the end, according to Marxist theorists,
exploitation (especially that between competing accumulation centers, in capitalism) is
at the core of what engenders constant tendencies to resistance, thus providing the root
of class struggle (Barker and Dale, 1998).

Using Marxist theory, previous research states that anti-globalization movements
organize against “a set of changes in the international economy that tend to produce a
single market for goods, services, capital and labor.” (Panayotakis, 2001) Indeed, neo-
classical trade models or Marxist theory authors see the opposition to globalization as
the product of economic and structural change: they contend that this opposition is
driven by a defense of economic interests, whether defined in sector or class terms.
Therefore these studies focused on the economic and structural explanations of such
movements. They see this kind of anti-globalization movements primarily as a
movement struggling to free itself from the hegemony of the dominant capitalist
ideology (Panayotakis, 2001). So anti-globalization movements are seen mainly as a
struggle really about economic inequality and social class only at the global level. In this
perspective, anti-globalization movements started when responding to the global

economic slowdown as well as increased international competitiveness for markets,
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which characterized the 1970s, political and business leaders in several key northern
developed states undertook dramatic political and economic reforms designed to channel
the globalization of the world’s economy in a so-called neo-liberal direction. Also,
Marxists see the subjective transformation of consciousness as a crucial process to the
generation of insurgency. For example, according to Marxist theorists, the strikes that
practically paralyzed France in the winter of 1995 were an expression of a generalized
anxiety and of a rejection of an economic system which, in the name of market forces,
was threatening social progress made by and in the name of workers (Bell, 2001).
Additionally, Swingewood (1998) notes, Antonio Gramsci has been the first major
Marxist thinker to focus more on the relations between culture, economy, class and
power, and Gramsci’s notion of hegemony might prove fruitful when applied to the
investigation of anti-globalization movements. Even though Gramsci has not explicitly
stated his views on social movements in a scholarly organized fashion, we can draw his
theoretical approach from his work, Selections from the Prison Notebooks (Gramsci,
1995). The Gramscian concept of hegemony can be defined as “cultural, intellectual, and
moral leadership exercised by in-establishment groups.” (Kebede, 2005: 84). The nature
of this hegemony can manifest itself in the ideological, political and economic realms.
Following this perspective then, Worth and Kuhling (2004) argue that globalization can
be considered as a “hegemonic project” representing “an ideology of neo-liberalism”
articulated “to saturate various levels of global civil society” (Worth and Kuhling, 2004:
32). Hegemony is legitimized and maintained by the social, political and cultural capital

that in-establishment groups possess (Kebede, 2005). Also, the concept of hegemony
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according to Gramsci departs from classical versions of Marxism, and critiques the
“positivist theorization of the economic as the ‘basis’ and culture as mere ‘reflex’
(Swingewood, 1998: 15). Hegemony, in Gramsci’s perspective, is articulated through “a
multitude of power relations”, whether cultural, social or practical (Worth and Kuhling,
2004: 34) and more specifically, culture and its institutions must exist as separate
independent elements if hegemony is to work. Indeed, for Gramsci, although culture is
historically contextualized (in agreement with a Marxist perspective), it transcends
“narrow, class, ‘corporate’ interests” and involves some notion of universal values
produced by all dominant classes which form the basis for cultural hegemony
(Swingewood, 1998: 16). Consequently, Worth and Kuhling (2004: 32) argue, the anti-
globalization movement can be viewed as a form of counter-hegemony that “engages
with the ideology of neo-liberalism”. More largely in this view, counter-hegemony can
be seen as creative reactions “intended to challenge the cultural, political, intellectual
and economic leadership exercised by in-establishment groups” (Kebede, 2005: 82), or
as “infra-political practices that reveal more implicit forms of cultural resistance to
capitalism and consumerism” (Worth and Kuhling, 2004: 32). According to Worth and
Kuhling (2004), the Gramscian approach allows for the exploration of collective actions,
especially in the case of anti-globalization movements, as “fragmented forms of
resistance to global power relations” ultimately attacking the capitalist relations of
production (Worth and Kuhling, 2004:34). Social movements are therefore conceived as
agents of social change emerging as a result of a crisis in authority and legitimacy and

become not only challengers of the economic order but also of the intellectual and the
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cultural orders. This way, Swingewood (1998) remarks, individuals are considered
active agents who have on the one hand internalized cultural values and conceded
legitimacy to the dominant social order, but —because of (or thanks to) this reflexive
internalization of values- have on the other hand the capacity of judging these values
critically and “through praxis (...) generate possible alternatives.” (Swingewood, 1998:
74).

However, economic and structural explanations alone cannot account for the
magnitude, form, constituency, and ideology of the opposition to globalization. Indeed,
the problem is that traditional Marxist-based political slogans seem to have been
abandoned in favor of references to equality and freedom (students not singing the
“Internationale” but demanding Liberty, Equality, Fraternity, an old republican slogan),
and these are ideals and values that do not give references to a Marxist-class-based
ideology. Additionally, for Touraine, this neo-Marxist interpretation of anti-globalization
movements and such would have worked if it had been applied to the most
disadvantaged groups in society, rather than to occupational categories whose common
feature was that they addressed their demands to the state with a view to safeguarding
their relatively protected situation (Bell, 2001). In effect, according to Sommier (2003),
participants in anti-globalization protests and movements who are actively involved
generally come from strong cultural and social capital background. For example, former
members of the World Bank formed a movement called Transparency International.
Equally, lawyers within Global Trade Watch or Public Citizen, economists at ATTAC or

Third World Network, engineers within anti-GMO groups, or faculty members/scholars
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at Focus on the Global South compose the ranks of the global justice movement.

Furthermore, in a study on the mobilization during the Genoa protests against the G8

summit in July 2001, the researchers found that 50% of the participants were students

and almost 11% unemployed (Andretta, Della Porta, Mosca and Reiter, 2002).

Nevertheless, a Gramscian-Marxist perspective may expand our grasp of social

movements, especially in relation to the study of anti-globalization association ATTAC.
I1.2.11. Political process theory

During the 1960s, both Europe and the U.S. witnessed the development of the
study of social movements and revolutions. American scholars, such as Charles Tilly
(1984), Doug McAdam and Sidney Tarrow, focus on a structural analysis of movement
emergence, emphasizing the changes in institutional structures. They all share the same
conviction that social movements and revolutions are shaped by the broader set of
political constraints and opportunities, unique to the national context in which they are
embedded.

The term political process was first found in an article by Rule and Tilly about
“Political Process in Revolutionary France, 1830-1832”. Tilly (1984) relates the
emergence of social movements to a broad political process: he focuses on the overall
dynamics that determine social insurgency and its characteristics, rather than on social
movements as specific organized actors. In this view, social movements are being
defined as “sustained series of interactions between power holders and persons
successfully claiming to speak on behalf of a constituency lacking formal representation,

in the course of which those persons make publicly visible demands for changes in the
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distribution or exercise of power, and back those demands with public demonstration of
support”. Social movements are therefore compared to an organized and self-conscious
challenge that implies shared identity among participants. Particularly, this perspective
focuses on the critical role of various grassroots settings in facilitating and structuring
collective action.

The term conveys two ideas: first a social movement is held to be above all else a
political rather than a psychological phenomenon. Secondly, a movement represents a
continuous process from generation to decline, rather than a discrete series of
developmental stages. Therefore for Tarrow (1994), the central tenet of the political
process model is that, movements are created when political opportunities open up for
social actors who usually lack them. Actually, Tarrow talks about “contentious collective
action”: collective action can take many forms, but according to Tarrow, it becomes
contentious when it is used by people who lack regular access to institutions. So
movements mount to challenge through disruptive direct action against elites, authorities
and other groups. Indeed, McAdam (1982) argues that we need a discussion of the larger
political context in which insurgency occurs: “movements do not emerge in a vacuum”
and they are not simply “a ‘knee-jerk’ to system strain”. Or, as Tarrow (1994) puts it, the
collective action problem is social, not individual. Rather, as the political process model
claims, social movements are an ongoing product of the favorable interplay of different
factors: rather than focusing on internal or external factors to the movement, the political

process model describes insurgency as the product of both.
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Specifically, three sets of factors are identified by McAdam (1982) as shaping
the generation of insurgency: expanding political opportunities available to insurgent
groups, indigenous organizational strength and readiness, and the presence of certain
shared cognitions within the minority community that is held to facilitate movement
emergence (i.e. a level of consciousness within the movement’s mass base). Sidney
Tarrow (2002) also acknowledges four key concepts, which are similar to McAdam’s
categories: political opportunities, mobilizing structures, collective action frames and
repertoires of contention. It is actually the confluence of these factors that is considered
to be at the source of movement emergence.

The political process model emphasizes the importance of shared and socially
constructed ideas in collective action. Thus, theorists focus on the political structuring of
social movements but also on the critical catalytic effect of new ideas as a spur to
collective action (or in other words, crucial importance of expanding political
opportunities as the ultimate spur to collective action).

For the political process model, political movements and revolutions are set in
motion by social changes. McAdam (1982) indicates that among the events and
processes likely to prove disruptive of the political status quo are wars, industrialization,
international political realignments, prolonged unemployment and widespread
demographic changes. However, McAdam argues that social processes such as
industrialization or urbanization promote insurgency only indirectly through a
restructuring of existing power relations. So the political process model finds here a

long-run transformation of the structures of power and collective action with social
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processes that usually operate over a longer period of time. Nevertheless, the generation
of social insurgency presupposes the existence of a political environment increasingly
vulnerable to pressure from insurgents.

Also, political process model theorists argue that the form and timing of
collective action is structured by the available political opportunity. This means that
insurgents can be expected to mobilize in response to and in a manner consistent with
the very specific changes that grant them more leverage. McAdam (1982) also notes that
it is the resources of the minority community that enable insurgents groups to exploit
these opportunities. In the absence of those resources “the aggrieved population is likely
to lack the capacity to act even when granted the opportunity to do so”. This means that
in order to generate a social movement, a given ‘aggrieved population’ must be able to
‘convert’ a favorable structure of political opportunities into an organized campaign of
social protest. For example, McAdam (1982) says, if no networks exist, the aggrieved
population is capable of little more than “short-term, localized, ephemeral outbursts and
movements of protest such as riots.” Tarrow (1994) confirms the idea that riots (or
mobs) are usually not considered to be a social movement because participants typically
lack more than temporary solidarity. Actually, mobs and riots (and spontaneous
assemblies) are considered to be more an indication that a movement is in the process of
formation than movements themselves. Indeed, the literature shows that movement
participants are recruited among established lines of interaction. This means that, in a
Durkheimian argument, the more integrated a person is into the minority community, the

more readily he or she can be mobilized for participation in protest activities. This
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supports Oberschall’s (1973: 125) conclusion: “mobilization does not occur through
recruitment of large numbers of isolated and solitary individuals. It occurs as a result of
recruiting blocs of people who are already highly organized and participants.” That is
also Tarrow’s (1994) observation: movements succeed when they are well organized —
even though they are not interest groups-.

Finally, an important element of the political process model is the concept of
political opportunity structure: Tarrow (1994: 85) defines it as “consistent dimensions of
the political environment which either encourage or discourage people from using
collective action”. Tarrow (1994) explains that this concept emphasizes resources
external to the group that can be taken advantage of even by weak or disorganized
challengers. Among the most significant changes in political opportunity structures,
Tarrow (1994) mentions: increasing access (to power, to participation), unstable
alignment (e.g. electoral instability), influential allies (e.g. political party activists, union
organizers), and divided elites (conflicts within and among elites). In this regard, Tarrow
(1994) says, movement formation is the product of people seizing and making
opportunities. So, this concept, argues Tarrow (1994), can help explain how movements
are diffused, how collective action is communicated and new networks are formed from
one social group to another, as opportunities are seized and created.

Applied to the study of anti-globalization movements, the political process model
focuses on the political processes at play in such a movement (Ancelovici, 2002;
Almeida and Lichbach, 2003). For example, some case studies show the effects that

global political institutions and economic processes have had on various groups’
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mobilization of protest (Smith and Johnston, 2002). So basically, the political process
model does not ask whether neo-liberal arrangements encourage transnational contention
but how and what kind. Indeed political process theory research looks at how the global
economy/politics affect opportunities (and constraints) for activists at the local and
international levels. In that regard, for example, the break with the Bretton Woods
regime in the 1970s and the resulting neo-liberal turn in the global economy played an
important role in shaping the incidences of national, regional and transnational protests,
which erupted in the 1990s to challenge the neo-liberal globalization paradigm (Ayres,
2004). In short, the neo-liberal arrangements themselves provide new avenues of protest
by creating new international political opportunities. Also, taking the example of a case
study in Canada (the campaign against the Free Trade Agreements, end of 1980s), Ayres
(2002) argues that new mobilizing structures support transnational activism, such as
organizations, networks and coalitions that sustain contentious activity over time. For
him, it is the economic globalization that has altered the political context for
mobilization. Particularly, the dynamic of mobilization for contention has changed and
has started relying more on both domestic and transnational political opportunities, as
neo-liberalism becomes increasingly international. Also, as Ayres (2002) notes, the
states and domestic political institutions do not constitute the targets of protests; activists
are targeting international institutions and influences outside the state. For Jackie Smith
(2002) as well, the turning point in social movement research was to show how global
economics / politics affect social actors at the local and international levels. Taking the

example of the protests of 1999 in Seattle, Smith (2002) argues that the origins of the



30

Seattle protest movement comes from prior mobilizations against trade agreements, but
it was new in the case of Seattle because of the participation of people from the U.S. and
other industrialized nations. For her, not only the protest relied on formal and informal
local organizations (churches, community organizations, friendship networks) to frame
the movement’s agenda, but it also relied on transnational mobilizing structures which
helped shape leadership and strategies (throughout skills, experience in international
organizing, expertise in international law). Therefore, Smith (2002: 211) notes,
organizations with transnational ties were crucial to the Seattle protest: they helped
transcend national interests in order to “build solidary identities with a global emphasis.”

However, McAdam (1982) argues that while expanding political opportunities
and indigenous organizations are important, they do not by themselves produce a social
movement. Mediating between opportunity and action are people, and the subjective
meanings they attach to their situations. Therefore, as Piven and Cloward say, “the
emergence of protest movement entails a transformation both of consciousness and of
behavior.” (1979: 3-4). In summary, this means that, as McAdam argues, movement
emergence implies a transformation of consciousness within a significant segment of the
aggrieved population. Before any collective protest can emerge, people must collectively
define their situations as unjust and subject to change through group action. Of course,
faithful to the political process model, McAdam (1982) argues that shifting political
conditions supply the necessary cognitive ‘cues’ capable of activate the process of

cognitive liberation.



31

In counterpart, Giugni (1998) argues that one of the problems with the political

process model, when studying the outcomes of social movements, is that it usually looks
at the impact of movements on government policy or legislation. This flaw, Giugni
argues, comes from the fact that the political process model views social movements as
essentially targeting political authorities and institutions, hence it sees them as mainly
trying to provoke political change. However, for Giugni (1998), the effects of social
movements are often indirect, unintended and sometimes even in contradiction to their
goals.
Also, the political process approach analyzes on the ‘how’ of social movements. It
focuses on the conditions that facilitate or constrain the occurrence of conflicts, taking
the existence of potential grievances for granted. For social movement scholars such as
Giugni (1998), social movements have a cultural dimension and not just political
aspects: e.g. mobilization may result in strengthening of internal solidarity and identities,
the creation of countercultures, shifts in public attitudes toward a given issue.

I1.3 My choice of alternative approaches to the study of anti-globalization

movements
I1.3.i. New social movement theories
In contrast to former theories, Sutton (2000) claims, the new social movement (NSM)
theories concentrate on the ‘why’ of movement activity: they try to relate social
movements to large and small scale structural and cultural changes. For Sutton (2000),
NSM theorists do not see new movements as simply contemporary manifestations, they

also display apparently unique features which old movements did not. Sutton (2000)
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identifies four main areas where post-industrial new social movements are said to differ
from previous social movements: in their goals and values, in their organizational forms,
in their participants and in their campaigning style. To speak of new movements in this
sense is to agree with discourses of post-industrialism, post-material values and cultural
forms. Post-industrialism includes several features such as shift away from
manufacturing to service employment, a consequent power shift away from capitalist
entrepreneurs towards a newly emerging ‘technocracy’, the installation of theoretical
knowledge as the key of the new society and the long-term displacement of the working
class as a potentially revolutionary collective actor. NSM are thought to arise at least in
part as attempts to take back control of the individual’s everyday life —and to resist the
“colonization of the life-world” in Habermas’ words-. Indeed, European scholars of
social movements such as Kriesi Hanspeter, Herbert Kitschelt and Alberto Melucci have
put an emphasis on cross-national analysis of movement emergence and on the link
between culture and politics. Even McAdam (1996) agrees that the new social
movement perspectives (and especially the European approach) have made “cultural and
cognitive factors central to the study of social movements”.

Indeed, new social movement theorists Johnston, Larafia and Gusfield (1994) focus
on the idea of identity -individual, collective and public- as a central aspect of movement
formation. They also look at the ideas of shared grievances and perceptions of injustice
as constituting an ideological base for mobilization. If grievances and collective identity
are not exactly the same, their close association lies nevertheless in the fact that, the

organization of how social movements’ adherents think about themselves, is structured
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by how shared wrongs are experienced, interpreted and reworked in the context of group
interaction. Hence, Johnston, Larafia and Gusfield (1994) suggest that all social
movements are linked, to some degree, with issues of individual and collective identity
via local grievances that affect everyday life. For instance, in her study of low-income
women participation in social movements, Giovanna Di Chiro (1992) claims that not
only these women participate in environmental justice movements to protest against
living conditions, but they are as well challenging and redefining discourses and
practices about gender, race, class and even dominant notions of scientific expertise.
Therefore, this has to do with meanings and symbols, not solely with policy changes or
structural impact. In this sense, Melucci (1989) claims, contemporary movements detach
themselves from the traditional model of political organization and they relate more to
daily life and individual identity. According to him, they belong to different historical
periods and consequently he has abandoned the concept of class relationships. In fact, he
advocates for an understanding of this multiplicity of synchronic and diachronic
elements. In this sense, the idea of ‘newness’ raises the question of the appearance of a
new paradigm of collective action: for Melucci (1994), the elaboration in daily life of
alternative meanings for individual and collective behavior is the principal activity of the
hidden networks of contemporary movements. He argues that the logic of a system is to
be found at the level of social life where actors interact to define the possibilities and
constraints of their action. Therefore we must rethink social action into the process by
which meanings are constructed through interaction: for Melucci (1994), it is the actors

who, through their relations, produce and recognize the sense of what they are doing.
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In the same way, Touraine (1971) argues that the conflict is no longer between two
categories or classes (e.g. the capitalists and the working class). In effect, for Touraine
(1971), class antagonisms are truly social conflicts involving both social relations and
cultural orientations, but social movements cannot be reducible to objective class
interests. It is between worldwide flows, networks or markets and ‘identities’. What is at
stake is the capacity for individuals and groups to be “free”, responsible and coherent
actors by combining instrumental action with cultural identity. ‘Passions’ that were
political and economic are now cultural. Similarly, Hanspeter Kriesi (1995) argues that
new social movements emerged in the 1970s with postmaterialist demands (such as
peace, recognition for cultural diversity, minority rights, etc...) as opposed to the
redistributive demands of “old” social movements.

Following this argument, Joseph Gusfield (1994) argues that social movements are
associations with both actions and meanings. Gusfield (1994) also explains the
distinction between public and everyday arenas —macro and micro- precisely by
reintroducing and revising the collective behavior approach. For him, social choices and
movements are embedded in daily interaction: and they have a reflexive character. They
are something members of a society reflect on, think about and are aware of. Thus he
concludes that social movements exist when members of a society share the recognition
that specific social rules are no longer taken for granted. And the success of a movement
is measured in how the movement has changed the rules that are admissible in public
arenas. Therefore, for Gusfield (1994) there are two dimensions of social movements:

first they are processes seeking to produce change in the political or institutional
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character of the society. And second, they are signs that a segment of social life is
potentially under challenge and that alternatives are possible. Finally, for Gusfield
(1994), there is a theatrical component to social movements that is central to the way
meanings are disseminated: in this sense, modern movements from the essential linkage
between public arenas and everyday life. Also, Johnston, Larana and Gulfield (1994)
advocate for an interpretive sociology working on the ‘micro-structural’ factors prior to
mobilization.

Applying new social movement theory to the study of anti-globalization movement,
Sarah Waters (1998) argues that since the 1990s, a different kind of social movements
have emerged: according to Waters (1998), the forms of social movements which now
operate within its political system differ significantly from earlier movements. For
example, over the past decade, France has experienced a rise of new types of social
movements which have to come to play a dominant role in mobilizing protests and
articulating changing demands. New social movement theory, Waters (1998) notes,
explains that these movements embody new post-materialist issues and themes: they
express new issues (for the AIDS victims, against racism, etc...) which are absent from
or inadequately represented within the mainstream political agenda. So the strong feature
of contemporary movements in France, according to Waters (1998) is their strong civic
dimension: actually, they embody a civic conception of political action. In fact, Marcos
Ancelovici (2002) argues that, although Marxist in its essence and its struggle
(criticizing free markets and capitalism), anti-globalization movements such as ATTAC

have managed to avoid references to old themes of the Left (such as class struggle)
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thereby avoiding the stigma of being Marxist or corporatist, and widening its appeal to a
large audience. Also, as Ancelovici (2002) underlines, the total absence of working class
members seems to show that there isn’t “a relationship between joining ATTAC and
defending specific economic interests”. Furthermore, ATTAC does not appear to hold a
specific discourse on social class issues, nor does it make reference to the working-class
movement (or any labor movement for that matter). Instead, Ancelovici (2002: 447)
remarks, “issues are framed in terms of citizenship, democracy, solidarity, global
markets, financial institutions, and corporations”. For instance, Martin-Barbero (2002)
identifies the current resurgence of identity processes (ethnicities and regions in
particular) as a response to a globalization that is dissolving society as a community of
meaning. Indeed, he argues that the undergoing of identity revival is a way to “respond
to the excision of cultures from local space time and bend to the logic of a global power
that is taking refuge in a logic of communal power” (Martin-Barbero, 2002: 622). In
fact, Gordon and Meunier (2001) claim that “the real threat to France from globalization
is (...) not economic but cultural.” Authors seem to argue that what worries people is the
loss of their culture and identity, or the disappearance of France itself. In his study of
perceptions of the globalization process, Fougier (2001) confirms that globalization is
perceived by French people (in recent French polls) in terms of its effects on national
and cultural identity (and not in terms of free trade as it is the case of Americans’

perceptions, for example).
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I1.3.ii. Post-modern and feminist theories

Postmodernism can first be defined as a rejection of the Enlightenment project.
Modernism [or modernity] with the culture of Enlightenment —optimism, progress and
newness- has been seen as the heart of modern Western societies. This ‘ideology’ was
inevitably imbricated with the Enlightenment reason, the belief in progress and an
empirical science and positivism. Modernity signified a culture of innovation, a rational
ethos challenging tradition in the name of empirical knowledge and humanism. It was
also accompanied by the emergence of an advanced industrial capitalism and the
experience of modern mass democracy as well as a depersonalized administration.

In a broader sense and more general way, the idea of post-modernism refers to “social
and cultural patterns of sensibilities that can be analytically distinguished for the purpose
of highlighting social trends.” (Seidman, 1994) Although M. Rose (1991) has traced the
origins of postmodern use into a variety of intellectual contexts in the 1930s, it became
theorized and analyzed as a new and distinctive aesthetic in the field of architecture in
1945. It referred to mass-produced, prefabricated housing as a reaction to the idea of
functionality in modernity and very much unlike the modernist architecture of the
Bauhaus for example [with its consciously defined utopian goals of renewing urban
space.]. Functional perspective is then seen as ugly. Therefore, a reflection and
discussion out of this rejection created a new architecture with a mixture of styles
[modern/ancient] in a pastiche way. Seemingly, empirical sociology has undergone a
widely debated crisis: it was faced with the choice between seeking a new application of

its skills or seeking new skills. According to Bauman (1994), there is already a
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development at work [similar to anthropology] which assimilates Wittgensteinian and
Gadamerian hermeneutical themes and inspiration based on ‘interpretation’
[“hermeneuein” in Greek means ‘to interpret’]. Also, through articulate experiences, and
through a “thick description” -the only reasonable cognitive strategy according to Geertz
(1973)-, sociologists may be able to see the many “life-worlds” and many language-
games at work.

First, not only postmodern thought questions and breaks up the traditional opposition
organizing knowledge coming from the Enlightenment —i.e. science Vs literature,
science Vs narratives- but it also deconstructs supposedly opposed concepts. This is
done throughout a new way of analyzing the construction of meanings and relationships
of power. It can be seen in feminist perspectives using poststructuralist theory. Indeed,
feminist theorists have questioned the Enlightenment paradigm of knowledge: they
criticize the essentialist discourse of gender [whether androcentric or gynocentric] that
posits a bipolar gender order. For some of them, oppositions and dualities just express a
male-centered perspective. Thus they favor the standpoint theory that holds that
knowledge is always produced from a specific social position exhibiting particular
interests, values and beliefs. For example, Scott (1988) argues that poststructuralism
allows for articulating alternative ways of thinking about gender without simply
reversing old hierarchies or confirming them. According to her —and following Derrida’s
(1972; 1976) perspective-, the deconstruction method consists in two related steps: “the
reversal and displacement of binary oppositions.” For example, in the ‘equality Vs

difference’ [between men and women] debate, Scott (1988), and feminist followers,
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rejects the idea that equality and difference constitute an opposition. To her, when
equality and difference are paired dichotomously, they structure an impossible choice.
Moreover, this opposition serves to obscure differences among women, in behavior,
subjectivity, gender identification and historical experience. So the alternative to this
binary construction of sexual differences would be to claim a more complicated
historically variable diversity, to refuse to oppose equality to difference and to insist
continually on differences (plural) as the very meaning of equality itself. So, as Barbara
Johnson says, “the deconstruction of a binary opposition is thus not an annihilation of all
values or differences; it is an attempt to follow the subtle, powerful effects of differences
already at work within the illusion of a binary opposition.” (1980: x-xi)

Second, this kind of perspective reflects another pivotal /central point to the
postmodern turn: it favors a social knowledge as involving multiple standpoints and the
interconnection between social analyst and society [contrary to the Enlightenment that
emphasized and promoted a theory of knowledge based on the duality between the
knowing subject and the world.]. In effect, as showed by Smith (1996),
appropriation/authority by men over knowledge (for example sociology) over centuries,
has had an important consequence: according to the mainstream male sociological
perspective [positivist too], the body of social knowledge should be based on
“objectivity”. This implies a separation of “the knower from what he knows” (1996).
According to Harding, the conventional epistemology sees knowledge as objective, not
situated in a context (whether cultural or social), “homogeneous, unitary and coherent”

(Smith, 1996). And of course, the subject of knowledge is disembodied. Thus in this
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perspective, in order to get to that absolute objectivity, one should suspend one’s sex and
one’s knowledge of who is speaking and for whom. Instead, Harding (1996) defends, we
must break from the supposedly value-neutral empirical methods in sociology. This
represents a shift toward (or a return to) a subjective epistemological attitude inside
sociology with a special relationship between object and subject. For example,
anthropologist K. Blu (1980) argues that there must be a translation from “the insider’s
experiences, sentiments and ideas in terms intelligible to an outsider.” Indeed, for
Hartsock (1998), only experience matters as an immediate knowledge: Hartsock also
considers that practical daily life activity contains understanding of the world. Feminist
theorist Donna Haraway (1996) also claims that there is a need for deconstruction of
scientific knowledge and a need for multiple perspectives. She argues against “various
forms of unlocatable, and so irresponsible, knowledge claims”, and for situated and
embodied knowledges: hence her affirmation that “feminist objectivity means quite
simply situated knowledges”. For Haraway (1996) indeed, feminist epistemologies of
scientific knowledge should be about a subjective multidimensional vision where
partiality and location are the condition, not universality. In fact, Smith (1996) writes, it
is precisely by recognizing a subjectivity in individuals’ experience —their rootedness in
time, place and personal experience- that it becomes valuable. According to Harraway
(1996), that is precisely what feminism seeks in science: the politics of interpretation,
translation, and “the partly understood”. Since vision is interpretive, critical and partial,
so is translation. Ultimately, for Haraway (1996), only by joining partial view and

uncertain voices into a collective subject position can we hope for a view from
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somewhere and be accountable for it. Hence, feminist post-modern epistemologies are
going to blur the boundaries to expand our vision.

Thus Seidman (1994) suggests that sociology has a new task under the postmodern
condition: according to him, it should focus on “making the opaque transparent, on
exposing the ties linking visible biographies to invisible societal processes.” So the
question is being asked as to whether there is a possibility for a postmodern sociology.
Again according to Seidman (1994), the answer follows the same critique as for
postmodern anthropology. Sociologists must renounce to scientism —implying the
assumption of an existing ‘Truth’ or an epistemologically privileged discourse-, and
abandon their search for the one correct explanation or concept. That would be
achievable through a shift from sociological theory (grounded in question for universal
laws) to a ‘social theory’ (understanding life with no objectivist orientation). Then,
social theories can take the form of broad social narratives and are connected to
contemporary social conflicts and public debates. Opposing the grand narratives,
Seidman (1994) advocates a postmodern social narrative event-base and therefore
careful about its temporal/spatial boundaries. These narratives offer alternative images of
the past, present and future. Seemingly, Lyotard’s (1984) postmodernism argues there
are no universal laws: quite the contrary, for him, there is heterogeneity, diversity and
‘dissensus’ of discourses. He has in fact abandoned the representation and truth of the
grand narratives. Hence post-modern theorists present critical alternatives to current
dominant images, because they give up the centrality of the ideas of progress Vs

decadence that have served as the unifying themes of modernist social thought. These
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“new” social narratives should be shifting from an essentialist language of self and
agency to conceiving the self as having multiple and contradictory identities, affiliations
and interests.

Using a post-modern perspective to the study of social movements, Melucci (1989)
claims that socials movements are a “heterogeneous, fragmented phenomena, which
internally contain a multitude of differentiated meanings, forms of actions, and modes of
organization, and which often consume a large part of their energies in the effort to bind
such differences together”. Thus he sees social movements as localized and fragmented
with no prospect of total revolution or planned social transformation. In this sense,
Melucci’s work can be seen as a postmodern reading of the field of social movements —
concentrating on diversity and fragmentation-. Melucci (1989) even goes further
claiming that contemporary movements detach themselves from the traditional model of
political organization and they relate more to daily life and individual identity. He argues
that the logic of a system is to be found at the level of social life where actors interact to
define the possibilities and constraints of their action. And therefore we must rethink
social action into the process by which meaning is constructed through interaction: for
Melucci (1989), it is actors who, through their relations, produce and recognize the sense
of what they are doing. Thus for Melucci (1989), new social movements are not
occasional emergencies, they are a permanent reality. In addition, as Sarah Waters
(1998) shows, contemporary movements, such as anti-globalization movements, operate

within a fragmented and heterogeneous system of alliances lacking clear or dominant

influences: they are in this sense “political spaces” more than they are political
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structures, i.e. they favor individuals and groups over structure and organization. Laura
Macdonald (2002) as well, argues that contemporary social movements such as anti-
globalization movements are not unitary actors: according to her, they have diverse
ideological and organizational traditions, and therefore, differences are negotiated both
internationally and intranationally. According to her, this heterogeneity and how these
differences are negotiated are precisely a fundamental factor in movements’ responses to
neo-liberal agendas. Indeed, Clifford Geertz (1986) claims that we need to take seriously
into account the position of individuals in the globalization process. There has been a
marked tendency in many discussions of the world-system to ignore individuals (and
more precisely the contemporary construction of individualism) for the apparent reason
that globalization refers to very large scale matters, in contrast to the “small-scale” status
of individuals. Geertz (1986) and Robertson (1997) argue that individuals are as much a
part of the globalization process as any other basic category of social-theoretical
discourse.
11.4 Conclusion

In conclusion, on the one hand, we need to acknowledge the contributions of political
process theory and Marxist theory: for example, Marxist theory worked to explain the
orientation and organization of the labor movement and workers’ consciousness related
to historical stages in the development of industrialization and the organization of
production.
Then, political process theory has allowed us to look at social movements as a form of

politics, instead of just an anomic reaction to strains in the social structure or irrational
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crowd behavior. Political process theory also provides a framework for explaining the
broader political context, and further the political opportunity structures that encourage
and permit the emergence of social movements.

On the other hand, as Bell (2001) argues, political process theory has important
limitations in the sense that it says very little about the meaning of social movements,
particularly for the actors involved in them. Additionally, as new social movement
theories and post-modern theories have shown, the decisive conflicts are no longer
limited to the productive enterprise, as Marxist theory claimed, but concerns —among
other things- the struggle for control of the cultural norms which in turn influence the
overall orientation of society (Bell, 2001). Therefore, I claim that we need to add to the
study of the political processes, and the visible aspects or economic conditions of the rise
of such a movement, and take on a post-modern turn by looking at diversity and
fragmentation. In fact, this research is oriented toward the study of the latent, non-
visible, cognitive and cultural dimensions throughout the multiplicity and subjectivity of
the members’ narratives.

Additionally, particular concepts from new social movement theory and from
post-modern, as well as feminist theories will provide a frame for the analysis of this
research.

In the case of new social movement theories, this study will benefit specifically
from two ideas: first, the argument made by NSM theorists that anti-globalization
movements embody post-materialist issues. In the 1970s, Inglehart (1977) had

hypothesized that the value priorities of Western publics were shifting from materialist
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values toward post-materialist values. He further argued that there would be a movement
away from the concern of survival toward concerns with, for example, spiritual
questions. Additionally, as Touraine (1971) has argued, the conflict is between
worldwide flows, networks, and ‘identities’, and what is at stake is the capacity for
individuals and groups to be free, responsible and coherent actors by combining
instrumental action with cultural identity. So what is central to NSM theory is in fact the
study of cultural, symbolic and cognitive factors and grievances (particularly grievances
connected to everyday life) in social movements because these are conceived as
primordial in contemporary movements. We will examine how this argument compares
with the particular study of ATTAC’s members’ discourses on globalization. The second
idea drawn from NSM theorists is that anti-globalization movements are not related to
the working class movement and that there are no references to the notion of class
struggle, as previously observed in former workers movements. Touraine (1971) in
particular argues that the conflict is no longer between two categories or classes. In this
regard, Mathieu (2001) suggests, anti-globalization movements seem to have attracted
relatively heterogeneous generations and statuses among participants and militants (from
intellectuals to union members to activist citizens). Sommier (2003) confirms this
observation by claiming that new social movements, and particularly anti-globalization
movements, seem to be distinctive from the former workers’ movements: indeed, there
seems to be a different kind of membership composition, more based on young

individuals, women, and also middle-class, all with a strong cultural capital. Again, we
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will investigate through our study of ATTAC members’ demographics, as well as
discourses, the relevance of this argument.

Finally, particular concepts and ideas amongst post-modern theories, as well as
feminist theories, will drive the analysis of my case-study. First, both sets of
perspectives contend that social movements are heterogeneous fragmented phenomena
containing differentiated meanings (Melucci, 1989). Hence, it is argued, there are no
unitary actors in social movements: a closer attention must be paid to heterogeneity of
discourses and individuals in movements. Post-modern theorists and feminists have in
fact rejected the notion of ‘grand narratives’: therefore, the general idea is to abandon
absolute standards, universal categories and grand theories when studying social
phenomena. In this case, consequently, knowledge becomes knowledges. Second, at the
same time, local, historically contextualized and pragmatic types of social inquiry are
favored: hence a focus on interpretive sociology that contextualizes and situates
narratives of and in social movements. The idea here is to reintroduce the subjectivity of
the social actor in order to understand how social movement participants’ shared
wrongs/grievances are experienced, interpreted and reworked in the context of group
interaction. By bringing in and recognizing the subjectivity and multiplicity of
individuals’ experiences, and by emphasizing the politics on critical interpretation (with
a focus on meanings), post-modern and feminist theories claim that we might be able to
better understand contemporary social movements. We will confront these ideas to the
present fieldwork study and see if this heterogeneity and multiplicity of voices and

standpoints is reflected in discourses of members of ATTAC.
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CHAPTER III
CASE STUDY CONTEXT

In this chapter, I will present the French political landscape and its particular
place in the anti-globalization debate. I will also introduce the anti-globalization
movement ATTAC, its foundation, its official discourse, its membership (particularly its
demographic component), and its relationship to French politics. This will allow us to
understand the context in which the discourses of ATTAC members on globalization
issues are produced. This in turn will relate those individual discourses to a larger
ensemble of discourses on globalization, whether generated by the French political
parties, the French state, or by the heads of the organization ATTAC.

II1.1 Political context: globalization/anti-globalization in France

In this part, I would like to explain how the globalization processes seem to have
affected European countries (France more precisely) according to the current literature,
and particularly, I would like to show what is contextually and politically specific to
France in the debate over the issue of globalization.

II1.1.1. Globalization, Europe and France: a paradox?

In scholarly discussions over globalization “and its discontents”, Anton Brender
(2004) argues that globalization has more specifically affected the European countries
because they were not “armed” or prepared to deal with the end of some “illusions” that
are now lost: first the end of communism happened, or the failure of a socialist economy,
an impossible revolution that could not replace the capitalist system; and then there is

the end of the European domination or hegemony on the rest of the world after the
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second world war. Indeed, globalization played a decisive role in this march towards a
world where Europe isn’t the center.

However, one might see a paradox in looking at France for example, as resisting
globalization. France has enjoyed a trade surplus since 1993 and is today the 4™ largest
exporting country in the world (Ancelovici, 2002). Until September 2001, the growth
rate was increasing while the unemployment rate (after a decade in the double digits)
had recently gone down to 9%. As underlined by Philip Gordon and Sophie Meunier
(2001), as well as by Anton Brender (2004), starting in the 1980s, France has been able
to adapt to globalization by abandoning its “dirigist” past, by launching policies centered
on competitiveness and by converting to market liberalization. Therefore French
companies have been able to adapt to globalization through international mergers and
acquisitions over which the once all-powerful state has had little influence. The French
social system is now in competition with other societies’. In fact, as Ancelovici (2002)
underlines, the Socialist Party’s acceptance of market mechanisms and the gradual
reform of the “dirigist” state that followed the U-turn of President Mitterrand in 1983,
had led several authors to announce the end of French ‘exceptionalism’. France’s
dirigiste post-World Ward II model was based on a state-led capitalism, a unique
combination of capitalism and state-directed economy: initially, the focus was on the

role of indicative planning in creating a “économie concertée” (a strong obligation for
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the French nation, according to Charles de Gaulle'). The government intervened heavily
in the economy, using indicative five-year plans as its main tool. For example, high
profile projects, were launched such as the extension of Marseille harbor (soon
becoming number three in Europe and number one in the Mediterranean), the expansion
of the French auto industry with state-owned Renault at its center, and the building of
the first highways between Paris and the provinces. The French economy recorded
growth rates not accounted for since the 19th century; and in fact, this period is known in
France as the peak of the “Trente Glorieuses” ("Thirty Glorious Years" of economic
growth between 1945-1975). This French dirigiste model of capitalism since 1945 has
come to serve as an archetype of French ‘exceptionalism’. However, the
conceptualization of its crucial characteristics has changed over time: subsequent studies
portrayed this as a highly selective industrial policy. Therefore, from the mid-1970s,
successive governments of the Right and the Left recognized that mounting problems
required structural reforms to be made to the French model of capitalism. The Gaullists
then converted to a neo-liberal discourse, opting with their allies for a program of
privatizations in 1986-1988 and 1993-1997 (Lovecy, 1999). In addition, Jill Lovecy
(1999) shows how by 1984, both the socialists and the Gaullist right in France had
abandoned elements crucial to their state-centrist traditions: for example, the socialists
had implemented their commitments to ‘decentralization’ (with Deferre’s remodeling of

France’s Jacobin’s framework of center-periphery relations), and the Gaullists under

"'Known as a war hero and leader of the ‘Free France’ in World War II, Charles de Gaulle was the head of
a provisional French government in 1944-1946. Called to form a government in 1958, he inspired a new
constitution and was the Fifth Republic's first president from 1958 to 1969.
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Chirac, had dramatically emerged as the champions of a neo-liberal strategy of
privatizations. Then, Lovecy (1999) notes, by 1985, these new institutional arrangements
had been reinforced by parallel developments at the supranational level in Europe. Both
France’s adherence to the European Convention of Human Rights, and her membership
to the European Economic Community (now European Union) had thus resulted in
expanding areas of its legislation and its implementation, being subject to challenge
through these new institutions established in Strasbourg or Luxembourg. In fact,
Gregory Flynn (1995) explains, the strategy that France has pursued up to today, to
achieve its needs for both security and status, political and economic, has been European
integration.

However, Gregory Flynn (1995) notes that the new Europe has forced the French to
rethink the dimensions of their national identity. Surely, France has long had two souls,
Flynn (1995) argues, one national and one European, but it has been capable up to now,
of successfully ignoring or avoiding their compatibility issues. Changes in the European
context in the recent years have coincided with deep structural changes in French politics
and society. Indeed, according to Flynn (1995), the challenges of the new Europe, also
bringing a new pattern of external constraints with them, has affected how France views
itself. For him, what the French have lost with the collapse of postwar Europe is not so
much their identity of being French per se, but an integral piece of what it meant to be
French. Therefore, the disappearance of a permissive context confronts France with the
need not only for new policies, but for something much deeper, namely a new

expression of what it means to be French in today’s Europe.



51

So, the challenge of remaking the hexagon is substantial but on the surface at least,
does not appear to be more substantial than that faced by many other countries. For
example, it would seem that the magnitude and difficulty of adjustment for Germany
after reunification is greater than that faced by France. The public proclamations of
France’s difficulties, however, would seem to imply that something particular has been
transpiring in this country. For example, in a 1999 poll, Fougier (2001) notes that
financial and economic globalization is perceived by 65% of the individuals surveyed as
a source of worsening of social inequalities. Gordon and Meunier (2001) also show how
in recent polls, a majority of French people believe that globalization threatens their
national identity. Additionally, most surveys and polls show that French people are more
worried than other Europeans. For example, in the 2003 Eurobarometer poll ordered by
the European Commission, 58% of the French citizens consider that globalization could
be a threat to French economy, particularly to the national companies, whereas the
Germans (61%), the British (61%) or the Italians (63%) believe that globalization
represents a good opportunity for their national economies; also, 71% of French people
(higher percentage than any other European nation) believe that globalization would
have a rather negative effect on the employment in France. At the same time, still in the
2003 Eurobarometer survey, about 63% of French people had initially given a favorable
opinion to globalization when asked about their general opinion on the development of
globalization (71% of Germans, 60% of British, 67% of Italians were favorable).
However, 47% of French people claim that globalization would have a negative effect

on their personal situation and their family if it intensified. In other words, it seems that
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only when confronted to the question of the potential impact of globalization on their
personal lives are French citizens more pessimistic or more inclined to take a critical
stand on the question.
III.1.1i. Anti-globalization contention in France

First, scholars have claimed that in France, more than in any other Western European
country, protests constitute a fundamental mechanism of political change and renewal,
where they seem to form a part of the regular workings of the system (Waters, 1998). As
Stanley Hoffman (1971: 111) notes: “there are few other nations where protest
movements have been so frequent and so diverse in their origins, channels, and
purposes, and so similar in their manifestations, as France.” However, by the mid-1980s,
France has experienced a resurgence of new social movement protests after a period of
relative absence from French political life (Waters, 1998). But if this period is marked
by a resurgence of social protest, it did not simply involve a revival of past movements
and struggles. Indeed, by the mid-1980s, most of the key movements of the preceding
decade have disappeared. In fact, as noted by Sommier (2003) and Waters (1998), the
union movement has exhausted itself since the end of the 1970s: union membership is
down and union strikes have decreased significantly. For example only 9% of the
‘active’ population (workers) in France is unionized (8% in the private sector, 26% in
the public sector), as opposed to 28,9% in Germany, 32,9% in Great Britain and 91% in
Sweden (Sommier, 2003). In turn, this decline shows a profound crisis of traditional
types of political participation (whether union or party membership). Meanwhile, newer

forms of mobilization and new types of associations have either emerged or have
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undergone a considerable expansion by the mid-1980s. It includes and encompasses at
the same time some traditional organizations (Human Rights League, Movement Against
Racism, Terre des Hommes); it also includes more recently founded organizations
concerned with international issues (Amnesty International, Doctors Without Borders),
charitable concerns (Restaurants of the Heart), as well as ad hoc structures formed in
order to generate support for a specific social issue (“Les sans-papiers” or “The
undocumented”). So, compared with the old movements (particularly the workers’
movement), the demands of these new forms of contention are centered on everyday life,
culture, life conditions, the environment, i.e. post-materialist values (Sommier, 2003;
Inglehart, 1977, 1990, 1997), that are opposing the functionalist and productivity logic
of the neo-liberal system. Finally, this French “association boom” revealed its
importance during the anti-globalization protest in France and around the globe.
According to Francesco Alberoni (1992) the emergence of new movements responding
to the neo-liberal system, is occurring at a time when the ideology of consumption and
individual success —as supposed ideal values for the greater good- are declining.
Secondly, political observers have precisely described France as ‘the’ country of
contention against globalization (Fougier, 2001). Indeed, Gordon and Meunier (2001)
explain how globalization poses a particular challenge to France: first, France has had a
long statist, dirigist political and economic tradition (as explained earlier), so it is
particularly difficult for such a society to accept the fact that the state might not be able
to provide jobs, redistribute incomes and protect against unwanted imports. Second,

globalization appears to threaten the global stature of a country that has long prided itself
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on its international prominence. Indeed, to the extent that globalization means ceding
world leadership to the United States, especially since the Bretton Woods Agreement in
1944, it is particularly difficult for France to accept. Preparing to rebuild the capitalist
economies of European states, as World Ward II was still raging, delegates from all 44
allied nations gathered in the New Hampshire resort of Bretton Woods (in the U.S.) for a
United Nations Monetary and Financial Conference. The delegates signed the Bretton
Woods Agreement in July 1944: the agreement was setting up a system of rules,
institutions, and procedures to regulate the international political economy. But mainly,
it was effectively achieving the common goals of the leading states that had created it,
especially the United States. Hence, Gordon and Meunier (2001) argue, the perception
by French citizens that French society is threatened by a globalization often equated with
Americanization.

France is also the country famous for its defense of the idea of “cultural exception” as
a protectionist policy against globalization: in fact, French government has rejected
several agreements and treaties based on this “cultural exception” argument. The
expression was ‘coined’ in the 1980s, by then French Minister of Culture Jack Lang, and
was especially used during the Uruguay Round negotiations of the GATT in 1993.
Briefly, the function of the GATT was to establish some rules for trade at a global scale”.

The new issues of services and intellectual property were added by the United States to

% The GATT (General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade) was the only international instrument fixing the
rules of trade at the global level at this time. It has since been replaced by the WTO (World Trade
Organization) in 1995.
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the traditional GATT agenda: the U.S. wanted then to apply free trade to “cultural
goods.” This meant that the U.S. sought to have trade in the cultural area treated under
the same conditions as trade in other commercial goods. This led to a strong reaction in
France: the French engaged in a vigorous battle in order to exclude the audiovisual
productions from the negotiations based on the principle of “cultural exception”, and
successfully resisted the U.S. pressure on this cultural issue. France thus managed to
preserve the right to subsidize and protect its cultural goods with quotas. For France’s
President, Frangois Mitterrand, this was “a question of civilization.” So rather than using
the language of trade negotiations, as Gregory Flynn (1995) shows, Mitterrand then
chose to use the language of identity to mobilize French support for his political
position. Policy in this case was equated with the defense of French national identity
through the concept of “cultural exception.” In the same way, Anton Brender (2004)
argues, the “no to Maastricht” slogan in France, during the referendum campaign of
1991 to vote on the Maastricht Treaty (treaty forging the European political and
economic union) is considered by some French observers as what started the resistance
against a certain globalization. Indeed, the European construction (as in the Maastricht
Treaty, the “German” Europe and Brussels’ bureaucracy) was then perceived as profiting
from globalization already. According to Ancelovici (2002), the Maastricht Treaty itself
put the idea of a “pensée unique” (single/uniform thought), i.e. neo-liberalism in this
case, at the center of the public debates over public policy. The Treaty was nearly
defeated by French voters by a slight margin (51% against 49%) during the referendum

planned in France by then President Mitterrand in September 1992.
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Then, it has been argued by several authors (Sommier, 2003; Tartakowsky, 2001;
Berger, 2002, 2003; Brender, 2004; Ancelovici, 2002), that even before the
groundbreaking anti-globalization protest of 1999 in Seattle, by the end of 1995 France
experienced the biggest mass mobilization since the events of May 1968. Indeed, the
French strikes and protest movements of winter 1995 (November-December) against
RPR Prime Minister Alain Juppé’s plan of reforms, that paralyzed the country for 3
weeks, seem to represent the premonitory sign or forerunner of the anti-globalization
movements that will emerge a few years later all over Europe. The protesters were
challenging the government’s proposals to reform established pension and health care
funding arrangements, social security and the status of France’s publicly owned utilities.
The authors contend that the 1995 movement can be analyzed as the first significant
rejection or refusal of the neo-liberal conditions that are relayed by the politicians and
the French government. The protesters of the 1995 strikes placed the contention and the
debate not only at the national level, but also at the European level (through a criticism
of Maastricht Treaty criteria) and at the international level (through a resistance to
transnational corporations and the “tyranny of the financial markets). Brender (2004)
argues that people were simply expressing their resistance to the progressive elimination
of national specificity, and their desire to preserve the French social security system and
the public services system. Particularly, workers in France’s rail and public transport
system were the driving force behind a much broader strike and social movement which
included public employees from the telecommunications, the postal service and the

education sector (Krishnan, 1996). Indeed, the issue of pension funds was the main issue
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for the remaining of public sector workers as much as for the workers of the rail and
public transport sector. Also, noticeably, the protests saw alliances formed between
unions and the movements of the “without” or the “excluded” (le movement des “sans”,
e.g. the homeless, the undocumented immigrants, the unemployed), although these
alliances might have been temporary or punctual (Sommier, 2003), while political
parties were noticeably absent from the movement. Hence, Lovecy (1999) argues,
throughout contention, these movements invoked the republican citizenship themes of
social protection and economic intervention to defend social rights. Indeed, in an article
published by daily French newspaper Le Monde on December 7™ of 1995, journalist
Erik Izraelewicz describes the strike wave of December 1995 as the first strikes in an
advanced industrial nation against globalization: he calls it “the first upheaval against
globalization” (Ancelovici, 2002: 434). After several weeks of conflict, Juppé withdrew
his reform plan. From that moment on, a “galaxy” of social movements is constituted,
which includes more associations and community organizations than simply workers’
unions (Tartakowsky, 2001): some of these movements appeared in the late 1980s, but
most of them were founded after 1990°. For example, militants from Droits devant!
(Dd!, created in 1995), from the Comité des sans logis (CDSL, created in 1993), and of
the Droit au logement (DAL, created in 1990), all associations fighting for the human
rights (particular of the minorities in France), against homelessness and for better
housing conditions for everyone, constitute a part of this “galaxy” on the one hand. The

Association pour ’emploi, ’information, la solidarit¢ (APEIS, created in 1987), the

? For reasons explored in Chapter II.1.ii. Contention against globalization, Pp. 13.
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Action contre le Chomage (AC!, created in 1994) and the Mouvement national des
chomeurs et précaires (MNCP, created in 1986), all organizations and associations
engaged in a battle against unemployment and the precarious conditions of the
unemployed, compose the other part of the “galaxy”. With the support of workers’
unions (CGT, FSU, SUD PTT, CP), as well as with the help of the CADAC
(Commission des associations pour le droit a 1’avortement et la contraception, a
women’s rights, pro-choice association that appeared in 1990 ), militants from all these
different associations will write a political manifesto, the “L’appel des sans” (the “Call
of the without”). Then, this “galaxy” of movements will even widen during the protest
movement of the unemployed in the winter of 1997-1998.

Finally, Fougier (2001) demonstrates, France is after all the country of José Bové, a
sheep farmer who, in August 1999, dismantled a McDonald’s restaurant in Southern
France to protest against U.S. sanctions, the World Trade Organization and globalization
in general. Incidentally, Jos¢ Bové is the leader of the Confédération Paysanne (a
farmers’ association created in 1987, representing % of the French farmers, according to
Mathieu, 2001) that is a founding organization member of ATTAC. In fact, the
Confédération Paysanne has been particularly sensitive to and has publicly raised the
issues of biodiversity and food safety: according to the association, it is the liberalization
of commerce for agricultural products that could have fatal consequences for the
environment and for consumers’ health (Mathieu, 2001). Additionally, the
Confédération Paysanne is also protesting the U.S. trade sanctions against French

agricultural products. At any rate, thanks to the media portraying him as a hero, José
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Bové became an overnight self-declared “leader” of angry French farmers: this event
made him an instant “Astérix” protecting France against foreign invasions (as the French
comics character defending ancient “Gaule” against the Romans). Also, as Gordon and
Meunier (2001) note, there have been and still are countless number of articles, books
and TV or radio programs criticizing globalization in the 1990s: for example, there has
been an ‘assault’ on neo-liberalism and the role of the media, led by the late French
sociologist Pierre Bourdieu, as well as numerous attacks on globalization in the monthly
paper Le Monde Diplomatique. For example, Bourdieu published several
articles/opinion pieces in Le Monde or Le Monde Diplomatique, especially after the
strikes of winter 1995, on the one hand criticizing the neo-liberal ideology, and on the
other hand urging associations and organizations to use the momentum of the 1995
movement to oppose neo-liberalism with expertise discourses (Sommier, 2003). French
politicians, finally, have rapidly adopted and exploited a rhetoric of “the need to master
globalization”. For example, France is the only country from which the government has
sent a official state representatives (Secretary of State for External Commerce, Frangois
Huwart and Secretary of State for Solidary Economy, Guy Hascoét) to attend the
Alternative World Social Forum in Porto Alegre (Brazil) in January 2001. For all these
reasons, it only seems relevant to focus this study on France’s resistance to globalization.
Finally, as Lilian Mathieu (2001) remarks, this big wave of contentious movements
against neo-liberal globalization has been dominated by the French social movement

ATTAC almost right at the beginning or at least by the mid-1990s.
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I11.2 History of ATTAC

According to Franck Poupeau (2002), ATTAC became a central actor within the
French social movement precisely because ATTAC concentrates in its organization a
great number of pre-existing collective movements, associations and unions that are the
most active in France at the moment. ATTAC was attractive to these other organizations
because its founders took position for more participative democracy within the
association, breaking with traditional hierarchies in older movements (for example the
trade unions). Also, ATTAC has become the main interlocutor for the French media
regarding anti-globalization issues: for example, it is asked to take a stand on José
Bové’s actions against a McDonald’s, or on the September 11" attacks against the World
Trade Center. Therefore, as Maud Barlow and Tony Clarke (2000) have underlined, it is
time that we now pay a particular attention to ATTAC, as it is a fundamental player in
the anti-globalization movement in France and worldwide now. In this part 1 will
therefore discuss the genesis, the structures, the demands and the types of intervention of
ATTAC.

[I1.2.i. The birth

Anti-globalization French movement ATTAC was officially born on June 3rd
1998 in France, created by Bernard Cassen (Professor at the University of Paris VIII and
Director of Le Monde Diplomatique, monthly magazine), who was elected the first
President of ATTAC. It all started in December 1997, with an initiative of Le Monde
Diplomatique: in an editorial entitled “Disarming the Markets”, Ignacio Ramonet (then

Director of Publication at Le Monde Diplomatique) discussed what he called the
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“tyranny of financial markets”, and ended with an appeal suggesting the creation of an
organization around the idea of the Tobin Tax. The Tobin Tax refers to a tax on financial
transactions (or a small tax on currency transactions designed to curb speculative capital
flows) that was proposed by the late North American Yale professor and Nobel Prize
economist James Tobin, in 1972. Hence the name of the organization, ATTAC, which
stands for Association pour la Taxe Tobin pour I’Aide aux Citoyens or Action for a
Tobin Tax for the Aid of Citizens. According to Cassen (2003), the name ATTAC came
to Ignacio Ramonet because he was thinking of American director Robert Aldrich’s
1956 movie called “Attack™, so he basically conceived the acronym first and found out
what it would stand for afterwards. Actually, the initial response to Ramonet’s editorial
back in December 1997 was a flood of phone calls and letters. By March 1998, there
was more pressure from individuals and associations to proceed with something
concrete. So the first step in the creation was to bring together organizations that had
responded to the appeal. The basic strategic choice for its initiator(s) was to build
ATTAC out of existing structures, whether civic associations, social movements,
newspapers or unions. They all then agreed on the statutes, a political program and a
provisional leadership. The first national meeting of ATTAC was held on October 17"
of 1998 in the city of La Ciotat (region of the Bouches-du-Rhone, southeast of France).
II1.2.1i. The framing: “the world is not for sale”

At its creations, the founders agreed on three general points:

* A movie about cowardice and corruption among American officers fighting the Germans in Belgium
during World War I1.
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(1) A challenge to the hegemony of ultraliberalism requires the
construction of credible alternatives; (2) the taxation of financial
transactions, particularly the Tobin Tax, could contain economic
insecurity and inequality; (3) the urgency of checking the damage of
financial globalization requires a civic burst transcending traditional
cleavages in France and the world. (Ancelovici, 2002)

The movement thus claims global objectives and common goals as defined in its agenda.

For ATTAC (Ancelovici, 2002), globalization is defined by the convergence of
two trends: the restructuring of the mode of state intervention in the economy, the
liberalization and opening of national markets, and the emergence of global, primarily
financial, markets on the one hand; and the incorporation of an increasing share of
human activities in the market on the other hand. Indeed, ATTAC’s strong claim is that
“financial globalization increases economic insecurity and social inequalities. It
bypasses and belittles the choices of peoples, democratic institutions, and the sovereign
states in charge of the general interest. It replaces them with strictly speculative logics
expressing the sole interests of transnational corporations and financial markets.”
(ATTAC, 2000) Then, the effects of globalization as identified by ATTAC (ATTAC,
2000) are threefold: globalization is a race to the bottom (as far as labor standards,
cultural production, public services and the environment are concerned). It also means a
decline of sovereignty and democracy: in Cassen’s words, “democracy itself is the prime
victim of free trade and globalization” (Cassen, 1997). Finally, the commodification of
living organisms (for example, the privatization of agronomic and biotechnological

research and the concentration of firms in the seed industry) constitutes a real “hold-up
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of the living” in the name of progress and competitiveness. It in fact substitutes a logic
of profit and efficiency for the common good.

The platform adopted in 1998 states the general goals of the movement as
follows: “to re-conquer space lost by democracy to the sphere of finance, to oppose any
new abandonment of national sovereignty on the pretext of the ‘rights’ of investors and
merchants, and to create a democratic space at the global level”. So ATTAC’s principal
or general aim is a combat against this “tyranny of the markets”: they challenge and
question the legitimacy of the international economic institutions. To them, the issue is
the domination of financial speculation completely disconnected from the real state of
the production and the trade of goods and services. Hence the idea promoted by ATTAC
of the Tobin Tax, which ATTAC sees as the first step toward a transformation of the
world economy: as Sommier (2003) explains, the project of a tax on all financial
transactions would correspo