Third World Quarterly

Beyond the Third World: Imperial Globality, Global Coloniality and Anti-Globalisation Social
Movements
Author(s): Arturo Escobar
Source: Third World Quarterly, Vol. 25, No. 1, After the Third World? (2004), pp. 207-230
Published by: Taylor & Francis, Ltd.
Stable URL: http://www.jstor.org/stable/3993785 .
Accessed: 14/03/2014 10:59
Your use of the JSTOR archive indicates your acceptance of the Terms & Conditions of Use, available at .
http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

.
JSTOR is a not-for-profit service that helps scholars, researchers, and students discover, use, and build upon a wide range of
content in a trusted digital archive. We use information technology and tools to increase productivity and facilitate new forms
of scholarship. For more information about JSTOR, please contact support@jstor.org.

.

Taylor & Francis, Ltd. and Third World Quarterly are collaborating with JSTOR to digitize, preserve and
extend access to Third World Quarterly.

http://www.jstor.org

This content downloaded from 129.12.11.80 on Fri, 14 Mar 2014 10:59:47 AM
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions

Third World Quarterly, Vol 25, No 1, pp 207-230, 2004

Beyond
globality,

Third

the

global

Carfax Publishing

Group
filP,Taylor &Francis

imperial

World:

coloniality

anti-gtobalisation
social

*

and
movements

ARTURO ESCOBAR
ABSTRACTThe increasing realisation that there are modem problems for
which there are no modem solutionspoints towards the need to move beyond the
paradigm of modernityand, hence, beyond the Third World.Imagining after the
Third Worldtakes place against the backdropof two major processes: first, the
rise of a new US-based form of imperial globality, an economic-militaryideological order that subordinatesregions, peoples and economies world-wide.
Imperial globality has its underside in what could be called, following a group
of Latin American researchers, global coloniality, meaning by this the heightened marginalisationand suppressionof the knowledgeand culture of subaltern
groups. The second social process is the emergence of self-organising social
movement networks, which operate under a new logic, fostering forms of
counter-hegemonicglobalisation. It is argued that, to the extent that they engage
with the politics of difference,particularly throughplace-based yet transnationalised political strategies, these movementsrepresent the best hope for reworking imperial globality and global coloniality in ways that make imagining after
the Third World, and beyond modernity,a viable project.
'After the Third World' signals both the end of an era and way of thinking and
the birth of new challenges, dreams and real possibilities; both:observations,
however, can be hotly contested. On the one hand, what has really ended?
Assuming that the historical horizon that has finally come to a close is that of
anti-colonial nationalist struggles in the Third World, how about the other,
perhaps less intractable,aspects of the spirit of Bandung and Third Worldism?
For instance, how about the tremendousinternationalsolidarity that this spirit
elicited among exploited peoples? How about its passionate call for justice, or
its eloquent demand for a new international economic order? And is the
centralityof the political on which that spirit was based also a thing of the past?
Are all of these features ineluctably left behind by the steamrollerof modern
capitalist history? I believe the articles in this special issue of Third World
Quarterly demonstrate that they are not, even if they are in dire need of
rearticulation.To begin with, many of the conditions that gave rise to Third
Worldism have by no means disappeared.Today the world is confrontedwith a
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capitalist system-a global empire led by the USA-that seems more inhumane
than ever; the power of this empire makes the ardentclamouringfor justice of
the Bandungleaders appeartimid to us today. Even more, the inhumanityof the
US-led empire continues to be most patently visible in what until recently was
called the Third World. So it can be argued that the need for international
solidarity is greater than ever before, albeit in new ways. Equally great is the
indubitablenecessity of resisting a now global market-determinedeconomy that
commands, in more irrefutabletone than in the past, the world to be organised
for exploitation and that nothing else will do.
On the other hand, if the end the Third World signals something new, there
is little agreementabout this newness and the theoreticaland political needs that
it demands. For some an entirely new paradigmis not only needed but already
on the rise. Others speak of the need for a new horizon of meaning for political
struggle after the ebbing of the dream of national sovereignty throughpopular
revolution. Still others caution that, since most alternativevisions of the recent
past-from nationalliberationto socialism-operated within a modernistframework, then the paradigmsof the futurehave to steer carefully away from modern
concepts. As the saying goes, easier said than done. The fact is that there are
many good analyses of, and ideas about, the contemporaryimpasse, but they do
not seem to coalesce or converge into sharedproposalsor neat formulations,let
alone clear courses of political action that might capturethe collective imagination. In this regard our Bandung forefathers fared much better-their wide
appeal being of course a problem in itself for many, given the questionable
practices that sustained it. David Scott put it bluntly, and constructively, by
saying that today's global situation ushers in a new problem-space to which
neither Third Worldism nor the ensuing (1980s-90s) postcolonial criticism
provide good answers. What is needed, he says, is 'a new conceptualisationof
postcolonial politics' thatis able to imagine 'joiningthe radicalpolitical tradition
of Bandung ... to an ethos of agonistic respect for pluralizationsof subaltern
difference'!

Scott's conclusion finds resonance, to a greateror lesser extent, in a number
of recent theoretical-politicalproposals, such as Boaventurade Sousa Santos'
'oppositional postmodernism',2the calls for new anti-capitalistimaginaries by
long-time critics of capitalism such as AnmbalQuijano3and Samir Amin,4 and
the emphasis on non-Eurocentricperspectives on globality by the Latin American modernity/colonialityresearchgroup, to be discussed at some length in this
paper. The notion of subaltern difference as an important source for new
paradigms also resonates constructively with those who call for place-based
epistemologies, economies and ecologies,5 and those who see in antiglobalisationor global justice movementsa new theoreticaland political logic on
the rise. A number of observers, finally, find in the World Social Forum
movement, despite the many criticisms, an expression and enactmentof this new
paradigm,political vision, anti-capitalistimaginary, or what have you, even if
their contours are still barely discernible at present.6
This article weaves some of these insights into an argumentthat focuses on
the limits of imagining 'after the Third World' within the order of knowledge
and politics that gave us the third world notion and its associated social
208

This content downloaded from 129.12.11.80 on Fri, 14 Mar 2014 10:59:47 AM
All use subject to JSTOR Terms and Conditions

IMPERIAL GLOBALITY AND ANTI-GLOBALISATION MOVEMENTS

formationsin the first place. Mark Berger (this issue) is right in saying that the
conditions that saw the emergence of anti-colonial nationalisms at the dawn of
Third Worldism have been superseded,and that their favoured tropes (romantic
views of pre-colonial traditions, Marxist utopianism, and Western notions of
modernisationand development) thus have to be discarded. The question then
becomes: what languages and visions will be appropriateto today's problemspace of capitalist hegemony and counter-hegemonicstruggles? What might be
the role, if any, of what used to be called 'traditions'in this regard?Can new
forms of utopianismbe invented? What should be the contributionof Western
modemity to this endeavour?Conversely, at what point should we attempt to
move beyond it? I shall attemptto demonstratethat in the languages of subaltern
difference, critical utopianism and a re-intrepretedmodernity (one in which
modernityis not only 'reduced to size' but re-contextualisedto allow for other
cultural formations to become visible) we might be able to find a novel
theoreticalframeworkfor imagining 'afterthe ThirdWorld' in ways that at least
re-work some of the modemist traps of the past.
The argument to be made in this regard has three parts, developed in
subsequentparts of the article.
First, modernity's ability to provide solutions to modem problems has been
increasingly compromised. In fact, it can be argued that there are no modem
solutions to many of today's problems.7This is clearly the case, for instance,
with massive displacement and ecological destruction, but also with development's inability to fulfil its promise of a minimum of well-being for the world's
people. At the basis of this modern incapacity lie both a hyper-technificationof
rationalityand a hyper-marketisationof social life-what Santos refers to as the
increasing incongruence of the functions of social emancipation and social
regulation.8The result is an oppressive globality in which manifold forms of
violence increasingly take on the function of regulationof peoples and economies. This featurehas become central to the neoliberal approachof the American
empire (even more so after the March 2003 US-led invasion of Iraq). This
modernist attempt at combating the symptoms but not the cause of the social,
political and ecological crises of the times results in multiple 'cruel little wars'
in which the control of territories,people and resources is at stake.9Regimes of
selective inclusion and hyper-exclusion-of heightened poverty for the many
and skyrocketingwealth for the few-operating through spatial-militarylogics,
create a situationof widespreadsocial fascism. The ever widening territoriesand
peoples subjected to precariousliving conditions under social fascism suggest
the continued validity of a certain notion of a Third World, although not
reducible to strict geographicalparameters.In short, the modern crisis is a crisis
in models of thought; modern solutions, at least under neoliberal globalisation
(NLG), only deepen the problems. Moving beyond or outside modernity thus
becomes a sine qua non for imagining after the Third World.
Second, if we accept that what is at stake is the recognition that there are no
modern solutions to many of today's modernproblems,where are we to look for
new insights? At this level it becomes crucial to question the widely held idea
that modernityis now a universaland inescapableforce, that globalisationentails
209
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the radicalisationof modernity,and that from now on it is modernityall the way
down. One fruitful way to think past this commonly held idea is to question
the interpretationof modernity as an intra-Europeanphenomenon. This reinterpretationmakes visible modernity's underside, that is, those subaltern
knowledges and cultural practices world-wide that modernity itself shunned,
suppressed made invisible and disqualified. Understood as 'coloniality', this
other side has existed side by side with modernity since the conquest of
America; it is this same coloniality of being, knowledge and power that today's
US-led empire attemptsto silence and contain;the same coloniality that asserts
itself at the borders of the modem/colonial world system, and from which
subaltern groups attempt to reconstitute place-based imaginaries and local
worlds. From this perspective, coloniality is constitutive of modernity, and the
'ThirdWorld' is partof its classificatorylogic. Today, a new global articulation
of coloniality is renderingthe Third World obsolete, and new classifications are
bound to emerge in a world no longer predicated on the existence of three
worlds.
Third, this analysis suggests the need to move from the sociology of absences
of subalternknowledges to a politics of emergence of social movements; this
requires examining contemporarysocial movements from the perspective of
colonial difference. At their best, today's movements, particularly antiglobalisation and global justice movements, enact a novel logic of the social,
based on self-organising meshworks and largely non-hierarchicalstructures.
They tend to show emergent properties and complex adaptive behaviour that
movements of the past, with theirpenchantfor centralisationand hierarchy,were
never able to manifest. This logic is partly strengthenedby the self-organising
dynamics of the new information and communication technologies (ICTS),
resultingin what could be called 'subalternintelligent communities'. Situatedon
the oppositional side of the modern/colonialborder zones, these communities
enact practices of social, economic and ecological difference that are useful for
thinking about alternativelocal and regional worlds, and so for imagining after
the Third World.
The failures of modernity and the rise of imperial globality
What I am trying to argue is that to imagine beyond the Third World we also
need to imagine beyond modernityin some fashion. I will begin by discussing
the dominant tendencies in the study of modernity from what we can call
'intra-modernperspectives' before moving on to provide the building blocks of
an alternative framework.I am very much aware that the view of modernity
presentedbelow is terriblypartialand contestable. I present it only in order to
highlight the stark difference entailed by the few frameworksthat seek to go
beyond it. In the last instance, the goal of this brief excursus is political. If, as
most intra-moderndiscussions suggest, globalisationentails the universalisation
and radicalisationof modernity,then what are we left with? Does radical alterity
become impossible? More generally, what is happening to development and
modernity in times of globalisation? Is modernity finally becoming universalised, or is it being left behind? The question is the more poignant because it
210
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can be arguedthat the presentis a moment of transition:between a world defined
in terms of modernity and its corollaries, development and modernisation,and
the certainty they instilled-a world that has operated largely under European
hegemony over the past 200 years if not more; and a new (global) reality which
is still difficult to ascertainbut which, at opposite ends, can be seen either as a
deepeningof modernitythe world over or, on the contrary,as a deeply negotiated
reality that encompasses many heterogeneous cultural formations-and, of
course, the many shades in between. This sense of a transitionis well captured
by the question: is globalisation the last stage of capitalist modernity, or the
beginning of something new? As we shall see, intra-European and nonEurocentricperspectives give a very different answer to this set of questions.
Globalisation as the radicalisation of modernity: an intra-modern view of
modernity
The idea of a relatively single globalisation process emanating out of a few
dominant centres remains prevalent. The root of this idea lies in a view of
modernity as essentially an European phenomenon. From this perspective,
modernity is characterisedas follows. Historically, modernity has identifiable
temporaland spatial origins: 17th centurynorthernEurope, aroundthe processes
of Reformation,the Enlightenment,and the French Revolution. These processes
crystallised at the end of the 18th century and became consolidated with the
Industrial Revolution. Sociologically, modernity is characterised by certain
institutions, particularlythe nation-state, and by some basic features, such as
self-reflexivity, the disembedding of social life from local context, and space/
time distantiation,since relations between 'absent others' become more important than face-to-face interaction.'0Culturally,modernityis characterisedin terms
of the increasing appropriationof previously taken-for-grantedcultural backgroundsby forms of expert knowledge linked to capital and state administrative
apparatuses-what Habermas describes as the increasing rationalisationof the
life-world." Philosophically, modernityentailed the emergence of the notion of
'Man' as the foundation of all knowledge about the world, separate from the
natural and the divine.'2 Modernity is also seen in terms of the triumph of
metaphysics, understoodas a tendency-extending from Plato and some of the
pre-Socraticsto Descartes and the modern thinkers, and criticised by Nietzsche
and Heidegger among others-that finds in logical truth the foundation for a
rationaltheory of the world as made up of knowable and controllablethings and
beings. Vattimo emphasises the logic of development-the belief in perpetual
bettermentand overcoming-as crucial to the philosophical foundations of the
modern order.13
Is there a logical necessity to believe that the order so sketchily characterised
above is the only one capable of becoming global? For most theorists, on all
sides of the political spectrum,this is exactly the case. Giddens has made the
argumentmost forcefully: globalisation entails the radicalisationand universalisation of modernity. No longer purely an affair of the West, however, since
modernityis everywhere, the triumphof the modern lies precisely in its having
become universal. This may be called 'the Giddens effect': from now on, it is
211
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modernity all the way down, everywhere, until the end of time. Not only is
radicalalterityexpelled forever from the realm of possibilities, all world cultures
and societies are reduced to being a manifestation of European culture. No
matter how variously qualified, a 'global modernity' is here to stay.'4 Recent
anthropologicalinvestigationsof 'modernityat large'"5have shown modernityto
be de-territorialised,hybridised, contested, uneven, heterogeneous, even multiple, or in terms of conversing with, engaging, playing with, or processing
modernity. Nevertheless, in the last instance these modernities end up being a
reflection of a Eurocentred social order, even if under the assumption that
modernity is now everywhere, a ubiquitous and ineluctable social fact.'6 This
inability to go beyond modernityis puzzling and needs to be questioned as part
of any effort to imagine beyond the Third World.
Beyond modernity:oppositionalpostmodernism
Boaventura de Sousa Santos has forcefully made the argument that we are
moving beyond the paradigmof modernityin two senses: epistemologically, and
socio-politically. Epistemologically this move entails a transition from the
dominance of modern science to a plural landscape of knowledge forms.
Socially, the transition is between global capitalism and emergent forms of
which we only have glimpses in today's social movements and in events such
as the World Social Forum. The crux of this transition, in Santos' rigorous
conceptualisation,is an untenabletension between modernity'score functions of
social regulation and social emancipation, in turn related to the growing
imbalance between expectations and experience. Intendedto guaranteeorder in
society, social regulation is the set of norms, institutionsand practices through
which expectations are stabilised; it is based on the principles of state, market
and community. Social emancipationchallenges the order created by regulation
in the name of a different ordering;to this end, it has recourse to aesthetic,
cognitive-scientific and ethical rationalities.These two tendencies have become
increasingly contradictory, resulting in ever more noticeable excesses and
deficits, particularly with neoliberal globalisation. The management of these
contradictions-chiefly at the hands of science and law-is itself in crisis. The
result has been the hyper-scientificisationof emancipation(all claims to a better
society have to be filtered through the rationality of science), and the hypermarketisationof regulation(modernregulationis ceded to the market;to be free
is to accept market regulation) and, indeed, a collapse of emancipation into
regulation.Hence the need for a paradigmatictransitionthat enables us to think
anew about the problematic of regulation and social emancipation, with the
ultimate goal of de-Westernising social emancipation. To this end, a new
approachto social theory, 'oppositionalpostmodernism',is called for:
The conditions that broughtabout the crisis of modernityhave not yet become the
conditions to overcome the crisis beyond modernity.Hence the complexity of our
transitional period portrayed by oppositional postmodern theory: we are facing
modern problems for which there are no modern solutions. The search for a
postmodernsolution is what I call oppositionalpostmodernism... What is necessary is to start from the disjunctionbetween the modernityof the problems and the
212
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postmodemity of the possible solutions, and to turn such disjunction into the urge
to ground theories and practices capable of reinventing social emancipationout of
the wrecked emancipatorypromises of modernity.17

Santos thus points at anotherparadigm,distinct from modernity,even if still not
fully visible, that makes imagining beyond modernityplausible. His reading of
modernitybuilds on variousreadingsof capitalism,distinguishingbetween those
that posit an end to capitalism, even if in the very long run,'8 and which thus
advocate transformativepractices, and those that conceive of the future as so
many metamorphosesof capitalism, and which favour adaptive strategieswithin
capitalism.'9For this lattergroup one may say that globalisationis the last stage
of capitalist modernity;for the former, globalisation is the beginning of something new. As we shall see shortly, the Latin American modernity/coloniality
perspective would suggest that transformativepractices are taking place now,
and need to be socially amplified.
The new face of global empire and the growth of social fascism
One of the main consequences, for Santos, of the collapse of emancipationinto
regulation is the structuralpredominance of exclusion over inclusion. Either
because of the exclusion of many of those formerly included, or because those
who in the past were candidatesfor inclusion are now preventedfrom being so,
the problematicof exclusion has become terriblyaccentuated,with ever growing
numbers of people thrown into a veritable 'state of nature'. The size of the
excluded class varies of course with the centrality of the country in the world
system, but it is particularlystaggering in Asia, Africa and Latin America. The
result is a new type of social fascism as 'a social and civilizational regime'.20
This regime, paradoxically,coexists with democraticsocieties, hence its novelty.
This fascism may operate in various modes: in terms of spatial exclusion;
territories struggled over by armed actors; the fascism of insecurity; and of
course the deadly financial fascism, which at times dictates the marginalisation
of entire regions and countriesthat do not fulfil the conditions needed for capital,
according to the IMFand its faithful managementconsultants.2'To the former
ThirdWorld correspondthe highest levels of social fascism of these kinds. This
is, in sum, the world that is being created by globalisation from above, or
hegemonic globalisation.
Before moving on, it is importantto complete this rough representationof
today's global capitalist modernityby looking at the US-led invasion of Iraq in
early 2003. Among other things, this episode has at last made two things
particularlyclear: first, the willingness to use unprecedentedlevels of violence
to enforce dominance on a global scale; second, the unipolarity of the current
empire. In ascension since the Thatcher-Reaganyears, this unipolarityreached
its climax with the post-li Septemberregime, based on a new convergence of
military, economic, political and religious interests in the USA. In Alain Joxe's
compelling vision of imperial globality, what we have been witnessing since the
first Gulf war is the rise of an empire that increasingly operates through the
management of asymmetricaland spatialised violence, territorialcontrol, sub213
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contractedmassacres,and 'cruel little wars', all of which are aimed at imposing
the neoliberal capitalist project. At stake is a type of regulation that operates
throughthe creation of a new horizon of global violence. This empire regulates
disorder through financial and military means, pushing chaos to the extent
possible to the outskirtsof empire, creatinga 'predatory'peace to the benefit of
a global noble caste and leaving untold poverty and sufferingin its path. It is an
empire that does not take responsibilityfor the well-being of those over whom
it rules. As Joxe puts it:
The world today is united by a new form of chaos, an imperial chaos, dominated
by the imperiumof the United States, though not controlled by it. We lack the
words to describe this new system, while being surroundedby its images ... World
leadership through chaos, a doctrine that a rational European school would have
difficulty imagining, necessarily leads to weakening states-even in the United
States-through the emerging sovereignty of corporationsand markets.22

The new empire thus operates not so much through conquest, but through the
imposition of norms (free-markets,US-style democracy and culturalnotions of
consumption,and so forth). The formerThirdWorld is, above all, the theatreof
a multiplicity of cruel little wars which, ratherthan being barbaricthrowbacks,
are linked to the currentglobal logic. From Colombia and Central America to
Algeria, sub-SaharanAfrica and the Middle East these wars take place within
states or regions, without threateningempire but fostering conditions favourable
to it. For much of the former Third World (and of course for the Third World
within the core) is reserved 'the World-chaos',free-marketslavery, and selective
genocide.23In some cases this amounts to a sort of 'paleo-micro-colonialism'
within regions,24in others to balkanisation,in yet others to brutal internalwars
and massive displacement to free up entire regions for transnationalcapital
(particularly in the case of oil, but also diamonds, timber, water, genetic
resources, and agriculturallands). Often these cruel little wars are fuelled by
mafia networks, and intended for macroeconomicglobalisation. It is clear that
this new Global Empire ('the New World Order of the American imperial
monarchy')25articulatesthe 'peaceful expansion' of the free-marketeconomy
with omnipresentviolence in a novel regime of economic and military globality-in other words, the global economy comes to be supportedby a global
organisation of violence and vice versa.26On the subjective side, what one
increasinglyfinds in the Souths (includingthe South within the North) are 'diced
identities' and the transformationof cultures of solidarity into cultures of
destruction.
The Colombian case: modernity, development and the logic of displacement

Colombia exemplifies Joxe's vision, and in this way I believe Colombia
prefiguressituations that could become more common world-wide. Despite the
complexity of the situation, it is possible to make a few general observations:
First, this countryrepresentspatternsof historicalexclusion found in many parts
of Latin America but rarely with such depth. Colombia today has the second
most skewed income distribution,after Brazil. While this has been aggravated
214
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over the past 20 years by successive neoliberal regimes, it has a long historical
base, particularlyin the structureof land tenure. Today, 1.1% of landowners
control over 55% of all arable land (and as much as one-thirdof this may well
be linked to drug money). Over 60% of the Colombian population live on
incomes below the poverty line; 25% live in absolute poverty, that is, they earn
less than one dollar a day. Rural poverty is 80%, and urban poverty has also
reachedhigh levels, with at least two consequences of particularrelevance here:
the creationof vast neighbourhoodsof absolute poverty, with very limited or no
state presence, which are largely ruled by local laws, including pervasive
violence; and the emergence of a new group of people, locally known as
desechables, or disposable ones, who are often the targetof 'social cleansing' by
death squads linked to the right. Since the 1980s in particulardrug mafias have
achieved tremendous presence at all levels of society, encouraged by a very
lucrativeinternationalbusiness. The armedconflict that presently affects Colombia is well known. It brings together a disparateset of actors-chiefly left-wing
guerrillas, the army and right-wing paramilitarygroups-into a complex military, territorialand political conflict, which I do not intend to analyse here.27
Suffice it to say that, from the perspective of imperial globality, these can all be
seen as war machines more interested in their own survival and sphere of
influence than in peaceful solutions to the conflict. Massacres and human rights
abuses are the orderof the day, primarilyby paramilitariesbut also by guerrillas,
and the civilian population is most often brought into the conflict as unwilling
participantsor sacrificialvictims. Increasingly,guerrillashave been unwilling to
recognise and respect the autonomous needs and strategies of other struggles,
such as those of black and indigenous peoples and environmentalists.
The sub-nationaldynamics of imperial globality is pathetically illustratedby
the experience of Colombia's Pacific region. This rainforestarea, rich in natural
resources, has been home to about one million people, 95% of them AfroColombian,with about 50 000 indigenous peoples of various ethnicities. In 1991
a new Constitutiongrantedcollective territorialrights to the black communities.
Since the mid-1990s, however, guerrillas and paramilitarieshave been steadily
moving into the region, in orderto gain control of territoriesthat are either rich
in naturalresources or the site of planned large-scale development projects. In
many river communitiesboth guerrillasand paramilitarieshave pushed people to
plant coca or move out. Displacementhas reached staggeringlevels, with several
hundredthousandpeople displaced from this region alone. In the southernmost
area this displacement has been caused in large part by paramilitariespaid by
rich African oil palm growers, intent on expandingtheir holdings and increasing
their productionfor world markets.This is being done in the name of development, with resources provided by Plan Colombia.28
It is little known that Colombia today has about three million internally
displaced people, constitutingone of the largest refugee crisis in the world. Over
400 000 people were internally displaced in 2002 alone. A disproportionate
percentageof the displaced are Afro-Colombiansand indigenous people, which
makes patently clear a little discussed aspect of imperial globality, namely, its
racial and ethnic dimension. One aspect of this is of course that, as in the case
of the Pacific, ethnic minorities often inhabit territoriesrich in naturalresources
215
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that are now coveted by national and transnationalcapital. Beyond this more
empiricalobservation,however, lies the fact that imperialglobality is also about
the defence of white privilege world-wide. By white privilege here I mean, not
so much phenotypicallywhite, but a Eurocentricway of life that has historically
privileged white people at the expense of non-Europeanand coloured peoples
world-wide-and particularlysince the 1950s those aroundthe world who abide
by this outlook. As we will see, this dimension of imperial globality is better
drawn out through the concept of global coloniality.
The case of Colombia and of its Pacific region thus reflects key tendencies of
imperial globality and global coloniality. The first tendency is the link between
the economy and armedviolence, particularlythe still prominentrole of national
and sub-nationalwars over territory,peoples and resources. These wars contribute to the spread of social fascism, defined as a combination of social and
political exclusion whereby increasingly large segments of the population live
underterriblematerialconditions and often underthe threatof displacementand
even death. In Colombia the governmentresponse has been to step up military
repression, surveillance and paramilitarisationwithin a conception of 'democratic security' that mirrors the US global strategy as seen in the Iraqi case:
democracy by force, and without the right to dissent-a deterrenceagainst the
people. Social fascism and political fascism (networks of paid informers,
suppressionof rights) are joined in this strategyto maintaina patternof capital
accumulationthat benefits an increasingly narrow segment of the world population.
Second, Colombia also shows that, despite what could be seen as excellent
conditions for a peaceful society and capitalist democracy (eg very rich natural
endowments and a large and highly trained professional class), what has
happened is the opposite. This has been so in part because the local war is, at
least partially,a surrogatefor global (especially US) interests,in partbecause of
a particularlyrapaciousnationalelite that refuses to entertaina more significant
democracy, and in part also because of war orientations(including drug mafias)
that have taken on a self-perpetuatingdynamic. Finally, and more importantly
for our argument,the Colombian case makes patently clear the exhaustion of
modernmodels. Development and modernity,to be sure, were always inherently
displacement-creatingprocesses. Yet what has become evident with the excesses
of imperial globality is that the gap between modernity's displacement-producing tendencies and displacement-avertingmechanisms is not only growing but
becoming untenable-that is, unmanageablewithin a modern framework.29In
short, while there are socioeconomic and political features that could still make
talking about a third world legitimate (poverty, exclusion, oppression, uneven
development, of course imperialism,and so forth), they have to be rearticulated
in ways that make not talking about a thirdworld, but imagining after the Third
World, more appropriate.This articulationmust preservethose social conditions
that made talk of the ThirdWorld necessary in an earlierperiod. But they have
to be brought up to date through concepts that are more attuned to the
problem-space of today. So far we have discussed some of these concepts,
particularlyimperial globality and social fascism. We also startedthe discussion
of what thinking beyond modernitymight mean. It is time to develop this idea
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more fully by introducing the Latin American modernity/colonialityresearch
programme.

Beyond modernity: subalternity and the problematic of coloniality
The seeming triumphof Eurocentredmodernitycan be seen as the imposition of
a global design by a particular local history, in such a way that it has
subalternisedother local histories and designs. If this is the case, could one posit
the hypothesis that radical alternatives to modernity are not a historically
foreclosed possibility? If so, how can we articulatea project aroundthis notion?
Could it be that it is possible to think about, and to think differently from, an
'exteriority'to the modern world system? That one may envision alternativesto
the totality imputed to modernity,and adumbratenot a different totality leading
to different global designs, but networks of local/global histories constructed
from the perspective of a politically enriched alterity? This is precisely the
possibility that may be gleaned from the work of a group of Latin American
theorists who, in refractingmodernitythroughthe lens of coloniality, engage in
a questioning of the characterof modernity, thus unfreezing the potential for
thinking from difference and towards the constitution of alternativeworlds. In
what follows, I present succinctly some of the main argumentsof these works.30
The conceptualisation of modernity/colonialityis grounded in a series of
operations that distinguish it from established theories. These include: 1)
locating the origins of modernitywith the conquest of America and the control
of the Atlantic after 1492, ratherthan in the most commonly accepted landmarks
such as the Enlightenment or the end of the 18th century; 2) attention to
colonialism, postcolonialismand imperialismas constitutiveof modernity;3) the
adoption of a world perspective in the explanation of modernity, in lieu of a
view of modernityas an intra-Europeanphenomenon;4) the identificationof the
domination of others outside the European core as a necessary dimension of
modernity;5) a conception of eurocentrismas the knowledge form of modernity/
coloniality-a hegemonic representation and mode of knowing that claims
universalityfor itself, 'derivedfrom Europe's position as center'.31 In sum, there
is a re-readingof the 'myth of modernity' in terms of modernity's 'underside'
and a new denunciationof the assumptionthat Europe's development must be
followed unilaterallyby every other culture,by force if necessary-what Dussel
terms 'the developmentalistfallacy'.32 The main conclusions are, first, that the
proper analytical unit of analysis is modernity/coloniality-in sum, there is no
modernity without coloniality, with the latter being constitutive of the former.
Second, the fact that 'the colonial difference' is a privileged epistemological and
political space. In other words, what emerges from this alternativeframeworkis
the need to take seriously the epistemic force of local histories and to think
theory through the political praxis of subalterngroups.
Some of the key notions that make up the conceptual corpus of this research
programmeinclude:
* the moderncolonial world system as a structurallyheterogeneousensemble of
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*
*

*

*

processes and social formations that encompass modem colonialism and
colonial modemities;
coloniality of power (Quijano),a global hegemonic model of power in place
since the conquest that articulates race and labour, space and peoples,
accordingto the needs of capital and to the benefit of white Europeanpeoples;
colonial difference and global coloniality (Mignolo) which refer to the
knowledge and culturaldimensions of the subalternisationprocesses effected
by the coloniality of power: the colonial difference brings to the fore
persistent cultural differences, which today exist within global power structures;
coloniality of being (more recently suggested by Nelson Maldonado-Torres33)
as the ontological dimension of colonialty, on both sides of the encounter;it
points to the 'ontological excess' that occurs when particularbeings impose
on others and also critically addressesthe effectiveness of the discourses with
which the other responds to the suppressionas a result of the encounter.
Eurocentrism,as the knowledge model of the Europeanhistorical experience
which has become globally hegemonic since the 17th century (Dussel,
Quijano), hence the possibility of non-Eurocentricthinking and epistemologies.

Here is a further, and enlightening, characterisationof coloniality by Walter
Mignolo:
Since modernityis a project,the triumphalprojectof the Christianand secularwest,
coloniality is-on the one hand-what the project of modernity needs to rule out
and roll over, in order to implant itself as modernityand-on the other hand-the
site of enunciation where the blindness of the modem project is revealed, and
concomitantly also the site where new projects begin to unfold. In other words,
coloniality is the site of enunciationthat reveals and denounces the blindness of the
narrativeof modernityfrom the perspectiveof modernityitself, and it is at the same
time the platformof pluri-versality,of diverse projectscoming from the experience
of local histories touched by western expansion (as the Word Social Forum
demonstrates);thus coloniality is not a new abstractuniversal (Marxismis imbedded in modernity, good but shortsighted),but the place where diversality as a
universal project can be thought out; where the question of languages and knoweldges becomes crucial (Arabic, Chinese, Aymara, Bengali, etc) as the site of the
pluriversal-that is, the 'traditional'that the 'modem' is rolling over and ruling
out.34

The question of whether there is an 'exteriority' to the modern/colonialworld
system is somewhat peculiar to this group, and easily misunderstood.It was
originally proposedby Dussel in his classic work on liberationphilosophy,35and
reworkedin recent years. In no way should this exterioritybe thought about as
a pure outside, untouchedby the modern;it refers to an outside that is precisely
constituted as difference by hegemonic discourse. By appealing from the
exteriorityin which s/he is located, the Otherbecomes the original source of an
ethical discourse vis a' vis a hegemonic totality. This interpellationof the Other
comes from beyond the system's institutionaland normativeframe, as an ethical
challenge. This is precisely what most European and Euro-Americantheorists
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seem unwilling to consider; both Mignolo and Dussel see here a strict limit to
deconstructionand to the various Eurocenteredcritiques of Eurocentrism.
Dussel's notion of 'transmodernity' signals this possibility of a nonEurocentricdialogue with alterity, one that fully enables 'the negation of the
negation' to which the subalternothers have been subjected. Mignolo's notions
of 'borderthinking' and 'pluritopichermeneutics' are importantin this regard.
They point to the need 'for a kind of thinking that moves along the diversity of
historical processes',36 and which 'engages the colonialism of Western epistemology (from the left and from the right) from the perspective of epistemic
forces that have been turned into subaltern (traditional, folkloric, religious,
emotional, etc) forms of knowledge'.7'While Mignolo acknowledges the continued importance of the monotopic critique of modernity by Western critical
discourse (critique from a single, unified space), he suggests that this has to be
placed in a dialogue with critique(s) arising from the colonial difference. The
result is a 'pluritopic hermeneutics', a possibility of thinking from different
spaces which finally breaks away from Eurocentrismas sole epistemological
perspective.38Let it be clear, however, that border thinking entails both 'displacement and departure',39 double critique (critiqueof both the West and other
traditionsfrom which the critiqueis launched),and the positive affirmationof an
alternativeordering of the real.
The corollary is the need to build narratives from the perspective of
modernity/coloniality 'geared towards the search for a different logic'.40 This
project has to do with the rearticulationof global designs from local histories;
with the articulation between subaltern and hegemonic knowledge from the
perspective of the subaltern; and with the remapping of colonial difference
towards a worldly culture-such as in the Zapatista project, that remaps
Marxism, Third Worldism and indigenism, without being either of them, in an
excellent example of border thinking. Thus, it becomes possible to think of
'other local histories producing either alternativetotalities or an alternativeto
totality'.4 These alternativeswould not play on the 'globalisation/civilisation'
couplet inherentto modernity/coloniality;they would ratherbuild on a 'mundializacion/culture' (Mc) relation centred on the local histories in which colonial
global designs are necessarily transformed.The diversity of mundializacio'nis
contrastedwith the homogeneity of globalisation,aiming at multiple and diverse
social orders-in sum, pluriversality. One may say, with Mignolo, that this
approach 'is certainly a theory from/of the Third World, but not only for the
Third World... Third World theorizing is also for the First World in the sense
that critical theory is subsumed and incorporatedin a new geocultural and
epistemological location.'42
Some partial conclusions: coloniality incorporatescolonialism and imperialism but goes beyond them; this is why coloniality did not end with the end of
colonialism (formal independence of nation states), but was rearticulatedin
terms of the post-World War II imaginary of three worlds (which in turn
replaced the previous articulationsin terms of Occidentalism and Orientalism).
Similarly, the 'end of the ThirdWorld' entails a rearticulationof the coloniality
of power and knowledge. As we have seen, this rearticulationtakes the form of
both imperial globality (new global link between economic and military power)
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and global coloniality (the emergent classificatoryorders and forms of altensation that are replacing the cold war order). The new coloniality regime is still
difficult to discern. Race, class and ethnicity will continue to be important,but
new, or newly prominent, areas of articulationcome into existence, such as
religion (and gender linked to it, especially in the case of Islamic societies, as
we saw in the war on Afghanistan).However, the single most prominentvehicle
of coloniality today seems to be the ambiguouslydrawnfigure of the 'terrorist'.
Linked most forcefully to the Middle East, and thus to the immediateUS oil and
strategicinterestsin the region (vis a vis the EuropeanUnion and Russia, on the
one hand, and China and India in particularon the other, as the most formidable
potential challengers), the imaginary of the terroristcan have a wide field of
application (it has already been applied to Basque militants and Colombian
guerrillas, for instance). Indeed, after 11 September, we are all potential
terrorists,unless we are American, white, conservative Christian,and Republican-in actuality or epistemically (that is, in mindset).
This means that, in seeking to overcome the myth of modernity,it is necessary
to abandon the notion of the Third World as a particulararticulationof that
myth. Similarly, the problematicof social emancipationneeds to be refracted
through the lens of coloniality. Emancipation, as mentioned, needs to be
de-Westernised(as does the economy). If social fascism has become a permanent condition of imperial globality, emancipation has to deal with global
coloniality. This means conceiving it from the perspective of the colonial
difference. What does emancipation-or liberation, the preferred language of
some of the MC authors-mean when seen throughthe lens of coloniality, that
is, beyond exclusion defined in social, economic and political terms? Finally, if
not the Third World, what? 'Worlds and knowledges otherwise', based on the
politics of difference from the perspective of the coloniality of power, as we
shall see in the final section.43
Other worlds are possible: social movements, place-based politics, and
global coloniality
'World and knowledges otherwise' brings to the fore the double aspect of the
effort at stake: to build on the politics of the colonial difference, particularlyat
the level of knowledge and culture,and to imagine and constructactual different
worlds. As the slogan of the Porto Alegre World Social Forumputs it, 'another
world is possible'. At stake in thinkingbeyond the ThirdWorld is the ability to
imagine both 'other worlds' and 'worlds otherwise'-that is, worlds that are
more just and sustainableand, at the same time, worlds that are defined through
principles other than those of Eurocentricmodernity. To do this, at least two
considerations are crucial: what are the sites where ideas for these alternative
and dissenting imaginations will come from? Second, how are the dissenting
imaginations to be set into motion? I suggest that one possible, and perhaps
privileged, way in which these two questions can be answeredis by focusing on
the politics of difference enacted by many contemporarysocial movements,
particularlythose that more directly and simultaneouslyengage with imperial
globality and global colonialty.
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The reasons for this belief are relatively simple. First, as understood here,
'difference' is not an essentialist trait of cultures not yet conquered by
modernity, but rather the very articulation of global forms of power with
place-based worlds. In other words, there are practices of difference that remain
in the exteriority (again, not outside) of the modern/colonial world system,
incompletely conqueredand transformed,if you wish, and also producedpartly
through long-standing place-based logics that are irreducible to capital and
imperialglobality. I suggest that we think of this difference in terms of practices
of cultural,economic and ecological difference, correspondingto the process of
cultural,economic and ecological conquest by imperial globality (as we saw for
the case of the Colombian Pacific). Second, many of today's social movements
not only build on these practices of difference, they also enact a different logic
of politics and collective mobilisation. This logic has two related dimensions;
first, these movements often entail the production of self-organising, nonhierarchicalnetworks. Second, in many cases they enact a politics of place that
contrastswith the grandiosepolitics of 'the Revolution' and with conceptions of
anti-imperialpolitics that require that empire be confronted in its totality.44In
other words, I would like to think that these movements suggest novelty at two
levels: at the level of the organising logic itself (self-organisation and complexity); and at the level of the social basis of mobilisation (place-based yet
engaging with transnationalnetworks). Let me explain briefly these two dimensions before making some concluding remarks about the concept of the Third
World.
The novel logic of anti-globalisation social movements
When confrontedwith new social phenomena, such as these recent movements,
social theorists do well to ask themselves whether we have the appropriatetools
for analysing them. In the case of anti-globalisationmovements (AGMS), it has
become increasinglyclear that existing theories of social movements are at pains
to explain the global mobilisationsof recent years.45The search for new theories
and metaphors,however, has begun in earnest. In beginning the arduoustask of
understandingtoday's AGMS, I have found particularlyuseful theories of complexity in the naturalsciences (and, to a lesser extent, theories of cyberspace).
I will introduce here only the bare minimum elements necessary to make the
point about why these movements-provisionally interpretedthroughthe theoretical lens of self-organisation-offer perhaps our best hope of imagining
'worlds and knowledges otherwise'. In examining the recent wave of global
protest in terms of Polanyi's double movement of economic transformationand
social protection, McMichael suggests that, because they oppose both the
modernist project and its market epistemology, they also go beyond the
Polanyian classical counter-movement.In other words, 'a protective movement
is emerging', but not one that would simply regulate markets:instead it is 'one
that questions the epistemology of the market in the name of alternatives
deriving from within and beyond the market system'.46 For this reason, these
movements can be properly called 'anti-globalisation';that is, they entail the
negation of the globalisationprojectin terms of the universalisationof capitalist
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modernity-at least in its neoliberal form (even if of course other labels also
make sense).
At the metaphoricallevel at least, I believe it is possible to find inspirationfor
interpretingthe logic of these movements in two domains:cyberspatialpractices
and theories of complexity in the biological and physical sciences. Over the past
few hundredyears modernityand capitalismhave organisedeconomic and social
life largely aroundthe logic of order,centralisationand hierarchybuilding (this
also applies to really existing socialisms for the most part). In recent decades
cyberspace (as the universe of digital networks, interactionsand interfaces) and
the sciences of complexity have made visible a differentmodel for the organisation of social life.47 In terms of complexity in particular, ants, swarming
moulds, cities, certainmarkets,for instance,exhibit what scientists call 'complex
adaptivebehaviour'. (Thousandsof invisible single-celled mould units occasionally coalesce into a swarm and create a visible large mould. Ant colonies have
developed over a long timespan with no central pacemaker.Medieval markets
linked efficiently myriadproducersand consumerswith prices setting themselves
in a way that was understood locally.) In this type of situation, simple
beginnings lead to complex entities, without the existence of a master plan or
central intelligence planning it. They are bottom-up processes, where agents
working at one (local) scale produce behaviour and forms at higher scales (eg
the great anti-globalisationdemonstrationsof the last few years). Simple rules at
one level give rise to sophistication and complexity at another level through
what is called emergence:the fact that the actions of multiple agents interacting
dynamically and following local rules ratherthan top-down commandsresult in
visible macro-behaviouror structures.Sometimes these systems are 'adaptive';
they learn over time, respondingmore effectively to the changing needs of their
environment.

A useful distinction between different types of network structures is that
between hierarchies and meshworks.48Hierarchies entail a high degree of
centralisedcontrol, ranks,overt planning,homogenisationand goals and rules of
behaviour conducive to those goals. Meshworks, on the contrary,are based on
decentraliseddecision making, non-hierarchicalstructures,self-organisation,and
heterogeneity and diversity-two very different life philosophies. It should be
made clear, however, that these two principles are found mixed in operationin
most real life examples, and may give rise to one another.The logic of hierarchy
and control, however, has tended to predominatein capitalism and militarismas
a whole. The model of self-organisation, non-hierarchy(or heterarchy) and
complex adaptive behaviour is closer in spirit to philosophical anarchismand
anarcho-socialismand may provide general guidelines for internationalistnetworking. It could be said, again provisionally,that this model also confrontsthe
left with a novel politics of emergence that should be taken into account.49
Politics of place as a novel logic of the political
The goal of many (not all) of the anti-globalisationstruggles can be seen as the
defence of particular, place-based historical conceptions of the world and
practices of world-making-more precisely, as a defence of particularconstruc222
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tions of place, including the reorganisationsof place that might be deemed
necessary according to the power struggles within place. These struggles are
The politics of place is an emergent form of
place-based,yet transnationalised.50
politics, a novel political imaginary in that it asserts a logic of difference and
possibility that builds on the multiplicity of actors and actions operating at the
level of everyday life. In this view, places are the site of live cultures,economies
and environments rather than nodes in a global and all-embracing capitalist
system. In Gibson-Graham's conceptualisation, this politics of place-often
favouredby women, environmentalistand those strugglingfor alternativeforms
of livelihood-is a lucid response to the type of 'politics of empire' which is also
common on the Left and which requiresthat empire be confronted at the same
level of totality, thereby devaluing all forms of localised action, reducing it to
accommodationor reformism.As Gibson-Grahamdoes not cease to remind us,
'places always fail to be fully capitalist, and herein lie their potential to become
something other'.51 Or, in the language of the MC project, there is an exteriority
to imperialglobality-a result of both global coloniality and place-basedcultural
dynamics, which are irreducibleto the terms of capitalist modernity.
As I have analysed elsewhere,52the struggle of the social movements of black
communities of the Colombian Pacific illustrates the politics of place in the
context of imperial globality. This movement, which emerged in the early 1990s
as a result of the deepening of the neoliberal model and in the wake of the new
1991 Constitutionthat grantedculturaland territorialrights to ethnic minorities
such as the black communitiesof the Pacific, was from the very outset conceived
as a struggle for the defence of cultural difference and of territories. The
movement has since emphasisedfour rights:to their identity (hence, the right to
be different),to their territory(as the space for exercising identity), to a measure
of local autonomy,and to their own vision of development.In the encounterwith
state agents, experts, NGOS, internationalbiodiversity networks, etc, the movement has developed a unique political-ecology frameworkthat articulatesthe life
project of the river communities-embedded in place-based notions of territory,
productionsystems, and the environment-with the political vision of the social
movement, incarnatedin a view of the Pacific as a 'region-territoryof ethnic
groups'. In this way the movement can legitimately be interpretedin terms of the
defence of practices of cultural, economic and ecological difference. Emerging
from the exteriorityof the modem/colonial world system-within which blacks
of marginal regions have always been among the most excluded and 'forgotten'-this group of activists can also be seen as practising a kind of border
thinking from which they engage with both their communities, on the one hand,
and the agents of modernity,on the other. In connecting with other continental
or global movements (eg Afro-Latin American and anti-globalisation movements), they also become part of the transnational movement meshworks
analysed in this section.
Two more aspects of movement meshworks before ending: first, when
confronting neoliberal globalisation and imperial globality, local, national and
transnationalmovements-often making up networks and meshworks-may be
seen as constitutinga form of counter-hegemonicglobalisation.53They not only
challenge the rationality of NLG at many levels, they propose new horizons of
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meaning (clearly, in cases such as the Zapatista, with their emphasis on
humanity, dignity and respect for difference) and alternativeconceptions of the
economy, nature, development, and the like (as in the case of the social
movement of black communities of the Colombian Pacific and many others).
Counter-hegemonicglobalisation is a tremendouslydiverse movement, and this
is not the place to analyse it. Suffice it to say thatcounter-hegemonicmovements
often seek to advance the goals of equality (and social justice in general) and
difference at the same time. This strugglefor difference-in-equalityand equalityin-differenceis a featureof many contemporarymovements, in contradistinction
to those of the most recent past.
But this also means that there is a dire need for what Santos has called a
theory of translation-one that propitiatesmutualunderstandingand intelligibility among movements broughttogether into networksbut with worldviews, life
worlds and conceptions that are often different and at odds with each other, if
not plainly incommensurable.54How can mutual learning and transformation
among subalternpractices be promoted?This is increasingly recognised as an
importantelement for advancingcounter-hegemonicglobalisation (for instance,
by the world network of social movements that emerged from the World Social
Forum process). If it is true that many of the subalternmovements of today are
movements of knowledges that have been marginalisedand excluded, does this
not amount in some fashion to a situation of 'transnationalthird worlds of
peoples and knowledges',55whose articulationmight usher in new types of
counter-hegemonic agency? No longer conceived as a classificatory feature
within the modern epistemic order, these 'third worlds of peoples and knowledges' could function as the basis for a theory of translation that, while
respecting the diversity and multiplicity of movements (albeit questioning their
particular identities), would enable increasing intelligibility of experiences
among existing worlds and knowleges, thus making possible a higher level of
articulationof 'worlds and knowledges otherwise'. As Santos put it:
such a process includes articulatingstruggles and resistances, as well as promoting
ever more comprehensive and consistent alternatives... an enornous effort of
mutual recognition, dialogue, and debate will be required to carry out the
task ... Such a task entails a wide exercise in translation to enlarge reciprocal
intelligibility without destroying the identity of what is translated.The point is to
create, in every movement or NGO, in every practice or strategy,in every discourse
or knowledge, a contact zone that may render it porous and hence permeable to
other NGOS, practices, strategies, discourses and knowledges. The exercise of
translationaims to identify and potentiate what is common in the diversity of the
counter-hegemonicdrive.56

Conclusion: beyond the Third World
Imagining beyond the Third World has many contexts and meanings. I have
highlighted some of them, such as the following:
1. In terms of context, the need to move beyond the paradigm of modernity
within which the Third World has functioned as a key element in the
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classificatoryhierarchyof the modern/colonialworld system. If we accept either
the need for moving beyond modernity,or the argumentthat we are indeed in
a period of paradigmatictransition, this means that the concept of the Third
World is alreadysomething of a bygone past. Let it rest in peace, and with more
sadness than glory, ThirdWorldismnotwithstanding.At this level we need to be
puzzled by what seems to be a tremendousinability on the part of Eurocentric
thinkersto imagine a world without and beyond modernity,and they need to be
made aware of that. Modernitycan no longer be treatedas the GreatSingularity,
the giant attractortowards which all tendencies ineluctably gravitate,the path to
be trodden by all trajectories leading to an inevitable steady state. Rather,
'modernity and its exteriorities', if one wishes, should be treated as a true
multiplicity, where trajectoriesare multiple and can lead to multiple states.
2. It is important to start thinking in earnest about the new mechanisms
introducedby the new roundof coloniality of power and knowledge. So far, this
rearticulationof globality and coloniality is chiefly effected through discourses
and practices of terrorism.These are not completely new, of course; in some
ways, they build (still!) on the regime of classification that took place at the
dawn of modernity, when Spain expelled Moors and Jews from the peninsula
and establishedthe distinctionbetween Christiansin Europe and Moors in North
Africa and elsewhere. 'After the Third World' thus implies that new
classifications are emerging, which are not based on a division of the world into
three. Imagining beyond the Third World may contributeto this process from a
critical position.
3. The analysis above also suggests that the politics of place should be an
important ingredient of imaging after the Third World (fears of 'localisms'
notwithstanding,but of course taking all the risks into account). Politics of place
is a discourse of desire and possibility that builds on subaltern practices of
difference for the (re)constructionof alternativesocio-naturalworlds. Politics of
place is an apt imaginary for thinking about the 'problem-space' defined by
imperial globality and global coloniality. Politics of place may also articulate
with those social movement meshworks and networks that confront NLG. In this
articulationlies one of the best hopes of re-imagining and re-making local and
regional worlds-in short, of 'worlds and knowledges otherwise'. Politics of
place could also give new meaning to concepts of counter-hegemonicglobalisation, alternativeglobalisations, transmodernity,or what have you.
4. A number of persistent social conditions continues to suggest that a concept
of a third world could still be useful. The concept of social fascism is a useful
notion for thinking about this issue. In this case it would be necessary to speak
of 'thirdworlds', which would be made up of vast archipelagosof zones reduced
to precariousliving conditions, often (not always) marked by violence, and so
forth. If this scenario is correct, it will be crucial to find really unprecedented
ways of thinking about these 'third worlds' and the people inhabitingthem that
go beyond the prevailing pathologised idioms (underclass, ghettos, warlords,
potential criminals and terrorists, desechables, the absolute poor, etc, all of
which are almost always thoroughlyracialised).They could well be the majority
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of the world, and thus will have to be centralto any attemptat makingthe world
a betterplace. What kinds of logics are coming out of such worlds? These need
to be understoodin their own terms, not as they are constructedby modernity.57
There are of course many importantaspects of imagining 'afterthe ThirdWorld'
that have been left out, from the role of the state to national economic and
developmentpolicy. I believe, however, that the frameworkpresentedabove has
implications for how we think about these as well. I would like, in ending, to
suggest a few measures that would make sense in this regard, for instance:
1. At the level of imperial globality, novel types of coalitions, either regionally
based (eg the Andean countries, West Africa) or networkedaccording to other
criteria (eg size, existence of a large technocratic elite and economic and
technological basis. For instance, a coalition of some of the larger countries in
the former Third World, even at the level of reformist elites vis a' vis the
excesses of imperial globality.) By novel, I mean complicating the nation-state
and regional economies, for instance. Is it unthinkable to imagine, say, a
pan-Andeanconfederationof autonomousregions drawn on cultural-ecological
considerations, rather than traditionalgeopolitical concerns? This would be a
confederationwithout nation-states,of course. Given the currentrole of many
states within imperialglobality, it is not unthinkablethat the formerThirdWorld
might be better off in a world without states, with the proviso that both
local/regional and meta-nationalforms of structuringand governancebe created
to avoid the most dreadfultraps of the nation-statewhile creating new forms of
protection and negotiation.
2. It is clear by now that the Argentineancrisis was caused not by insufficient
integrationinto the global economy but ratherbecause of an excess of it. Even
dutifully following the neoliberal advice of the IMF or home-grown economists
did not save this importantcountry from a profoundcrisis. Why can't we dare
to imagine the unimaginable, that Argentina could have a better chance by
stepping somewhat outside and beyond imperial globality, rather than staying
fully within it? Can partial delinking-selective delinking and selective reengagement-offer an alternativepath, perhapsat the level of world regions (eg
Southern Cone), or network of world regions? This means that it would be
possible to rethinkthe proposal of de-linking introducedby Samir Amin in the
1970s to fit the new conditions.58Needless to say, everything seems to militate
against this possibility. The proposal for a Free Trade Area of the Americas
(ALCA, as it is known in Latin America and FTAA as it is known in North
America) is being pushed with considerableforce by the USA and most Latin
American leaders. And, of course, any country or region that dares to attempta
path of autonomy is bound to incur the ire of empire, risking military action.
This is why opposition to ALCA iS today indelibly linked to opposition to
militarism by most activist organisations.
These are just two examples of the kind of 'macro' thinking that, while not
radical, could create better conditions for the struggle against imperial globality
and global coloniality. If approachedfrom this vantage point, they are likely to
contribute to advance the idea that other worlds are possible. The social
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movements of the past decade are, in effect, a sign that this struggle is already
underway. Imagining 'afterthe ThirdWorld' could become a more integralpart
of the imaginaryof these movements. This would involve, as we saw, imagining
beyond modernity and beyond the regimes of economy, war, coloniality, the
exploitationof people and nature,and social fascism that it has broughtabout in
its imperial global incarnation.

Notes
I am grateful to Walter Mignolo for discussing some of the issues raised in this paper with me in ways
that clarifiedthe paper's goals. I also want to thankMark Berger for his invitation to contributeto this special
issue and for his suggestions on the initial version of this article.
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