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The issue of poverty has gained the centre stage in the globalisation debate during the last few years. The Make Poverty History campaign in 2005 marked a unique effort by so-called ‘civil society’ to take action against the intolerable disparities in the global distribution of income. Perhaps as an effect of, or in any case in conjunction with, this strong demand, both policy-makers and the academic community have increasingly engaged in trying to give a solution to these issues. The workshop “Can Globalisation Male Poverty History?” was organized by CSGR, in collaboration with the World Development Movement
 (WDM), in March 2006, with the aim of bringing together activists and academics to share their views on the issue of globalisation and poverty. An enthusiastic audience, including more than a hundred people among students, academics and local people, heard a variety of views from a panel of five. 
Benedict Southworth, Director of WDM, began the line-up, arguing that the model of ‘globalisation’ that is becoming established is that imposed by trans-national corporations and neo-liberal governments and institutions. This makes it extremely difficult advocating the case of the world's poor. In fact, because of the conviction that market forces will ‘automatically’ improve the standard of living of the poor, poverty remains a minor item on governments’ agenda. Conversely, he called for an alternative globalisation, and pointed out that the action of civil society is crucial in order to give a voice to people who would otherwise remain unheard. Kofi Mawuli Klu, from the Pan-African Task Force for Internationalist Dialogue, was even less reticent, and polarised the audience with his outspoken representation of how Africa's poor view their situation, and their strategy for change. He forcefully argued that Africa does not want aid intended as ‘charity’ from the rich to the poor world, but rather as a ‘redress’ for the past injustices and exploitation suffered by African people. 

Jan Aart Scholte, co-director of CSGR, analyzed the impact on poverty eradication of different possible strategies of governance of globalisation. These ranged from the currently dominant neoliberalism view, which seems only to accentuate poverty, through to the opposite view of protectionism. More effective strategies seem to come from the global social market and global social democracy models. In particular, the latter model provides global institutions with tools to tackle global poverty, such as taxes on international financial transactions. 

Economists Marcus Miller, associate director of CSGR, illustrated the case for foreign aid intervention put forward by many economists. Such argument is also at the basis of the Millenium Development Goals agenda. On this account, countries may find themselves in an endemic situation of poverty because they lack a minimum amount of savings needed to start up productive activities. Such a situation, known as ‘poverty trap’, may be reversed by an increase in a country’s physical capital, which is made possible by measures such as foreign aid or debt cancellation. The ensuing process of economic growth would then be beneficial to the poor. Kannika Thampanishvong (Economics Department, Warwick University) offered a criticism of this model, pointing out the danger that the powerful elite of countries with underdeveloped institutions may simply get hold of the additional resources made available by debt cancellation or foreign aid. The way forward suggested by Thampanishvong was to link foreign aid to the provision of public goods – such as basic education – to the lower social strata of a developing country. 

The talks by the panel were followed by a lively debate, in which people from the audience brought on various other topics. This made it clear that there exist several different ways to look at the problem of poverty eradication, which in practice may lead to differing or even conflicting answers. 

In its targeting both the academic community and the general public, the format of this event was perhaps unusual in comparison with other events organized by CSGR. However, the number of people attending, which went well beyond the organizers’ expectations, as well as their enthusiasm, made it clear that many people share a profound willingness to be informed and to engage in discussions and actions. It is thus hoped that the sharing - and sometimes the clash - of ideas made possible by this workshop, has helped everyone to gain a better understanding of the issue of world poverty, and that an even more active engagement in taking action against has been encouraged.
� Information on the World Development Movement, and on its Coventry group, is available at � HYPERLINK "http://www.wdm.org.uk/" ��http://www.wdm.org.uk/�, and � HYPERLINK "http://www.geocities.com/coventrywdm/" ��http://www.geocities.com/coventrywdm/�, respectively.





