
issues, relations, and aid. Projects can be either school-based

or community-based, but there has to date been a greater

emphasis on school-based information. One of the problems

with this scheme however is that the amount of money made

available under the grant is far too little to achieve its goals.

But what is also seen as a problem from the perspective

of Danish NGOs is the lack of cooperation between the two

ministries – the Ministry of Education and the Department

of International Development Cooperation. Many NGOs

have had a similar experience with rejected applications for

the information grant on account that the application should

have been addressed to the Ministry of Education or vice

versa. Further, the grant does not support the implementation

of long-term educational activities and processes,

maintaining development material at resource centres, and

other longer-term projects. These applications are referred to

the Ministry of Education which has no responsible advisers

working within the field and no grants for such projects.

So although the Ministers of Education and of

International Development are both aware of the relevance

and importance of the global dimension in education, we

need a common initiative like the one we believe the

Secretary of State for International Development in the UK,

Clare Short, initiated with her speech ‘Education and our

Global Future’. Here she stressed the importance of global

education and she elaborated the coherence between

education and international development in a way we wish

our two ministers would.

n Sanne Müller and Lene Timm, Education
Officers, The Development Organisation Ibis (Denmark)
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At the end of November 1999, American news media were

focused on the World Trade Organisation’s (WTO)

ministerial in Seattle. Despite the media’s initial focus on

confrontations between police and protestors, the events in

Seattle were also development education achievements.

Some 50,000 individuals, many as representatives from

more than 700 organisations, descended on Seattle for the

week of the ministerial to participate in marches, protests,

and educational activities. The list of participating

organisations drew from all corners of civil society,

including environmental organisations, labour unions, human

rights groups, fairtrade businesses, religious organisations,

and political parties.

Many marched in legal parades while others joined a

human chain encircling the ministerial’s opening gala to

demand debt cancellation for the world’s poorest countries.

Large rallies took place with a variety of themes, including

labour, the environment, women’s rights, and human rights.

On 30 November, a coordinated non-violent direct action

attempted to shut down the ministerial’s opening day.

Protesters participating in this civil disobedience braved

rubber bullets, tear gas, police batons, and arrest in order to

send a message to the world.

More than fair vs free trade
Along with their law-abiding friends in the nearby parades,

these protestors were critical of the liberalisation

championed by the WTO. However, the oft-used free trade

versus fair trade dichotomy under-appreciates the protesters’

analysis. The dominant tone of the protests and civil society

events concerned issues of global interconnectedness and

development. Their criticisms ranged from the systemic to

the specific, including:

• The framework enforced by the WTO relegates so-called

developing countries to vulnerable and subservient roles

in the global economy.

• The WTO facilitates a global race to the bottom as

national governments compete to lower labour and

environmental standards in order to attract foreign

investment.

• WTO intellectual property rules empower transnational

corporations, while depriving the South of reusable

agricultural seed as well as control over indigenous

resources.

• The WTO ‘trade in services’ framework foreshadows

the privatisation of the world’s fresh water supply,

changing water’s status as a common resource into a

commodity most accessible to the wealthy.

• WTO rules facilitate the deregulation of the banking and

finance industry, creating the opportunity for large-scale

arbitrage and the destabilisation of weak national

economies.

• Generally speaking, the trade regime championed by the

WTO subjugates human rights and environmental

sustainability to the pursuit of economic growth and

profit.

The ‘Battle in Seattle’ was a success for protesters in a

number of ways. Civil disobedience succeeded in shutting

down the ministerial for a day. Further, the historic coalition

forged between labour and environmentalists may foresee the

The battle in Seattle: mass protest as development
education

Angus McBrian



healing of a longstanding rift in the American left. Most

importantly however, the events in Seattle found their

greatest success as an endeavour in development education.

The mobilisation in preparation for the protests saw an

impressive effort in self-education by activists. A caravan

travelled the west coast of the US giving presentations in

churches, on university campuses, and in community centres.

Panels of speakers discussed the WTO at teach-ins on

college campuses around the country. Numerous websites,

produced by groups like Public Citizen’s Global Trade Watch

and the Direct Action Network, provided both overview and

in-depth criticism of the WTO, as well as information for

participating in the protests. Hundreds of organisations

around the country distributed thousands of fliers,

pamphlets, and books articulating critiques of the WTO.

Into the spotlight
Educational events with diverse focus were held throughout

Seattle during the week of the ministerial. In a debate to be

rebroadcast around the country, consumer advocate Ralph

Nader and Vandana Shiva of the Research Foundation for

Science, Technology and Ecology sparred with Jagdish

Bhagwati of Columbia University and David Aaron of the

US Commerce Department on the merits of globalisation

and the WTO. Teach-ins, workshops, and seminars held

during the week covered neoliberalism, global trade

unionism, biotechnology, indigenous peoples’ struggles,

women and development, intellectual property rights, North-

South coalition building, and explorations of alternatives to

the WTO model of trade and development. Central to these

activities was discussion of how globalisation influences

development.

The successes in public education have been even more

impressive, despite an often dismissive treatment of

protesters by the media. Where before the WTO enjoyed

near anonymity with the American public, it is now a

household name. Further, Seattle has changed what was once

given as inevitable – the process of corporate led

globalisation – into a subject for debate. Articles in the

popular press and in trade literature now regularly address

protesters’ critiques. This turning of the tides is exemplified

by the decision of the Economist (vol. 356, no. 8189, 2000)

to devote a cover to ‘The Case for Globalisation’. Before

Seattle, such explicit defence of the process by its

proponents was almost nonexistent.

The ‘Battle in Seattle’ performed that initial step in

education: revelation. A deeper dialogue on development and

globalisation can now begin in the US.

n Angus McBrian (angus@justice.com) is studying
Political Science at Oregon State University (USA)
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The current challenge facing Japanese development

education is the fact that there is no progress in the

relationship with the government.

The Foreign Affairs Ministry and its ODA (overseas

development assistance) department have supported

development education consistently, but modestly, since the

Development Education Council of Japan (DECJ) was

established in 1982. Support has been provided primarily for

regional seminars (since 1993), annual conferences, and

some of the staff costs of DECJ’s international cooperation

advisor and researcher (since 1998). Yet the relationship with

the government is not getting any closer, even though DECJ

has a growing membership, now over 900. It would seem

that the next stage of the relationship will be negative – less

money for development education because of a possible

ODA budget cut.

Why isn’t the relationship between development

education and government more positive? We suggest two

possible reasons. One is that while the DECJ was busy

organising meetings for practitioners, it did not serve as an

advocacy body. Key players in development education did

not engage enough in discussions with the Foreign Affairs

Ministry as to the contribution development education could

make to social development and education as a whole. The

relationship with the Education Ministry is also very

shallow. On the other hand, the introduction of the new

‘integrated studies’ curriculum in 2002, which asks teachers

to teach about social issues, could be good news.

Development education now needs to demonstrate its

strengths in curriculum development and integrating global

viewpoints, questioning, and critical thinking into the

curriculum.

Another reason for the stagnant relationship with the

government could be that evaluation of development

education has received little attention. Most projects and

activities have been driven by short-term grants, and

evaluation has played was a very small part, often ad hoc

and subjective (and the same could even be said for the

government-funded projects). Consequently when people

have wanted to advocate for development education, they

have not been able to rely on evidence of what practitioners

and the movement have achieved. Soon, Japanese

development education will be celebrating its 20th year and

at this juncture it will have to show the contribution it has

made and what it can do in the future.

Japanese economic decline in the late 90s would seem to

be a threat to development education. Yet more people,

especially the younger generations, are questioning what is

A way forward, please? – a case study from Japan

Hiromi Yamashita and Haruhiko Tanaka


