
Report: International transform! Conference in Copenhagen:   
 
 “Alternatives to Global Capitalism? – Exploring possibilities for a No-Growth 
Agenda”.  
 
Transform!Danmark organized its fourth international conference on 15 March in Copenhagen 
on the issue of economic and ecological alternatives to mainstream thinking, politics, and 
debate.  
 
This time, however, we clearly aimed at a more radical perspective, taking into account the urgent 
need for a debate on developing alternatives to growth – and to Capitalism, which reflected in the title 
and many of the contributions of the conference on 15 March 2015. The need for popular movement 
and mobilization and pressure from below in order to make change was also a key issue. 
 
Transform!Danmark has organized four conferences over the past four years focusing on the themes 
contributing to the necessary sustainable and just transformation and change of society globally.  
These conferences, including the last one, have attracted a very large and mixed audience with regard 
to background and age – very many young people – of the broad left wing (social movements, political 
parties and universities) concerned with the multiple crises of our time and the general political 
situation.  
 
Besides Transform!Danmark and transform!europe the conference was co-organized by 
Enhedslisten/the Red-Green Alliance, the Danish radical left party, as well as a number of leftwing 
periodicals, environmental and other NGOs, a left wing educational association etc. 
 
General Assessment: Austerity is succeeding and the left is in crisis  
The two previous conferences have focused largely on the issue of ecological and just alternatives, 
whereas the first conference in March 2012 had a European focus:  “Crisis in Europe – Left 
Alternatives”. 
The recent conference tried to follow-up in particular on the two last conferences, but this time 
consciously to link the issues of economic and ecological alternatives. We did not completely succeed 
in doing this – the positions of the morning session’s two speakers were simply too far apart (see the 
report below). But we are convinced that this approach is urgently needed and should be the focus of 
our next conference as well. 
One important general – but pessimistic – assessment of the panel of speakers on the present state of 
affairs regarding the strength of the left: that austerity has so far succeeded and that the left is in crisis. 
 
Eight international speakers from Europe and beyond had been invited to inspire and contribute with 
their knowledge, expertise and reflections. It is important to underline that in a Danish context, it is a 
unique opportunity for many on the broad left to be able to participate in a one-day conference with 
such a large number of highly qualified international speakers. Their contributions were remarkable. 
 
The conference had three sessions: A main session in the morning, and two parallel seminars in the 
afternoon, with an ecological and an economic focus respectively. 
After the conference a book reception was held, as the left wing editors (and periodical) Solidaritet had 
published Danish versions of books by two of the speakers of the conference: Richard Seymour and 
Linn Stalsberg. 
 



REPORT 
The morning session – introducing two speakers: 
 
Pablo Solón, Bolivia, Executive Director of Focus on the Global South.  
Confronting the Root Causes of Climate Change. Why we need to build a global movement to confront 
capitalism, anthropocentrism and reclaim real democracy to guarantee the rights of humans and Mother 
Earth. 
 
Pablo Solón addressed the issue of why we have to go out of the logic of Capitalism, in order to be able 
to confront the causes of climate change – listing some of the problems connected to acting within 
Capitalism, in particular as Capitalism demands profit: 

- Why should we keep on discussing how many fossils to leave underground in a situation 
where all fossils should be left underground.  Is it possible to abstain from the issue of profit 
here? 

- How does Capitalism react during a catastrophe? They try to help but a catastrophe can also be 
used for land-grabbing. 

- 1.5 trillion dollars are used globally for military expenditure annually – whereas only 30-40 
billions are used for climate change. Without Capitalism how much more money could be used 
to combat climate change! 

- Patters of production and consumption have to change dramatically. But in the present 
capitalist society consumption is needed in order to make profit. Food is wasted, which could 
be used to solve the issue of hunger. 

 
With regard to a socialist alternative, Solón made the following observations: that the socialist concept 
was to take control of the means of production – but the issue is that we have to transform them. 
Production should serve other interests. Bolivia nationalized the gas – it gave money for social 
projects. But the means of production were not changed.  
Capitalism’s alternative is green economy – green growth – to create new markets.  
There is also a proposal for new technology, to bury CO2 under the ground/sea as a solution.  
 
Solón argued that developing a real alternative should therefore also include the perspective of doing 
away with the general way of treating Nature as an object. We have to respect all parts of nature. We – 
human beings – are part of nature – Mother Earth (Pachamama) – we have to respect the whole of 
nature.  He called for including an understanding of “buen vivir” and other paradigms: 

- To include the eco-socialist view  
- To do away with patriarchy 
- To seek a different paradigm than growth – for example “Buen vivir” (or “vivir bien”), as an 

alternative to (so-called) development.  
- To seek an equilibrium – or a new form of equilibrium. The paradigm must be: to seek balance, 

and not growth, growth and growth. Balance is progress. 
- The key issue of colonization: How do we decolonize ourselves? We are all colonized – our 

thoughts and so on are created by the medias developed by the system, so we have to 
decolonize ourselves. 

- The earth has its own laws – cycles. Everybody should respect this. 
- The “commons”: The key issue is not to have more state and less markets, but to have more 

“commons”. 
 
Solón referred to some of the arguments that are often raised when discussing alternatives: For 
example how to solve the issue of employment. But what is this in the kind of society we talk about: It 
is possible to have full employment to restore nature. 
There is also the issue of power – the logic of power can be stronger than the logic of the economy.  



There does not seem to be any defence of Mother Earth.  
There is a constant undermining of democracy. We have to work for a rediscovering of the balance in 
nature. The question is: how can we change society to a real democracy.  
Capitalism cannot solve the climate crisis. 
 
Richard Seymour, Great Britain, Marxist writer and broadcaster, political activist.  
From austerity to zero growth. Since austerity appears to be an anti-growth policy, the left responds by 
bringing to power pro-growth governments. This is a trap. Austerity is a short-term shock; growth 
remains the religion of capitalism. 
 
Richard Seymour described the British left as faced with its most serious crisis in decades: The 
austerity agenda is succeeding. Neoliberalism is not dead. Particularly when capitalism has been in its 
deepest crisis in generations.  We have been floored by austerity, and above all its passive acceptance. 
He explained:  To understand how we got to this impasse, we need to radically rethink many of our 
core assumptions. The first is the engrained idea that capitalist crisis necessarily leads to 
radicalisation. As Gramsci pointed out, it is the “traditional ruling class” rather than its opponents who 
are best positioned to take command of a crisis. Proactively, it seeks to meet the crisis on every level 
on which it manifests itself by changing strategies, winning over popular layers with “demagogic 
promises”, and preempting and isolating opponents. 
 
Richard Seymour explained the use of austerity in mainstream neoliberal economy. Austerity is one 
form of crisis management, he said. Necessary to disclose the myth about austerity. The idea is that if 
governments show stability of economy, investment will start. But the evidence of present and past 
austerity programmes is that they retard growth, rather than stimulate it. They certainly don’t make 
the repayment of debts easier. 
The Left’s response is not always much better, Seymour said. Either it treats austerity as a narrowly 
doctrinal programme, or as a sort of conspiracy of the rich to simply pilfer resources – or both. But 
allowing that it has intentional distributive consequences, the “traditional ruling class” is not stupid. 
 
However, the problem is not the size of the state.  It is that the economy gets still less productive. It is 
the relationship between economic crisis and the size of the state. The state is used to repair crisis.  
The state is changing its mode of intervention in the economy. It does not contract.   
 
As an example Seymour mentioned New York in the 1970s, when there were severe fiscal problems, as 
industrial production was in crisis and there was a turn from production to services.  The state started 
to borrow from the banks. But on condition that they were repaid first.  
From 1975 to 1978, New York City was subject to an austerity regime. They mobilized class 
collaboration and used austerity to weaken organized labour. This changed the composition of state 
power.  
Special apparatuses were created to control elected bodies. 
Gradually the core of society becomes “enterprises” – e.g. the family, the union etc. – which creates 
more competition:  So austerity leads to a reduction of union capacity and a restriction of state 
apparatus.  In return there is some type of growth, benefitting the “top ten” of society. 
So this is not just a cutting back of the welfare system.  The state is being recomposed. It raises the 
costs of the state. Privately built hospitals in Britain cost 30% more than publicly built hospitals 
because of the demand for profit. 
 
The austerity projects we face today come after almost forty years of neoliberal offensive. For most of 
the past three decades, it has been chiefly analysed as a kind of free market fundamentalism, which is 
but a glimpsing scratch of the surface, Seymour said.  What has these 40 years achieved: The political 
possibilities have been narrowed through serial defeats of the Left, the consequent incorporation of 



social democratic parties into the neoliberal consensus and the transformation of state apparatuses in 
a less democratic direction. 
 
Austerity arose out of the failure of Keynesianism.  All kinds of attempts to mend Capitalism’s failures 
are unstable compromises. With all various types of crisis we see that they make people pay the crisis. 
We can’t change Capitalism now - therefore we will se various types of crisis management, Seymour 
argued. Austerity is not anti-growth. 
 
Ecology:  Problems of economy closely connected to the issue of improving the environment, 3 billion 
dollars in order to sustain a green economy per year. Who is going to control that? What about 
planning? 
There is a problem of upgrading self-government and democracy.  During the neoliberal period there 
has been a defensive struggle with emphasis on how do we achieve self-government, teaching us how 
to do this in the future. We are in a situation where neoliberalism has eroded the representative link in 
democracy. 
SYRIZA and Podemos manage to project a power far beyond their social weight. 
But it is necessary not to invest all hope in a radical government. Political parties - traditional parties - 
have failed. 
Ending: “This is not about Nature - no way to get past the objectivization of people and nature.  I want 
a sustainable future - to manage the relationship with nature better. “ 
 
Questions and debate 
 
Questions and comments centered round experiences from Latin America - Argentina and Bolivia; 
growth, that talking about zero growth is based on conventional ideas, the use of GDP; Marxism, 
popular movements; Boaventura de Sousa Santos commented that the speeches were very much 
against a state-centered solution; why have the indigenous people been able to preserve nature? 
 
Pablo Solón commented that there is a discrepancy in Latin America between what is said and what is 
done.  The problem in Bolivia is that the government did not come out of extractivism, but promised to 
do so.  The problem was that the government had political alliances with financial capital, the big agro 
business capital.  
We have to smash the state in order to have a different one, Solón argued. Bolivia did so in 1952. Now 
there are only experiences via electoral power. 
 
With regard to the climate:  COP21 in Paris at the end of this year will lock us in a very bad path the 
next decade. So we will have to look for concrete actions because climate change is so serious. Only 
possibility is strong popular pressure. To fight e.g. the French companies that build coal mines. The 
indigenous people taught about the right of Nature.  We are part of the earth system. 
 
With regard to Marxism, it is not enough, Solón said. “Commons” should be included. No privatization.  
There are the rights of Mother Earth. Humans have not existed always. Only 6,000 years.  
With regard to GDP:  If we stick to use this as a measure, we will be trapped in the growth paradigm. 
 
Richard Seymour responded: Nature does not exist - it has no rights - we are talking about a human 
problem.  It is a system out of our control. Ecological problems are human problems that we must 
solve. We have to take democratic control. Anthropocentrism is a considerable step forward from 
where we are today.  
 
There was a call from the audience towards the end of the morning session to talk more about strategy 
instead of fixed positions.  



This made Solón underline as a concluding remark that there are different visions in different parts of 
the world, which should be taken into account.  There is a dualism - but when it comes to action we 
have to unite.  It is a mistake to distinguish between revolutionary and counter-revolutionary: To 
promote a more open dialogue is the way forward.  
 
Two parallel seminars in the afternoon: 
 
Seminar 1: Global environment and climate 
 
Sukhgerel Dugersuren, Mongolia, Executive Director of Oyu Tolgoi Watch, human rights and 
environmental defender.  
On how change in the natural environment due to human activity and resulting climate change can have 
devastating impact on those dependent; on natural resources and generally large segments of population 
in poor countries losing access to land and pure water. 
 
Sukhgerel Dugersuren made a power point show on the impact of foreign direct investment on 
nomadic culture in Mongolia. Investors in the Mongolian mine industry are Japan, investor and 
potential exporter of nuclear waste; South Korea, investor; China, investor and key buyer of raw 
minerals and exporter of cheap products and technology; Russia, investor; North Korea, lack of 
contacts or info.   
Mongolia is an ”investor” target on international minerals markets. EU, including Poland, invest in the 
mining sector; US invests in the mining sector. The mining industry has a great impact on the nomads 
in the Gobi Desert. The herder’s customary system has broken down. The herders have a hard time 
finding water supplies for their animals, goats, horses and camels. The right to water, melted snow is a 
traditional water source in spring in Gobi altai. It comes now with iron ore dust. Climate has changed. 
Land degradation and desertification has accelerated – more than 70% is desert or semi-desert at a 4 
km rate. There is a decrease of forests: from more than 10% to 6%. There is a low supply of surface 
water. Estimated amount of water resources is about 608,3 km3.. The average temperature change is 
2.1 C, which is above world average.  
Mongolia Economic Data: Because of the extraction of minerals there has been a big growth in GDP 
11% to 17% in 2012-2013. In 2014 a GDP growth at 7.8%. Mining is 70% of the GDP. The World Bank 
estimates Mongolia’s fiscal deficit will remain over 10% in 2014. The government approached IMF for 
assistance. Debt to budget is 40-60%. 
There has been an economic and cultural shock violation of traditional culture and philosophy “Do not 
disturb the earth”. Loss of tradition is not about what and who is financing in Mongolia. The mineral 
extraction of coal, uranium, gold and rare earths to export is expanding and is sold at low prices to 
China.  
Sukhgerel Dugersuren asked: What is development? Does growth bring prosperity to all? How fast to 
grow? What to grow? - GDP vs resources saved? Is resource extraction sustainable or fair for future 
generations? Do nomads need to follow the North’s path of development or lifestyle? Have 
Governments and International organizations been captured by capital? Where does it go? 60% of gold 
goes to jewelry, 15-20% to technology as computers, mobiles. One golden band rind gives 2000 tons of 
ore. It needs 200 liters of water and displaces 600 families. It contaminates wildlife habitat. As for 
China - should it grow faster, larger? 
Are you captured by capital? Do you believe you can be accepted by society only if you buy the latest 
IPhone?  How important is it to have the latest Apple computer? Do you need to have more toilets in 
your house? Do you have to wear Pierre Cardin and the like? Can you stop Capital? 
www.minewatch.mn 
www.transrivers.org  
 

http://www.minewatch.mn/�
http://www.transrivers.org/�


Jennifer Franco, the Netherlands, Transnational Institute, Co-coordinator of TNI's Agrarian Justice 
work.  
On food sovereignty and agrarian justice versus global land and water grabbing. 
 
Jennifer Franco made a power-point show on “Building the land & water pillar of food sovereignty” 
with cases underpinning this, and continuing with tactics/strategy on how to resist: 
The show started with a quotation, headlined: “Plenty of reasons to reject the current global agrifood 
system”, continued:  The current food regime is characterized by “unprecedented market power and 
profits of monopoly agrifood corporations, globalized animal protein chains, growing links between 
food and fuel economies, a “supermarket revolution”, liberalized global trade in food, increasingly 
concentrated land ownership, shrinking natural resource base, growing opposition from food 
movements worldwide.” 
She added that climate change is driven in (large) part by expansion of industrial agriculture in 
multiple ways: agriculture and land use are responsible for a big portion of GHG emissions; Resource 
grabbing is a huge problem.  
How to stop and rollback these trends in a way that can radically transform the current agri-food 
system – and not just make them seem less damaging and therefore more acceptable – is an urgent task 
for all of us. 
Model: agroecology, traditional knowledge and community-based food systems + dismantling of 
corporate agri-food monopolies, redistributive land reform, protection from dumping and 
overproduction and community rights to water and seed.  
 However, the construction of food sovereignty is inconceivable without its necessary material and 
political pre-condition: democratic land & water control.  
The case of Myanmar: Shows that with an ongoing armed conflict with numerous ethnic armed groups, 
ongoing land confiscations, raft of laws and policies, there is now very deep-seated and widening 
anger and outright resistance to land & water grabs, but largely still “invisible”. 
On Resistance:  

• Ground level in specific landholdings (confiscated and otherwise grabbed), waterways and 
regions (where dams are planned), project sites (like oil pipelines that traverse the country or 
mining concessions) etc.  

• Critical reports and exposes; workshops and seminars to build common perspective and 
agenda à _birth of Land In Our Hands last year  

• Policy engagement, esp. draft laws/ policies on land, investment, energy, legal aid, in an effort 
to overturn the new bad laws and pressure for new laws/policies that reflect the aspirations of 
rural working peoples –> ongoing National Land Use Policy drafting process  

• “Inside-outside’ strategy that goes beyond demanding simply legal recognition and 
formalization customary and informal tenure rights (latter alone is likely to formalize 
numerous inequalities)  

Closing reflections: Food sovereignty has little fighting chance of surviving/taking root in Myanmar if 
the struggles to get democratic control of land & water fail. 
 
Tadzio Müller, Germany, Political Scientist, Rosa Luxemburg Foundation climate justice activist.  
The climate justice- and degrowth-movements are, on many levels, natural allies, seeing as that one has, 
what the other lacks: a set of strategic targets on the one hand, a social base in the global North on the 
other. Might their common focus be the fight against fossilistic capitalism? 

Tadzio Müller’s talk was on climate Justice and degrowth and the movements fighting for these goals. 
He tried to make the point that there are significant differences between the degrowth movement and 
the movement for climate justice – but in a way, they are actually complementary differences. What 
degrowth lacks (a base in struggles, and a conception of global justice), climate justice can bring to the 
relationship, and what climate justice lacks (a frame that resonates in the North), degrowth can bring. 



However, the two movements are necessarily related because degrowth in the North is a necessary 
(albeit insufficient) condition for global climate justice, seeing as that economic growth is so closely 
tied to greenhouse gas emissions, and that Southern countries retain what is frequently referred to as 
a ‘right to development’. 

Müller explained that while degrowth is a story that is largely articulated in the global North, a story 
that speaks from and to sensibilities that exist largely in the North, climate justice is a movement and a 
story that it articulated and led by folks in the global South. While climate justice is rooted in specific 
struggles – those of frontline communities and their allies fighting against resource extraction, 
industrial agriculture, megaprojects and the effects of climate change – and therefore also identifies 
agents of change, even if those agents sometimes appear insufficiently powerful to achieve their 
desired outcomes, degrowth seems to precisely not be rooted in specific struggles, but rather starts 
from a conceptual critique, from an idea, namely that ‘there cannot be infinite growth on a finite 
planet. 

With regard to the issue of making climate protection work with economic growth if done the right 
way, Tadzio Müller refers to Naomi Klein’s new excellent book that this, climate change, literally 
“Changes Everything”, and points to the fact that reducing greenhouse gas emissions to safe levels 
requires structural changes to the world economy, rather than just a bit of carbon pricing. 

In the run-up to the COP21 climate summit in Paris, he said, the world is once again debating the 
question of how to drastically reduce emissions, and once again the prophets of ‘decoupling’ – i.e. 
decoupling economic growth from environmental destruction – are banging their drums. 

But new movements, or coalitions between movements, arise out of struggles that are fought in 
common. So on the one hand, there is a movement – the global climate justice movement – that after 
the obvious, repeated, impossible-to-ignore collapse of the UN climate negotiations as well as of civil 
society strategies that focus on these negotiations, is still looking for common points of convergence: 
points of attack, in other words. And on the other, there is a potential movement – degrowth – that is 
casting around for fields of collective practice and action that would allow it to challenge the madness 
of eternal capitalist growth in ways that are more effective than the frequently rather marginal, often 
individual practices of transformation that currently make up much of the field of degrowth.  

What struggle might they have in common? Müller asked. The answer is really quite straightforward: 
the struggle against fossil fuels, against fossil fuel extraction, against fossil fuel finance, against fossil 
fuel corporations. Why? First of all, it is no secret that fossil fuels are the core fuel of the engine of 
eternal capitalist growth, such that we are living in what German Marxist Elmar Altvater referred to as 
‘fossilistic capitalism’. To be sure, we can imagine a capitalism based on renewable energies, but really 
existing capitalism has, for the last 200, 250 years been driven by fossil fuels. 

 
Seminar 2: Economic, social, and political developments and alternatives 
 
Boaventura de Sousa Santos, Portugal, Professor of Sociology, University of Coimbra.  
Learning from the Anti-Imperial South: From Alternative Development to Alternatives to Development.  
 
Can the global North teach anything that is not defined by centuries of colonialism and neo-
colonialism, imperialism and ethno-racial supremacy? Can both learn in such a way that one day there 
will be no South or North?  
Boaventura de Sousa Santos commented that eurocentrism is a problem, our consciousness is 
colonized. Europe is losing power in the global war on power. But there is a systematic interaction 
with people’s minds.  Our established way of action prevents us from acting differently. If we could 
think in another way, we could show how strong we are.  
He asked what makes the logic of neoliberalism so powerful to day?  That we can’t think of an 
alternative - to go beyond post-capitalism. Neoliberalism wants a permanent crisis. 



 
The current problems for the left are: That the crisis narrows - we are not allowed to think long-term. 
We don’t see the end of Capitalism. But there are new types of discussions and paradigms – we have to 
see beyond Capitalism and socialism. 
Development died with the Berlin Wall – there is only growth now. Capitalism is really anti-
democratic. 
We have to learn from the South: 

• By bringing together movements and political parties 
• The idea of plurality 
• The decommodification of Nature 

Refounding the state is the most daring task. We have to establish new kinds of alliances. 
 
With regard to the present global developments he explained US tactics as trying to reduce its decline 
by aligning with the EU, using the Ukraine to make EU participate in a new cold war. See the isolation 
of Russia and the establishment of TTIP in this connection, he said. 
 
Andreas Karitzis, Greece, Ph.D (Philosophy), Nicos Poulantzas Institute.  
On developing alternatives to EU neo liberalism and austerity, as seen from the perspective and 
experience of SYRIZA, the Greek radical left.  
 
Karitzis thanked for the opportunity to present some thoughts regarding the issue of building an 
alternative to the neoliberalism strategy for Europe.  
From the point of view of a Greek, things have become extremely urgent and dangerous, he said. Of 
course, objectively speaking, we are not yet – as Europeans – at the edge of the cliff. I am feeling that I 
am already hanging by the edge of a cliff the best way to think is like an engineer. The problem of 
course is the hegemony of austerity in Europe, the imposition of neoliberal logic on the institutional 
structure of the European Union and even more so on the eurozone.  
 
Karitzis discussed the issue of what makes the neoliberal logic so powerful, today, in Europe. The 
neoliberal strategy seems to be the only strategy. A necessity. Progressiveness is soft and naïve.  
He said: “Modern societies will change either towards more authoritarian modes of governance – 
combining the laws of the market with pre-modern institutional forms, what we might call “despotism 
of the market” – or towards a deepening of democracy by drastically redistributing power and access 
to decision-making processes from the elites to the people.”        
He added: “Our opponents are blind to some broader deadlocks we are facing today. Deadlocks that 
threaten us while the above deeper tendencies approach their limits. Our opponents care only for the 
maintenance and enhancement of their power.” 
 
Karitzis argued that therefore we must reshape our strategy in such a way that it will weaken the 
implicit assumption that neoliberalism and austerity is the only way available for reversing Europe's 
geopolitical decline. 
The solution would be the gradual development of a non-neoliberal reconfiguration of the European 
project. “The strategy of the left - a strategy based on cooperation and democracy – is not only a fairer 
strategy for the majority of the people – since it respects their needs and capacities - but it is also the 
only one that can reverse the decline of Europe,” he said. Neoliberalism will not make Europe stronger. 
He argued that reshaping the strategy of the left in order to beat neoliberalism in Europe goes together 
with a considerable modification of the left as well. “We surely need a new Imaginary, a new political 
imagination.” 
 
He ended, “In any case, in Greece, we will do our best with whatever mental and organizational 
resources are available now. We will try to defend our society with what we have at our disposal. You, 



the rest of the Europeans, have still time to adapt better to the new environment before the frontline 
of the battle comes to you.  
Let's hope that together we will reverse the course of things in Europe shaping gradually a mature 
European community worthy of our traditions of emancipation.”  
 
Linn Stalsberg, Norway, sociologist and writer. 
Womens liberation in a neo-liberal age. Are we free now?  
Did capitalism seduce feminism into a dominant relationship?  
 
Neoliberalism is part of our daily life and our minds, Linn Stalsberg said. She asked - are we free under 
capitalism? Freedom in this context is that we are independent and able to control our own lives.  She 
addressed different currents/positions of feminists: 
The goal of mainstream feminism is that women have to work fulltime instead of part time. Men have 
to work fulltime and do a bit more of the house-work.  
Welfare feminism is primarily working class women and they do not want to work full time, because 
they often have physically wearing jobs.  
Gender equality feminism is primarily middle class women and they want full time jobs and careers. 
They express no social criticism. In fact they support a system that eventually can kill them.  
 
Linn Stalsberg pointed out that the time squeeze, the problems with having a full time job and 
children, is a problem for most women because it creates duplication, the contract job and the job at 
home. She wrote the book ”Am I free now?”, in which she points out that the concept of liberation 
disappeared from feminism in the 198Os  Feminism became individualized and collective problems 
were reduced to the individual woman’s problem. The unpaid work of women is still overlooked. 
Neoliberalism individualizes and makes it difficult for women to fight for better conditions together. 
 
The concluding debate between the panelists and the audience: 
 
The main points of the concluding debate focused on the issue of the expectations of more short-term 
global developments: 

- Europe and USA are core countries in Capitalism – the key showdown with Capitalism will 
start from there.  

- Several of the speakers expected violent confrontations in our time. 
- One underlined that time is essential. Democracy should be renewed. 
- There was a general agreement on the importance of finding alliance partners, and to respect 

their diversity.  
- Also noted was the importance of the balance of forces, that for example Northern Italian 

workers in 1920/21 avoided a final showdown, as they didn’t have the southern Italian 
peasants with them. They knew that they were too weak. 

 
As organizers of the conference we wish to highlight two important aspects and issues of the 
conference that need to be further discussed:  

• The issue of the colonization of mindsets. 
• The issue of “commons”, which was mentioned – but not discussed – by some of the speakers. 

“Commons” needs to be an integral part of the economic and ecological alternatives that we 
are seeking to develop. 

 
Inger V. Johansen and Gitte Pedersen 
Transform!Danmark  
24.4.2015 


