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In 2007, Forcing Change laid out the scenario of a world financial crisis
and global currency solution, along with an article outlining global taxa-
tion schemes earlier that year. Today this is real-time news.

In 2008, FC published a special report showing which banks were going
south by studying their market movements. FC also published an impor-
tant article in the June, 2008 issue that detailed the soon-to-be financial
shake-up, and how the situation reflected fundamental problems in eco-
nomic affairs. Three months later the economic crisis seriously broke open,
and we’ve been dealing with it ever since.

Now, in the middle of
2009, Forcing Change is pub-
lishing two interlocking ar-
ticles that explain what the
next moves are: An interna-
tional regulatory two-step
that will knock national eco-
nomic sovereignty for a loop,
and a spiritual/social direc-
tive that will directly chal-
lenge the Christian world-
view under the auspicious of
the economic crisis. Close to
the end of this second article
you’ll also find a structural
suggestion of how the “new
international financial archi-
tecture” may be arranged.

In other words, this issue
of Forcing Change will probe
the next moves in this global




economic dance. And by educating
you in what steps are being taken,
you can better grasp how the musi-
cal chairs will be re-shuffled.

This issue contains two vitally
important reports on two interlock-
ing economic movements. The first
article, by guest author Joan Veon,
delves deeply into the Bank for In-
ternational Settlements, and ex-
plores the incredible power grab that
will take place through BIS control
of the global regulatory system.

Think this is a dry subject? Think
again. By controlling the interna-
tional regulatory system, the BIS
literally become “King of the Hill.”
National governments, central
banks, securities and exchange com-
missions, and even the insurance in-
dustry will have to adhere to what
this unelected, self-appointed bank-
ing behemoth dictates. And while
the effects may not seem noticeable
at first, we will feel the trickle-down
repercussions as our national gov-
ernments first seek BIS approval be-
fore seeking electoral approval.

The second article, titled Build-
ing a New Common Future, takes you
through the recent United Nations
conference on the world economic
crisis. What will astound you is not
the talk of international financial
measures, but the massive social and
behavioral change that is anticipated
— systematically moving you from
being an independent person with
national loyalties to that of a global
citizen with new international obli-
gations.

Towards the back of the article
you’ll find a list of the expected So-
cial and Economic shifts expected
as a result of the global crisis. This
1s worth re-reading and reflecting
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upon as the crisis continues. By do-
ing so, you’ll have a better grasp of
the worldview challenges that will
confront you, your church, and your
community.

This is not a light issue. For some
it may feel overwhelming. However,
that’s the mental and emotional cost
of trying to understand the forces
that are changing our culture. The
cost in not trying to understand is
much higher: confusion, doubt, in-
ternal and external worldview con-
flicts, and the potential to be side-
swiped by this speeding train called
“globalization.”
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By Joan Veon

Editor’s Note: Forcing Change
would like to welcome Joan
Veon, and thank her for al-
lowing FC to reprint this im-
portant article.

Joan Veon is a business-
woman and international re-
porter. She has covered over
100 Global meetings around
the world since 1994, and
constantly monitors and ana-
lyzes the many movements
and agendas that drive the in-
ternational community.

Joan has published a re-
search-based financial news-
letter, and is the author of
The United Nations’ Global
Straightjacket  and  Prince
Charles: The Sustainable Prince.
She has also released numer-
ous videos and specialized re-
ports on international affairs,
global banking and currency
moves, and other aspects of
globalization. To purchase
her WTO report, send $10.00
to The Women’s International
Media Group, Inc., P.O. Box
77, Middletown, MD 21769.
For an information packet,
please call 301-371-0541.

Her website is www.wom-
ensgroup.org.

Further Note: This is an especially important article, as it details signifi-
cant moves being taken by the Bank for International Settlements in their
quest to become the global banking regulator — the banker’s equivalent to
“king of the hill.” Please take the time to read it, contemplate its message,



and keep this knowledge handy
as the economic crisis continues
to unfold. If you take the time
to seriously consider what Joan
is reporting, you will be miles
ahead in terms of knowledge
and understanding.

After reading this article, and
the other articles in this issue
of FC, it is recommended that
you go to the Membership sec-
tion and click on E-Books. Once
inside that page, scroll down to
the report titled Global Banking:
The Bank for International Settle-
ments. It’s an excellent overview
of the BIS system, and fits hand-
in-glove with Joan’s article.

BASEL, SWITZERLAND -
The power base of the world has
shifted...it is no longer in Lon-
don, New York City, Washing-
ton D.C., or Tokyo. Neither is it
in Beijing or Moscow. It is Basel,
Switzerland. In 1930, the Bank
for International Settlements
(BIS) was set up as a result of the
Young Plan which was named
after the man who presided over
the Allied Reparation Commit-
tee, Owen D Young.

Basel was chosen as its loca-
tion because everyone could
get on a train from anywhere in
Europe to attend its meetings.
When you walk out of the main
train station, the BIS is within
easy walking distance of one
block. A modern 18 story high
building belies the power it ex-
tends globally. There is noth-
ing about the building that calls
anyone’s attention to it other
than the plaque near the glass
front doors that basically says it

is private property. The world’s
power brokers walk to the BIS
without fanfare and are set apart
from the citizenry by their busi-
ness suit and ID pass.

Yet within its walls the world’s
monetary system is being design-
ing and directed by many illumi-
nated and brilliant people from
inside and from without, those
who visit regularly from all over
the world include: central bank
ministers, treasury secretaries,
regulators, insurance supervi-
sors, deposit insurers and ac-
countants. Truly the BIS is all
powerful. Dr. Carroll Quigley
in his book, Tragedy and Hope,
wrote that,

“The powers of financial cap-
italism had another far reaching
aim, nothing less than to cre-
ate a world system of financial
control in private hands able to
dominate the political system of
each country and the economy
of the world as a whole. This
system was to be controlled in
a feudalistic fashion by the cen-
tral banks of the world acting
in concert, by secret agreement,
arrived at in frequent meetings
and conferences. The apex was
to be the Bank for International
Settlements in Basel, Switzer-
land.” (pp. 324-25).

If this power was not evi-
dent before, it 1s in the process
of becoming greater and more
immense. While the BIS has
always been the focal point of
central bank activity globally, it
now is finalizing the structure
Dr. Quigley wrote about.

Bi-monthly, the Group of
Ten central bankers, along with

those from majoring developing
nations come together to discuss
global monetary policy, among
other things. Over the years it
has expanded to the point that
every aspect of banking, finance,
insurance, deposit insurance,
and regulation now constitute
its core workings.

In the mid-1990s the word
“globalization” came into our
vocabularies as we were faced
with naming the process where-
by the barriers between the
countries of the world started
to fall. Beginning with the es-
tablishment of the Internation-
al Monetary Fund and World
Bank in 1944, the financial bar-
riers between countries fell; with
the establishment of the United
Nations in 1945, the political
barriers fell; with the establish-
ment of the World Trade Orga-
nization in 1994, the trade bar-
riers fell; with the establishment
of the International Criminal
Court in 1998, the legal barriers
fell; and with the September 11,
2001 attack on the World Trade
Center, the military and intelli-
gence barriers fell.

Similarly, during the 1990s,
the Bank for International Set-
tlements started to set up its own
level of globalization. Consider
the following BIS-created and
run agencies.

- In 1998, the International As-
sociation of Insurance Supervi-
sors was set up and is comprised
of insurance supervisors from
all over the world.

- In 1999, the Financial Stabil-
ity Forum was set up which was
comprised of the Group of Sev-
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en treasury secretaries, central
bankers, and regulatory agen-
cies. Recently this organization
was expanded to include the
Group of Twenty.

- Then in 2002 the International
Association of Deposit Insurers
was set up. This organization is
comprised of the “FDICs” of
the world.

- Another organization which
was set up in 1973 and then re-
configured in 1984 is the Interna-
tional Organization of Security
Commissions-IOSCO which is
basically a global “security and
exchange” commission which
has facilitated a global stock ex-
change.

What the 2008 Credit Crisis
has provided is an opportunity
to further enhance and empower
these organizations which will
and are in the process of trans-
ferring respective responsibili-
ties from the national level to the
global level, thus completing the
process of banking, insurance,
auditing, accounting, and regu-
latory globalization. It should
be mentioned that in order for
the United States to play its role
in this process, the Obama Ad-
ministration will have to set up
a single national regulator over
our seven different regulators
that currently work indepen-
dently. This 1s so important a

step that the Financial Times re-
cently ran an editorial on June
20 that warned America,

“The need for thorough regu-
latory reform is still pressing.
One concern stands out: the risk
of the whole financial system
breaking down, as it did last au-
tumn. Those who want to give
central banks the power and re-
sponsibility to monitor systemic
risks are right. They include the
US Treasury, whose proposals
this week seek to turn the Fed-
eral Reserve into a systemic su-
per-regulator. These proposals
are contested. They should not
be; the alternatives are worse.
Reforms to rein in systemic risk
must not now fall prey to poli-
tics. They must be enacted be-
fore the memory of last autumn
fades.”

Let us examine what the first
paragraph of the Bank for Inter-
national Settlements 79th An-
nual Report stated with regard to
the credit crisis:

“How could this happen? No
one thought that the financial
system could collapse. Sufficient
safeguards were in place. There
was a safety net: central banks
that would lend when needed,
deposit insurance and investor
protections that freed individu-
als from worrying about the se-
curity of their wealth, regulators
and supervisors to watch over
individual institutions and keep
managers and owners from tak-
ing on too much risk. Since Au-
gust 2007, the financial system
has experienced a sequence of
critical failures.”

While it provides their assess-

ment of what went wrong, the
report summarizes the problem
and the solution this way:

“In summary, financial regu-
lators, fiscal authorities, and
central bankers face enormous
risks. Building a perfect, fail-safe
financial system — one capable
of maintaining its normal state
of operations in the event of a
failure — 1s impossible. Standing
in the way are both innovation
and the limits of human under-
standing, especially regarding
the complexity of the decentral-
ized financial world. We have
no choice but to take up the
challenge of first repairing and
then reforming the international
financial system.”

Their recommendations in-
clude the BIS standard-setting
committees (the Basel Commit-
tee on Banking Supervision, the
Central Bank Governance Fo-
rum, the Committee on Payment
and Settlement Systems, and the
Markets Committee), and the
Financial Stability Board. For
our purposes we will discuss the
newly centralized power of the
Financial Stability Board.

First it should be noted that
with this kind of total economic
and monetary failure, the entire
system should be scrapped and
perhaps we should go back to
being individual nation-states.
But for their purposes, they are
expanding and empowering
another level of control which
will move the assets of the en-
tire world into their domain. No
physical war, no guns, no bullets
— electronic financial warfare.

The Financial Stability Board



was originally the Financial Sta-
bility Forum (FSF). When it was
set up in 1999, I interviewed its
Secretary-General, Svein Andre-
sen who told me that there was
no guarantee that it would be
able to protect the global system
from problems. However, it was
believed that if you brought the
central bank ministers together
with the treasury secretaries and
the regulatory agencies from the
Group of Seven countries that it
would provide a framework to
protect the global financial sys-
tem.

Obviously they failed in their
mission. The alternative, instead
of liquidating the FSF, was to
expand and empower it. When
I asked FSB Chairman Mario
Draghi about the role and input
of the international bankers like
Sir Evelyn de Rothschild, he re-
plied,

“We are in contact with vari-
ous — say bankers association,
market association —banks,
hedge funds, securities fora and
lots of other bodies. We look at
what they do and then we make
up our own mind. So it is an in-
teresting context but in the end,
ours is a forum where you have
the regulators — banking regula-
tors, market regulators, financial
ministries and international or-
ganization and institutions and
standard setters. So it is our own
mind in the end which we look
at.”

It is important to note that the
internationalization or global-
ization of the financial system
is here. It constitutes tearing
down the final barrier between
the countries of the world. It has

been almost fully operational for
at least 10 years. At this point
in the game, the integration be-
tween a handful of international
organizations is apparent.

The need to coordinate inter-
national accounting through the
International Accounting Stan-
dards Board with the American
counterpart, Financial Account-
ing Standards Board — FASB
with the FSB and G20 - is al-
ready happening. The Interna-
tional Organization of Securi-
ties Commissions (IOSCO) is
working with the BIS Joint Fo-
rum and FSB.

In order to develop high qual-
ity international standards for
auditing, assurance, ethics and
education for professional ac-
countants, the Monitoring
Group was set up and a Char-
ter was put in place in 2008 by
Memorandum of Understand-
ing. Those participating include:
IOSCQO, the Basel Committee of
Banking Supervision, the Euro-
pean Commission, the Interna-
tional Association of Insurance
Supervisors, the World Bank,
the Financial Stability Board,
and the International Forum of
Independent Audit Regulators.

There are so many working
groups which now comprise a
new level of regulatory oversight
operating internationally that it
is almost impossible to go back
to the power of the individual
nation-state. The number and
the oversight of these groups
will make your head spin.

Can we go back? Any country
who would dare say no would
be completely destroyed — ask

the 5 Asian countries that chose
to say no to the WTO Financial
Services Agreement in the mid-
1990s. It is now the Financial
Stability Board, which is now
empowered with becoming the
“United Nations of Financial
and Regulatory Control” over
countries. JiC

Joan Veon is an internation-
ally recognized businesswoman.
Over the years, she has attend-
ed over 100 global conferences,
meetings, and press events (in-
cluding BIS press events). Her
books, videos, and reports can
be purchased through her web-
site: Www.womensgroup.org.



“...no crisis, especially one of this
severity, recedes without leaving a
legacy. And among this one’s lega-
cies will be a worldwide battle over
ideas...”

— Joseph E. Stiglitz!
Yawn...

Financial conferences, like bank-
ing documents, should be consid-
ered a cure for insomnia.

Don’t believe me? Well, if you
haven’t had a chance to attend a
conference where macroeconomics
was discussed (I've been to a few
while attending forums on global
affairs) — where you can listen to
stimulating lectures on credit rat-
ing mechanisms, Drawing Rights,
tax and tariff policies, and exchange
rate regimes — the next best thing is
reading reports from these events.
Try it. You’ll see what I mean.

Just consider the titles of these
blockbuster documents from the
Bank for International Settlements.

- Zero-Coupon Yield Curves: Technical
Documents.

- Comparison of Creditor and Debtor
Data on Short-Term External Debt.

- Transmission Mechanisms for Mone-
tary Policy in Emerging Market Econo-
mies.

Exciting, isn’t it?

I never attended the meetings that
spawned these exhilarating titles.

By Carl Teichrib

i

Nor could I — I'm not a “senior offi-
cial” with a central bank. However,
just glancing at the titles, let alone
diving into the text, causes one to
look for a pillow.

This reminds me of a cross-coun-
try flight a few years back. For read-
ing material I had brought along a
technical BIS report on regional cur-
rencies, a motorcycle magazine, and
a Western novel by Louis L’Amour.
After thirty minutes with my nose in
the BIS document, highlighting sec-
tions of text with yellow and placing
stars and question marks at different
points, I found myself desperately
needing a mental break. Out came
the motorcycle magazine. Ten min-
utes later I'm through a fantastic
article on a riding adventure some-
place I'd now rather be. Back to the



document. Another half hour
later I'm struggling to stay fo-
cused. Hello Mr. L’Amour.

As the plane neared its des-
tination the lady I was sitting
beside made a comment about
my “diverse” reading interests.
It seemed strange to her that I
would intently work through an
obviously technical report, then
dump it for something “as ele-
mentary” as a motorcycle maga-
zine or Western novel (hey, I'm
a motorcyclist and L’Amour is a
great story teller!). So I let her
take a poke at the BIS report. Af-
ter less time than it took you to
read this paragraph, she handed
it back with a telling look: it’s a
tough read.

All of this underscores a
point: Economic conferences are
primarily concerned with hard
economic issue, including the
governance of economies. Re-
ports and transcripts from said
conferences deal with equally
hard topics. This is expected,
and unless you have a grasp of
the industry-specific language
and various acronyms, you’ll
find yourself often lost in the
myriad of terms and concepts. I
still do.

But what you don’t expect
to read in an economic tran-
script is a discussion of cosmic
evolution, or the veneration of
Mother Earth. Yet this is exactly
what was in the latest speech
transcripts from the United Na-
tions Conference on the World
Financial and Economic Crisis,
held from June 24-26 (with car-
ry-over time on the 30th) at the
UN headquarters in New York
City.

During the past number of
months the United Nations has
been gearing up for this event,
which followed in the footsteps
of other international forums,
such as the Group of 20 high-
level meeting in London; and
the joint meeting of the Inter-
national Monetary Fund and
World Bank in late April, which
dealt extensively with the global
financial crisis. So too, the Unit-
ed Nations has been trumpeting
the call for leaders to rally un-
der its flag. After all, the UN is
supposed to be the world’s par-
amount gathering place. And
gather they did; Prime Minis-
ters, Deputies, and ministerial
level delegates from around the
globe.

Setting the Stage

UN President Miguel Brockmann

All international events have
an opening speech to set the
tone. That’s where this UN con-
ference took a different path than
expected. Instead of a review of
the economic challenges facing
the international marketplace,
the opening session went down
a very wonky path.

Miguel Brockmann, the Presi-

dent of the 63rd session of the
UN General Assembly, was the
individual responsible for put-
ting together the Conference on
the World Financial and Eco-
nomic Crisis. He also opened
and closed the event, and was
the residing President of this
specific conference — working to
guide the forum to a determined
agenda.

So what was Brockmann’s
agenda? The move towards “a
new paradigm of social coexis-
tence.”

But what does that mean?

Brockmann was hoping the
delegates would focus on a “new
paradigm” — a different vision
for the world. Remember, this
was an international conference
on the financial and economic

crisis. Think carefully through
these selections from Mr.
Brockmann’s opening address.

1. Building Noah’s Ark:
Global Solidarity.

“...we must all join our ef-
forts to prevent the global cri-
sis... The challenges of the
various crises are all intercon-
nected and oblige us all, as
representatives of the peoples

of the Earth, to declare our re-
sponsibility one to another, and
that together, with great hope,
we will seek inclusive solutions.
What better place than this
United Nations General Assem-
bly Hall to do so...

It is neither humane nor re-
sponsible to build a Noah’s Ark
only to save the existing eco-
nomic system, leaving the vast
majority of humanity to their



fate and to suffer the negative ef-
fects of a system imposed by an
irresponsible but powerful mi-
nority. We must take decisions
that affect us all collectively to
the greatest extent possible, in-
cluding the broad community
of life and our common home,
Mother Earth.”?

NOTE: This statement demon-
strates the drive to global soli-
darity — a social/ethical man-
date to work as a unified people
in an attempt to save the world.
Brockmann sees the United Na-
tions as the primary salvation
delivery vehicle: a modern, po-
litical Noah’s Ark.

“Egotism and greed cannot be
corrected. They must be replaced
by solidarity, which obviously
implies radical change...create
something that strives towards a
new paradigm of social coexis-
tence.”?

NOTE: “Greed” 1s viewed as
capitalism. Keep reading for a
deeper explanation of this link-
age.

2. Globalized Ethics: An Earth-
Centric View

“Now 1is the time to create
globalized policy and ethics
based on the many cultural ex-
periences and traditions of our
peoples.

...In other words, a different vi-
sion of the world also creates a
different ethics, a new way for us
to relate.”

NOTE: So where does Mr.
Brockmann’s ethical vision
emerge from? He makes it clear
that it’s the Earth Charter* — a

soft law document that seeks to
change humanity’s behavior and
belief towards a mystically ori-
ented, evolutionary, Earth-cen-
tric view.

“The viewpoint that comes
to us from the so-called earth
sciences, that the Earth is con-
tained within a vast, complex
and evolving cosmos, must be in-
corporated. This Mother Earth,
the term approved by the Gen-
eral Assembly this past 22 April,
1s alive. Mother Earth regulates
herself, maintaining the subtle
equilibrium among the physi-
cal, chemical and biological in
such a way that life is always fa-
voured. She produces a unique
community of life from which
the community of human life
— humanity — emerged, as the
aware and intelligent part of the
Earth herself.

...There is a growing aware-
ness that we are all sons and
daughters of Earth and that we
belong to her.

...we are so united with the
Earth that we ourselves are
the Earth: the Earth that feels,
thinks, loves and worships.

...By virtue of the fact that it
[Mother Earth] is alive and gen-
erated all living beings, it has
dignity. This dignity demands
respect and veneration and en-
dows it with rights...”?

The President of the confer-
ence then presented five strat-
egies and five more “ethical
principles” to guide humanity
through the global economic cri-
sis. Here are the five strategies.

1. Sustainable use of natural
resources: This isn’t about over-
fishing or overuse of some com-
modity per se, but changing the
way we operate under an Earth
ethic; “...strengthening a relation-
ship of respect and synergy with na-
ture.”®

2. Making the economy the
tool for transformation: “...it
[the economy] should be seen as
the activity that lays the foundation
for the physical, cultural and spiri-
tual life of all human beings on the
planet, while respecting social and
environmental norms.”

An “economy” is simply the
aggregate of society’s interaction
as it pertains to the exchange of
goods and services. What Mr.
Brockmann envisions goes far
beyond financial interchange.

3. Planetary Democracy: “7o
spread democracy to all social rela-

tions and institutions. It should not
only be applied and strengthened
in the political arena, with a new
definition of the State and of inter-
national organizations, but also ex-
tended to the spheres of economics,
culture and the relationship between
men and women...”

This represents a shift from
national sovereignty to plane-
tary governance, and the social-
ization of cultures as a whole
—it’s the utopian dream of inter-
national socialism.

4. Religious Pluralism: Brock-
mann asserted that the new
ethics must be based on “mul-
ticultural exchange and the philo-
sophical and religious traditions of
peoples...”




Such a recommendation requires that spiri-
tual pluralism and interfaith concepts take
center stage. Judeo-Christian truth claims can-
not be tolerated in this new social paradigm of
global pluralism.

5. Mystical Reach: “To strengthen a spiritual
vision of the world that does justice to man’s search
for a transcendent meaning of life...”

Mr. Brockmann’s spiritual vision is couched
in New Age views of cosmic consciousness
and a “living Earth” (see his closing speech ex-
cerpts later in this article). In order for the UN
to fulfill this mandate — and remember that the
United Nations is considered a type of Noah’s
Ark — this vision would have to be spiritually
inclusive, and propagated through educational
programs. Counter worldviews that challenge
the new spiritual vision would have to suc-
cumb to the accepted planetary belief, or be
viewed as subversive.

There really isn’t much “justice” in a glob-
al society that enforces tolerance, regardless if
it’s couched in the “search for a transcendent
meaning...”

Is this reading too much into Brockmann’s
worldview? When one weighs the balance of
statements and documents from the interfaith/
international community, and from Mr. Brock-
mann himself, it becomes increasingly evident
that the old views are no longer tolerable. Plu-
ralism must be instated; tolerance has to be ac-
cepted. The old ways are no longer viable.

As Mr. Brockmann hints in his closing
speech: “The old gods are dying out, and new
ones are emerging...”

These five main points are undergirded by
five “ethical principles.” Although these ethi-
cal directives sound good on the surface, the
philosophies they are built upon will not solve
the world’s economic woes. They will, how-
ever, help to mainstream a radical, socialist,
world-view.

A. Respect: “Every being has intrinsic value and
can serve the good of humanity if guided not by




Miguel Brockman

purely utilitarian ethics, such as
those which predominate in the cur-
rent socioeconomic system, but rath-
er by a feeling of mutual belonging,
responsibility and conservation of
existence.”

Do you see the philosophical
blame game? It seems that the
Western view of non-human life
— that which is utilitarian such as
farming, fishing, or forestry — is
problematic. Rather, you should
hold all creatures as having mu-
tual value. This is a ridiculous
position that emanates from deep
ecology: humans, trees, trout,
and even viruses ultimately have
equal merit.

B. Care: According to Brock-
mann, “Care implies a non-aggres-
sive attitude to reality, a loving at-
titude which repairs past harm and
avoids future harm and, at the same
time, extends into all areas of indi-
vidual and social human activity.
If there had been sufficient care, the
current financial and economic crisis

would not have occurred...In a mar-
ket society which is driven more by
competition than cooperation, there
is a cruel lack of compassion towards
all suffering beings in society and in
nature.”

This definition misses the
mark. While compassion is often
lacking in today’s society, Brock-
mann’s definition is more about
cultural pacifism and socialism
than about individuals extending
empathy to others — somehow
“care” 1s to manifest itself into
all human activities. Underpin-
ning Brockmann’s perspective,
however, is the boogieman of
calloused capitalism, which is
barely hidden beneath the pretext
of “care.” In the socialist world-
view, capitalism is the uneven
distribution of wealth motivated
by greed and indifference: it is
a form of theft where one gains
over the other. Socialism, accord-
ing to the likes of Brockmann, is
where everybody cares for and
empowers all.

This is very misleading. Capi-
talism is not a ruthless system
where one person does “whatever
it takes” to get ahead. Rather, it
is the mutual exchange of goods,
services, labour and/or money
from one who wants with one
who has and is willing to trade.
Capitalism is a free enterprise
concept that does not function
properly in an overly regulated or
coerced society; it requires free-
dom to function.

(Howard Ruff puts it this way -
“Capitalism is a way to capitalize
income by turning a private busi-
ness into a public company whose
value is generally determined by
some multiple of profits. It’s the
way to create real wealth.”)

The present economic crisis
isn’t a free enterprise problem in
the traditional sense. Now the
fact that free enterprise is chiefly
absent from our economic culture
may have played a special role in
the crisis, but operating capitalism
did not cause the current finan-
cial problem. In fact, good luck
finding a true free-market, capi-
talist culture; we haven’t lived in
one for decades. While there are
elements of free enterprise and
capitalism in the Western world,
we have long since been operat-
ing in a mixed economy: a con-
tentious blend of capitalism and
socialism. [See Forcing Change,
Volume 2, Issue 11 for the article
“Free Enterprise did not Cause
the Market Meltdown”].

Socialism, on the other hand,
is a system where “all pays” and
a bureaucracy is tasked with
managing the common pot. After
the bureaucracy has siphoned off
what it requires then the crumbs



are doled out, and maybe a few
extra crumbs can be spared for
special interest groups who have
supported the political drivers of
socialism.

Socialism has been aptly de-
scribed as “theft of all for the
misery of all.” The United Na-
tions calls it “economic solidar-
ity,” and social “care.” Brock-
mann is quick to point fingers at
the “market society,” yet fails to
note that civilizations built on
free market ideals are the ones
most apt to charity work, phil-
anthropic giving, disaster relief,
and diverse educational opportu-
nities.

Good luck trying to find these
qualities in what was the ulti-
mate socialist economy, the So-
viet Union.

C. Collective Responsibility:
Brockmann sees more than just
“caring” via socialism as a solu-
tion. Service is also required.

“We are all dependent on the en-
vironment and interdependent. Our
actions can be beneficial or harmful
for life and for the common good of
the Earth and humanity. The many
crisis now occurring are largely the
result of a lack of responsibility in
our collective projects and practic-
es...”

In other words you must be
a good global citizen, and a re-
sponsible global citizen actively
serves by doing and promoting
what is good for the Earth and
the planetary community.

D. Cooperation: “If we do not all
cooperate, we are not going to emerge
stronger from the current crisis. Coop-
eration is so essential that in the past

it enabled our anthropoid ancestors
to make the jump from animality to
humanity. When they had food, they
did not eat individually but brought
everything to share with everyone in
the group in cooperation and solidar-
ity. What was essential in the past is
still essential in the present.”

This is a fairy-tale at best; at
worst it’s an attempt to create a
pseudo-scientific basis for social-
ism.

E. Universal Mysticism: “...be-
hind the whole universe, every
being, every person, every event
and even our current crisis, there
is a fundamental energy at work,
mysterious and ineffable, which
is also known as the nurturing
source of all being. We are sure
that this nameless energy will
also act in this time of chaos to
help us and empower us to over-
come selfishness and take the
action needed so there is no ca-
tastrophe, but an opportunity
for creating and generating new
forms of coexistence...”

Here lies the final pillar of
Brockmann’s new planetary eth-
ic, an ethic that is to guide us out
of the world financial crisis; it is
the acceptance of a mystically
based spirituality where human-
ity 1s moved by some benign, un-
knowable cosmic force. And this
force is to shift Man’s thinking to
accept new forms of living.

President Brockmann elabo-
rated,

“Crisis purifies us and forces us
to grow and find ways to survive
that are acceptable for the whole
community of life, human beings
and Earth. The pain we feel now
is not the death rattle of a dying

man but the pain of a new birth.
So far we have fully exploited ma-
terial capital, which is finite, and
now we have to work with spiri-
tual capital, which is infinite...

As we all have our origin in the
heart of the great red stars where
the elements that form us were
forged, it is clear that we were
born to shine our light and not
to suffer. And we will shine our
light again — that is my strong
expectation — in a planetary civi-
lization which is more respectful
of Mother Earth.”

Here, ladies and gentlemen,
is how the President of the UN
General Assembly opened a
world conference on economics.
Two questions beg to be asked;
who is Mr. Brockmann, and how
did the delegates respond?

Lenin Meets Church — Let’s All
Hold Hands

Miguel d’Escoto Brockmann
was born in Los Angeles, Cali-
fornia. He was the son of a Ni-
caraguan diplomat and later be-
came a Catholic priest through
the Maryknoll society, and later
founding Orbis Books — the pub-
lishing arm of the Maryknoll Fa-
thers and Brothers.

From the early 1960s on, Mr.
Brockmann has been influential
in the Latin American socio-po-
litical scene. In 1963 he founded
the National Institute of Research
and Population Action in Chile,
and later joined Nicaragua’s
left-wind Sandinista revolution
— which was militarily countered
by the US-backed Contras. From
1979 to 1990 he served the revo-
lutionary government as Foreign
Minister. It was during this time



that he received the International
Lenin Peace Prize. That’s right;
Brockmann received special rec-
ognition from the Soviet Union.

As a left-leaning Catholic
priest in Latin America, it’s no
surprise to learn that Brockmann
staunchly advocated liberation
theology. Sometimes described
as “Christian Socialism,” libera-
tion theology blends helping the
poor with political engagement.
Primarily a Roman Catholic con-
struct, liberation theology seeks
to empower oppressed peoples in
their continuing “class struggle”
by arming them through radi-
cal social activism; it’s a blatant
blending of Marxist philosophy
and Catholic service work.

Mr. Brockmann is also known
internationally for his anti-capi-
talist and anti-American stance.
He s, in every sense of the phrase,
an international socialist.’

How then did the delegates to
this UN conference respond to
Brockmann’s unorthodox open-
ing? Did the United States or
Britain challenge Brockmann’s
worldview?

Not at all.

The American delegate, Am-
bassador Susan Rice, affirmed
America’s commitment to global
solidarity.

“President Obama understands
that our collective response to the
crisis will make up an important
moment in world history. Just a
few weeks ago, in Cairo, he not-
ed that we ‘have a responsibility
to join together on behalf of the
world we seek.” That is our goal
here today — to join together and

continue the important work of
creating that world...

...The United States is here to
participate in this important con-
versation, to listen, to exchange,
to work with you in a spirit of co-
operation.”®

The British delegate, Lord
Mark Malloch Brown, called for
a strengthened United Nations
system.” China, too, called for
an enhanced UN - one that can
“play a bigger role” in “tackling
the international financial crisis”
and “send out a strong signal that
the international community is
united as one.”!?

The European Union said it
would like to see the United Na-
tions help “developing countries
tackle a variety of global social,
economic, financial and environ-
mental challenges...”!!

Alexey Kudrin, Deputy Prime-
Minister and Minister of Finance
of the Russian Federation, said it
was time to reject “standard ap-
proaches.” What was needed,
he explained, was “a new global
financial architecture” that en-
shrined “mandatory” rules all
countries. His recommendation
was “a new model of suprana-
tional regulation...”!?

The World Bank representa-
tive reiterated “global responsi-
bility.”

“In this globalized world, we
are all neighbors, and we are all
connected. What happens in one
part of the world is felt in many
others. It is no longer feasible to
hide behind artificial walls and
pretend we can survive on our
own — we are linked together,

and we must act together.

...We must have a global and
inclusive response [to the eco-
nomic crisis]. The response must
be a global one with attention
paid to local specificities.”!?

Other world leaders made
similar statements. Consider the
wording of these conference par-
ticipants and ask yourself; who’s
social, ecological, and economic
rules are we going to follow?

“We need to shape a global
economy that serves the people
and peoples — with social and
ecological rules obeyed by all...

With this conference and its
outcome document we strengthen
the UN’s role in global economic
governance! This is a remarkable
success!

Let us seize this opportunity
and adapt Global Governance to
the realities of the 21st century.”
— Heidemaire Wieczorek-Zeul,
German Federal Minister for
Economic Cooperation and De-
velopment.

“...we must work to strength-
en and re-position the United
Nations system at the center of
the international social and eco-
nomic decision making process.”
— Marty M. Natalegawa, Perma-
nent Representative of the Re-
public of Indonesia to the United
Nations.

“...we need to work together
to reform global rules and insti-
tutions.” — Ban Ki-Moon, UN
Secretary-General.



International Expecta-
tions

After reviewing the Outcome
Document from this conference,
reading the transcripts,
pouring over the press releases
and other relevant material, it
became obvious that a set of
international expectations were
taking shape. Here are some
things to watch for in the months
ahead.

Social/ Moral Direc-
tion

- Under the leadership of the
United Nations, a moral/ethical
roadmap is expected. These ide-
als, which gravitate around en-
vironmental issues such as Cli-
mate Change, are to act as the
social foundation upon which a
global solution to the economic
crisis must be found. In essence,
the UN is to provide the moral
framework for the “new inter-
national financial architecture.”
As the world gears up for the
UN climate change conference
this December, watch as envi-
ronmental issues are used as
“moral leverage” to “solve” the
€Cconomic Crisis.

- Expect nations to adopt car-
bon tax regimes and a “cap-
and-trade” market program.
This will result in higher energy
prices and overall decreased eco-
nomic growth. An environmen-
tally-based bubble economy will
develop out of the emissions
cap-and-trade marketplace as
“hot air” becomes a hot market.
This won’t last, and when the

collapse occurs it will trigger an

and &

even more robust drive for glob-
al financial governance.

- Expect stronger UN-directed
educational programs to rally
youth to this “carbon” cause.
Propaganda for a global ethic
based on environmentalism,
with the stated goal of fixing
the economy, will noticeably in-
crease throughout the Western
world.

- Watch as religious leaders, in-
cluding Christian figureheads,
openly side with the UN in this
call for a new global ethic. Don’t
be surprised if the UN or World
Council of Churches convenes
a special, high-level interfaith
meeting to respond to the eco-
nomic/environmental situation.

- Planetary citizenship, and the
responsibilities that will accom-
pany it, will supersede national
loyalties.

- Capitalism will be branded
as evil; Free markets as selfish.
More regulations and bureau-

cracy will be coming at the lo-
cal, state/provincial, national
and international levels.

- Expect more calls for economic
solidarity and global service. In
the West the word “socialism”
will be sidestepped; expect new
language to mask the reality.
In Latin America, Africa, most
of Asia, and major portions of
Europe, the language of social-
ism will be openly used and em-
braced.

Economic Direction

- A continued push for Special
Drawing Rights as the new glob-
al reserve currency. This is to be
the replacement, and possibly
only an intermediate replace-
ment, to the US dollar as the ex-
isting reserve currency. An SDR,
as it’s referred to, is an interna-
tional accounting unit based on
the combined value — a basket
— of major world currencies.
At this point the International



Monetary Fund is being courted
as the bearer of SDRs, making it
a type of bank for a new global
reserve unit.

- Increasing pressure to solidify
an international financial and
banking regulatory body. Under
such an agency, national and
transnational banks and finan-
cial institutions would have to
comply with the new global stan-
dards. Expect economic affairs
at the domestic level to likewise
find itself under the auspices
of this global regulator. At this
point the Bank for International
Settlements is fast gearing up for
this task (see the article in this
issue of Forcing Change by Joan
Veon).

- More calls for an International
Bankruptcy Court to deal with
global debt defaults.

- Expect calls for and the devel-
opment of more regionally ori-
ented banks, regional currency
blocks, regional trade agree-
ments, and overall regional eco-
nomic integration.

- Expect more calls for global
economic solidarity, interna-
tional harmonization, and tight-
er globalization. As Paula Quin-
tana, Minister of Planning for
Chile, explained at the UN con-
ference; “...the challenge in the
medium term is to move more
rapidly towards global economic
convergence.”

- Finally, don’t be surprised to
see the international commu-
nity place a so-called system of
checks-and-balances in place
under the banner of a “new fi-
nancial architecture.” This is

currently underway, and here’s
how it might shake out.

- Global Financial Regulator:
Bank for International Settle-
ments.

- Global Trade Regulator: World
Trade Organization.

- World Reserve Currency Bank:
International Monetary Fund.

- World Lender: World Bank

- Global Ethics and Governance
Agency: United Nations

Of course this could change
to some degree, with emphasis
and agendas placed upon differ-
ent institutions — and there may
be overlap. However, we are see-
ing this new international super-
structure taking shape today.

More Than Just Eco-
nomics

It’s obvious that the UN Con-
ference on the World Financial
and Economic Crisis was about
more than just “money.” It was
about re-shaping cultures and
nations to fit into a new plan-
etary ideal.

President Brockmann made

this clear in his closing, June
26th speech.

On Economic Solutions (notice
how all encompassing this is):

“The issues to be followed
up range from crisis mitigation
— including global stimulus mea-
sures, special drawing rights
(SDRs) and reserve currencies
— to topics such as the restruc-
turing of the financial and eco-
nomic system and architecture,
including reform of the interna-
tional financial institutions and
the role of the United Nations;
external debt; international
trade; investment; taxation; de-
velopment assistance; South-
South cooperation; new forms
of financing; corruption and il-
licit financial flows; and regula-
tion and monitoring.

At the same time, it has been
recognized that the financial and
economic crisis must not delay
the necessary global response
to climate change and environ-
mental degradation through
initiatives for building a ‘green
economy’...”14

On New Visions for Living
— NOTE: This gives context for
the creation of a global civiliza-
tion. And remember what this
conference was about - econom-
ics! (Further note: Brockmann’s
visioning made up the bulk of
his closing speech; these are
some excerpts):

“...we are once again on the
threshold of a new step in the
evolutionary process: a step to-
wards a human family that is
united with itself, with nature
and with Mother Earth.



This reminds me of the vi-
sion of the great French scien-
tist, archaeologist and mystic
Pierre Teilhard de Chardin. In
China, where he carried out his
research on ‘Homo pekinensis’,
he had something like a vision.

Looking at the advances in
technology, trade and commu-
nications that were shortening
distances and laying the foun-
dations for what he liked to call
planetization, rather than glo-
balization, Teilhard de Char-
din was already saying, in the
1930s, that we were witnessing
the emergence of a new era for
the Earth and for humanity.

What was about to appear, de
Chardin told us, was the noo-
sphere, after the emergence in
the evolutionary process of the
anthroposphere, the biosphere,
the hydrosphere, the atmosphere
and the lithosphere. Now comes
the new sphere, the sphere of
synchronized minds and hearts:
the noosphere. As we know, the
Greek word noos refers to the
union of the spirit, the intellect
and the heart...

The noosphere, then, is the
next step for humanity. Allow
me a small digression: if, in the
time of the dinosaurs, which
inhabited the Earth for more
than 100 million years and dis-
appeared some 65 million years
ago, a hypothetical observer had
wondered what the next evolu-
tionary step would be, he prob-
ably would have thought: more
of the same. In other words,
even bigger and more voracious
dinosaurs.

But that answer would have

been wrong. That hypotheti-
cal observer never would have
imagined that a small mammal
no bigger than a rabbit, living in
treetops, feeding on flowers and
shoots and trembling at the pos-
sibility of being devoured by a
dinosaur, would eventually be-
come our ancestor.

From that creature, millions of
years later, emerged something
completely new, with qualities
totally different from those of
the dinosaurs, including a con-
science, intelligence and love:
the first human beings, from
whom we who are gathered here
are descended....

I firmly believe that today we
are once again on the threshold
of a new step in the evolutionary
process: a step towards a human
family that is united with itself,
with nature and with Mother
Earth...

They say that Jesus, Buddha,
Francis of Assisi, Rumi, Tolstoy,
Gandhi, Dorothy Day, Martin
Luther King and many other
great prophets and teachers of
the past and present, of which
every country and culture has an
exemplar, were ahead of their
time in taking this new step.

They are all our most forma-
tive teachers, our lodestars, who
fan the flame of hope that as-
sures us that we still have a fu-
ture, a blessed future for all of
us.”

And you thought a global eco-
nomics conference was about fi-
nancial concerns!

Understand, dear reader, that
today’s world is changing in fo-

tal: Economics, religion (for
that’s what Brockmann is really
talking about), politics, educa-
tion, national sovereignty, and
social norms are being system-
atically re-forged to meet a pre-
described Common Future.

Ultimately, it’s the twisting of
faith and finance to usher in a
new global order. JAC

Carl Teichrib is editor of Forcing
Change (www.forcingchange.
org), a monthly publication ana-
lyzing our shifting world.
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Showdown at Tiananmen Square

Fast Facts on
World Change

Note: Fast Facts on World
Change is a compilation of
brief, newsworthy items that
demonstrate the changing face
of our world.

Tiananmen Square Revisited

Two decades ago, thousands
of Chinese citizens protested
in Beijing’s streets and public
areas, culminating in a massive
showdown between peaceful
demonstrators and the Chinese
military in Tiananmen Square.
Responding to the people’s call
for democracy and freedom,
Communist Chinese forces
gunned down the protestors
— their own people — effectively
crushing the freedom movement
that had arisen in Beijing.

When the shooting stopped
and the tanks ground to a halt,
scores of the dead littered the
Square. After the incident, the
Chinese government maintained
that only a few hundred died. Yet
accounts from attending report-
ers and surviving demonstrators
tell a different story. Although
the numbers have never been de-
finitively tallied, the death count
has been estimated in the 3000
to 5000 range.

Are the government numbers
trustworthy? Maybe the bigger
question is: Would you trust a
government that callously butch-
ers its own people?

After the “crackdown,” an un-
specified number of demonstra-
tors were arrested, imprisoned,



- =
lume 4 Dodies of fued studenty Hying in

e R
Lhs S

> T
o - .

N

e
o
i

Bailing neapital starsroam

Victims of Tiananmen Square

and executed. Solid figures for
these victims are unavailable,
but it’s been estimated that the
numbers run into the thousands.
Moreover, national mourning
for the dead was never allowed.
In fact, those who did express
sorrow in a public manner —
such as wearing armbands in re-
membrance — were harassed and
threatened with arrest. Not only
did the government snuff out
lives during and after the inci-
dent, it sought to suppress basic
human emotions.

It’s hard to believe that it’s
been twenty years since the Ti-
ananmen Square Massacre.
Since that time, the West has
opened its doors to Beijing. To-
day, the Chinese Communist
government has “favored nation
status” with the United States,
and is literally America’s banker
— being the largest holding of
US Treasury bills. America is
directly tied to Beijing’s hip.

This year, as the world remem-
bers the victims of the Tianan-
men Square Massacre, the sad
reality is that the Chinese Com-
munist regime is still in power.
But now its reach is extended
far greater than it was twenty
years ago: clutching, with a
clenched fist, onto America’s
purse strings. This has left astute
commentators wondering: How,
and when, will China dictate to
the West what it can and cannot
do?

Maybe it’s time we’re remind-
ed of a long, forgotten saying:
“You can trust the Commu-
nists...to be Communists.”

Giggling at Geithner

On Monday, June 1, US Trea-
sury Secretary Timothy Geithner
addressed a gathering at Peking
University. During the question
and answer period, Mr. Geith-
ner stated that the US dollar was

' are very safe.

a sound monetary instrument, a
comment meant to reassure the
Chinese; “We believe in a strong
dollar...Chinese financial assets

1]

The response from the crowd
was laughter.

The Daily Bell, a Swiss-based
web publication on global eco-
nomic issues, had this to say
regarding America’s economic
credibility.

“Across the sea and around the
world, people perceive what the
current congress and adminis-
tration apparently cannot com-

= prehend: that America 1s bank-

rupt and that its current policies
are only exacerbating the prob-
lem.”?

Climate Cops: Policing Glob-
al Warming

On June 24, the Scottish gov-
ernment passed a new measure
that effectively gives it the right
to “crack down on wasteful ho-
meowners and businesses.”

According to The Scotsman,
“Measures voted through by
Parliament included the power
to fine householders and compa-
nies if they do not take action to
improve the energy efficiency of
their houses and buildings.”

The Scotsman added; “Charg-
es could be brought in for plas-
tic bags, and businesses may be
forced toreduce packaging under
the powers granted to ministers
in the Climate Change Bill.”

Stewart Stevenson, the Cli-
mate Change minister for Scot-
land, expressed admiration for
the new initiative,



“Scotland can be proud of this
bill, the most ambitious and
comprehensive piece of climate
change legislation anywhere in
the world. As a country, we are
leading global action and expect
others to follow our lead as we
look to the international sum-
mit in Copenhagen this Decem-
ber.”3

Jenny Haworth, writing for
The Scotsman, noted that, “...
homes and offices would have
to publish energy performance
certificates — and could be fined
if they did not take steps to im-
prove their building’s perfor-
mance within an allocated time-
frame.”

Environmentalists are prais-
ing Scotland for its “progres-
sive” stance on climate change,
and have expressed hopes that
other nations will follow Scot-
land’s lead in developing and en-
forcing domestic climate change
regulations.

Residents of Scotland, watch
out — the Climate Cops may
soon be knocking on your door.

Face to Faith: Equipping
Schools for Global Solidarity

Former British Labour Party
leader, Tony Blair, recently an-
nounced a new initiative through
his Tony Blair Faith Foundation.
Recognized as an international,
interfaith lobby and education
group, the Tony Blair Faith
Foundation has now launched
its Face to Faith program.

Designed as a teacher/school
resource, Face to Faith is to be
used in a classroom setting, seek-
ing to build on a platform of re-

ligious understanding, interfaith
tolerance, and spiritual diversity.
Besides dialoguing with those of
other faiths, the program chal-
lenges students through “criti-
cal-thinking” exercises through
probing questions.

- ““How can people of different
faiths come together to tackle is-
sues such as global warming or
sustainable development?”

- “When are ‘religion’ and ‘be-
lief’ a force for good?”

- “Where do you go to feel close
to God?”

- “What gives your life pur-
pose?”

- “What does it mean to be ‘reli-
gious’ or ‘spiritual’?”

- “What are your hopes for the
future?”4

The Face to Faith website
makes a statement that links
global interdependence with edu-
cation — demonstrating the heart
of the program.

“In a world that is opening up
at an astonishing speed, schools
are recognising the need to equip
young people with the skills to
contribute to an increasingly
global, interdependent society.”>

Former British PM, Tony Blair

Building a Revolutionary,
Socialist Force

During the last three years
of higher oil prices, Venezuela
has been using its petro-prof-
its to purchase Russian arms
and advanced weapon systems.
The Miami Herald notes that
Chavez, Venezuela’s leader, “
has been on a weapons-buying
binge since 2006.”°

“...purchasing more than $4 bil-
lion worth of Russian Sukhoi
jets, Mi helicopters and 100,000
Kalashnikov assault rifles for
what he says is the profession-
alization of his 62,000-member
armed forces and the defense of
his ‘socialist revolution’ from
U.S. aggression.”’

This spring, Chavez publi-
cally displayed Russian SA-24
man-portable,  shoulder-fired,
anti-aircraft missiles during the
annual armed forces’ parade in
the Venezuelan capital of Cara-
cas.

“The missile and launcher weigh
just42 pounds, can hit targets fly-
ing at up to 19,500 feet, employ
a ‘fire and forget’ system that is
highly resistant to countermea-
sures, has night-vision capabil-
ity and is easy to maintain.”?

US officials fear that this le-
thal device “could wind up in
the hands of terrorists or guer-
rillas in neighboring Columbia.”
This is a valid concern, for the re-
gion is rife with faction tensions
and low intensity conflicts, and
the introduction of a portable,
highly sophisticated anti-aircraft
capability will add a new dimen-
sion to the mix.



Accordingto the Miami Herald,
when the SA-24s were paraded,
its unveiling was described as
“part of the process of strength-
ening and transforming our rev-
olutionary, anti-imperialist and
socialist [armed forces].”?

Joining Hands for World
Government

This past May, the Commit-
tee for a World Parliament — a
Paris-based UN-support think
tank — joined the Campaign for
a UN Parliamentary Assembly.
Olivier Giscard d’Estaing, the
President of the Committee for
World Parliament, noted that in-
ternational collaboration is nec-
essary in order to achieve their
goals.

“The objective to create a world
parliament is demanding and
complex. However, I believe that
eventually it will be achieved.
Still, to make this possible, it is
important that all like-minded
institutions, groups and individ-
uals in the world work together
and coordinate their activities.
That’s one of the purposes of the
Campaign for the Establishment
of a UN Parliamentary Assem-
bly. We are therefore pleased to
join this network.”1°

Given the support level for
the Committee for a World Par-
liament by international figure-
heads, this collaborative move
1s a notable advancement in the
quest for world government. Po-
litical leaders who have added
legitimacy to the Committee for
a World Parliament include the
following:

- Andreas van Agt, former Prime
Minister of the Netherlands.

- Jacques Delors, former Presi-
dent of the European Commis-
sion.

- Sonia Gandhi, President of the
Congress Party of India.

- Valéry Giscard d’Estaing, for-
mer President of France.

- Felipe Gonzalez, former Presi-
dent of Spain.

- Nelson Mandela, former Presi-
dent of South Africa.

- Shimon Peres, former Prime
Minister of Israel.

- Mario Soares, former President
of Portugal.

- Gaston Thorn, former Prime
Minister of Luxemburg.11

Adapting to a New World
Order

From June 8-11, a high level
meeting was held in Montreal,
Quebec, titled Adapting to a
New World Order.

Speakers included Madeline
Albright (former US Secretary of
State), Catherine Ashton (Euro-
pean Union Trade Commission-
er), Compton Bourne (President
of the Caribbean Development
Bank), Mark Carney (Governor
of the Bank of Canada), and
Strobe Talbott (President of the
Brookings Institute), along with
many other prominent bankers
and political leaders.

Each day held a specific
theme, such as “Economy and
Governance” and “Internation-
al Finance.” Working luncheons
were also held, with the themes
of “The Americas and the New
World Order” and “The Eco-

nomic Crisis and the Central
Banks.”

This global governance get-
together, along with other like-
minded events around the world,
sets the stage for international
management — “world govern-
ment.”
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