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We live in an age of crises, caught in the headlong rush  
of change, between old rivalries and power relations and  
the new. Free-market globalisation has created enormous 
riches as well as deep instability. Humanity has never  
been more connected and yet more divided. The financial 
crisis of 2007–2008 was the first great crisis of globalisation  
and the world is still grappling with its consequences: 
sovereign indebtedness, falling living standards, the decline 
of US hegemony and the rise of other powers. As the world’s 
population continues to grow and resources become ever 
scarcer, the need for collaboration between nations for the 
benefit of all nations has never been more urgent. And yet  
a new era of geopolitical competition and conflict threatens. 

This is a time of great fluidity and disruption, for people  
as for capital, and this flux challenges existing notions  
and understandings of citizenship. There are supranational 
institutions – the United Nations, the World Bank, the 
International Monetary Fund, the European Union, the African 
Union – but the old dream of world government is as far away 
as ever. The internet and social media connect us, but our 
relationships are too often merely abstract and virtual.

Zamyn was founded with a vision of the transformative 
power of dialogue and collaboration across borders, cultures, 
sectors and disciplines, and between artists, psychoanalysts, 
writers, academics, visionary business leaders and politicians. 
Influenced by postcolonial thinkers such as Frantz Fanon, 
Edward Said, Chinua Achebe and Moustapha Safouan, 
Zamyn interrogates the language of centre and periphery, 
developed and developing, corporations and culture.  
It aims to break down the assumptions and distinctions  
that reinforce the hierarchical relations in which many nations  
and regions remain receptacles for influence and investment 
from outside and often distant powers.
 
Zamyn’s Cultural Forum 2013 brings together leading figures 
from around the world to debate the political, economic 
and social conditions that shape the concept and reality of 
global citizenship, now and for the future – mass migration, 

international trade, knowledge networks, demand for 
resources, environmental challenges and global governance. 
The experience of South Africa and the wider continent 
provides a timely focus for such discussions ahead of the 
summit of G8 leaders in the UK – talks in which no African 
country has a formal voice.
 
It is significant that Zamyn’s inaugural Cultural Forum should 
take place in London. Historically the centre of the British 
empire, today it is perhaps the most cosmopolitan city in  
the world, where millions belong who also belong elsewhere. 
Many of London’s institutions, commercial as well as cultural, 
were built on the wealth generated in the old colonies and 
through the rapidly expanding trade and communications 
networks of the past. Zamyn exists to analyse and question 
the complex and ambiguous connections of the present.

I would like to express profound appreciation to Zamyn’s 
chair, Sir Mark Moody-Stuart, for his unflagging belief, input, 
commitment and encouragement. Similar thanks to my  
co-director Chris Smith and Zamyn’s invaluable in-house 
team. Thank you too to Ken Theron, Jason Cowley, Marko 
Daniel, Nicholas Serota, Mark Spelman, David Wheldon, 
Antony Jenkins, Caroline Kende-Robb, Fawzia Rasheed,  
Chris Cramer, Martin Wolf and all of Zamyn’s programme 
partners for their priceless contributions.

Michael Aminian
Founder of Zamyn

FOREWORD

Mona Hatoum Hot Spot III 2009
Photo: Agostino Osio

Courtesy Fondazione Querini Stampalia, Venezia
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The lectures and debates in the Global Citizenship series 
focus on issues vital for everyone, not just world leaders, 
to consider. These range from climate change to cohesion, 
to poverty and the distribution of resources. They need to 
be addressed not just behind the closed doors of council 
chambers and ministerial offices, but in decisions in everyday 
life, in shops, classrooms and streets the world over, and  
also in galleries and museums. Tate is particularly pleased to 
host Global Citizenship: it is a reminder of art’s role in society.  

Art is a fundamental part of the public realm. In their work, 
artists express ideas, attitudes and beliefs. Often, these 
are central to politics, society and economics and, through 
artistic expression, they gain different resonance and reach. 
At Tate Modern, for instance, the juxtaposition of Leon 
Golub’s Vietnam II and Dia Al-Azzawi’s Sabra and Shatila 
Massacre prompts deep thought about the scars of war.

Museums and galleries provide spaces in which learning  
both through and about art can take place. They build  
and show collections that bring different views together  
and introduce new ideas and experiences. Recently, Tate 
has developed its collections of international art, introducing 
audiences to a wider range of conversations. Institutions 
like Tate are crucial resources in a world in which creative 
expression is becoming ever more important.

The UN Declaration of Human Rights enshrines a ‘right to art’. 
Everybody should have the opportunity to experience art,  
the skills and confidence to interpret and respond to it, the 
ability to make it and the opportunity to encounter art made 
by others. These capabilities are as important as writing  
and literacy: they give people insight into the world around 
them, and unlock their potential to engage with it creatively.  

Art is the subject of one of the Global Citizenship sessions, 
but it has a place in all of them. Technology and the internet 
have brought both greater reach to institutions like Tate, and 
the imperative that society and governments reconsider the 
importance of art, the visual and creativity. Tate’s website 

reaches more than 14 million people each year, an audience 
that brings the responsibility to share and discuss global art. 
The power to create is in the hands of billions, and the power 
to circulate the products of that creativity extends beyond 
institutions like galleries, cinemas and theatres to include 
everybody with access to a mobile phone or a computer. 
People can voice views as never before; the questions must 
be what they do with that freedom and what skills they have 
to make the most of it. In this new creative politics, how do 
we enfranchise people and ensure that nobody is excluded?

Discussion and debate are central to Tate. As these events 
show, our work crosses disciplines and draws on a wide 
range of different skills and backgrounds. The next challenge 
is to champion the benefits that art brings to society, making 
clear the significance of the visual and how artists help us  
to see and interpret the world.

Nicholas Serota
Director of Tate

FOREWORD

If it is true that every human being feels somewhere deep 
inside them all that is taking place on the earth, what would 
be their report on the state of humanity today? If John Donne 
is right and no man or woman is an island but is connected 
by subterranean strings to all that is felt and suffered, what 
would be the composite portrait of our time? This is a 
question that we are compelled to answer now more than 
ever because the great convergence of all our narratives is 
for technological reasons becoming more immediate than 
ever. It is not primarily the responsibility of the artist, the 
activist or the politician to be aware of this snapshot of where 
humanity is today. It has now become all of our responsibility. 
Ignorance as bliss doesn’t help us any more. Everywhere 
terrible knowledge presses down upon us and what is not 
reported in the media is more horrific than what is reported. 

We try to grapple with the world and it eludes us. 
Reality proves intractable to even the best intentions of 
governments. Across the world it seems there is a gigantic 
failure of will to tackle the problems that engulf the ordinary 
citizen. In Asia, in Africa, in the Middle East, in South America, 
the poor seem to be invisible to the five- or ten-year plans. 
They fall through the net whose holes are so vast that they 
support only the rich. And then collectively these nations  
and continents have the great web of the great nations 
to contend with. Ideologies battle one another. Religions 
maintain their ancient antagonisms in an ever-increasing 
spiral of violence. The world seems fatally divided between 
North and South, East and West, and yet above it all or 
beneath it all exists an invisible super-nation collecting all  
the world’s power – mining, oil and multinational wealth – 
into a kind of super-continent of global capitalism. 

Revolutions come and go, only slightly denting infinite history. 
Can education make a difference in all this brawling terrestrial 
chaos of nations, classes, religions and cabals? Education 
advances but does not always enlighten, and like a hammer 
can be swung many ways. Can ideas make any difference  
in this cauldron of divergent minds? One wonders. Ideas too 
are engaged in the battle always taking place in the always 

descending, always ascending story of humanity. In spite  
of it all, we can’t lose faith in the possibility of principles that 
can take us forward. We may disagree about many things, 
but about some things it is possible for us to agree. And that 
is that being human and being here, now, is the thing. We all 
have the right to fight for our place, to be here. We all have 
the right to determine the dignity of our lives. And we all have 
the right to express the truth of our condition, whether it be 
the condition of oppression, exaltation or the joy of discovery.

This is why language is so fundamental. They say music  
was born from grief; language may have been born from the 
inexpressible. Language is always a paradox. The world is 
numinous, multifarious, but with language we attempt to give 
it shape. Our emotions are mysterious and formless, but with 
language we canalise them into the expressible. It’s almost  
as if language were a kind of bridge between the sublime 
and the ordinary, between our vast inner space and the  
hard world. It is language that has defined all the problems, 
the failings, the inequalities, the poverty, the exploitations 
and all the cultural states of being. Language brought a  
sort of order from all that chaos. And as a tool of perception, 
language interprets our world. You could almost say that we 
experience the world twice over, through the world itself,  
and then through the prism of language. This is not meant  
as a theoretical meditation on the nature of language.  
All of this is just a way of saying that with thought we wrestle 
with the world, and with language we express the fruit of  
our wrestling. Wittgenstein said famously that the limit  
of your language is the limit of your world. This also means  
that as you expand your language you expand your world.  
It also means that as you clarify your language you clarify 
your world. If imagination shaped the world, whether towards 
chaos or towards success, then language is one of the chief 
tools of that shaping. 

Chinua Achebe, who passed away recently, reminds us  
often of the importance of language and, because he 
favoured moderation and the right balance in our grasp  
of things, he was able to speak many truths about the     

BEN OKRI

LANGUAGE AND THE FUTURE



Museums and galleries provide 
spaces in which learning both 
through and about art can take place. 
They build and show collections that 
bring different views together and 
introduce new ideas and experiences.
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      African condition. But every day legions of voices collide. 
There are many languages of the mouth, but only one 
language of the heart. Then there are the secret language 
of art, the mysterious language of music, and the universal 
language of symbols. As we look out from the volcanic ash 
of our times, it becomes clear every day that we need a new 
language to connect all the peripheries to all the centres.  
We need a new language to wake us up from the familiarity 
with which we receive the outrages of our times. 

But what new language could we speak to stop the slaughter 
in Syria, what language to end the endless inequalities in  
the world, the sweatshops in China, the suicide bombers,  
the exploitation of Africa, the swelling imprisonment of young 
black men in America, what language to cut the Gordian knot 
of Israel and Palestine? What language to speak to religious 
fanatics of all kinds... What language is there to heal a riven 
world, a world fatally divided by race, caste and gender?

In a world in which hundreds of thousands of babies arrive 
on this stage every day, inheritors of tradition that will liberate 
them or crush them, the philosophers would say language  
is all we have. In all the myths language was the blessing and 
language was the curse. With it people could be united in 
pursuit of a noble distant goal or they could be divided  
in endless factions in deadly struggles of power. Language 
is not only the evidence of civilisation, it is one of the causes. 
Once we stood in the valley and looked upwards; now we 
stand in the mountains and can see all around the great 
labyrinth which is our world. Language is one of the means 
by which we make sense of the labyrinth. Because of the 
contribution of science, the arts and general education we 
can see the problems more clearly. But one of the problems 
we don’t see as clearly as we should is that language is  
an important part of the solution.

A good vision in a muddled language becomes almost  
a muddled vision. But a bad vision in a clear language is  
a disservice to the world because its clarity becomes part  
of its power. All through the centuries the poets have  

tried to rouse us to a noble and truthful vision of ourselves. 
It’s not just that the limits of our language are the limits of 
our world. The poets and philosophers through the centuries 
have also hinted that our language creates our world.

For too long we have been taught that language is purely 
a means of expression and communication. We need 
to consider the possibility that language is eminently 
creative. Not only does it shape the world we see through 
interpretation, it makes the world we live in through its own 
negative or positive creativity. A language of doom eventually 
creates that doom. A language of catastrophe makes that 
catastrophe inevitable. In all the dialogue of the Middle East, 
one hears more often than not the language of impossibility. 
For decades we have had the language of war, the language 
of violence, the language of revenge. In our economy we 
have heard the language of depression, austerity, defeat.  
One is not advocating a false language to describe the truth 
of a condition; but it is important to stress how a people 
can be bludgeoned by a language of hatred, so that hatred 
becomes their eternal law.

It needs to be said that our contemporary condition does  
not define us completely. The truest definition of ourselves 
begins with us, and the attitude with which we face our 
world. What we need is a language of perspective, one that 
can show us where we are now, show us where we can be, 
and remind us of the tough magical stuff of which we are 
made. Not banal hope, but a 360-degree vision of the human 
spirit. We need a language that reminds us that we are 
affected by politics but essentially transcend it, a language 
that reminds us that we do not have to be a victim of the 
forces that hold the world in a dragon’s grip, but that if we 
look deep into ourselves and into our histories we might see 
that we hold in some measure the sword of our deliverance.

Ben Okri participates in the debate ‘Resources’ on  
Thursday 6 June. See page 17

Shirin Neshat Roja (Patriots) from The Book of Kings series 2012
© Shirin Neshat

Courtesy Gladstone Gallery, New York and Brussels
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It has become something of a truism to point out that 
individuals, organisations and nations do not work in 
isolation. The concept of a ‘global economy’ is now so  
deeply entrenched in our understanding of the world that  
we can effortlessly forge a logical connection between 
pension cuts in Ireland and the transaction irregularities  
of an investment banking firm in the United States.

Global trade has altered the course of human history. 
Capitalism has always provided a reason to cross borders 
and forge relations with new groups, and in the 20th century 
economic isolation became both rare and unsustainable, 
as the apartheid government of South Africa was eventually 
forced to recognise.

Some see the existence of market forces as a necessary 
condition for global cooperation. Perhaps it is necessary, but  
I believe it to be far from sufficient. A global economy provides 
the backdrop to foundational international relations, but it 
does not govern the nature of those relations. That is to say, 
the ‘invisible hand’ has never been so helpful as to point out 
unifying political and moral values, which themselves are 
necessary for legitimate global governance.

These are the values that we continue to define, to evaluate 
and to debate. When one talks of global citizenship, one 
necessarily engages with a concept that is in constant 
revision. There is no consensus from either an objective 
standpoint, where we ask which laws should govern 
individuals in the global context, or even subjectively, where 
we ask what it means to the individual to be a global citizen. 

One thing we can all agree on, however, is that we need 
practical guidelines to give us, as global citizens, the freedom 
to identify and pursue our personal goals, without infringing 
on the rights of our fellow citizens to do the same. 

Historically, the means by which organisations such as the 
United Nations have met this challenge have taken the form 
of articulating and adopting a shared political agenda 

MAMPHELA RAMPHELE

TOWARDS A GLOBAL MORALITY

between participating nations. The desire for this stemmed, 
in part, from the advent of nuclear warfare and the panic that 
it provoked in the aftermath of the Second World War. The 
prevention of large-scale destruction and loss of life topped 
the international political agenda for decades.

In contrast, the current global political climate has seen the 
emphasis shift to the individual, and is characterised by the 
redefining and careful marshalling of state boundaries and 
bureaucratic jurisdictions. Panic is no longer reserved for 
the possibility of another world war or nuclear destruction, 
but has found a new home in the monitoring of individuals’ 
movements across borders, as well as the trafficking of 
material goods, artefacts, fauna and flora.

These restrictions affect us as individuals, and so any 
conception of global citizenship must adequately  
account for the individual. Negotiating and agreeing on 
shared political values in the form of rules and regulations  
are important aspects of global governance, but they  
should be seen as merely laying the groundwork for a more  
personal understanding of what it means to be part of  
a global community. 

Global citizenship is best defined in the same spirit that 
citizenship to a democratic nation state is: citizens are 
constituents of the state; they are not submissive to it.  
There is a push-pull relationship between the two  
that continuously shapes and reshapes moral and social 
conventions. In a thriving democracy this relationship 
becomes highly complex and nuanced, but both sides  
must be willing to participate.

Applied to the larger issue at hand, I believe that the value 
of a moral framework cannot be understated, since without 
one, global governance is all control and no response.  
If global citizenship is to hold any personal significance,  
then it is imperative that we explore the possibilities of  
a global moral framework, one that is developed through 
and responsive to all global citizens.

Such moral conventions are not exhausted by international 
laws and regulations, and thus they are more difficult to 
articulate and define. They are the products of open dialogue 
across nations, and they are precipitated by a respect for 
freedom of speech and political and ideological diversity.

Dialogue has been taking place in the global context,  
and much of it is, as is so often the case, owed to the arts.  
In spaces where questions take precedence over answers,  
we find our awareness drawn to new paradigms and  
new understandings.

Whereas politicians and statesmen might see their roles 
as smoothing out the objective landscape of international 
cooperation, it is often the role of the artist to communicate 
a subtler message, one that transcends the broad facts and 
speaks to our deeper moral precepts and dispositions. 

These subtle messages require our considered attention,  
and with patience and persistence we will move ever closer 
to a meaningful understanding of global governance.

Mamphela Ramphele addresses the opening event of the 
Cultural Forum on Wednesday 29 May. See page 14

The concept of global citizenship is 
in constant revision. One thing we 
can all agree on, however, is that 
we need practical guidelines to give 
us, as global citizens, the freedom 
to identify and pursue our personal 
goals, without infringing on the rights 
of our fellow citizens to do the same.
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Diversification has always been an essential tool for 
managing risk, but in a world that lacks clear leadership, 
one in which no single country or alliance of countries has 
the political and economic muscle to drive an international 
agenda, governments must avoid over-reliance for security 
and prosperity on a single dominant ally. Growth is good,  
but resilient growth is better – and the best way to build 
resilience is to diversify one’s friends and partners.

This is the predictable consequence of a G-Zero world.  
The United States will remain the world’s only true 
superpower for the foreseeable future, but stubbornly  
high unemployment, contentious debates over domestic 
policy and a war-weary public leave Washington with  
little appetite for an activist foreign policy. Europe’s leaders  
won’t fill the vacuum; they remain fully occupied with  
a multi-year bid to restore confidence in the common 
currency. China and other emerging powers won’t step into 
the breach. Their governments face far too many complex 
challenges at home to accept the risks and burdens that 
come with leadership abroad. This gap won’t last for ever,  
but it won’t be filled this year or next.

Some countries are better positioned than others to manage 
this increasingly decentralised global order. Their ability to 
‘pivot’ among multiple political and commercial partners 
gives them resilience as well as growth. Though its economy 
has slowed over the past year, Brazil enjoys an expanding 
middle class, a broadly diversified economy, ample energy 
reserves and a growing national self-confidence. Crucially,  
it is also blessed with a diversified portfolio of trade  
and investment partners. Trade with the US remains  
robust, but Brazil’s imports from China have risen more  
than twelvefold since 2000, and its exports to China have 
grown even faster. In 2009, China became Brazil’s largest 
trade partner, helping the country absorb the shock  
of the financial crisis and US recession. With expanded  
ties with the US, China and a growing list of other partners,  
Brazil has become a pivot state.

IAN BREMMER

THE POWER OF THE PIVOT

In a world that lacks clear  
leadership, governments must 
avoid over-reliance for security and 
prosperity on a single dominant 
ally. Some countries are better 
positioned than others to manage 
the increasingly decentralised global 
order. Their ability to ‘pivot’ among 
multiple political and commercial 
partners gives them resilience  
as well as growth.

William Kentridge 
Drawing from the film WEIGHING... and WANTING 1997

Courtesy of the artist
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      Add Turkey. Nato membership gives the country  
influence in Europe and America. The citizens of many  
Arab countries look to Turkey as a dynamic, modern  
Muslim state. The country is a bridge that connects Europe, 
Asia, the Middle East and the former Soviet Union. Turkey’s 
government is using these advantages to build new  
political and economic partnerships.  

Africa, home to the world’s fastest-growing middle class,  
has become a pivot continent. For years, cash-poor African 
states were forced to rely almost exclusively on Western 
institutions such as the International Monetary Fund and the 
World Bank for financial help. But China has become Africa’s 
largest trade partner, though it still accounts for only 25  
per cent of foreign direct investment in the continent, and 
Gulf monarchies and other Asian states are deepening their 
interest. Multinational and state-owned companies from 
developed and developing states now compete for access  
to African consumers and favourable investment terms. 

This is not simply a story of countries pivoting away from  
the West towards China. In fact, Asia is home to a number  
of potential pivot states that want to expand ties with the US,  
in part to avoid over-reliance on China. Indonesia, home 
to more than 240 million people and a well-diversified 
economy, maintains strong trade ties with China, the US, 
Japan and Singapore. Vietnam draws most of its machinery 
from China, its aid from Japan, its arms from Russia, and  
its biggest export market from the US. Singapore has 18 
free trade agreements with 24 separate partners. Traditional 
Pacific allies such as Japan, South Korea and Australia – 
and new friends such as India – are working to enhance 
commercial relations with Washington as a hedge against 
China’s bid for regional dominance. 

Finally, Canada remains vulnerable to an American slowdown 
– but not as vulnerable as it used to be. The percentage of 
Canada’s exports to countries other than the United States 
is on the rise, and its western provinces now export more to 
Asia than to the US. Today, Canada draws nearly 40 per cent 

of its imports from countries other than the US. It exports 
large volumes of oil, natural gas, industrial machinery,  
auto parts, timber and other products to many different 
consumer markets. 

We are living in a crisis-prone moment. In the past four 
years, the US has endured a financial crisis and the deepest 
recession in 75 years. Europe still faces a fundamental threat 
to the euro – and to the broader European idea. Upheaval 
continues across North Africa and the Middle East. Tensions 
are rising in East Asia as China and its neighbours argue  
over maritime borders, and North Korea keeps the outside 
world guessing.

In a world with so much uncertainty, it helps to have as  
many partners as possible. That is the power of the pivot.

Ian Bremmer participates in the debate ‘After the G8’ on 
Tuesday 11 June. See page 20

Yinka Shonibare MBE Boy on Globe 2011
© The artist 

Image courtesy of the artist and Stephen Friedman Gallery, London
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LECTURE AND DEBATE

THE FOREIGNER?
EXILES AND MIGRANTS
Wednesday 29 May, 19.00–21.00
Tate Modern, Starr Auditorium

 

Saskia Sassen is Robert S. Lynd professor of sociology  
and co-chair of the Committee on Global Thought, Columbia 
University. Her recent books are Territory, Authority, Rights: 
From Medieval to Global Assemblages (Princeton University 
Press, 2008), A Sociology of Globalization (W.W. Norton, 2007) 
and the 4th fully updated edition of Cities in a World Economy 
(Sage, 2012). Among her older books is The Global City 
(Princeton University Press, 1991/2001). Ungoverned  
Territories (Harvard University Press) will be published in  
2014. Her books have been translated into more than  
20 languages and she is the recipient of diverse awards  
and mentions. She was named one of the top 100 global 
thinkers by Foreign Policy magazine.

Baroness Amos is UN under-secretary-general for 
humanitarian affairs and emergency relief coordinator.  
Before her appointment to the UN, she was British  
high commissioner to Australia. She was made a Labour  
life peer in 1997 and served as leader of the House  
of Lords and lord president of the council.

Lord Malloch-Brown is regional chairman at FTI  
Consulting and a former minister of state in the Foreign  
and Commonwealth Office, where he had particular 
responsibility for strengthening relationships with Africa  

and Asia and the international system. He has also  
served as deputy secretary-general and chief of staff of the 
UN under Kofi Annan. He is chair of the Royal Africa Society 
and serves on a number of non-profit and advisory boards, 
including the International Crisis Group and the Open  
Society Foundation.

Kathleen Newland is co-founder of the Migration  
Policy Institute (MPI) and directs its programmes on  
migration and development and refugee protection.  
She is also founding director of the International diaspora 
Engagement Alliance (IdEA), a partnership among the  
MPI, the US State Department and the US Agency for  
International Development.

Mamphela Ramphele is a former anti-apartheid  
activist, medical doctor, vice-chancellor of the University 
of Cape Town and managing director of the World Bank, 
and has worked at the top levels of South African business. 
She has served on the boards of a number of charitable 
organisations and foundations, among them the  
Nelson Mandela Foundation, and in February 2013 she  
launched the party political platform Agang (which can  
be interpreted in English as ‘Build South Africa’) with  
a view to contesting the 2014 elections.

Radical changes in patterns of human movement  
and displacement force us to rethink notions of migration, 
foreignness and identity. Do they need to be redefined to  
reflect these changes? If so, how and from whose perspective? 
Opening addresses by Lord Malloch-Brown and Mamphela Ramphele.  
Lecture by Saskia Sassen. Debate chaired by Baroness Amos. 
Panellists include Kathleen Newland

DEBATE

THE UNIVERSITY
Monday 3 June, 19.00–21.00
Tate Modern, Starr Auditorium 

Paul Webley has been professor of economic psychology 
and director of SOAS, University of London, since August 
2006. He was elected an academician of the Academy of 
Social Sciences in 2010. His current research focuses on 
children’s economic behaviour and tax compliance.

Jo Beall is director of education and society and on the 
executive board of the British Council. She was previously 
deputy vice-chancellor of the University of Cape Town  
and director of the Development Studies Institute at the 
London School of Economics.

Stefan Collini is a British literary critic, academic and writer. 
He is professor of intellectual history and English literature at 
Cambridge University and a fellow of the British Academy.  
He frequently contributes to the Guardian, the London Review 
of Books, the Times Literary Supplement and the Nation, and  
is the author of What are Universities For? (Penguin, 2012).

Pratap Bhanu Mehta is president of the Centre for Policy 
Research in New Delhi. He was convenor-member of the 
prime minister of India’s National Knowledge Commission.  
He has taught at Harvard, Jawaharlal Nehru University 
and New York University School of Law, and is an editorial 
consultant and columnist for the Indian Express. 

Richard Sennett is centennial professor of sociology at  
the London School of Economics and university professor of 
the humanities at New York University. He writes widely about 
cities, labour and culture, and has won numerous awards 
including the Spinoza Prize (2010), Gerda Henkel Prize (2008) 
and Hegel Prize (2006). His most recent book is Together:  
The Rituals, Pleasures and Politics of Cooperation (Yale 
University Press, 2012). 

The Rt Hon. David Willetts is the UK minister for 
universities and science. He has been Conservative MP for 
Havant since 1992 and previously worked at HM Treasury and 
the Number 10 Policy Unit. He served as paymaster general 
in the last Conservative government. He has written widely  
on economic and social policy, and is a council member  
of the Institute for Fiscal Studies. He is the author of The Pinch: 
How the Baby Boomers Took Their Children’s Future – And Why 
They Should Give It Back (Atlantic Books, 2010).

To be financially viable, universities are seeking students from 
around the world and exporting their operations overseas. Are 
universities victims of globalisation, threatened by the flow of 
people, capital and digital information, or do they actively shape 
the forms that globalisation takes? Is there a global democracy 
of scholarship, or a corporatisation of ‘banks’ of knowledge?
Debate chaired by Paul Webley. Panellists include Jo Beall,  
Stefan Collini, Pratap Bhanu Mehta, Richard Sennett and David Willetts



Robert Guest is business editor of the Economist and  
author of Borderless Economics: Chinese Sea Turtles, Indian 
Fridges and the New Fruits of Global Capitalism (Palgrave 
Macmillan, 2011).

Walter H. Kansteiner III is senior director for Africa at 
ExxonMobil. From 2001 to 2003, he was the US assistant 
secretary of state for African affairs. He also served as 
President George W. Bush’s personal representative to the 
G8-Africa Process. As a founding principal of the Scowcroft 
Group, he has advised corporations on a wide range of 
mergers, acquisitions and privatisations throughout Africa. 

Tito Mboweni is chairman of AngloGold Ashanti. He was 
the eighth governor of the South African Reserve Bank and 
served as minister of labour in Nelson Mandela's cabinet. He 
was previously deputy head of the Department of Economic 
Policy in the African National Congress.

Ben Okri is a Nigerian poet and novelist. He is a fellow  
of the Royal Society of Literature and has been awarded  
an OBE as well as numerous international prizes, including  
the Commonwealth Writers Prize for Africa. His novel  
The Famished Road (Jonathan Cape, 1991) won the Booker 
Prize. He is a vice-president of the English Centre of PEN 
International and was presented with a Crystal  
Award by the World Economic Forum.

Simon Taylor is a co-founder and director of Global Witness, 
a non-profit organisation that investigates and campaigns 
to prevent natural resource-related conflict and corruption 
and associated environmental and human rights abuses.  
He launched Global Witness' oil and corruption campaign 
over a decade and a half ago, which began the global 
call for transparency of payments made by companies to 
governments for oil and gas extraction. In 2002 he co-
launched with George Soros and other NGOs the Publish 
What You Pay campaign (PWYP), which now consists of over  
650 civil society organisations worldwide.

DEBATE

RESOURCES
Thursday 6 June, 19.00–21.00
Tate Modern, Starr Auditorium

Who owns the world’s natural resources? How can the riches  
of Africa’s soil or Brazil’s rainforest be safely, sustainably and  
fairly harnessed? How can nations with abundant mineral  
or oil wealth avoid the resource curse? Can people prosper 
without destroying the planet?
Debate chaired by Robert Guest. Panellists include Walter H. Kansteiner III,  
Tito Mboweni, Ben Okri and Simon Taylor
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Chris Dercon is an art historian, documentary filmmaker  
and cultural producer. In April 2011 he was appointed director 
of Tate Modern in London. Previously he was director of Haus 
der Kunst in Munich, the Museum Boijmans Van Beuningen 
in Rotterdam and Witte de With Center for Contemporary  
Art in Rotterdam, as well as programme director of  
PS1 MoMA in New York.

Wu Hung is Harrie A. Vanderstappen distinguished service 
professor of art history, East Asian languages and civilisations 
at the University of Chicago. He is the author of, among other 
books, A Story of Ruins: Presence and Absence in Chinese Art 
and Visual Culture (Princeton University Press, 2012).

Olav Velthuis is associate professor in the Department  
of Sociology and Anthropology at the University of 
Amsterdam. He previously worked for several years as 
a staff reporter at the Dutch daily de Volkskrant covering 
globalisation. The author of Talking Prices: Symbolic  
Meanings of Prices on the Market for Contemporary Art 
(Princeton University Press, 2005), he is currently studying  
the emergence and development of art markets in the  
BRIC countries (Brazil, Russia, India and China). 

DEBATE

ARTEFACTS
Tuesday 4 June, 19.00–21.00
Tate Modern, Starr Auditorium

Museums and galleries provide a window to history, culture  
and ideas. But do the appropriation and ownership of art reflect 
a marketisation that mirrors the world of commerce? Does the 
fetishisation of artefacts and works of art perpetuate archaic 
definitions and perceptions of other cultures?
Debate chaired by Chris Dercon. Panellists include Wu Hung and Olav Velthuis
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Paul Polman has been chief executive officer of Unilever 
since 2009. He is vice-chairman (and chairman-elect) of  
the World Business Council for Sustainable Development,  
a member of the International Business Council of the World 
Economic Forum and serves on the board of the UN Global 
Compact. He also serves on the High-level Panel looking at 
the post-2015 Millennium Development Goals. He received  
the Atlantic Council Award for Distinguished Business  
Leadership in 2012. 

Jon Snow has been the main presenter of the UK’s  
award-winning Channel 4 News since 1989. He has  
reported from Afghanistan to Zanzibar and anchored 
numerous documentaries and debates. He has served as  
a trustee of the National Gallery and Tate, and is currently  
on the board of the Ashmolean Museum in Oxford.  
He is deputy chair of the Media Trust and chair of the  
New Horizon Youth Centre, a resource for homeless  
and vulnerable teenagers in central London.

LECTURE AND DEBATE

SUSTAINABILITY, CITIZENSHIP  
AND THE ENVIRONMENT
Monday 10 June, 19.00–21.00
Tate Modern, Starr Auditorium

Growth has taken a terrible toll on natural resources.  
With governments failing to deal with the challenges,  
what makes a responsible citizen? Can social media and  
shared information through digital technology empower  
citizens to force change? Will businesses be ravaging  
dinosaurs, even in the face of extinction, or will they  
fill the leadership void and make the future safer?
Lecture by Paul Polman. Debate chaired by Jon Snow

Ian Goldin is professor of globalisation and development 
and director of the Oxford Martin School at the University 
of Oxford. He was vice-president of the World Bank from 
2003 to 2006, and the bank’s director of development policy 
from 2001 to 2003. He was previously chief executive and 
managing director of the Development Bank of Southern 
Africa and served as an advisor to President Nelson  
Mandela. His latest book is Divided Nations: Why global 
governance is failing, and what we can do about it (Oxford 
University Press, 2013).

Maria Ramos is chief executive of Absa Group Ltd,  
which is majority-owned by Barclays, and chief executive  
of Barclays Africa. Before joining Absa in 2009, she was  
group chief executive of Transnet Ltd, South Africa’s state-
owned transport and logistics service provider, and before 
that she was director general at the National Treasury. 

Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak is university professor  
at Columbia University. Her latest books are Other Asias  
(Wiley-Blackwell, 2007) and An Aesthetic Education in the  
Era of Globalisation (Harvard University Press, 2012), and she  
was awarded the 2012 Kyoto Prize in arts and philosophy.  
She trains teachers and guides ecological agriculture in 
western Birbhum district, West Bengal, India. Her current 
projects include consortial initiatives in continental Africa; 
Himalayan studies initiatives in Kathmandu, Kolkata and 
Kunming; and thinking globality together in French  
India and Senegambia.

Lord Turner is senior fellow at the Institute for New  
Economic Thinking and visiting professor at the London 
School of Economics and Cass Business School, City 
University. From 2008 to March 2013 he was chairman of 
the UK Financial Services Authority, and from 2008 to 2012 
chair of the Climate Change Committee. He was previously 
chair of the UK Pensions Commission and of the Low Pay 
Commission, and became a cross-bench member of  
the House of Lords in 2005. He is the author of Just Capital:  
The Liberal Economy (Macmillan, 2001) and Economics  
After the Crisis: Objectives and Means (MIT Press, 2012). 

DEBATE

CAPITAL
Friday 7 June, 19.00–21.00
Tate Modern, Starr Auditorium

Money moves around the world far more freely and quickly  
than humans, with far less regulation and restriction. Should  
this be the other way around? What are the repercussions  
of a disproportionate accumulation of wealth in the West, and 
the fact that the West is where most money is exchanged?
Debate chaired by Ian Goldin. Panellists include Maria Ramos,  
Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak and Lord Turner



Martin Wolf is associate editor and chief economics 
commentator at the Financial Times. He was awarded 
a CBE in 2000.

Ian Bremmer is founder and president of Eurasia Group,  
the leading global political risk research and consulting firm. 
His most recent book, Every Nation for Itself: Winners and 
Losers in a G-Zero World (Portfolio Penguin, 2012), details  
risks and opportunities in a world without global leadership.

David Miliband was Labour MP for South Shields from  
2001 to 2013. From 2007 to 2010, he was secretary of  
state for foreign and commonwealth affairs, the youngest  
for 30 years. He is currently co-chair of the Global  
Ocean Commission and will be president and CEO of the 
International Rescue Committee from September 2013. 

Trevor Manuel is South Africa’s minister in the presidency: 
National Planning Commission. His first ministerial position 
was under President Nelson Mandela as minister of trade  
and industry, and he subsequently served as finance minister 
for 13 years. As an activist and anti-apartheid leader between 
1975 and 1991, he was repeatedly detained without trial.  
In recent years, he has served as governor of the boards of 
the African Development Bank Group and the Development 
Bank of Southern Africa and has chaired G20 meetings.

DEBATE

AFTER THE G8: IS IT GOING TO  
BE G-ZERO OR A POSITIVE NUMBER?
Tuesday 11 June, 18.00–20.00
Tate Modern, Starr Auditorium 

Humanity’s problems are global, but there is no global polity, 
and governance remains local and national. Is the G8 an 
anachronism? Is the G20 a sufficiently inclusive alternative?  
Who or what determines whether a nation has a voice? 
And alongside activists, what role can non-governmental 
organisations, businesses and charities play?
Debate chaired by Martin Wolf. Panellists include Ian Bremmer,  
David Miliband and Trevor Manuel

LECTURE AND DEBATE

LESSONS FOR THE G8 MEMBERS
Wednesday 12 June, 19.00–21.00
Tate Modern, Starr Auditorium

Sir Mark Moody-Stuart is chair of Zamyn and chairman  
of the Foundation for the Global Compact. He was chairman 
of Anglo American from 2002 to 2009, and chairman of  
the Shell Group from 1998 to 2001.

Mary Robinson is president of the Mary Robinson 
Foundation – Climate Justice. She served as president of 
Ireland from 1990 to 1997 and UN high commissioner for 
human rights from 1997 to 2002. She is a member of the 
Elders and the Club of Madrid, and the recipient of numerous 
honours and awards including the presidential medal of 
freedom from the president of the United States, Barack 
Obama. In March 2013, she was appointed the UN secretary- 
general’s special envoy for the Great Lakes region of Africa.

Strive Masiyiwa is founder and executive chairman of the 
global telecommunications group Econet Wireless. He serves 
on many international boards and has been involved in 
numerous initiatives to promote entrepreneurship and social 
development in Africa. He is currently on the boards of the 
Nelson Mandela Advisory Committee and Endeavour SA.  
He is a member of the Africa Progress Panel, vice-chairman of 
the Alliance for a Green Revolution in Africa, a member of the 
United States Holocaust Memorial Museum and a founder 
member of the Global Business Coalition for Education.  
He also serves on the Carbon War Room founders council.

What can G8 governments do to foster wider cooperation  
as growing numbers of the world’s population aspire to enjoy 
the living standards of a wealthy minority? Can they enlist other 
sectors of society, including business? How can these actors 
engage rather than isolate countries and regions that are 
deemed as antagonists rather than allies?
Lecture by Sir Mark Moody-Stuart. Debate chaired by Mary Robinson.  
Panellists include Strive Masiyiwa
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DAVID GOLDBLATT

David Goldblatt
TOP: Freedom Square, Kliptown, Soweto. 10 December 2003

ABOVE: Walter Sisulu Square of Dedication, Kliptown, Soweto. 22 June 2006

In 2006 a vast colonnaded monument was built on Freedom 
Square in Kliptown, Johannesburg. It commemorated the 
1955 Congress of the People at that place, when the Freedom 
Charter, the basis of our new constitution, was signed.  
It had a Holiday Inn, a 2,000-seat auditorium, artfully curved 
platforms on which hawkers might set their wares, shops. 
The hotel failed, the auditorium is hardly used, hawkers prefer 
the ground. It stands largely empty. The community was 
not consulted about what was planted in its midst. It is an 
exposition in what amounts to neo-fascist we-know-what-is-
best-for-you thinking and Ozymandias-like palace building by 
politicians and by architects who should have known better.

Across the road from its western end is a shack settlement 
– ‘informal’ as we say – known as Freedom Charter Square. 
It sits on the Klip River wetland. Every few years the Klip comes 
down in flood. It did so again last week. People were knee-
deep in water. Possessions washed away. Homes destroyed. 
Inevitably there was what we now call a ‘service delivery 
protest’. Roads blocked. Crowds marching. Someone killed. 
People were promised housing in the 90s, some in the 80s. 
They’re still waiting.

But we built within their sight this huge pile now called the 
Walter Sisulu Square of Dedication. Not Freedom Square as 
the empty piece of ground used to be known. The cultural 
commissars feared that tourists might be confused between 
Freedom Park in Pretoria and Freedom Square in Kliptown. 
That’s called Branding.

Five distinguished South Africans have been invited to join 
discussions on global citizenship at Tate. I suggest that if they 
were to give their effective attention to matters such as those 
reported above, their moral authority to contribute to that 
debate would be immeasurably increased.

27 April 2013
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I think of citizenship as an incompletely theorised contract 
between the rights-bearing individual and the state. It is in 
this incompleteness that lies the possibility for citizenship’s 
long and mutating life. There is room for making and 
remaking the citizen, including by those who do not belong – 
both the foreigner outside and the foreigner inside a nation.

Historically, outsiders have been key makers of this 
incompleteness. They are the ones who have subjected the 
institution of citizenship to new types of claims across time 
and place, whether non-property owners in 19th-century 
England claiming rights to citizenship or gays and lesbians  
in the 21st century claiming the same rights as other citizens. 
Women, minoritised citizens, asylum-seekers, immigrants – 
all have contributed to the expansion of rights for all citizens, 
often through multigenerational trajectories. Making  
by the powerless tends to have a much longer temporality  
than that of the powerful. They may not have gained  
much power in the process, but when their demands for 
expanded inclusions succeeded, they strengthened the 
institution of citizenship. 

Today, however, the meaning of the national state and of 
national membership is becoming unstable. The traditional 
borders of the modern interstate system continue to be 
critical for membership and central to the debate about 
immigration. What is not sufficiently worked into the debate is 
that these traditional interstate borders, with all their practical 
and formal variability, are increasingly just one element in  
a larger emergent operational space for human mobilities. 

There are now a number of bordered spaces that cut across 
interstate borders. These spaces mostly have extremely tight 
borders – no trafficker can take you across – and enable 
an enormous variety of flows. At one end, they include the 
private financial trading networks that are estimated to 
account for up to 70 per cent of financial trading worldwide; 
these are referred to as ‘dark pools in finance’ by the US 
Federal Reserve Bank. Neither the state nor existing national 
law plays much of a role in these types of spaces.

SASKIA SASSEN

THE FOREIGNER?

Today, the individual has unprecedented opportunities for 
communication with people in the most remote parts of 
the world, and technology has endowed us with powerful 
possibilities for self-expression through artwork, colour, 
sound, movement, light, rhythm, poetry and prose.  
Change is inevitable. 

I have said before that Twitter is my city. It gives me a sense 
of anchorage and security. It is also where I interact with 
neighbours, friends, and possibly enemies. It is a world that 
I can enter anytime, and there is no distance, barrier or 
hierarchy among its participants. Without the pressure of 
political or economic powers, moments of freedom can be 
felt as we exchange friendly gestures or fight with digital symbols.

In this year’s Venice Biennale in Italy, I was chosen to 
represent Germany in the French Pavilion as a Chinese 
person and an artist. The situation itself is a statement 
on the corruption inherent in the structures that govern 
representation. My work can be described as Chinese art or 
German art, but such labels only reflect the condition of the 
people using them. In the globalising society that we live  
in, categorising people by nationality reflects mental laziness,  
a judgement based on superficial appearances rather than  
a deeper understanding of an individual’s background.  
It is an intellectual shortcut, because the search for the  
truth is often more complicated and dangerous than 
identifying a national boundary. 

I live in China, but my work cannot be seen in the country.  
My name has become a symbol for freedom of expression, 
and it is state policy to suppress discussion of my activities. 
Search engines censor results for my name on the Chinese 
internet, and any information about me that does appear 
online is considered unlawful. My art does not have  
equal weight in the Chinese mind as elsewhere because 
of these controls. My case remains affected by geopolitical 
boundaries, yet I believe that no artist is entitled to any form 
of privilege because of their nationality, or for any other 
factors unless they have fought for it and earned it. 

Art is liberation of the mind. It often leads us to unfamiliar 
and sometimes dangerous territories, yet this is the quality 
in art that impresses us. We find the best artistic activities 
aesthetically and morally striking because of the challenges 
that they propose. Art stretches our understanding of 
morality, leaving a philosophical impact on our minds.  
In other words, art is always political. Artists, by profession,  
have a duty to challenge the society they live in and to 
question mainstream assumptions. By doing so, artists 
always take on danger, becoming vulnerable. 

All art has its own message; even the seemingly most 
ridiculous work is still expressing a state of mind. As new 
technological and scientific developments challenge our 
way of thinking, the condition we live in and our modes 
of expression, artists should always be the first to become 
aware of the change that arises and the boundaries  
that it destroys.

AI WEIWEI

ART IS ALWAYS POLITICAL

Women, minoritised citizens, 
asylum-seekers, immigrants –  
all have contributed to the 
expansion of rights for all citizens. 
Making by the powerless tends  
to have a much longer temporality 
than that of the powerful. They  
may not have gained much power 
in the process, but when their 
demands for expanded inclusions 
succeeded, they strengthened  
the institution of citizenship.
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     At the other end from finance, perhaps, is the World  
Trade Organisation’s General Agreement on Trade in Services, 
which gives workers a range of portable rights in all signatory 
countries when a firm hires them through the treaty. We 
see here the making of a subject with portable rights. It is a 
possibility not envisaged in most discussions on immigration. 
And yet, since all immigrants are citizens of some country – 
there is no such thing as an illegal human being – why can 
they not also have some portable rights? 

More informally, citizenship or formal state-authorised 
membership has little meaning for today’s mobile global 
class of the super-rich – they do not need it to gain access 
to foreign global cities for their business and their mansions. 
Nor does it matter much for the immobile global class of 
dispossessed – it gives them few rights and little platform  
for claim-making. In these cases, the foreigner has far  
more rights to place than the native.

Do these emergent meanings of membership and 
foreignness destabilise our inherited meanings? Sovereignty 
and territory remain key features of the international 
interstate system, but some of their components have been 
reconstituted and partly displaced on to other institutional 
arenas outside the state. Sovereignty has in fact been partly 
decentered and territory partly denationalised, even as 
political speech about them has become more nationalist 
than it has been in a long time. 

Can we learn something from Europe’s immigration  
histories and its recurrent, often murderous hatred of the 
outsider? The reasons for past migrations differ from today’s, 
yet all European countries have taken in immigrants for 
centuries. Notwithstanding their differences, these outsiders 
have been reasonably well absorbed over time. They have 
given us many of today’s citizens. They are not at issue  
in today’s debates. But in their time, they were the issue.

Anti-immigrant sentiment and attacks happened in each  
of the major phases of immigration. No labour-receiving  
country has a spotless record – not Switzerland, with its 
long history of international neutrality, and not even France, 
among the most open to immigrants, refugees and exiles. 
French workers killed Italian workers in the salt mines in the 
1800s and objected to German and Belgian workers hired  
for Haussmann’s rebuilding of Paris, in both cases invoking 
they were the wrong types of Catholics.  

History and demography suggest that those fighting for 
incorporation won in the long run, if only partly. The ‘wrong 
Catholic’ of yesterday’s Europe lives on dressed in a variety  
of new identities. The past tells us that differences of 
phenotype, religion and culture are not obstacles built  
in stone, nor unsurmountable. 

Social membership takes time, and struggle. But it can 
eventually feed into more formal meanings of membership. 
Our diversities, our foreignness, can weave themselves  
into the tissue of complex membership and its  
inevitable incompleteness.   

Saskia Sassen gives the lecture ‘The foreigner? Exiles and 
migrants’ on Wednesday 29 May. See page 14

Shirin Neshat Kouross (Patriots) from The Book of Kings series 2012
© Shirin Neshat

Courtesy Gladstone Gallery, New York and Brussels





28

What are the determinants of sustainable economic  
growth in Africa over the next two decades? The answer 
lies in the key factors behind the success of a number of 
economies that are emerging as the engines of growth in 
the world. Africa is witnessing nothing short of an economic 
revolution or what Robert Zoellick, the former president  
of the World Bank, describes as a ‘tectonic shift’ in  
global economic power.

Economic and political power is shifting at an unprecedented 
speed. The World Bank forecasts that by 2025 six of the 
biggest emerging economies – China, India, Brazil, South 
Korea, Russia and Indonesia – will account for half of global 
growth. As these countries move to centre stage, their 
economic growth is lifting hundreds of millions of people  
out of poverty in India, in China, in Brazil.

The economic revolution that has taken place in Asia  
over the past 20 years is also taking shape in Africa. Real 
gross domestic product (GDP) compound annual growth 
between 2000 and 2010 was 5.1 per cent, the second  
fastest in the world after emerging Asia. The key success 
factors are very similar to those present in other thriving 
emerging economies.

Africa’s goal should not be simply to pursue growth,  
but to aim for sustainable growth and, in doing so, deliver 
lower levels of inequality. There are a number of necessary 
conditions for this to happen, the two most important being 
better macro-economic management and greater political 
stability. Great strides have been made in these areas,  
but as the International Monetary Fund managing director 
Christine Lagarde warned recently, security remains fragile  
in many countries, especially in West Africa. 

In Africa we face four main challenges: faster structural 
transformation; more inclusive growth and job creation; 
better management of natural resources; and a stronger 
financial sector. Africa needs to implement policies that 
ensure it is an attractive destination for foreign investment. 

This includes designing and implementing sensible tax 
regimes to efficiently and fairly collect revenues to be 
invested in upgrading capabilities, such as infrastructure  
and human capital.

Already Africa has come a long way in addressing the 
infrastructure shortfall. More than $85bn was spent on 
infrastructure in 2011. South Africa alone has committed  
to spend $400bn over five years. But the gaps remain wide. 
Internet penetration is only about 6 per cent. The road  
access rate is only 34 per cent.

Job creation remains an Achilles heel. The management 
consulting firm McKinsey estimates that, although the  
official unemployment rate is 9 per cent, only 28 per cent  
of the labour force has stable wage-paying jobs. Africa  
has potential to create between 54 million and 72  
million more stable wage-paying jobs by 2020, mostly  
in manufacturing, agriculture, retail and hospitality.  
But to get there, there needs to be a focus on reforming  
the business environment in labour-intensive sectors.

There is real cause to be optimistic about Africa’s  
ability to maintain and accelerate the gains that have  
been made. The opportunities have never been so  
great, the possibilities so tantalising. 

Maria Ramos participates in the debate ‘Capital’  
on Friday 7 June. See page 18

MARIA RAMOS

AFRICA: CAUSE FOR OPTIMISM

Africa’s goal should not be simply 
to pursue growth, but to aim for 
sustainable growth and, in doing so, 
deliver lower levels of inequality.
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