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INTRODUCTION

Thinking about issues linked to inte-
gration and human rights in the new
world order means delving into the
complex system of world market rela-
tions. Integration should be a driving
force for Latin American development.
Globalization of human rights, like the
right to health and development, uni-
versalizes the culture of industrialized
societies and underdeveloped coun tries.

The conceptual framework of our
re search is based on the neostructural-
ist focus for stating “profound causes,”
the big issues and challenges of new
realities: human rights, techno logy, the

new world order, integration, knowl-
edge and its products —ge netic engi-
neering, bio technology, auto ma tion,
computer sciences, new materials—
that is, the whole gamut of the new
technologies.1 The neostructural focus
proposes to cover all of today’s social
sciences, reformulating the problem of
development.2 Method and content
express themsel ves in the neostructur-
al view in the principle of universal
totality to explain in an interdisciplinary
manner questions related to the scien-
tific-technological revolution, the new
world order, the dis tribution of global
power, and, of course, the domination
of research and development and sci-
ence and technology.

The twenty-first century has brought
a substantial, profoundly qualitative

neos tructural change of the problem
of knowledge. The commodity of this
millennium is knowledge: the idea as
a fundamental value in every corner of
the globe, that is, culture, technology,
education, human rights and integra-
tion; sports, oceans, the spiral of know -
 ledge and the triad of power. In a word,
I maintain that neostructural theory
can explain the profound global changes
of the new world order to come.3

THE NEOSTRUCTURAL FOCUS ON

INTEGRATION IN THE GLOBAL WORLD

From the neostructural perspective,
looking at the issue of integration im -
plies delving into, explaining and pre-
dicting the problem of development and
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collective identities. The drama of na -
tional construction is a central issue of
this reflection; it is the starting point, as
will be seen in the following section.
In the same way, governability and
de moc ratic stability seem to be basic
principles for inclusion in a new inte-
gration model.

The neostructural focus, as its name
implies, sees structure as a basic cate-
gory for ex plaining social processes like
integration. The focus based on systems
theory —born out of physics during
World War II— would later expand

toward social systems, as can be seen
in the current’s classic book, The Poli -
tical System by David Easton (1953).
Pre viously, Talcott Parsons and Robert
Merton had already put forward the
problems of the integration and disin-
tegration of social systems. I must recog -
nize that systems theory may advance
in an explanation of social systems;
however, neostructural theory is even
more explanatory, comprehensive, in -
clusive and totalizing because it tries
to analyze and understand global pro -
cesses of integration and, finally, answer
the central question: Why do national
actors integrate?

The neostructural view of integra-
tion points out the obstacles and pro-
found benefits of the movement that
leads to a greater, supranational actor,
which implies the delegation of the
principle of external sovereignty and a
certain fading of the classic structure of

the nation-state.4 It also puts forward the
idea that the central aim of integration
is integral development. From that point
of view, we can distinguish between the
circumstantial and the neostructural
causes of integration. Verbi gratia, the
circumstantial causes of integration can
be equated with episodic phenomena:
a war, an earthquake, or border integra -
tion, where natural circumstances and
geographic proximity determine the au -
 tonomous or dependent nature of the
integration. This is the case of Mexico
and the United States.

As a matter of fact, the globalization
process is an integration mechanism
with global aspirations spearheaded by
the market and financial globalization.
It would seem that fi nan cial globaliza-
tion has become the Achilles heel of
the unifying, harmonizing, horizontal
process that is globalization itself. The
“financial crises” and the collapse of
the Asian countries cause and extend
the financial crisis to a world scale.

Modern integration plans, such as
the Mercosur or the swift political and
economic process experienced in Eu -
ro pe, show that the creation of econo -
mic blocs and regional and sub-re gio n -
 al agreements for integration cause a
double effect: a) on the one hand, they
may constitute containing walls vis-à-
vis the social costs of globalization;
b) on the other hand, it would seem
that this process is inevitable in the vic-
tory of the market. With this, the inte-

gration pro cesses simply add them-
selves to this hegemonic globaliza-
tion, particularly with the end of the
Cold War.5

THE NEOSTRUCTURAL VISION OF

HUMAN RIGHTS: FIVE THESES

1. The structuring of the nation-state
cons titutes the basis for greater integra-
tion. Latin American development the-
ories sparked profound polemics in their
time. Marginality theory and depen-
dency theory broadly analyze the dual
or dependent nature of colonial de -
velopment and, after World War II,
the expansionist proposal of the trans -
national mode of development.6 At
the bottom of this discussion is “the
question of the state,” that philanthro p -
ic ogre, the guiding ins trument of the
national project. The unification of
the state with the nation constitu tes
the modern na tional state which
today is seeing its classical sovereign
structure changed, particularly because
the universalization of human rights
has caused a “transnationalization” of
the legal borders of sovereignty (Arti cle
2, No. 4 of the United Nations Char -
ter) to move toward the world of
unique, universal human rights that
make it possible for me to speak of
“market human rights”: the globaliza-
tion of human rights goes hand in hand
with the globalization of the economy.

2. Human rights are a fundamental
prerequisite for democracy. A discussion
of the “problem of democracy” in Latin
America goes beyond the limits of
this article. The fact remains, however,
that for a democratic regimen to exist,
there must be profound res pect for
integral human rights: civil rights, so -
cial rights, the right to solidarity.
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3. The law of globalization goes be -
yond globalization in other sectors of
na tional and international life. With the
change in the world order, classical
in ternational law, markedly Western
in origin, provokes political, cultural,
eco nomic and technological globaliza -
 tion. This does not mean that we can
affirm the possibility of a world sys-
tem of law. In effect, we must clarify
that the new legal-economic realities
foster the emer  gence of an immense
spectrum of op tions and new legal
ca tegories: joint ventures, holdings,
factoring, mergers of companies and
stra   tegic alliances among multinational
companies.

The transnational model of devel-
opment has given way to the global
model of market relations. Therefore,
as law expands in the framework of a
neoliberal legal system, it cannot es cape
the fun  da mental limitation caused by
“le gal re gio nalisms”: Euro pean, Anglo-
Saxon, African, Latin American region-
al law. Regionalism and globalism do
not contradict each other. Rather, they
are new legal realities in a global world
in transformation.

4. The impact of the new technolo-
gies in the new world order. Since the
1953 rev elations about DNA (Watson
and Creek), development of new tech -
 no lo gies has accelerated. As I have
mention ed, the new world order in
transition, or the society of knowl    ed ge,
is based on new technologies. This is
what I call the world order of the twen-
ty-first century.

But, to what extent does the scien-
tific-technological impact affect human
rights? To a great extent. For starters,
we have the phenomenon of “technolo -
gical unemployment,” or the elimination
of human labor thanks to automation of
the world society. New tech nologies

have a powerful impact on the world of
work. Companies with cutting-edge
tech nology completely upset the clas-
sic schema of Fordist production. A
powerful network of horizontal com-
munications within cutting-edge tech-
nology is beginning to be built in which
the unequal distribution of power is
fo cused on the large international
centers: 1) Japan and the Pacific Rim;
2) the Eu ropean Union and the former
Eastern Europe; and 3) the United
States and La  tin America, particular-
ly through the En terprise for the

Amer icas, with the aim of creating a
free trade zone in the hemisphere.
The po tential of China in this chang-
ing world should not be forgotten.

Technology and human rights make
up a fundamental ethic dilemma. For
example, in the case of genetic engi-
neering, what are the limits of scientif-
ic research? The risks of human genetic
engineering are abysmal and difficult
to predict. The right to science and
tech nology cannot surpass the limits
imposed by pure research itself. This
ambivalent nature of science and tech-
nology and technical progress poses
questions, and the only thing that seems
clear is the possibility of increasing the
scientific-technological gap.

5. Globalization affects the world of
culture and communications. The big
problem here is that hegemonic glob-
alization is causing a profound system
of exclusion. Thus, the system-world

transcends borders and creates uni-
form consumption habits; telecommu -
nications invade minds and homes.
Com petition, the prison society, com-
petitive advantage, in the last analy-
sis, the realm of the market, are all
creating a greater number of the ex -
cluded: mi grant workers, displaced per -
sons, ethnic minorities, marginalized
from the hard nucleus of the consu mer
society and the market. Are we enter-
ing the new Middle Ages? Complex
identities and multiculturalism are di -
luted in the authoritarian structure

that causes a disintegration of society
re sulting in catastrophic individual-
ism.7 The disintegration of the na tio n -
al order throws up serious obstacles
for a possible re gional or sub-regional
in tegration. In addition, with the
with drawal of the state from econom-
ic life, national and international civil
societies are reactivating the de mands
for respect for human rights. This se -
ries of political-social situations is
causing the emergence of extra-institu-
tional social mov ements, such as the in -
formal sector, the dispossessed, the
underemployed, mi grants, foreigners,
in a climate of the lack of individual
and collective identity. There is, in a
manner of speaking, a “feudalization”
or “ghetto-ization” of so cial groups in
the midst of unstable and uncertain
Latin Amer ican regimens in which the
transitions to democracy are a dance
on a cliff (Pinochet).
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GLOBALIZATION AND TECHNOLOGY

THE CASE OF HEALTH AND

DEVELOPMENT

The scientific-technological paradigm,
with all its social, cultural, economic
and political implications, is the “fron -
tier” of globalization.

In the case of development, tech-
nological globalization is breeding a
certain “structural marginalization” of
the Latin American countries in light
of the appropriation of technological
goods, the investment in research and

development, the transition from the
industrializing paradigm to the scien-
tific-technological paradigm (in the
sense of a model). The possession of
cutting-edge technology requires an
increasingly greater creative effort,
which means that an underdeveloped
country would have a technological cul -
ture at the service of the majority, a
very doubtful eventuality.

In the area of human rights and
health, I will cite the cases of genetics
and biotechnology, in which the change
of the paradigms is quite radical. In the
case of new technologies, the new world
order reaches its “outer limit” in the field
of health with the research on me mory,
the brain and the mind, ge netic sur -
 ge ry, the study of human diseases, arti -
fi cial intelligence, social mathema tics,
the science of chaos, the determina-
tion of time and the in finite: science
and technology at the service of man.

Globalization has in transnational
actors its main agents of technologi-
cal goods production, investment and
market expansion. The transnational
actors recognize no borders; they move
and con front or negotiate with na -
tional states, particularly in this “short
century”8 in which the failure of in -
dustrialization by import substitution
forces the governments of underde-
veloped countries to seek new sources
of fi nanc ing given the drop in domes-
tic savings, fi nan cial crisis and the
burden of the fo re ign debt. This is

why there is insistence on the idea that
the economic blocs and integrations
could constitute themselves as pow-
erful tools for the growth and devel-
opment of our countries when faced
with the globalized world.

NEOSTRUCTURAL THEORY

AND THE NEW WORLD ORDER

The classical structuralist view comes
from the field of linguistics, from the
structuralist studies on language and
its uses (Ferdinand de Saussure). Um -
 ber   to Eco says that structuralism is
a meth od; Roland Barthes, that it is a
su c  ces sion of mental operations; Jean
Bastide, in a very interesting con tri -
 bu tion, calls it a unifying function of
knowledge.

Claude Lévi-Strauss, for his part,
con siders structuralism a doctrine. Jean

Piaget and Frages deem it a scientific
method.9 Therefore, it is this “critical
mass” of knowledge that makes it pos-
sible to speak of a neo structuralism
that contains the method and content
based on a particular principle of total-
ity. Nation-state, new world order, hu -
man rights and regional integration are
all signifying structures of a particular
principle of totality.

NEOSTRUCTURAL BASES

OF THE NEW WORLD ORDER

IN THE TWENTY-FIRST CENTURY

The neostructural theory of the new
world order studies the “profound caus-
es,” the new world order’s basic notions
of new technologies and their circum-
stantial and structural implications:

1) Basically, if the structure is the “hard
nucleus” of the internal analysis of
a particular principle of totality, the
first neostructural base of the new
world order would be the market,
or rather, world market relations.

2) A second neostructural actor would
be the nation-state considered in
its relations of external sovereignty.

3) The new technologies constitute a
third element.

4) Migration and displaced persons
com prise a fourth element of glob-
alization.

5) The hegemony of the great powers
or centers of world power would be
the fifth element in this conceptu-
al construct.

6) Multinational actors make up the
sixth neostructural element.

7) Since globalization is unfinished, it
would not constitute a determin-
ing factor with regard to the princi-
ple of totality.

10

As law expands in the framework of a neoliberal 

legal system, it cannot es cape the fundamental limitation

caused by “legal regionalisms.” Regionalism and globalism do

not contradict each other. Rather, they are new legal 

realities in a global world in transformation.



Politics

8) The culture of human rights and
the consumer society are also basic
elements of the new world order.

The interdisciplinary and transdis-
ciplinary nature of neostructural the-
ory applied to the principle of totality
of the new paradigm of the twenty-
first century (integration, human rights,
technology and new world order) con-
stitutes the basic structure of the neo -
structural vision. 

I think  method and content unify
in the principle of totality that ana-
lyzes and explains the glo bal social
order.

Although it may be debatable, I
believe that the field of human rights
allows for particular basic structures:
dignity, freedom, security, health, hous -
 ing, education, peace, development,
en vironment, science and tech  nology.

The central idea, if I understand
co rrectly, is that neostructural theory
of human rights is capable of analyzing,
explaining, predicting and suggesting
solutions to the arduous problem of
these basic human rights structures.
This means that the neostructural vi -
sion leads us to the notion of political
system and social system as integrating
or disintegrating elements of social life.
In that sense, one can speak of an ide-
ology of human rights. Neostructural
theory provides the method and con-
tent of that ideology.

On the other hand, in the frame-
work of globalization, human rights, to
paraphrase Isaiah Berlin, appear as ele -
 ments that counteract the dominant
world system.10

In effect, when the neo structural
bases of the new world order are ana-
lyzed, we can observe that internation-
al market relations constitute the
strength-element of the new situation.

However, the market is not precisely
a structural element concern ed with
human rights. It is true that the market
spreads and becomes univer sal (“the
end of geography”), especially after
certain breaks —the dismem berment
of Eastern Europe, the reu ni fication of
Ger many, the end of the Cold War—
that are part of the world economy’s
political processes. I do not know to
what degree the counter-trend repre-
sented by the individual can con front
the market. What is clear is that the
in dividual does de mand his/her fun-

damental rights and for national, re -
gional or internatio nal society, the
pos sibility of the democratization of
so   cial relations, of a just and lasting so -
cial order.

This is the extent of the “open dia -
lectic” caused by globalization, on the
one hand, and the ideology of human
rights, on the other. Never theless, be -
tween these two neostructural actors
is a “no-man’s land” represented by
national and inter national civil so -
cieties. Civil society —in this case,
in La tin America— emerges with
greater transparency with the military
dictatorships of the 1970s. Therefore,
two complementary currents appear
today: the nongovernmental organiza-
tions of civil society (NGOs) and the
institutions for the promotion and
defense of human rights such as the
ombudsman and na tional and state
commissions.

CONCLUSIONS

We must ask ourselves about the so -
cial movements “excluded” from the
unfinished globalization process and
about the insertion of Latin America in
the political-economic new world
order and the new human rights
world order. I will limit myself to
expres sing a few ideas. Globali za tion is
really caus ing a severe process of struc -
 tural ex clusion and marginalization:
migrants, dis plac ed persons, the poor,
underemployed, workers in the infor-

mal sector, indigenous communities,
the world of mi no  rities within indus-
trialized societies, the new division of
labor, the pos si bi lities for access to
education, health and housing.

A consideration about the future
may allow us to say —in my own view
and without a catastrophic vision—
that these powerful social movements
of the “ex cluded” from the knowledge
and consu mer society will eventually
cause severe social crises, even inter-
nationally.11

The transnationalization of poverty
could lead to the transnationalization
of social violence, above and beyond
the already existing structural vio-
lence. It would seem that the social
rule of law should recover its main
functions, above all in societies like
those in Latin America. The “so cial
costs,” recognized by the World Bank,
have led the ECLAC to put forward the
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idea of “productive transformation with
equity.”

The inertia of the market and the
withdrawal of the state as neostructu r -
al actors make it necessary to rethink
the role of the welfare state in this era
of economic blocs and regional inte-
gration. Never before have the great
majorities of history been so vulnera-
ble and devalued vis-à-vis the current
process of world restructuring as at
this beginning of century and millen-
nium.
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