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Introduction 

In 27-28 January 2002, the Asia Pacific Forum on Women, Law and 
Development (APWLD) had its first collective Strategic Planning Meeting. The 
meeting in Chiangmai, Thailand was attended by members of the Regional 
Council, representatives of the different Task Forces and other active 
members of the network.  The main objective was to come up with a 3-year 
plan (2003-2005) for each programme, consistent with the general objectives 
of the network.  To achieve this, there were discussions which led to 
identifying key regional issues, which would frame the plan of actions of 
APWLD through its six different programmes. The APWLD programmes are 
Labour and Migration, Rural and Indigenous Women, Violence Against 
Women, Women’s Participation in Political Processes, Women and 
Environment and Women’s Human Rights.  

The key regional issues identified were as follows –

globalisation – (the increasing poverty among the poorer sectors of the 
society) economic deprivation which leads to more violence against 
women, trafficking of women, environmental degradation, migration, 
militarization, armed conflict, increase in the number of refugees, 
HIV/AIDS, identity politics, global insecurity, challenges to democracy 
and civil liberties, women’s political participation and the multiple 
discrimination of women. (Minutes of Strategic Planning Meeting, 27-
28 January 2002)

From this process, each programme had its 3-year plan within the framework 
of resisting the policies of deregulation, liberalisation and privatization of 
national economies within the rubric of neoliberal economic globalisation.

APWLD, as of January 2004, has an active membership of 142 
individuals/organisations from 25 countries in the region. The diversity of the 
network is both its strength and its one of its greatest challenges –
negotiations on priorities of program activities, focus of advocacy venues, etc.  
With this shifting diversity, comes the necessity to ensure, every now and 
then, that there is a unified position or at the very least, perspective on 
fundamental issues.  

The General Assembly of APWLD in February 2004, the first in its 17 years of 
existence, was a celebration of this diversity.

The APWLD secretariat asked Titi Soentoro, member of the Regional Council, 
the Programme and Management (P&M) Committee and member of the Rural 
and Indigenous Women (RIW) Task Force, to make a presentation on 
globalisation and its impacts on women.  The discussion which ensued from 
the body which was composed of the members of the regional council and 
representatives of the task forces exhibited this diversity - in context, in 
experiences as well as in political lines.  



There were discussions about “winners and losers”, and the positive and 
negative impacts of globalisation on women. Thus, the recommendation from 
some was for APWLD to be more specific in identifying the exploitative 
aspects of globalisation.  However, there were opposing views on this 
framework.  There were those who asserted that globalisation is neoliberal 
capitalism, and that therefore be opposed as a system, and work towards
structural changes. This was the main thesis of Titi’s presentation. 

At the end of the interesting and animated discussion, there was common 
recognition that “women” is not a monolithic sector of our society.  The profit-
seeking motive of globalisation entrenches corporate control in our lives. This 
causes further alienation of communities from the resources, means of 
production, decision-making and control of their lives. The women from these 
sectors and communities are the women that APWLD stand for, and work 
with.  

Like Inah.  An Indonesian woman street vendor whose life we will be told 
about in this paper that Titi Soentoro has presented in the General Assembly. 
This paper substantiates the discussion of how globalisation and its processes 
impact negatively on the lives of women, like Inah, who make up 80% of the 
world’s poor people (Patriarchy and Globalisation, Claaacg8 Journal April 2003, retrieved from 
http://www.nadir.org/nadir/initiativ/agp/gender/patriarchyglobalization.htm)

Titi’s paper traces the roots of globalisation, refuting that it is a phenomenon, 
but a process which started “some hundred years ago.” It brings to fore the 
power propelling this process – from the international to the national and 
community level – from the colonial powers, the multilateral institutions and 
the national elites. 

As mentioned earlier, this paper was the starting point of the discussion 
within the members of the General Assembly.  While the analysis presented 
here is shared by a substantial number of the membership, this does not fully 
represent the views and positions of the entire network.  In fact, the main 
objective of publishing this is to stir more discussions within the network, for 
a sharper critique of globalisation, and towards developing alternatives. 

This is the challenge that APWLD as a network faces, given its diversity – the
formulation of criticism to globalisation from a particular perspective.  While 
APWLD may have a woman’s viewpoint, the task is bigger than exposing the 
effects of globalisation on women, and identifying the winners and losers in 
this.  While we acknowledge that there are gender-specific inequalities 
occurring and being perpetuated by globalisation processes, and that women, 
usually, are carrying the brunt of oppression and domination, we need to go 
further.  We do not just work towards the interest of “women” as a particular 
sector in our society. We need to have gender relations as part of our analysis 
and criticism of globalisation. The power relations within social structures at 
all levels is one of the foundations of domination of and oppression by this 



ideology.  To incorporate this in our analysis will require us to take more than 
a women’s point of view, but that of a feminist perspective.   Ariane Brensell,
in her article “The Globalization Critical Movement” (2003), proffers starting 
points for developing alternatives.  “A feminist anti-patriarchal perspective, 
which is not based on essentialisms and which does not reduce gender 
relations to questions of identity, but recognizes these as a practice for 
maintaining domination, could offer an approach to this task.”  

Moreover, with Titi’s sharing of Inah’s life as a starting point of her discussion 
of globalisation, we are exhorted to bring down these big questions of 
women’s oppression and marginalisation into our very lives - how domination, 
how power relations are played in our daily lives, in the factories, in the 
communities, in our own organisations, in our families, and even in our 
intimate relationships.  

This interrogation of our daily lives as women is important as these are 
somehow pushed in the background, set as a context, but not being taken as 
the subject itself, as the matter at hand. But it is.  Inah’s life as well as of the 
others, are the matters at hand.  

While we attend international and regional forums and discussions to be able 
to forge solidarity with the other movements, we as APWLD, should continue 
to be creative and resourceful in bringing grassroots women together.  It is 
with their stories, our stories, woven together, can we grasp the real impacts 
of these supra structures of globalisation in our lives.  And it is from these 
stories of struggles, resistance and survival that we derive not just hope, but 
foundations of a better, just and humane world. 

judy a. pasimio
August 2004

(Special thanks for Jane Real, Regional Coordinator and Cait Sainsbury, 
APWLD intern 2004 for their assistance in editing the paper.)
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Women and Globalization1

Inah and Globalization

Inah, 36 years old, is a jamu seller. Jamu is a traditional herbal drink of the Indonesians. 
It is a mixture of various kind of herbs that common and poor people use to drink to keep 
healthy and strong, or if they feel sick. A mixture of turmeric and tamarind water with a 
bit of bitter bitternut-leaves juice helps women during their menstruation days; pounded 
rice mix with galingale juice helps to feel fit after hard work. There are many kinds of 
jamu for various needs. Inah used to make the herbal drinks by herself – knowledge 
learnt from her mother.  She fills up some bottles, carries it on her back, and makes her 
walk to the streets –often 10 km in one track-- offering people the drinks. Her customers 
are mostly are construction workers and household helpers.   She earns around Rp 
50,000 (around US$ 5.5)2 a day, and many times she has to worry about the days 
ahead. Her husband left her with two children some years back.  Since she didn’t have 
land to work on in her village, she came to Jakarta looking for work.

Recently Inah was despondent.  July was the time when school began and she had to 
pay the school tuitions for her children. The school tuition is becoming more expensive 
every year, not including monthly contributions to the school.  Her 13 year old daughter 
has to enter secondary school with a tuition of Rp 1.8 million (around US$ 200), and her 
6 year old son the primary school with a  tuition of Rp 1.3 million (around US$ 144).  
Inah didn’t have that money and had to choose who could go to school.  She decided 
that her son would go to school, and her daughter would stop her education and help her 
to take care of the household. Inah knew that this means her daughter will end up like 
her –no education, poor. However, she still has hope that in some years her daughter 
will marry –hopefully a husband with a good income, and she will have her own life. And 
the son, he will get an education and later a job, and he can help the family.

Inah and her daughter reflect the complexity of the situation of women in Indonesia –and 
it may also reflect the situation in many parts of other developing countries.  Inah is poor, 
with a low level of education, a single mother with two children, and has to survive by 
herself in a big city and is often sexually insulted.  She is also incapable of paying tuition 
fees for her children, especially her daughter. Inah’s daughter also reflects the condition 
of many girls. Poverty makes them neglected in education, health, and other
opportunities, with the hope that a young marriage will soon save them. Feminization of 
poverty is continuing in Indonesia – a country rich with natural resources. How could it 
be?

What is globalization?

If we hear about globalization, we think of Finnish, German and Korean mobile phones 
in our bags; Australian apples and South-African or Pakistani oranges on the table; the 
neighbor’s Japanese car; American Microsoft and Internet Explorer on our computers 
and cyber communication; American McDonald’s and Kentucky Fried Chicken at the 
street corner and MTV on television; and the hit tele-novellas on television from Mexico.  
We see signs of globalization everywhere, a worldwide homogenization of consumer 

                                                
1 Presented at  “Study Seminar On Globalization / WTO”18-20 August 2003, Bishkek, Kyrgyzstan
2 with an exchange rate for 1 US$ to Rp 9,000
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goods and tastes. We see similar products throughout the world that are owned, 
produced and distributed by a small elite circle of economic power controlled by 
multinational and transnational corporations.   What we don’t see is the power behind it 
all. The power of domination of the world or global economy that:

 serves and promotes regulated markets as the main arenas of exchange (trade) 
for goods, services, raw materials, capital and  money itself;  

 is dominated by economic, financial and political institutions such as multi-national 
(MNCs) and transnational corporations (TNCs), financial speculators and the stock 
exchanges, the World Bank, the International Monetary Fund and the World Trade 
Organization, export credit agencies, investment firms, and is supported by 
government of countries such as the United States, Canada, Great Britain, 
Australia, Japan and other European Union (EU) members;

 is characterized by loosening of national restriction on the flow of goods, services 
and capital in a “world without borders”. 

Globalization is not new, it started some hundred years ago with journeys to find new 
goods for European markets, and for most developing countries those journeys ended 
up with colonialization, slavery and plundering of cultural and natural resources. After 
World War II and the national independence of many colonized countries, the roots of 
economic globalization were manifested.  Since then, integration and inter-linking of 
diverse economies into a huge global economy has been brought about by a number 
different processes and mechanism such as:

 the expanding role of International Financial Institution (IFIs) such as the World 
Bank, IMF (International Monetary Fund), ADB (Asian Development Bank), ECAs 
(Export Credit Agencies), WTO (World Trade Organization), and the imposition of 
structural adjustment policies, sectoral reforms, etc;

 the internationalization of production;
 an increased dependence on export led economic growth;
 the formation of regional free trade zones and common market such as AFTA, 

NAFTA, etc;
 the formation of transnational entities such European Union, ASEAN, etc.
 Growth and expansion of multinational and transnational corporations;
 the Influence of foreign (Western) governments in determining domestic policies in 

recipient countries through the use of Official Development Assistance (ODA);
 Neo-liberal economic and political reforms which began with the creation of the 

Bretton Woods Institutions (WB, IMF), but intensified and gained speed with the 
proliferation of regional development banks, regional economic entities such as 
ASEAN, APEC, etc. 

During the Cold War –1950s to 1980s-- many new independent developing countries 
were trapped within Western and Eastern countries’ block interests. Some military coup 
d’etats happened in developing countries with governments that were friendly with the 
Eastern block, including Indonesia and Chile. For example, the new military regime in 
Indonesia under Suharto from 1965 to 1998, supported by the Western countries with 
development models and capital, has led to oppression and human right violations, 
exploitation of workers and natural resources, and expropriation of local and indigenous 
people’s land and forests.  
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Globalization intensified at the end of the Cold War when the collapse of the centrally 
planned economies of the Soviet Union and its allies no longer offered a counterweight 
to the free market economies of the West. Developing countries influenced by the 
Western model of development –economic growth based on foreign direct investment, 
debt and the exploitation of natural resources and worker-- were trapped in 
indebtedness and economic crisis during 1990s.  On one hand, they were forced to get 
prescription from the IMF and World Bank to resolve the economic crisis; and on the 
other hand, to maintain these countries to serve the global market.  Unfortunately, it only 
deepened the economic crisis.

A specific set of economic policies was put into place to make it possible for 
globalization to continue:

 Deregulation: a general withdrawal of the State from providing control and oversight 
over economic and financial operations (for example, removing price controls on 
services, electricity, food and other essential goods; removing performance 
standards for employers, service providers and manufacturers; removing minimum 
wage requirements and protection of labor, etc.). Transactions and operations are 
increasingly left in the hands of a supposed “free market” on the assumption that 
demand, supply and competition will resolve issues such as quality, availability, 
price, etc.

 Privatization: increasing the role and share of the private sector in providing all types 
of goods and services (health, education, banking, transport, water, electricity, 
physical infrastructure, etc.).

 Liberalization: opening up the domestic economy to foreign investment and trade; 
permitting foreign companies to own and control key sectors such as finance, 
industry, agriculture, etc.

Impacts of globalization

Globalization is an unjust process with unjust distribution of benefit and loss. This has 
led to an imbalance of economic and political power at the global level. As a result, there 
has been a polarization of small numbers of rich countries in the North that have the 
sources of investment, growth and modern technology and gain profit on one hand; and 
marginalized poor countries and groups in the South that experience loss in many 
aspects on the other. This imbalance is reflected in the fast growth of the gap between 
northern industrialized countries and marginalized Southern countries, between the rich 
and poor.

In 1989, the average income of 20% of people living in super rich countries was 60 times 
higher than that of 20% of people living in the poorest countries. This was twice the ratio 
in 1950 when the average income in rich countries was 30 times that of poorer countries. 
The 1992 Human Development Report published by the UNDP reported that around 
20% of the world’s population living in industrialized countries received 82.7% of the total 
world income. Meanwhile 80% of world population living in developing countries only 
received 1.4%3.  

                                                
3 Martin Khor, Globalisasi Perangkap Negara-Negara Selatan, 2002.




