
Fausto Bertinotti: Good morning to all of you. Thank you for inviting me here. I must confess that 
is hard for me to talk after the priest from Angola. And after what our coordinator told us. Poverty is 
one of the biggest challenges politics and the organisation of society itself have to face. What I 
wanted to say using the language of politics, which I believe must try and communicate with such 
horrendous experiences, is that this poverty cannot be faced if we do not confront the social 
models and the model of development. The testimony given by the south of the world are ghastly, 
but they should allow us to see the change that is happening in poverty. Poverty today is as 
horrendous as it was 50 years ago: it produces the same devastation, the same deaths. What has 
changed is that today this poverty is not anymore, if it ever was, a product of backwardness, of a 
lack of development, so that we could be led to believe that when that development will reach 
where it hasn’t reached yet, poverty will be eliminated. The poverty that we witness is in truth a 
product of development itself, this development that produces disequalities to work. The 
disequalities are not a consequence of this development: they are together the cause and the 
motor for this development. This way poverty is redistributed in the whole world and it resist 
especially in the south of the world without being eliminated. This produces fractures in the least 
developed countries, and at the same time, in other forms also creates fractures in those countries 
that thought they had expelled poverty from their history. The illusion of the most progressive part 
of humanity ended in tragedy. In the sixties, the illusion of Pope John XXIII, the illusion of Kennedy, 
of Kruschov, of the movement of non the non-aligned countries… these illusion was the reason 
behind the great workers’ and students’ movements that lit up the world in the seventies, that same 
illusion to be able to eliminate poverty. Let’s look at Italy; we had thought that with the great 
struggles of half a century ago, that with the defeat of Fascism and Nazism, People from the north 
and from the south could finally come out of poverty, come out of an unjust development. Today, 
after a historic defeat, we are faced with a setback, politics has to be concerned with this setback 
that is caused by the fact that the revolution, the true technological revolution, a capitalistic 
revolution, the one we called “neoliberal globalisation”, the one that has already betrayed all the 
hopes and expectations that it had generated, or that it had produced trough an apologetic culture. 
The capitalistic globalisation doesn’t produce development, or growth and even less produces 
sustainable economy and socially progressive. It produces crisis, instability, new and profound 
disequalities. War is not only born in the sky of a perverse politics like that of the theory of the 
preemptive war, but is born inside globalisation that produces inequalities, injustices, instabilities 
and crisis. War is the conservative, reactionary, imperialistic answer to this disequalities; but war 
feeds terrorism, produces barbarities and poverty, which today is a barbarity. The Tsunami 
produced a devastation that moved us: that devastation was undoubtedly partly caused by the lack 
of commitment to the Kyoto treaty, and the robbery policies that take place in North South 
relationships; but when the Tsunami ceased exerting its destructive power, the human relationship 
of that people survived and caused the solidarity that we have talked about here. When a hurricane 
hits the heart of the empire, instead of the outskirts, we see the result of this development and this 
of these contradictions, when the hurricanes passes what comes out is a reality of human beings 
that act as wolves, eating each other, where even first help cannot be brought. And when the 
military arrives it is forced to shoot like if it was in war. Because in that moment poverty, so similar 
to the one that of third world countries, feeds itself on the barbarities of civilization crisis. To fight 
against poverty you have to fight this civilization crisis, build a new civilization. That is why the fight 
against poverty is a fight for peace, fight to cancel debt, but also to start a true policy of 
disarmament, of reduction of the military expenditures. We face a political problem of the outmost 
importance; it seems simple to say but it is also revolutionary: to fight poverty we have to fight 
richness, we cannot think to fight poverty if we do not fight riches.  



It is the richness that you can find inside the power of the multinationals, that with patents and 
intellectual propriety policies that make it impossible for people to get their hands on the drugs that 
they need against the diseases; but richness is also the extreme richness. Tareq Ali wrote an 
article during the last weeks that really impressed me, the article described a system that was in 
place until few years ago, a system in which two were the working orders of the monetary system, 
one regulated every day life, in which everyone was alike. Of course in these countries there were 
still very rich and very poor people. But in a certain way money was still related to what you could 
buy. And then there was the money that large conglomerates like those that existed in the public 
sector. Today there is a third kind of “money”, it’s private, personal, comparable with that of the 
public sector conglomerates. The AD of Carrefour, when he stops working is paid the equivalent of 
2500 minimal wage salaries. Try to calculate how much that means for someone who earns 2$ a 
day, like we heard earlier. This richness is incompatible with the fight against poverty. This richness 
has to be eradicated, and to do that we need to fight. I think that I have said enough and the role 
the UN has to have is an important role that need to be rebuilt, but it won’t be rebuilt trough 
diplomacy between states. The UN is in an impasse caused by the imperial logic of the United 
States, there is no inter-state relationship that can rebuild what has been destroyed by this 
relationship. The peoples’ UN is a possibility, but allow me to say that the peoples’ UN will live on if 
there will be a world movement to support the peoples’ UN. When one day the peace movement 
brought millions of people in the street against the war in Iraq, an American newspaper called them 
the second world super power. The UN will be rebuilt if this second world super power, the peace 
movement, will live not only for a day but every day. 


