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[bookmark: _GoBack]Critically discuss power and communication within the Occupy Movement in the UK and abroad. Refer to global connectedness, policy and theories throughout.

Globalisation is a controversial term, as argued by Macionis and Plummer (2012) who state that globalisation brings ‘ideological baggage’ with some individuals embracing the term seeing it as everywhere and creating a wealth of good within society. However, others criticise this opinion viewing contemporary globalisation as the exploitation of the finances and cultures of other societies (Macionis and Plummer, 2012, p.51). There are many definitions of globalisation, Ritzer (2010 cited in Macionis and Plummer, 2012, p.52) states globalisation can be defined as;
 ‘a transplanetary process or set of processes involving increasingly liquidity and the growing multidirectional flows of people, objects, places, and information as well as the structures they encounter and create barriers to, or expedite, those flows’. 

However, Haralambos and Holborn (2013, p.1006) criticise this definition as ‘fairly generalised and not very specific’ offering an alternative definition from Martell (2010 cited in Haralambos and Holborn, 2013, p. 1007) who states; 
‘Globalisation involves the compression of space such that distance is less of a factor than it used to be in terms of knowledge, communications and movement. Geography and territory is undermined and things start to develop at a level that is more than, and above, inter-national relations’. 

 Globalisation has been argued to create inequalities and poverty throughout the world, through global capitalism and neoliberal ideology (Giddens and Sutton, 2017; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Macionis and Plummer, 2012).  These inequalities have seen the rising of social movements aiming to reverse the increased inequality created by these structures one such movement in contemporary society is the Occupy Movement (OM) (Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Steger and James, 2013; Gitlin, 2012; Earle, 2012).
 The OM is a global social movement made up of many different local groups with similar ideologies, focusing around social and economic justice, and social democracy (Steger and James, 2013; Gitlin, 2012). Although the movement does not offer defined demands, it is evident by Earle (2012) that this is a movement of the ‘99%’, the individuals who feel deprived of their share of opportunities and wealth by the extremely wealthy. More directly the movement aims to reverse the increased inequality created by global capitalism and the neoliberal agenda (Steger and James, 2013; Gitlin, 2012; Earle, 2012 p.1). The OM originated in North America with Occupy Wall Street, its origins were made up of a small group of fringe movements including Anonymous, New Yorkers Against Budget Cuts (NYABC), employee unions and a group called Picture the Homeless. These groups loosely merged to form the occupy Wall Street movement taking nonviolent action by occupying Zuccotti Park in New York (Gitlin, 2012; Earle, 2012). The OM gained headline news having a major influence on the wider population, where individuals could relate to the key issue of the social divide, where before many had come to believe there was no alternative to the neoliberal ideology. The OM created an opening where a world without these principles were possible (Earle, 2012).

 Earle (2012) states that as the movement grew, anybody was welcomed to join, creating a space for alternatives to be discussed from many different individuals with many different ideas. He argues that this helped lead to the success of the movement by grabbing the public’s imagination and mystifying the powers that be. The OM became a world-wide phenomenon, within a month of the occupation of Zuccotti Park, many hundreds of occupations, debates, critiques, protests and suggested solutions swept North America eventually leading to 1428 events in over 88 different countries between 2011 and 2012, including the Occupy London movement within the UK (Yagci, 2018; Earle, 2012) NEEDS ADDED REFRENCES. This submission will critically explore power, communication and social change regarding the OM, including the external influences impacting this social movement. Furthermore, globalisation will be critically explored, in relation to sustainability, equality and inclusion. 

Globalisation describes the interconnectedness of societies around the world, politically, economically and culturally (Giddens and Sutton, 2017; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Macionis and Plummer, 2012). Castells (2010) argues that the results of globalisation have led to a network society, whereby, human life has become dominated by networks. He argues links are made between different centres, these could be individuals or other structures within society such as government departments or businesses. These networks encompass the globe extending across national and cultural boundaries. He argues networks have undefined boundaries compared to that of societies due to the interconnectedness of many networks together, because of this he continues that power may be harder to define compared to that of social structures with clear boundaries. Due to this change in society he argues power has also changed from being exercised through specific institutions to those who can control and direct these networks. Elliott (2009 cited in Haralambos and Holborn, 2013) argues that Castells exaggerates the use of networks and fails to consider the effect different cultures have on networks. He argues further that Castells neglects the exclusion of the poor from the interconnectedness of communication using the internet, phones and other technologies, stating that global networks have not entered parts of the world to the same extent.  Haralambos and Holborn (2013) argue that Castells theory implies a concentration of power within key networks such as the mass media, financial and political networks. However, Castells (2007) further argues that where there is power, counter power also exists.

 Counterpower promotes the interests of the less powerful or excluded from the dominant networks who cannot help shaping the programming of dominant networks to meet their interests. One form of counter power is used in the form of campaigning, protests and direct action with the view of changing the programming of the dominant networks. This directly relates to the OM, regarding the unequal distribution of wealth created by global capitalism and neoliberal ideology. These systems are not in the interest of those within the movement, by occupying public space, protesting and taking direct action, the Occupy Movement attempts to facilitate change within these dominant networks and therefore acts as a counter power (Steger and James, 2013; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Lubin, 2012; Gitlin, 2012; Earle, 2012; Castells, 2007). Castells (2015; 2007) argues that there has been a rapid growth in social movements within contemporary society, viewing the rise of mass self-communication as contributing to this. Furthermore, arguing that internet-based social networks are difficult for authorities to suppress. Kahn and Kellner (2004) concur with this stating that since the late 1990s social justice activists have made use of the internet as a network to connect and communicate, as well as a platform to plan and stage events. They argue the global internet has created an international platform for global anti-war/pro peace and social justice movements, whereby, these subcultures may become adopted into the mainstream.  

The expanse of information technology has increased the interconnectivity and communication around the globe (Giddens and Sutton, 2017; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Macionis and Plummer, 2012). However, it is argued that easy access to pornography, hate, and terrorism inciting websites is taking freedom of speech too far, and therefore the internet must be regulated. However, others argue the irresponsible use of the internet is a price to pay for freedom of speech (Haralambos and Holborn, 2013). Cammaerts (2015) argues that governments and authoritarian rulers seek to regulate the internet as to protect their interests. Continuing that social media platforms are commodified spaces controlled by companies that can act to repress the aims and tactics of certain activists, such as the removal of 80 political groups from Facebook who had aligned themselves to fight austerity measures within the UK. Current legislation for the UK covers regulation of the internet and the use of online communication, such as the Communications Act (2013) whereby, section 127 makes it an offence to send any form of material that is offensive, obscene menacing or indecent in character. Similarly, the Malicious Communications Act (1988) covers the same offence. However, it has a broader provision by covering all forms of communication. Edwards (2012) criticises section 127 of the Communications Act (2013) arguing that it is wide and difficult to interpret. Furthermore, it does not meet contemporary guarantees of freedom of speech and therefore restricts freedom of expression.

The role of mass-communication via the internet plays an important role within the OM (Kavada, 2015; Gamson and Sifry, 2013 cited in Kavada, 2015; Gerbaudo, 2012). It makes use of Facebook pages to assemble the public, to gain feedback from its members and to create solidarity between them. Furthermore, alternative print media publications were established, autonomous technological infrastructure was built in the form of websites, and 24-hour live streams were put in place to show what was happening on the ground (Kavada, 2015). Gamson and Sifry (2013 cited in Kavada, 2015) argue without the use of social media the movement would not have gained any traction. However, Gerbaudo (2012) argues that this is not the case, stating that social media failed to assemble the public before the occupation of public space, where the 20,000 individuals were reached but only 300 turned up. However, Gerbaudo (2012) continues that the use of this online platform helped sustain the movement into the future. In his theory of counterpower Castells (2015) argues further, that the use of social media on its own will not be sufficient in establishing a social movement; for social movements to exist it is also necessary to occupy public space. Juris (2012) and Lubin (2012) agree with this statement, whereby they recognise the importance of the use of both traditional and modern forms of communication working together being crucial for the longevity of the OM. 
Castells (2015) argues by occupying public space, this creates a sense of community, overcoming fear which is used as a tactic by authorities to suppress protests. Furthermore, the creation of a space in which matters can be discussed and decisions made further develops and refines the social movement’s objectives. This is evident within the occupation of Zuccotti Park where members all carried out tasks such as cooking and cleaning, sanitation and the distribution of essentials such as blankets, other members dealt with accounting, media and facilitating meetings, creating a sense of connectedness and community (Kavada, 2015; Gitlin, 2012; Earle, 2012). The ‘open tent’ culture employed by the OM allowed the enhancement of their objectives, although there were no leaders within the meeting, individuals would be encouraged to step forward or back down depending on how much they have spoken. Minutes were also taken for those that were unable to attend (Kavada, 2015; Gitlin, 2012; Earle, 2012 p.7). Castells (2015) continues that occupying public spaces takes on an important symbolic meaning. For the OM, the occupation of Zuccotti Park symbolized the corporate financial control and global capitalism that the OM aimed to change, due to its position in the centre of the US financial system, Wall Street (Hammond, 2013; Gitlin, 2012). Gaventa (2005) argues the importance of space in relation to power. Furthermore, arguing spaces are shaped by power relations, both on the outside and inside of the space. Within Gaventa’s (2005) Power Cube Model he defines three types of space being recognised; closed spaces, invited spaces and claimed or created spaces. The claimed or created spaces were those that the OM adopted, in which less powerful actors can ‘debate, discuss and resist, outside of the institutionalised policy arenas’ Gaventa (2005 p.13). Gaventa (2005) continues, although power can be studied at a local level it is important to also look at the global and how the two are interlinked. He suggests that the interplay of power between local and global arenas are interconnected and constantly shifting. Local actors may use a global arena more effectively than appeals to institutions of local authority. Earle, (2012) states that the success and impact of the OM is due to the extent that the OM opened spaces both physical and symbolic, allowing for discussion and debate to take place bringing together many different groups under the principles of social and economic justice. 

During 2015 leaders from 193 countries around the world came together to analyse and plan for the future, from this meeting a plan was created called the Sustainable Development Goals (SDG) which were put into effect on January 2016. The SDG is made up of 17 interlinked goals, the eradication of poverty is at the centre of the goals. However, equality, sustainability, climate change, peace and justice all feature in the target of reaching these goals by 2030 (United Nations Development Programme, 2018a; United Nations Development Programme, 2018b). Between 1990 and 2015 Millennium Development Goals (MDG) were implemented (World Health Organization, 2018; United Nations, 2018). The United Nations (2018) argues that these goals were all met, stating that extreme poverty was cut in half. However, Attaran (2006) argues that the way in which data is collected and analysed is insufficient and unreliable, stating that basic data on births and deaths within the poorest countries are not even recorded. Therefore, it is difficult to tell if the MDG’s have been met. However, he agrees that the data collected on extreme poverty is correct as a continuous effort goes into measuring incomes and prices by all United Nations (UN), governments and businesses leading to sufficient and reliable data. One SDG that relates to the OM is the reduction of inequality, which is evident in their slogan ‘We are the 99 percent’ which is based on the view of the worsening global inequality where just 1% of the world’s population holds more wealth than the 99%. (United Nations Development Programme, 2018a; Giddens and Sutton, 2017 p.565; Steger and James, 2013; Gitlin, 2012; Earle, 2012). This is affirmed by Oxfam (2018) who state that in 2018 82% of global wealth went to the richest 1%, with the 3.7 billion poorest individuals gaining no wealth in the same period.

 The United Nations Development Programme, (2018b) sates that wealth inequality is a widespread and global issue that and therefore, needs a global solution. To achieve this goal they propose greater monitoring and regulation of the financial markets and institutions, investing in areas where there is the greatest need, and finally to facilitate the safe migration of individuals to help bridge wealth inequality. Although the SDG aim to create greater equality and sustainability for the planet Kumi, Arhin, and Yeboah (2014) state that neoliberalism has swept across developing countries, arguing that it is near impossible for any country to escape from its influences. Furthermore, the neoliberal economic agenda involving deregulation, privatisation, commodification, and cuts to government expenditure undermine SDG due to the increased inequality and poverty created by this ideology. They continue that recognizing SDG’S are insufficient to create change, they suggest a focus on equity and adverse power relations need to be put at the heart of interventions aimed at achieving sustainable development. In addition, Giddens and Sutton (2017) critique the concept of sustainable development and argue that the term is unclear.  It focuses on the needs of more affluent countries, thereby, contradicting those of developing ones. The result being that high levels of consumption within richer countries continue at the expense of developing countries. They also argue that ecological sustainability clashes with economic development, whereby, new jobs and economic prosperity take president over ecological sustainability. This is agreed by Hove (2004 p.50) who states that the ‘aims of economic expansion, environmental protection, poverty eradication, and the free market are merged into an awkward, unsustainable policy’ Hove argues that there is a conflict between economic development and environmental protection.  Hove continues that sustainable development conveniently avoids the critique of the west’s role in underdevelopment and global inequalities. Hove (2004) proposes that the state needs to take greater responsibility for social equity and environmental protection, withdrawing from an alignment with business and corporate interests even if that requires an initial forfeit of pure economic growth.

Although the OM failed to offer defined aims, the focus on social and economic justice, and social democracy by this social movement is argued to have a had an extensive impact upon interconnected societies (Steger and James, 2013; Gitlin, 2012; Earle, 2012; Juris, 2012). One such achievement of the OM was the attention they gained in a very short space of time using communication platforms such as Twitter, Facebook and YouTube, as well as attention from mass media. Through this attention the movement raised awareness of unemployment, inequality, ﬁnancial deregulation and the inﬂuence of corporate money in democracy and in doing so created a space for exchanges and public discourse to take place (Steger and James, 2013; Gitlin, 2012; Earle, 2012; Juris, 2012). However, Campbell (2011) critiques the movement arguing that there is a lack of ethnic minorities represented within the OM. Moreover, the movement has failed to create a safe space for white privilege to be discussed. Campbell asserts that although the OM created a sense of physical and emotional togetherness the movement lacked unity under political aims and goals, for instance he states that where white college graduates protest about their student loan debt, it would be difficult to see black individuals supporting this.  Especially as those of black ethnicity are twice as likely to visit a jail rather than a college. Kohn (2013) criticizes the OM and the occupation of public space, arguing that public spaces were created for recreation purposes and by occupying public space creates a form of privatisation stopping the general public from accessing this space. Due to this privatisation Kohn contests that this caused conflict between residents, whereby, traditional use of this space such as dog walking or enjoying nature is replaced by illegitimate uses such as that of protest. Despite these criticisms Earle, (2012) states that the OM has also created a vital instruction to its members in organization and protest tactics. In this way it has functioned as a school for the next generation of young activists. Calhoun (2013) argues that however temporary the movement is, the OM’s lasting impact has been on culture by changing what individuals feel is possible. 

In summary, globalisation has been both controversial in terms of its definition and the positive and negative aspects.  It is having a positive impact upon our societies, creating greater interconnectedness and an ability to face world problems as a whole (Nations Development Programme, 2018a; Giddens and Sutton, 2017; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Macionis and Plummer, 2012). However, in contrast to the positive, globalisation has also brought many negative aspects through global capitalism and the neoliberal ideology that has spread across the globe (Giddens and Sutton, 2017; Kumi, Arhin, and Yeboah, 2014; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Macionis and Plummer, 2012). Whereby, as evident by Oxfam (2018) great inequalities in wealth have been created and currently increasing throughout the world. Castells (2007; 2010; 2015) network society explains how the world has become more connected. He argues that due to networks being interconnected, boundaries are hard to define. Furthermore, he contests that as the boundaries are hard to define so is power, where power could clearly be seen within certain institutions in the past, this dynamic has now changed to those who control and direct these networks. He also states where there is power, counterpower also exists. Whereby, those whose interests are not reflected by the dominant networks go on to create a counterpower. The inequality created by global capitalism became an external influence upon individuals where the dominant networks failed to meet their needs, and thus produces  a counterpower  such as in the form of the OM (Steger and James, 2013; Haralambos and Holborn, 2013; Lubin, 2012; Gitlin, 2012; Earle, 2012; Castells, 2007). The OM uses mass communication and the occupation of space as tactics in order for their voice to be heard (Kavada, 2015; Gamson and Sifry, 2013 cited in Kavada, 2015; Gerbaudo, 2012; Juris, 2012; Lubin, 2012). This according to Castells (2015) are the two main tactics for a social movement to work, many scholars attribute these two actions to the success of the movement (Steger and James, 2013; Calhoun, 2013; Gitlin, 2012; Earle, 2012; Juris, 2012). Moreover, it is argued that by doing so the OM create a greater awareness of inequality and a space for this to be discussed throughout the world (Calhoun, 2013; Gitlin, 2012; Earle, 2012). Alongside the counterpower that is OM, policy in the form of the SDG also aims to tackle the problem of global inequality (United Nations Development Programme, 2018a; United Nations Development Programme, 2018b). However, it is argued that economic development and ecological protection contradict each other (Giddens and Sutton, 2017; Hove, 2004). An economic system built around global capitalism and neoliberalism counteract the progress of SDG (Kumi, Arhin, and Yeboah, 2014). The United Nations Development Programme (2018b) state that inequality is a global problem and requires a global solution. However, as argued by Hove (2004) unless states take a greater responsibility for social equity and environmental protection, withdrawing from business and corporate interests it will be extremely difficult to achieve. 
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