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went around the world killing and displacing millions 
of people in poor countries, rather than face the terrify-
ing truth, we surrendered to those treasonous elements 
within our own government.

As a result, we are now on the brink of Armaged-
don if we don’t change our ways. That fact is becoming 
known to a growing number of people in the United 
States, and it helps that billions of people around the 
world live in nations whose leaders recognize that the 
United States no longer has the moral authority or eco-
nomic strength to impose its arbitrary rules upon the 

world.
However, that’s not enough to ensure that we will 

avoid a catastrophic end. I don’t think we should count 
on the restraint of President Joe Biden to prevent us 
from falling over the cliff, but we must build a robust 
movement in the United States in the streets, and in 
the town hall meetings of the Congressmen, which not 
only forces an end to the proxy war against Russia, but 
which elevates the American people to consider what 
a newly-sworn in President Kennedy asked of us, that 
we consider what we can do for mankind.
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Greetings to all of you, and a very good afternoon!
I believe, that in order to carry out a world 

mobilization for peace and development, it is also 
necessary that we who have made proposals here about 
what must be done, pause for a moment, to reflect 
seriously on the impact of how the great global powers 
have used the traditional communication media until 
now. 

I’d like to briefly say that if we think about 
traditional, private, commercial media in the world, we 
can realize that they have functioned from the beginning, 
as what the Italian Antonio Gramsci described as the 
“ideological instruments of the State.” I’ll refer to these 

briefly. When we think of these 
media as instruments of domination 
and legitimacy of the structures of 
power, I think that they achieve this 
because conventional media, 
particularly radio and television, the 
printed press, they have a capacity to 
invade the mind space of the public 
collectively and individually.

This means that the imposition of 
economic and political models 
achieved by high-level global 
authorities have had a very important 
arm of support in the large, global 
media chains, not much different 
from what was accomplished during 

World War II, when Hitler himself and the Nazis 
repeated lies over and over until they had convinced a 
large portion of the population that those lies were true.

Think of what is happening now and how important 
this is. Eighty percent of television and radio viewers 
and listeners in many countries in the world depend 
exclusively—or that is, they feed exclusively from two 
or three media companies. This also happens worldwide. 
Seventy percent of communications equipment 
worldwide is in the hands of only six media groups; 
Seventy percent of production of information in the 
world is in the hands of six media groups. What does 
this mean? It means that the framework of a media 
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oligopoly which exists on a global scale, is repeated 
also at the national scale of each nation. 

I think that this is a global tragedy for the citizens of 
the world, because this global media oligopoly has dire 
consequences in terms of how these global powers 
exert their economic, financial, and political dominion 
throughout the world. Until national laws are reformed 
radically, which needs to be done categorically, they 
[the global media oligopoly] will continue to have 
practically total control over all communications. What 
does this mean? They can build narratives; they make 
up the stories that regular people end up believing 
concerning economics, the environment, politics, and 
everything else. It is decided and defined by narratives 
shared among the media conglomerates worldwide. 

As I was saying, until national laws are instituted to 
radically change this reality in each nation-state, it will 
be very difficult to expect to reach global awareness of 
any issue; particularly the issue that we are dealing with 
here of world war. This can be extended to any situation, 
because they not only hoard the production of narratives, 
but they also monopolize the audience share on a global 
basis. Think, for instance, of what happens in countries 
like Brazil or Mexico. In the Mexican case, there are a 
mere two TV corporations that take up 94% of the 
viewer time. In Brazil, it’s a similar situation. It is 
highly unlikely that we can grow a world citizenship 
that is aware if we do not disperse these yokes that 
distort the global narrative.

I maintain that if we want to introduce changes in 
economics, finances, politics, we need to be able to 
build on the idea of a global citizenship. To achieve 
this, we must also organize in such a way that we can 
counteract these narrative schemes that prevent us from 
having a real view of what is occurring on the planet, 
and in each country in the world. So far, the ability of 
these powers to self-legitimize to the majorities with 
narratives that are only convenient to interests that hold 
this hegemony, is the rule.

For many years for instance, neo-liberalism was 
presented as the end of history; the last step. There are 
still people who defend neo-liberal policies as options 
to solve financial and economic problems in the world. 

There are still people who believe that certain economic 
policy measures, or policy measures in general, are the 
only ones that can save the planet. We as citizens of the 
world must ask ourselves if this is true, or should we 
perhaps also put in question the logic upon which this 
narrative is built.

Much could be said about this, but unfortunately, we 
don’t have that much time.

However, if in the last century and the century 
before last, the main enemies of equality and justice 
were the owners of the means of production, today we 
can say that the problem is also who owns the global 
communications media.

So, I propose that we, as humanity, cannot continue 
to be blind to this world phenomenon. Nor can we 
continue to aspire to assemble a true world citizenry 
unless we do everything necessary as nation states and 
citizens of the world to counteract the brutal power of 
global media monopolies. If we as citizens wish to 
succeed in the struggle that we have set for ourselves, 
we truly need to reflect deeply on the fact that 
information is what defines collective perceptions 
throughout the planet. 

If people are influenced by distorted, erroneous 
information, or lying, most likely we will be unable to 
pull together the collective action we need to be able to 
transform this humanity, in which more than 70% or 
80% of the population are impoverished, and deprived 
of their resources, their mines, their power, their 
forests, their water, by these powers which are 
hegemonic in the world and who perhaps represent a 
tiny minority of 1%, 2%, at most 3% of the people of 
the world.

It is very grave that we are living this way on this 
planet, and that so far, there are not many alternatives. 
We do have the internet and the social media, through 
which we may eventually be able to find a way to 
organize a first resistance to this. 

How long must this war continue? How long will 
these lying narratives which prevent us from acting, 
continue to prevail? Perhaps until we are able to 
organize ourselves to counteract this great world 
power. 


