Dear Raina,

Reading your paper, it strikes me you accept to refer to people as citizens. I think citizen is an invention of the state. Before the modern state, in the Ancient Regime, for instance, no citizens existed. Why you think an alternative to nation-state organization would take citizenship as a right?

Raina response: In my paper I refer to the question that will be investigated whether the improvement of the nation-state is possible or whether other forms of social organization better serve the longing of the citizens. Due to the fact, that in the sentence I call two possibilities, first the improvement of Nation State or second other forms of organization, I use the notion of citizens. For the other forms of organization one does not know, which forms have the inhabitants, better the actors. My presentation deals the dissatisfied and threatened citizen. The actors of the other form I do not call.  
But you are right, one shell find a notion for the people of the autonomous alternative spaces. They do not be citizens in the traditional sense. But there are also a theory of citizenship, that means the people, the participants of a unite, ”el pueblo”, the whole nation. But not only this, there is also the notion of Ecological citizenship, which refers to all humans that are responsible for the environment, what is more than the citizen in the traditional sense. In this interpretations one counts with the orientation, not only on the Nation State, but on the content of the actors.    
A similar comment comes to my mind when you write “the crash of entire regions in poverty and misery could not be prevented by affected nation-states.”  So, do you believe that one of the main goals of the nation-state is to avoid misery? For instance, it is known the curse of oil: nation-states that embrace extractivist practices as main economic activity are cursed to jeopardize the population's survival, as in the Middle East or Venezuela or Nigeria or Ecuador. In many newly independent countries, such as India or Angola or Mozambique, the independence of the nation-state comes with war and severe low perspectives for good living. Of course, elites, both global and local, take advantage of that situation for decades.
Comment: The classical goal of Nation State is to guarantee the welfare of his citizen. (Leviathan from Thomas Hobbes). That is not possible in the countries of the global South. But it does not mean that the classical goal is disappeared. It means that the nation state in these regions does not function. It is only a western concept and export. It serves primarily the better exploitation of the Third World.  

The curse of oil is not only a questions of dependence from outside economy, but also and primarily a question of distribution of the resources in the world, the dependency of technical and trade resources  and the political tensions from outside to destroy the counties for a regime change, how in the case of Venezuela. Other countries, such as Saudi Arabia and the United Emirates live very good with this curse of oil.
Another concept comes to me as questionable: “the new turbo-capitalism (…) cannot curb the negative consequences of capitalism (…).” Why should the evolution of capitalism stop the consequences of capitalism? Maybe I can understand the rhetorical intent of this sentence. However, if this kind of sentence intends to call on board those who believe in the humanitarian renewal of capitalism, it does the opposite. If this text is followed by those who do not believe in capital humanitarian, they are called to consider the possibility of humanitarian capitalism, without any chance to organize a serious discussion about it, as a way to conciliate views with capitalist promotors.  

Comment: The sentence is written in the relation to  the crises of neoliberal capitalism, and the next step or degree of capitalist development is the turbocapitalism in which only little units rule the other companies and parts of economy. This is a result of the neoliberal capitalism and an activity to escape from the crises, but it does not functioned.
Finally, I wonder where and how there is a renaissance of political theories rejecting nation-states as a way to support good lives for citizens? What I experience is the reverse: radical social movements, for instance, repeatedly file claims and send them to capitalist assemblies and governments, most of the time using electronic devices that could also be used to develop political solidarity between those who reject the nation-state as an usable opportunity.
Comment: Right is that the traditional social movements, such as the workers and the trade union´s movements, however the socialist movements, support the Nation state, but the “new social movements”, beginning with the student´s movement of 1968, as well as the emanzipatory movements of indigenous or of  alterglobalistas  reject generally the nation state. They act transnational  and local. 

That many social movements cooperate with capitalist assemblies and governments for reaching certain goals, don´t have to do with the main goal of this movements. It has a tactical nature. The autonomous alternative spaces are a consequence of this movements and is a higher stage of them. They act as autonomies in the Nation state (Zapatistas, Cauca in Colombia, MST in Brazil) and sometimes they act between the Nation states as networks (Via Campesina, Groups of solidarity with the named movements).The local autonomous alternative spaces have a high level of institutionalization and social organization, whereby the transnational autonomous alternative spaces have a network of long term cooperation and affiliation, but not so firm like the first form.  
