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Introduction

When the Cold War drew to a close in the late 1980s, some in the West proclaimed 
the “end of  history”: from now on, there would be no more deep conflicts about how 
to organize societies, no more ideological divisions in the world. In the “new world 
order” heralded by the American president at the time, George H. W. Bush, countries 
would cooperate peacefully as participants in one worldwide market, pursuing their 
interests while sharing commitments to basic human values. These triumphant 
responses to the new global situation heartily embraced economic liberalization and 
the prosperity and democratization it supposedly entailed. As global trade and 
investment expanded, more and more people could share in the bounty of  a growing 
economy. Economic and political interdependence would create shared interests that 
would help prevent destructive conflict and foster support for common values. As 
vehicles of  globalization, international organizations could represent these common 
values for the benefit of  humanity. Globalization, in this rosy scenario, created both 
wealth and solidarity. The spread of  market-oriented policies, democratic polities, 
and individual rights promised to promote the well-being of  billions of  people.

This influential perspective on globalization has been challenged by critics who see 
globalization as a juggernaut of  untrammeled capitalism. They fear a world ruled by 
profit-seeking global corporations. They see economic interdependence making coun-
tries more vulnerable to the destructive impact of  market shifts. The social fabric – the 
ties among people all across the globe – is strained when winners in the global game 
become disconnected from losers. “By allowing market values to become all-impor-
tant,” said George Soros, himself  a significant player in world financial markets, in 1998, 
“we actually narrow the space for moral judgment and undermine public morality . . .. 
Globalization has increased this aberration, because it has actually reduced the power 
of  individual states to determine their destiny.”1 The process, other critics add, is 
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 Introduction 9

lopsided because it imposes the political and cultural standards of  one region in the 
world – namely, the West – on all other regions. Globalization is Westernization by 
another name. It undermines the cultural integrity of  other cultures and is therefore 
repressive, exploitative, and harmful to most people in most places.

Our selections in this part illustrate the major positions in the global debate about 
the merits and direction of  globalization. John Micklethwait and Adrian Wooldridge, 
journalists at The Economist, represent the positive view of  globalization by arguing 
that it not only produces greater economic efficiency and prosperity but also extends 
the “idea of  liberty.” Globalization opens up societies and reduces the “tyranny of  
place.” In a more globalized world, more people can freely exercise their talents, 
decide where they want to live, and fashion their own identities. Like Micklethwait 
and Wooldridge, Amartya Sen, winner of  the Nobel Memorial Prize in Economics, 
recognizes the potential benefits of  global integration. Briefly illustrating worldwide 
contributions to the process, he refutes the idea that it is a “new Western curse.” Yet 
he agrees with critics of  globalization that it is profoundly unjust in its consequences. 
To him, however, the central question is not whether to use the global market 
economy, but how to create institutions that can lead to a more equitable distribution 
of  its benefits.

In the next selection, Dutch professor of  communications Cees J. Hamelink 
reviews many different aspects of  globalization and the corresponding disputes that 
have arisen regarding its substance and significance. Using a discursive approach 
 pitting “supporters” and “sceptics” of  the concept against one another, he provides a 
useful framework for developing an informed understanding of  globalization’s 
dimensions and complexities but does not try to resolve the many controversies 
 surrounding the concept.

The selection by Benjamin R. Barber, an American political scientist, questions 
the impact of  economic globalization. He espies an increasingly homogeneous 
“McWorld” in which American-inspired popular culture overwhelms all others and 
societies lose the capacity to govern themselves democratically. He emphasizes that 
McWorld evokes a defense of  indigenous national or religious traditions around the 
world, producing a variety of  movements he captures with the label “Jihad.” Pushing 
Barber’s ideas still further, Samuel P. Huntington, another American scholar, argues 
that the defense of  distinct cultural values is not merely reactive; rather, he points 
out, the globe is now divided into several civilizations with often irreconcilable 
worldviews. Resisting incorporation into one world society, these civilizations 
struggle with one another in profound conflicts that ultimately will reduce the 
influence of  the West.

The critics thus share a fear of  the unrestrained capitalist system. Some lament its 
imperial obliteration of  cultural distinctions and advocate preserving or reviving 
 traditional cultural distinctions. Others are more concerned about the impact on 
 solidarity within societies and advocate stronger self-governance in democratic states. 
Still others worry most about the economic, political, and cultural divisions that 
result from globalization and advocate the cosmopolitan pursuit of  a unified but just 
world. Such critical views of  globalization themselves affect the course of  the pro-
cess. The increasingly deliberate efforts from many quarters to define the proper 
shape of  world society also contribute significantly to its formation, an issue to which 
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10 Debating Globalization

we return in the last section of  this book. At the very least, the debate expresses a 
common global consciousness, though not, of  course, a global consensus.

Note

1. Quoted in Timothy O’Brien, “He’s seen the enemy: It looks like him,” New York Times, 
December 6, 1998.
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1

[…] Karl Marx’s tomb in Highgate Cemetery is a sorry place. The sculpture of  his 
great bearded head is sometimes soiled with pigeon droppings; the army of  cele-
brated intellectuals and communist dignitaries that used to come to pay its respects 
to the master has dwindled into a tiny band of  eccentrics. In one way, this is a pity. 
As a prophet of  socialism, Marx may be kaput; but as a prophet of  “the universal 
interdependence of  nations,” as he called globalization, he can still seem startlingly 
relevant.

For all his hatred of  the Victorian bourgeoisie, Marx could not conceal his 
 admiration for its ability to turn the world into a single marketplace. Some of  this 
admiration was mere schadenfreude, to be sure, born of  his belief  that in creating a 
global working class the bourgeoisie was also creating its very own grave diggers; but 
a surprising amount of  this respect was genuine, like a prizefighter’s respect for his 
muscle-bound opponent. In less than a hundred years, Marx argued, the bourgeoisie 
had “accomplished wonders far surpassing Egyptian pyramids, Roman aqueducts 
and Gothic cathedrals”; had conducted “expeditions that put in the shade all former 
exoduses of  nations and crusades”; and had “created more massive and more colossal 
productive forces” than all preceding generations put together. In achieving all this, it 
had begun to transform an agglomeration of  warring nations and petty principalities 
into a global marketplace.

Marx was at his most expansive on globalization in The Communist Manifesto, 
which he cowrote with Friedrich Engels, a factory owner turned revolutionary, 
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12 Debating Globalization

and published in 1848, a year in which ancien régimes were tottering throughout 
Europe.

The need of  a constantly expanding market for its products chases the bourgeoisie over 
the entire surface of  the globe. It must nestle everywhere, settle everywhere, establish 
connections everywhere.

The bourgeoisie has through its exploitation of  the world market given a cosmopol-
itan character to production and consumption in every country. … In place of  the old 
wants, satisfied by the production of  the country, we find new wants, requiring for their 
satisfaction the products of  distant land and climes. In place of  the old local and national 
seclusion and self-sufficiency, we have intercourse in every direction, universal interde-
pendence of  nations.

Even Marx’s final resting place is, to some extent, a vindication of  this great insight. 
Opposite him in Highgate lies William Nassar Kennedy, a colonel of  the Winnipeg 
Rifles who was “called home” in 1885 while returning to Canada from Egypt, where 
he was in command of  the Nile Voyageurs. A little further down there is John 
MacKinlay and his wife, Caroline Louisa, “late of  Bombay.” Highgate Cemetery is 
strewn with the graves of  Victorian soldiers, bureaucrats, and merchants who devoted 
their lives to turning the world into a single market.

What would Marx make of  the world today? Imagine for a moment that the 
prayers of  the faithful were answered and the great man awoke from his slumber. 
Having climbed out of  his mausoleum, dusted himself  off, and taken a frustrated 
sniff  at the bottle of  scotch, what would Marx find? There would, of  course, be the 
shock of  discovering that, on all the big issues, he had been proved hopelessly wrong. 
It was communism that succumbed to its own internal contradictions and capitalism 
that swept all before it. But he might at least console himself  with the thought that his 
description of  globalization remains as sharp today as it was 150 years ago.

Wandering down Highgate Hill, Marx would discover the Bank of  Cyprus (which 
services the three hundred thousand Cypriots that live in London), several curry 
houses (now England’s most popular sort of  eatery), and a Restaurante do Brazil. He 
might be less surprised to find a large Irish community. But the sign inviting him to 
watch “Irish Sports Live,” thanks to a pub’s satellite-television linkup, might intrigue 
him. On the skyline, he would soon spot the twin towers of  Canary Wharf, built by 
Canadian developers with money borrowed from Japanese banks and now occupied 
mostly by American investment banks.

Marx would hear Asian voices and see white schoolchildren proudly wearing 
T-shirts with pictures of  black English soccer stars. Multicultural London (which is 
now home to thirty-three ethnic communities, each with a population of  more than 
ten thousand) might well exhilarate a man who was called “the Moor” by his own 
children because of  his dark complexion. He could stop at almost any newsstand and 
pick up a copy of  the Frankfurter Allgemeine Zeitung that would be no more than a day 
old. Nearly swept off  his feet by a passing Rolls-Royce, he might be more surprised to 
discover that the vehicle, like the rest of  Britain’s car industry, was now owned by a 
German company.

If  Marx were to venture back to his old haunts in Soho, he would find a cluster of  
video-production companies and advertising agencies that sells its services to the 
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 The Hidden Promise: Liberty Renewed 13

world. If  he climbed up to Hampstead Heath, the Marx family’s favorite picnic spot, 
he might be surprised to discover that the neighborhood’s most expensive house is 
now owned by an Indian, Lakshmi Mittal, who has built up one of  the world’s biggest 
steel companies. London is home to around a quarter of  Europe’s five hundred big-
gest companies. Its financial-services industry alone employs directly or indirectly 
850,000 people, more than the population of  the city of  Frankfurt.

Yet even as Marx marveled at these new creations of  the bourgeoisie and perhaps 
applauded its meritocratic dynamism, it is hard to believe that some of  the old revo-
lutionary fires would not burn anew. Poverty of  the grinding sort that inspired 
Engels to write The Condition of  the Working Class in England (1845) might have disap-
peared; the rigid class system of  the Victorians might have evaporated: Marx might 
even have been slightly shocked by the absence of  domestic servants. But the founder 
of  communism would have no trouble tracking down inequality and sensing that it 
was on the increase.

Barely ten miles separate elegant Chelsea (where ironically enough the Marx 
family lived when they first came to London, before being evicted for not paying the 
rent) from the crumbling wasteland of  Newham, but they seem like two different 
countries. In one, you might be forgiven for thinking that the biggest problem is the 
availability of  residential parking permits; in the other, two thirds of  the sixteen-year-
olds fail their basic high-school exams, and the mortality rate for people under 
twenty-five is 50 percent above the national average. As he studied the newspaper 
and looked at the pictures on the flashing television screens of, say, Somalia or even 
parts of  Los Angeles, Marx might well see globalization as a process that is only just 
beginning – a job half  done. Once again, he might consider, the world is hurtling 
toward a “crisis of  capitalism” – not unlike the last one that his own theories did so 
much to make ruinous.

The Priority of Liberty

This, then, is the beginning of  the future, perfect or not, that we have tried to describe 
in this book. The fact that it has much in common with the world of  yesterday (and 
especially the world of  a century ago) is not surprising. History condemns us to 
repeat ourselves, though not necessarily to repeat all our mistakes.

… we have tried to build a measured defense of  globalization. Yes, it does increase 
inequality, but it does not create a winner-take-all society, and the winners hugely out-
number the losers. Yes, it leaves some people behind, but it helps millions more to 
leap ahead. Yes, it can make bad government worse, but the onus should be on craft-
ing better government, not blaming globalization. Yes, it curtails some of  the power 
of  nation-states, but they remain the fundamental unit of  modern politics. 
Globalization is not destroying geography, merely enhancing it.

In most cases, the bulwarks of  our defense have been economic. The simple fact is 
that globalization makes us richer – or makes enough of  us richer to make the whole 
process worthwhile. Globalization clearly benefits producers by giving them greater 
choice over their raw materials, production techniques, and human talent, not to 
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14 Debating Globalization

mention over the markets where they sell their goods. Equally clearly, globalization 
benefits consumers by providing them with better goods at better prices. Globalization 
increases efficiency and thus prosperity.

These economic arguments need to be made, and with far more eloquence, by our 
leaders. Too many politicians take the Clintonesque tack of  defending the easy bits of  
globalization – typically, the successes of  their own country’s exports – and shying 
away from talking about the benefits that flow, say, from imports or foreign takeovers 
of  “their” companies. This is not only economically illiterate but dangerous, because 
it allows myths to emerge, such as the idea that globalization is a zero-sum game. But 
there is also a broader need to wrench globalization from all the dry talk of  markets 
penetrated, currencies depreciated, and GDPs accelerated and to place the process in 
its proper political context: as an extension of  the idea of  liberty and as a chance to 
renew the fundamental rights of  the individual. […]

The Open Society

Globalization redresses this balance in two ways. The most obvious is that it puts 
limits on the power of  government. This advantage is most obvious in commerce. 
Free trade makes it easier for businesspeople to escape from interfering officials by 
moving their money and operations abroad. As we have pointed out, companies 
seldom want to flee, but the very fact that they might acts as a brake on those officials. 
The sullen fury of  a Bangalore bureaucrat staring at the satellite dishes that allow 
“his” software companies to export their products without his grasping fingers inter-
fering would delight Mill (even though he worked for the often more extortionate 
East India Company). More important still, free trade allows ordinary people to buy 
products from companies who make the best of  their kind rather than from those that 
enjoy cozy relationships with governments. Similarly, they can put their retirement 
money in pension funds that are not tied to schemes of  national aggrandizement.

Governments are not retreating from this easily. They can still slap controls on the 
flow of  capital (as Malaysia did in the wake of  the Asian crisis) or even on the flow of  
information. (Singapore employs a staff  of  censors whose job is to surf  the Internet 
ceaselessly looking for objectionable information to block.) But the world is never-
theless a lot freer today than it was just a few decades ago, before globalization got 
into high gear. In 1966, for example, the British Labour government imposed a travel 
allowance that virtually confined Britons to their own country except for two weeks’ 
worth of  penny-pinching foreign vacation. Today, any politician who suggested such 
a restriction would be carted off  to an asylum.

Indeed, the recent history of  globalization can be written as a story, albeit an 
uneven story, of  spreading a political culture that is based on individual liberty to 
areas that have been longing to embrace it for years. The last dozen years of  the twen-
tieth century saw not only the spectacular death of  the biggest alternative to liberal 
democracy, totalitarian communism, but also the slow death of  other collectivist 
models. Around the world, countries have abandoned attempts to plan their way to 
prosperity. Even the Asian crisis, in its own awful way, has made it more difficult for 
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 The Hidden Promise: Liberty Renewed 15

the continent’s authoritarians to boast that they had discovered a nondemocratic way 
to generate growth.

Many on the left would argue that globalization has merely involved a change of  
master. Globalization may have liberated us from the onus of  having to get our tele-
vision programs – or our health care and pensions – from our governments, but it has 
forced us to get the same things from giant companies that are just as remote and 
even less accountable. The gentleman in Whitehall has been replaced by the knuckle-
head in the boardroom or, if  you work in the Académie Française, by the illiterate in 
Hollywood.

This suspicion is healthy and should be encouraged. But so far the evidence is that 
it is misplaced. Of  course, businesses will try to control markets, but that does not 
mean that they will be able to. As we have seen, one of  the wonders of  global 
capitalism is its capacity to hurl challenges at incumbent champions. Most of  the 
forces of  globalization – particularly the availability of  capital and technology – favor 
small companies. In parts of  Europe and Asia, commercial oligarchies are clinging to 
power, but only because governments collude with them. There is nothing global 
about, say, the importance of  guanxi in Asia – quite the opposite. By the same token, 
the Department of  Justice campaign to restrain Microsoft’s power, no matter how 
misguided, has a legitimately global aim of  trying to open up a market.

In fact, many of  the most vengeful howls directed at globalization come from 
self-interested business elites who are being forced to surrender to consumer choice. 
Globalization does not mean homogenization. People want to consume books, 
movies, even potato chips, that reflect their own identities, and those identities remain 
primarily national. When politicians complain that globalization is changing society, 
they are correct, but they seldom bother to ask whose society it is. When society is 
defined by a fairly compact national economy, an elite has a chance of  co-opting it. 
But when society is an open-ended international system, it becomes increasingly 
difficult for any elite to identify their values with the common good.

The Individual’s Prayer

Restricting overmighty states and elites is all very well, but globalization increases the 
basic freedom of  individuals as well. We have already talked about the tyranny of  
place: Most people’s lots in life are determined by where they were born, something 
illiberal regimes everywhere have done their best to reinforce. As Leszek Kolakawski, 
a Polish intellectual, points out, one of  the defining features of  communist regimes is 
their refusal to allow people to move from city to city without official permission; 
they even made short journeys difficult, providing few road signs or decent street 
maps. Even today, the lives of  half  the world’s population are bounded by local vil-
lages, and local markets.

Travel and migration have long provided a fraction of  the world’s population with 
freedom from the tyranny of  place. The printing press and the television have allowed 
others a more imaginary form of  escape. Globalization is now making these free-
doms more pervasive. The impact of  the Internet, particularly as it goes wireless, will 
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16 Debating Globalization

also be dramatic. The World Wide Web allows people to gain access to information 
anywhere at any time. And it allows them to do so in a way that undermines local 
elites and expensive middlemen. People will never escape the pull of  geography 
entirely, as the tendency of  business to cluster in particular places shows. But those 
clusters only survive if  they work with the grain of  globalization. And the penalty for 
being born a long way from those clusters is diminishing. Remember the Bangladeshi 
farmers using their cell phones to check the proper prices for their produce rather 
than having to accept the diktats of  local grain merchants.

The more these ties weaken, the more people can exercise what used to be called 
God-given talents. Again, businesspeople are the most obvious beneficiaries: If  you 
have a good idea and the entrepreneurial vim to pursue it, you can take it anywhere 
you want. If, like Michael Skok of  AlphaBlox, you think that your business belongs in 
Silicon Valley, not the Thames valley, you can take it there. But there are also more 
spiritual, artistic reasons to believe that globalization is a good thing. The thousands 
of  Miltons who remain “mute and inglorious” in their villages often begin to sing 
only after they move to the “mansion houses of  liberty” that are the world’s great 
cities. Bustling centers of  trade from fifteenth-century Venice to twentieth-century 
New York have usually been centers of  creativity, too. Even if  your God-given talents 
are more prosaic, it is becoming ever easier to study abroad, and, thanks again to the 
Internet, you will soon be able to do so (more or less) without leaving home.

Somewhere behind the freedom to exercise our talents lies the most fundamental 
freedom of  all: the freedom to define our own identities. This can sound like the 
moan of  a petulant teenager, but it is at the heart of  what is becoming one of  the 
main debates of  our time, between liberals and the growing band of  communitar-
ians. (To the extent that “the third way” means anything at all, its adherents are prob-
ably on the side of  the communitarians.) Communitarians, as their name suggests, 
worry about the effect of  things like globalization on communities. John Gray, one of  
globalization’s most searching critics, has argued that human beings’ “deepest need is 
a home, a network of  common practices and inherited traditions that confers on 
them the blessings of  a settled identity.”

There can be no doubt that people need a home and a network. But does this home 
have to be the one they were born in? And does this network have to be the one 
provided by their ancestors? People also have a drive to better themselves, to extend 
their identities, to cross traditional boundaries, and to try out new experiences. John 
Gray himself  happily abandoned the Newcastle working class into which he was 
born for the metropolitan intelligentsia. One of  the many benefits of  globalization is 
that it increases the number of  people who can exercise Gray’s privilege of  fashioning 
his own identity.

This is not to say that conservative and communitarian worries about individu-
alism run wild are empty. In the same breath that he praised America’s faith in indi-
vidualism, Tocqueville warned of  the danger that each man may be “shut up in the 
solitude of  his own heart.” One of  the great risks of  globalization is that it fosters 
anomie – the normlessness that comes from having your ties with the rest of  society 
weakened. Anybody who spends long periods of  time on business trips knows the 
loneliness of  the long-distance traveler. Ex-pats complain that their children grow up 
not knowing their grandparents. The most common complaint among Internet 
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 The Hidden Promise: Liberty Renewed 17

addicts is that they end up feeling (rather like the compulsive masturbators of  
Victorian medical treatises) isolated, lonely, and depressed.

All too true. Yet the issue that separates liberals from communitarians is not the 
desirability of  human ties but the question of  coercion. For liberals, the best commu-
nities are the spontaneous creations of  free individuals rather than the products of  
bossy politicians, and one of  the many cases for globalization is that it lets a million 
of  these spontaneous communities bloom. The smaller the world becomes, the more 
communities are defined by common interests and outlooks rather than by the mere 
accident of  physical proximity.

The idea of  spontaneous communities will hardly placate globalization’s harshest 
critics. For some people, the idea that individuals take precedence over society is 
nothing more than Western cultural imperialism. Wee Kim Wee, the former president 
of  Singapore, argues that “placing society above the self ” is one of  his country’s “core 
values.” It is all very well for the egomaniacs of  Manhattan and Los Angeles to 
abandon their gods in pursuit of  self-fulfillment. But everybody else knows that such 
selfishness leads inexorably to the wasteland.

Yet the yearning for freedom is no more peculiar to the West than the yearning for 
prosperity. Other parts of  the world have been quieter on the subject not because 
their peoples are wedded to collectivism but because their rulers have been less fussy 
about the methods they have used to hold onto power. Singaporeans bitterly resent 
the fact that their government gives them a superb education but then proceeds to 
treat them like children. The students who were brutally crushed at Tiananmen 
Square constructed replicas of  the Statue of  Liberty.

An Empire without End

Look around the world, and it is not hard to find examples of  people for whom this 
message may seem a little empty. What does Reginaldo Gobetti care about the free-
dom to create his own identity; he just wants a job. Our argument is not that glob-
alization is delivering the liberal dream, with billions of  people gradually becoming 
the wired (or wireless) equivalent of  Jefferson’s yeoman farmers. Our argument is 
merely that globalization is delivering enough of  that dream to make it worth press-
ing forward and to make it worth defending on more than just narrow economic 
grounds.

In fact, the two arguments should run in tandem. Globalization is helping to give 
birth to an economy that is closer to the classic theoretical model of  capitalism, 
under which rational individuals pursue their interests in the light of  perfect 
information, relatively free from government and geographical obstacles. It is also 
helping to create a society that is closer to the model that liberal political theorists 
once imagined, in which power lies increasingly in the hands of  individuals rather 
than governments, and in which people are free, within reasonable bounds, to pursue 
the good life wherever they find it.

It would be nice if  we could end on that optimistic, perhaps even slightly utopian, 
note. Yet we have also stressed the importance of  vigilance and the need for not just 
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18 Debating Globalization

politicians but also those who have prospered from globalization – particularly the 
cosmocrats – to help those who have done less well.

The trouble is that the devil has all the best tunes. One reason why globalization’s 
enemies are so much more persuasive than its friends is that they are more visible: 
The victims are usually concentrated in particular places, whereas its beneficiaries 
are spread out all over the place. But supporters have also done a lousy job of  making 
their case. We have already lamented the shortage of  Peels and Rockefellers. But 
consider once again whether any modern leader would stand up and argue that 
“by encouraging freedom of  intercourse between the nations of  the world we are 
promoting the separate welfare of  each and are fulfilling the beneficent designs of  
an all-seeing Creator” or invite his audience to celebrate “commerce, the happy 
instrument of  promoting civilization, of  abating national jealousies and prejudices 
and of  encouraging the maintenance of  general peace by every consideration as well 
as every obligation of  Christian duty.” […]
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Globalization is often seen as global Westernization. On this point, there is substantial 
agreement among many proponents and opponents. Those who take an upbeat 
view of  globalization see it as a marvelous contribution of  Western civilization to 
the world. There is a nicely stylized history in which the great developments hap-
pened in Europe: First came the Renaissance, then the Enlightenment and the 
Industrial Revolution, and these led to a massive increase in living standards in the 
West. And now the great achievements of  the West are spreading to the world. In 
this view, globalization is not only good, it is also a gift from the West to the world. 
The champions of  this reading of  history tend to feel upset not just because this 
great benefaction is seen as a curse but also because it is undervalued and castigated 
by an ungrateful world.

From the opposite perspective, Western dominance – sometimes seen as a continua-
tion of  Western imperialism – is the devil of  the piece. In this view, contemporary 
capitalism, driven and led by greedy and grabby Western countries in Europe and 
North America, has established rules of  trade and business relations that do not serve 
the interests of  the poorer people in the world. The celebration of  various non-Western 
identities – defined by religion (as in Islamic fundamentalism), region (as in the cham-
pioning of  Asian values), or culture (as in the glorification of  Confucian ethics) – can 
add fuel to the fire of  confrontation with the West.

Is globalization really a new Western curse? It is, in fact, neither new nor neces-
sarily Western; and it is not a curse. Over thousands of  years, globalization has 
contributed to the progress of  the world through travel, trade, migration, spread of  

How to Judge Globalism
Amartya Sen

Original publication details: Amartya Sen, “How to Judge Globalism,” in The American Prospect, 13, 1, 
January 1, 2002. Reproduced with permission from A. Sen.
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20 Debating Globalization

cultural influences, and dissemination of  knowledge and understanding (including 
that of  science and technology). These global interrelations have often been very 
productive in the advancement of  different countries. They have not necessarily 
taken the form of  increased Western influence. Indeed, the active agents of  globaliza-
tion have often been located far from the West.

To illustrate, consider the world at the beginning of  the last millennium rather than 
at its end. Around 1000 ad, global reach of  science, technology, and mathematics was 
changing the nature of  the old world, but the dissemination then was, to a great extent, 
in the opposite direction of  what we see today. The high technology in the world of  
1000 ad included paper, the printing press, the crossbow, gunpowder, the iron-chain 
suspension bridge, the kite, the magnetic compass, the wheelbarrow, and the rotary fan. 
A millennium ago, these items were used extensively in China – and were practically 
unknown elsewhere. Globalization spread them across the world, including Europe.

A similar movement occurred in the Eastern influence on Western mathematics. 
The decimal system emerged and became well developed in India between the sec-
ond and sixth centuries; it was used by Arab mathematicians soon thereafter. These 
mathematical innovations reached Europe mainly in the last quarter of  the tenth 
century and began having an impact in the early years of  the last millennium, playing 
an important part in the scientific revolution that helped to transform Europe. The 
agents of  globalization are neither European nor exclusively Western, nor are they 
necessarily linked to Western dominance. Indeed, Europe would have been a lot 
poorer – economically, culturally, and scientifically – had it resisted the globalization 
of  mathematics, science, and technology at that time. And today, the same principle 
applies, though in the reverse direction (from West to East). To reject the globaliza-
tion of  science and technology because it represents Western influence and imperi-
alism would not only amount to overlooking global contributions – drawn from 
many different parts of  the world – that lie solidly behind so-called Western science 
and technology, but would also be quite a daft practical decision, given the extent to 
which the whole world can benefit from the process. […]

Global Interdependences and Movements

The misdiagnosis that globalization of  ideas and practices has to be resisted because 
it entails dreaded Westernization has played quite a regressive part in the colonial and 
postcolonial world. This assumption incites parochial tendencies and undermines the 
possibility of  objectivity in science and knowledge. It is not only counterproductive in 
itself; given the global interactions throughout history, it can also cause non-Western 
societies to shoot themselves in the foot – even in their precious cultural foot.

Consider the resistance in India to the use of  Western ideas and concepts in science 
and mathematics. In the nineteenth century, this debate fitted into a broader contro-
versy about Western education versus indigenous Indian education. The “Westernizers,” 
such as the redoubtable Thomas Babington Macaulay, saw no merit whatsoever in 
Indian tradition. “I have never found one among them [advocates of  Indian tradition] 
who could deny that a single shelf  of  a good European library was worth the whole 
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 How to Judge Globalism 21

native literature of  India and Arabia,” he declared. Partly in retaliation, the advocates of  
native education resisted Western imports altogether. Both sides, however, accepted too 
readily the foundational dichotomy between two disparate civilizations.

European mathematics, with its use of  such concepts as sine, was viewed as a purely 
“Western” import into India. In fact, the fifth-century Indian mathematician Aryabhata 
had discussed the concept of  sine in his classic work on astronomy and mathematics in 
499 ad, calling it by its Sanskrit name, jya-ardha (literally, “half-chord”). This word, first 
shortened to jya in Sanskrit, eventually became the Arabic jiba and, later, jaib, which 
means “a cove or a bay.” In his history of  mathematics, Howard Eves explains that 
around 1150 ad, Gherardo of  Cremona, in his translations from the Arabic, rendered jaib 
as the Latin sinus, the corresponding word for a cove or a bay. And this is the source of  
the modern word sine. The concept had traveled full circle – from India, and then back.

To see globalization as merely Western imperialism of  ideas and beliefs (as the 
rhetoric often suggests) would be a serious and costly error, in the same way that any 
European resistance to Eastern influence would have been at the beginning of  the 
last millennium. Of  course, there are issues related to globalization that do connect 
with imperialism (the history of  conquests, colonialism, and alien rule remains rele-
vant today in many ways), and a postcolonial understanding of  the world has its 
merits. But it would be a great mistake to see globalization primarily as a feature of  
imperialism. It is much bigger – much greater – than that.

The issue of  the distribution of  economic gains and losses from globalization 
remains an entirely separate question, and it must be addressed as a further – and 
extremely relevant – issue. There is extensive evidence that the global economy has 
brought prosperity to many different areas of  the globe. Pervasive poverty dominated 
the world a few centuries ago; there were only a few rare pockets of  affluence. In 
overcoming that penury, extensive economic interrelations and modern technology 
have been and remain influential. What has happened in Europe, America, Japan, and 
East Asia has important messages for all other regions, and we cannot go very far into 
understanding the nature of  globalization today without first acknowledging the 
positive fruits of  global economic contacts.

Indeed, we cannot reverse the economic predicament of  the poor across the world 
by withholding from them the great advantages of  contemporary technology, the 
well-established efficiency of  international trade and exchange, and the social as well 
as economic merits of  living in an open society. Rather, the main issue is how to make 
good use of  the remarkable benefits of  economic intercourse and technological 
progress in a way that pays adequate attention to the interests of  the deprived and the 
underdog. That is, I would argue, the constructive question that emerges from the 
so-called antiglobalization movements.

Are the Poor Getting Poorer?

The principal challenge relates to inequality – international as well as intranational. 
The troubling inequalities include disparities in affluence and also gross asymmetries 
in political, social, and economic opportunities and power.
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22 Debating Globalization

A crucial question concerns the sharing of  the potential gains from globalization – 
between rich and poor countries and among different groups within a country. It is 
not sufficient to understand that the poor of  the world need globalization as much 
as the rich do; it is also important to make sure that they actually get what they 
need. This may require extensive institutional reform, even as globalization is 
defended.

There is also a need for more clarity in formulating the distributional questions. 
For example, it is often argued that the rich are getting richer and the poor poorer. 
But this is by no means uniformly so, even though there are cases in which this has 
happened. Much depends on the region or the group chosen and what indicators of  
economic prosperity are used. But the attempt to base the castigation of  economic 
globalization on this rather thin ice produces a peculiarly fragile critique.

On the other side, the apologists of  globalization point to their belief  that the poor 
who participate in trade and exchange are mostly getting richer. Ergo – the argument 
runs – globalization is not unfair to the poor; they too benefit. If  the central relevance 
of  this question is accepted, then the whole debate turns on determining which side 
is correct in this empirical dispute. But is this the right battleground in the first place? 
I would argue that it is not.

Global Justice and the Bargaining Problem

Even if  the poor were to get just a little richer, this would not necessarily imply that 
the poor were getting a fair share of  the potentially vast benefits of  global economic 
interrelations. It is not adequate to ask whether international inequality is getting 
marginally larger or smaller. In order to rebel against the appalling poverty and the 
staggering inequalities that characterize the contemporary world – or to protest 
against the unfair sharing of  benefits of  global cooperation – it is not necessary to 
show that the massive inequality or distributional unfairness is also getting marginally 
larger. This is a separate issue altogether.

When there are gains from cooperation, there can be many possible arrangements. 
As the game theorist and mathematician John Nash discussed more than half  a 
century ago (in “The Bargaining Problem,” published in Econometrica in 1950, which 
was cited, among other writings, by the Royal Swedish Academy of  Sciences when 
Nash was awarded the Nobel Prize in economics), the central issue in general is not 
whether a particular arrangement is better for everyone than no cooperation at all 
would be, but whether that is a fair division of  the benefits. One cannot rebut the 
criticism that a distributional arrangement is unfair simply by noting that all the 
parties are better off  than they would be in the absence of  cooperation; the real 
exercise is the choice between these alternatives. […]

Likewise, one cannot rebut the charge that the global system is unfair by showing 
that even the poor gain something from global contacts and are not necessarily made 
poorer. That answer may or may not be wrong, but the question certainly is. The 
critical issue is not whether the poor are getting marginally poorer or richer. Nor is it 
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whether they are better off  than they would be had they excluded themselves from 
globalized interactions.

Again, the real issue is the distribution of  globalization’s benefits. Indeed, this is 
why many of  the antiglobalization protesters, who seek a better deal for the under-
dogs of  the world economy, are not – contrary to their own rhetoric and to the views 
attributed to them by others – really “antiglobalization.” It is also why there is no real 
contradiction in the fact that the so-called antiglobalization protests have become 
among the most globalized events in the contemporary world.

Altering Global Arrangements

However, can those less-well-off  groups get a better deal from globalized economic 
and social relations without dispensing with the market economy itself ? They cer-
tainly can. The use of  the market economy is consistent with many different owner-
ship patterns, resource availabilities, social opportunities, and rules of  operation 
(such as patent laws and antitrust regulations). And depending on these conditions, 
the market economy would generate different prices, terms of  trade, income distri-
bution, and, more generally, diverse overall outcomes. The arrangements for social 
security and other public interventions can make further modifications to the out-
comes of  the market processes, and together they can yield varying levels of  inequality 
and poverty.

The central question is not whether to use the market economy. That shallow 
question is easy to answer, because it is hard to achieve economic prosperity without 
making extensive use of  the opportunities of  exchange and specialization that 
market relations offer. Even though the operation of  a given market economy can 
be significantly defective, there is no way of  dispensing with the institution of  mar-
kets in general as a powerful engine of  economic progress.

But this recognition does not end the discussion about globalized market rela-
tions. The market economy does not work by itself  in global relations – indeed, it 
cannot operate alone even within a given country. It is not only the case that a 
market-inclusive system can generate very distinct results depending on various 
enabling conditions (such as how physical resources are distributed, how human 
resources are developed, what rules of  business relations prevail, what social-secu-
rity arrangements are in place, and so on). These enabling conditions themselves 
depend critically on economic, social, and political institutions that operate nation-
ally and globally.

The crucial role of  the markets does not make the other institutions insignificant, 
even in terms of  the results that the market economy can produce. As has been 
amply established in empirical studies, market outcomes are massively influenced by 
public policies in education, epidemiology, land reform, microcredit facilities, appro-
priate legal protections, et cetera; and in each of  these fields, there is work to be 
done through public action that can radically alter the outcome of  local and global 
economic relations.

Lechner, F. J., & Boli, J. (Eds.). (2014). The globalization reader. Retrieved from http://ebookcentral.proquest.com
Created from kcl on 2019-04-17 10:17:27.

C
op

yr
ig

ht
 ©

 2
01

4.
 J

oh
n 

W
ile

y 
&

 S
on

s,
 In

co
rp

or
at

ed
. A

ll 
rig

ht
s 

re
se

rv
ed

.



24 Debating Globalization

Institutions and Inequality

Globalization has much to offer; but even as we defend it, we must also, without any 
contradiction, see the legitimacy of  many questions that the antiglobalization pro-
testers ask. There may be a misdiagnosis about where the main problems lie (they do 
not lie in globalization, as such), but the ethical and human concerns that yield these 
questions call for serious reassessments of  the adequacy of  the national and global 
institutional arrangements that characterize the contemporary world and shape 
globalized economic and social relations.

Global capitalism is much more concerned with expanding the domain of  market 
relations than with, say, establishing democracy, expanding elementary education, or 
enhancing the social opportunities of  society’s underdogs. Since globalization of  
markets is, on its own, a very inadequate approach to world prosperity, there is a need 
to go beyond the priorities that find expression in the chosen focus of  global capitalism. 
As George Soros has pointed out, international business concerns often have a strong 
preference for working in orderly and highly organized autocracies rather than in 
activist and less-regimented democracies, and this can be a regressive influence on 
equitable development. Further, multinational firms can exert their influence on the 
priorities of  public expenditure in less secure third-world countries by giving 
preference to the safety and convenience of  the managerial classes and of  privileged 
workers over the removal of  widespread illiteracy, medical deprivation, and other 
adversities of  the poor. These possibilities do not, of  course, impose any insurmount-
able barrier to development, but it is important to make sure that the surmountable 
barriers are actually surmounted. […]

Fair Sharing of Global Opportunities

To conclude, the confounding of  globalization with Westernization is not only 
ahistorical, it also distracts attention from the many potential benefits of  global 
integration. Globalization is a historical process that has offered an abundance of  
opportunities and rewards in the past and continues to do so today. The very existence 
of  potentially large benefits makes the question of  fairness in sharing the benefits of  
globalization so critically important.

The central issue of  contention is not globalization itself, nor is it the use of  the 
market as an institution, but the inequity in the overall balance of  institutional 
arrangements – which produces very unequal sharing of  the benefits of  globalization. 
The question is not just whether the poor, too, gain something from globalization, 
but whether they get a fair share and a fair opportunity. There is an urgent need for 
reforming institutional arrangements – in addition to national ones – in order to over-
come both the errors of  omission and those of  commission that tend to give the poor 
across the world such limited opportunities. Globalization deserves a reasoned 
defense, but it also needs reform.
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[…]
In order to explore the meaning of  the globalisation concept, it is worth distinguishing 

between its use as an analytical tool and as a political programme.

Globalisation: The Analytical Tool

The concept of  globalisation is used to describe and interpret contemporary social 
processes. In this application, it has both supporters and sceptics.

 • Supporters argue that since the 1980s (with the deregulatory policies of  Ronald 
Reagan and Margaret Thatcher and the demise of  communism) more and more 
people around the globe have been living in, or are indirectly affected by, free-
market economies. Capitalism has spread from covering some 20 per cent of  the 
world population in the 1970s to some 90 per cent in the 1990s. Large numbers of  
people have become integrated into the global capitalist economy.

Sceptics respond that this is superficially true, but claim that the “global 
economy” is in fact the economy of  just a few rich countries, in particular those 
belonging to the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development 
(OECD). They point out that if  the world were a global village of  one hundred 
residents, only six would be Americans. Yet these six would have half  the village’s 
entire income, with the other ninety-four existing on the other half.

The Elusive Concept  
of  Globalisation

Cees J. Hamelink

Original publication details: Cees J. Hamelink, “The Elusive Concept of  Globalisation,” in Global 
Dialogue 1, 1, Summer 1999. pp. 1–9. Reproduced with permission from C. J. Hamelink.
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26 Debating Globalization

 • Supporters argue that today there is more global trading than ever before. 
Sweeping reductions in the cost of  air travel and shipping have facilitated a phe-
nomenal expansion of  crossborder trading. In the process, not only has the volume 
of  trade increased enormously, but its character has also changed considerably. 
Firms are under strong pressure to take a global approach to their sales (e.g., 
through global brandnames and global advertising), thereby reinforcing the glo-
balisation of  markets.

Sceptics protest that most world trading is not global, but takes place within 
geographical regions. Moreover, the volume of  international trading by the indus-
trialised countries has not increased dramatically since the early twentieth century. 
In fact, some sceptics even present trade figures which indicate that the world 
economy of  the nineteenth century was far more internationalised than today’s 
so-called global economy. Sceptics also note that the contribution of  developing 
countries to international exports decreased from 30 per cent in 1950 to 20 per 
cent in 1990. Moreover, the share of  the least developed countries in world trade 
decreased from 0.6 per cent in the 1970s to less than 0.3 per cent in the 1990s.

 • Supporters point to the growth of  global financial markets and explain that this 
began in the 1970s with the rapid proliferation of  offshore financial markets and the 
global circulation of  vast amounts of  money outside the jurisdiction of  national 
authorities. They conclude that today there is unprecedented global financial mobility.

Sceptics agree, but say these capital flows refer mainly to one type of  capital: 
short-term speculative investments, not productive capital. Financial mobility 
remains very limited where productive investments are concerned and the rapid 
money poses serious risks to Third World economies.

 • Another argument cited by supporters is the increased global mobility of  people: 
there are more refugees and there is more migrant labour around the globe. But 
the sceptics reply that most people stay at home, most refugees stay in their own 
region, and most labour is not mobile.

 • Supporters refer to the global nature of  the world’s leading corporations. They 
say that the multinational corporation of  the 1970s is obsolete. A new type of  
global company is emerging that does business around the globe, carries out 
research and product development in many different sites and has shareholders 
from all over the world.

However, sceptics say that most internationally operating companies largely 
retain national management as well as local research and development sites and 
investments. They argue that of  the hundred largest companies in the world, not 
one can seriously be called “global”.

 • For supporters, globalisation as a social process refers to the intensification of  
global consciousness. Sceptics reply that while on the surface there is a CNN-type 
global solidarity, the world is really more a collection of  many local villages than 
a single global village. People may know the US president better than they do their 
neighbours, but in the end they will take sides with the parochial interests of  their 
own tribe. Although more people may have become more cosmopolitan than ever 
before, this does not yet create a collectively shared cosmopolitan consciousness.

 • Supporters argue that growing economic interdependence leads to social interde-
pendence. Sceptics reply that this thesis lacks empirical confirmation. While there 
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may be some evidence of  global solidarity, there are equal or even more indica-
tions that people across the world do not feel part of  a global family. Whereas 
supporters like to assert that current social processes are inevitably leading to 
global integration, sceptics believe that the same forces propelling these processes 
may equally lead to disintegration. Sceptics wonder why the supporters com-
pletely ignore the fact that the world is very starkly divided and fractured on many 
counts. They point to the highly visible fissures in the growing economic dispar-
ities between both the North and the South and between different social groups 
within most countries. According to their analysis, greater interdependence does 
not necessarily merge nations into larger units, as the supporters seem to assume. 
The sceptics take the rather more reserved position that since interdependencies 
are often asymmetrical, a growing number of  global transactions are as likely to 
create more competition and conflict as they are to create more co-operation.

 • Supporters believe the intensification of  contacts around the world creates more 
global cohesion. But sceptics think this may also lead to more cultural competition:

The cultures themselves have been thrown into conflict, as communities in 
their struggle for political rights and recognition have drawn upon their cultural 
resources – music, literature, the arts and crafts, dress, food and so on – to make 
their mark in the wider political arena, regionally and internationally, and con-
tinue to do so by the use of  comparative statistics, prestige projects, tourism and 
the like. These are veritable “cultural wars”, which underline the polycentric 
nature of  our interdependent world.

Globalisation means both integration and polarisation. It promotes both social 
movements that fight for the respect of  human rights and social movements that 
further racism, ethnic divisions and fundamentalism.

 • Supporters maintain that global consciousness is fostered by the growing density 
of  communication flows around the world. The growth of  globe-spanning com-
munication networks (TV chains and data networks) cannot be denied and their 
importance should not be underestimated.

Sceptics may agree with this and yet point out that there is at present an enor-
mous disparity in access to these flows and networks. How “global” is global com-
munication, they ask, when by early 1997 some 62 per cent of  the world’s main 
telephone lines were installed in just twenty-three affluent countries accounting 
for only 15 per cent of  the world’s population? How “global” is global communi-
cation when more than 950 million households (65 per cent of  the world total) 
had no telephone in 1997? Or when Internet host computers are distributed in 
such a way that the United States (51.5 per cent), European Union countries 
(23 per cent), Canada (6.1 per cent) and Japan (5.2 per cent) constituted 85.8 per 
cent of  the world’s total in 1997?

 • Supporters say globalisation describes what happens to consumer markets world-
wide. As the 1998 United Nations Development Programme report claims, “glo-
balisation, the integration of  trade, investment and financial markets, has also 
integrated the consumer market.” The opening of  markets for consumer goods, 
mass production, mass consumption and advertising has both economic and 
social dimensions. The latter involve the alleged fact that “people all over the 
world are becoming part of  an integrated global consumer market with the same 
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28 Debating Globalization

products and advertisements”. As a result they begin to share the same standards 
of  the “good life”.

Against this, the sceptics say that this global integration is very unequally dis-
tributed around the world. The increasing visibility of  consumer goods is not the 
same as their availability: “While the global elite are consumers in an integrated 
market, many others are marginalised out of  the global consumption network.” 
On the global consumer market most people are merely gawking. As markets 
open worldwide and more advertising for consumer products arrives, there 
develops an explosive disparity between visibility and availability. In the global 
shopping mall the world spent in 1998 some US$24 trillion in consumer expendi-
tures. Over 80 per cent of  this was spent by 20 per cent of  the world’s population.

Supporters and sceptics thus disagree about the appropriateness of  globalisation as 
an analytical tool. They are also divided on the question of  whether the driving force 
of  contemporary social processes is primarily technological progress. Supporters see 
globalisation as the inevitable consequence of  modern technological developments 
in transportation and communication. Sceptics argue that an explanation based upon 
technological determinism is too limited. Technologies undoubtedly play an enabling 
role but the crucial variables are decisions made by public and private institutions.

Related to this is also a serious disagreement about the significance of  the national 
state. Supporters suggest that the national state has lost its sovereign powers. 
Economic processes propelled by transborder financial flows, offshore electronic 
markets and worldwide marketing of  cultural products affect the decision-making 
powers of  individual states.

Sceptics say this is true only in a limited way. The financial capacities and political 
power of  major transnational corporations have certainly increased. Some of  these 
corporations have revenues that exceed the gross domestic product of  important 
industrial nations. However, sceptics find the claim that governments have become 
impotent greatly exaggerated. Many powerful companies could not survive without 
state subsidies (e.g., Renault and McDonnell Douglas) or without state purchases of  
defence products (e.g., General Electric, Boeing, IBM) or of  non-defence products 
(e.g., Siemens and Alcatel).

Moreover, the role of  law enforcement institutions is crucial for the efficient 
performance of  large companies. National sovereignty helps transnational corpora-
tions to avoid the creation of  genuine supranational regulatory institutions that might 
control their restrictive business practices. Transnational corporations need national 
governments to guarantee safe investment environments, to create market opportu-
nities through foreign aid or to promote the trade of  their “national” companies 
through their diplomatic missions. They may also benefit from supportive national 
regulations on technical standards, patent and trademark protection, or acquisitions 
and mergers.

In the analysis of  the sceptics, powerful governments have voluntarily delegated 
primacy to the marketplace. The state is still decisive in determining the quality of  
health care, social services and education. The retreat of  the state tends to be partial 
and from selected social domains such as social services, and not from intervention 
on behalf  of  the holders of  intellectual property rights, for example.
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Sceptics may not deny that states today play a lesser role, but they argue that this is 
not an inevitable process. National states have for a variety of  political and economic 
reasons assisted in their own demise.

Globalisation: The Political Agenda

As a political programme, too, globalisation represents an agenda that has both its 
advocates and critics.

The advocates claim that globalisation creates worldwide open and competitive 
markets which promote global prosperity. The key justification of  their political 
programme is that a global free market leads to greater employment, better quality 
of  goods and services and lower consumer prices.

For critics, the globalisation agenda is a neoliberal political programme that pri-
marily promotes the interests of  the world’s most powerful players:

Globalisation has meant different things, at different levels, for different categories 
of  people. Millions of  farmers, immigrants, poorly qualified urban workers, youth 
and women suffer globalisation’s negative consequences; they are marginalised and 
excluded from the new world economy.

Against Leon Brittan, the former EU Commissioner for external trade, who 
believes that “globalisation is good for the planet”, the critics argue that the globalisa-
tion programme has disastrous consequences for sustainable development since it 
promotes the unhindered growth of  consumer expenditure.

Globalisation advocates see the process as unstoppable and as ultimately benefi-
cial. It will make all the world’s people more prosperous.

The critics disagree and say that if  there is any globalisation at all, it is the “globali-
sation of  poverty”. Among the empirical figures they cite for their argument is the 
sevenfold rise of  poverty in eastern Europe since 1989. They also point to the fact 
that the ratio of  the richest 20 per cent of  people in the world to the poorest 20 per 
cent rose from 1:30 in 1960 to 1:80 in 1995. They further note that in the United 
States 1 per cent of  the population owns 50 per cent of  the wealth, whereas 60 per 
cent owns nothing.

Advocates and critics also disagree about the cultural dimensions of  the globalisa-
tion programme. Advocates say globalisation promotes cultural differentiation 
while critics claim globalisation is merely a new guise for old-fashioned cultural 
imperialism.

Both advocates and critics may have a point here as the global landscape is made up 
of  homogenising global tendencies, heterogenising local developments and hybrid 
forms that are sometimes referred to as “glocalisation”. The worldwide proliferation 
of  standardised food, clothing, music and TV shows, and the spread of  Anglo-Saxon 
business style and linguistic conventions, create the impression of  an unprecedented 
cultural homogenisation. Yet, despite the McDonaldisation of  the world, there remain 
forcefully distinct cultural entities, to which the manifold inter-ethnic conflicts that 
beset the globe are dramatic testimony. There has certainly been an increase in cultural 
contacts and of  cultural movements that go beyond national boundaries, but this has 
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30 Debating Globalization

not yet brought about a global culture. Parallel with the homogenisation of  consumer 
lifestyles there is also local cultural differentiation.

Whereas advocates see a positive link between globalisation and employment, 
critics argue that employment conditions worldwide are rapidly worsening. The 
demand for labour diminishes and the supply increases. Neoliberal capitalism can 
make do with a very limited labour force. Economic growth does not lead to more 
but rather to less employment (“jobless growth”). Characteristic of  the capitalist 
economic system, particularly since the Industrial Revolution, is that more economic 
productivity is achieved with less input of  labour. There is no empirical indication 
that the new so-called service economies provide higher-skilled jobs for more peo-
ple. What they do is create large numbers of  data processors in poor countries at 
minimal wages.

It is precisely in such new service industries as telecommunications that increasing 
numbers of  people are being laid off. It has been suggested that in some countries 
(e.g., the United States) employment figures have risen, but this refers mainly to 
part-time, flexible and temporary jobs that are usually low paid and have limited 
social security.

The critics thus conclude that in the end the globalisation programme is a propa-
gandistic ploy to mask the politico-economic objectives of  neoliberal capitalism. It 
diverts public attention from the fact that this agenda creates new monopolists and 
oligopolists rather than free competitive markets, and that it increases unemployment 
worldwide as privatised enterprises – no longer controlled by employment policy 
objectives – tend to lay off  large numbers of  people because they find it possible to 
operate with a smaller labour force and hence reduce costs.

Globalisation as Humanitarian Concern

Positions on the use of  the globalisation concept as an analytical tool and/or as the 
central plank of  a political agenda are thus strongly divided. Even so, it would seem 
worthwhile to explore briefly whether the concept could derive meaning as a guide 
to the kind of  world we want to live in and in which we want to see our children 
grow up.

The concept “globalisation” could be used to represent the aspiration of  a world 
community that respects universal standards of  fundamental human rights and is 
characterised by a sensitivity to the need for global solidarity and a recognition and 
acceptance of  sociocultural differences.

This aspiration requires the worldwide development of  a human rights culture. 
This is a tall order. We have to learn to become global citizens. People around the 
world need to learn the sensitivity for living in a multicultural arena. Global citizenship 
does not come with our genetic structure but is acquired only through extensive 
training.

Global citizenship implies knowledge about the world that is different from what 
today’s mass media and educational systems offer. Our educational systems pose for-
midable obstacles to the goal of  global citizenship because of  their highly specialised, 
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fragmented, piecemeal approaches to knowledge. Our current university systems 
do much to discourage any unconventional, multidisciplinary exploration.

Multidisciplinarity, which would be a prerequisite of  any attempt at global 
understanding and knowledge, remains a solemn recommendation in numerous 
academic memorandums. In reality, most universities do not train students to 
speak the language of  sciences other than those they study.

The mass media are equally ill equipped to enhance global consciousness. They 
commonly stress the priority of  the local over the global, deal with problems as iso-
lated incidents, leave large parts of  the globe outside their audience’s reach and report 
in superficial, often biased if  not racist ways, about foreign peoples and cultures.

If  we aspire to “global citizenship” and want to educate ourselves to implement it, 
it is essential to overcome a complex moral challenge.

The Moral Challenge

The philosopher Richard Rorty argues that in today’s international reality,

no foreseeable applications of  technology could make every family rich enough to give 
their children anything like the chances that are taken for granted in the lucky parts of  
the world. Nor can we expect that the people in the industrialised democracies will 
redistribute their wealth in creating bright prospects for children of  the underdeveloped 
countries in such a way as to threaten the prospects of  their own children…The only 
way the rich can think of  themselves as part of  the same moral community with the 
poor is through some scenario which gives hope to the children of  the poor without 
threatening that of  their own children.

In other words: the rich are only willing to act in accordance with such moral prin-
ciples as human solidarity provided their own interests are not threatened. If  the 
prospects of  their own children are at stake the choice will be against the moral 
principles.

The challenge here is that the aspiration of  a globalisation for the poor cannot be 
realised without seriously limiting the prospects of  the rich. This represents a classical 
case of  a hard moral choice since, given the ecological constraints of  our globe, the 
prospects of  the poor can only improve at the expense of  those of  the rich. It is 
impossible to raise the living standards of  the majority of  “unlucky people” in the 
world to those of  the privileged minorities without creating an unprecedented eco-
logical disaster! The plight of  the poor cannot be changed without reducing the priv-
ileges of  the rich. If  the poor and rich continue to live in different moral universes, 
education to produce global citizens is doomed to fail.

[…]
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Just beyond the horizon of  current events lie two possible political futures – both 
bleak, neither democratic. The first is a retribalization of  large swaths of  humankind 
by war and bloodshed: a threatened Lebanonization of  national states in which 
culture is pitted against culture, people against people, tribe against tribe – a Jihad in 
the name of  a hundred narrowly conceived faiths against every kind of  interdepen-
dence, every kind of  artificial social cooperation and civic mutuality. The second is 
being borne in on us by the onrush of  economic and ecological forces that demand 
integration and uniformity and that mesmerize the world with fast music, fast com-
puters, and fast food – with MTV, Macintosh, and McDonald’s, pressing nations into 
one commercially homogenous global network: one McWorld tied together by tech-
nology, ecology, communications, and commerce. The planet is falling precipitantly 
apart AND coming reluctantly together at the very same moment.

These two tendencies are sometimes visible in the same countries at the same 
instant: thus Yugoslavia, clamoring just recently to join the New Europe, is exploding 
into fragments; India is trying to live up to its reputation as the world’s largest integral 
democracy while powerful new fundamentalist parties like the Hindu nationalist 
Bharatiya Janata Party, along with nationalist assassins, are imperiling its hard-won 
unity. States are breaking up or joining up: the Soviet Union has disappeared almost 
overnight, its parts forming new unions with one another or with like-minded nation-
alities in neighboring states. The old interwar national state based on territory and 
political sovereignty looks to be a mere transitional development.

Jihad vs. McWorld
Benjamin R. Barber

Original publication details: Benjamin R. Barber, “Jihad vs. McWorld,” in The Atlantic, 269, 3, March 
1992, pp. 53–65. Reproduced with permission from B. R. Barber.
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 Jihad vs. McWorld 33

The tendencies of  what I am here calling the forces of  Jihad and the forces of  
McWorld operate with equal strength in opposite directions, the one driven by 
parochial hatreds, the other by universalizing markets, the one re-creating ancient 
subnational and ethnic borders from within, the other making national borders 
porous from without. They have one thing in common: neither offers much hope to 
citizens looking for practical ways to govern themselves democratically. If  the global 
future is to pit Jihad’s centrifugal whirlwind against McWorld’s centripetal black hole, 
the outcome is unlikely to be democratic – or so I will argue.

McWorld, or the Globalization of Politics

Four imperatives make up the dynamic of  McWorld: a market imperative, a resource 
imperative, an information-technology imperative, and an ecological imperative. By 
shrinking the world and diminishing the salience of  national borders, these impera-
tives have in combination achieved a considerable victory over factiousness and par-
ticularism, and not least of  all over their most virulent traditional form – nationalism. 
It is the realists who are now Europeans, the utopians who dream nostalgically of  a 
resurgent England or Germany, perhaps even a resurgent Wales or Saxony. Yesterday’s 
wishful cry for one world has yielded to the reality of  McWorld.

THE MARKET IMPERATIVE. Marxist and Leninist theories of  imperialism assumed 
that the quest for ever-expanding markets would in time compel nation-based capitalist 
economies to push against national boundaries in search of  an international economic 
imperium. Whatever else has happened to the scientistic predictions of  Marxism, in this 
domain they have proved farsighted. All national economies are now vulnerable to the 
inroads of  larger, transnational markets within which trade is free, currencies are con-
vertible, access to banking is open, and contracts are enforceable under law. In Europe, 
Asia, Africa, the South Pacific, and the Americas such markets are eroding national sov-
ereignty and giving rise to entities – international banks, trade associations, transnational 
lobbies like OPEC and Greenpeace, world news services like CNN and the BBC, and 
multinational corporations that increasingly lack a meaningful national identity – that 
neither reflect nor respect nationhood as an organizing or regulative principle.

The market imperative has also reinforced the quest for international peace and 
stability, requisites of  an efficient international economy. Markets are enemies of  
paro chialism, isolation, fractiousness, war. Market psychology attenuates the psy-
chology of  ideological and religious cleavages and assumes a concord among pro-
ducers and consumers – categories that ill fit narrowly conceived national or religious 
cultures. Shopping has little tolerance for blue laws, whether dictated by pub-closing 
British paternalism, Sabbath-observing Jewish Orthodox fundamentalism, or no-
Sunday-liquor-sales Massachusetts puritanism. In the context of  common markets, 
international law ceases to be a vision of  justice and becomes a workaday frame-
work for getting things done – enforcing contracts, ensuring that governments abide 
by deals, regulating trade and currency relations, and so forth.

Common markets demand a common language, as well as a common currency, 
and they produce common behaviors of  the kind bred by cosmopolitan city life 
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34 Debating Globalization

everywhere. Commercial pilots, computer programmers, international bankers, 
media specialists, oil riggers, entertainment celebrities, ecology experts, demogra-
phers, accountants, professors, athletes – these compose a new breed of  men and 
women for whom religion, culture, and nationality can seem only marginal elements 
in a working identity. Although sociologists of  everyday life will no doubt continue to 
distinguish a Japanese from an American mode, shopping has a common signature 
throughout the world. Cynics might even say that some of  the recent revolutions in 
Eastern Europe have had as their true goal not liberty and the right to vote but well-
paying jobs and the right to shop (although the vote is proving easier to acquire than 
consumer goods). The market imperative is, then, plenty powerful; but, notwith-
standing some of  the claims made for “democratic capitalism,” it is not identical with 
the democratic imperative.

THE RESOURCE IMPERATIVE. Democrats once dreamed of  societies whose 
political autonomy rested firmly on economic independence. The Athenians ideal-
ized what they called autarky, and tried for a while to create a way of  life simple and 
austere enough to make the polis genuinely self-sufficient. To be free meant to be 
independent of  any other community or polis. Not even the Athenians were able to 
achieve autarky, however: human nature, it turns out, is dependency. By the time of  
Pericles, Athenian politics was inextricably bound up with a flowering empire held 
together by naval power and commerce – an empire that, even as it appeared to 
enhance Athenian might, ate away at Athenian independence and autarky. Master 
and slave, it turned out, were bound together by mutual insufficiency.

The dream of  autarky briefly engrossed nineteenth-century America as well, for 
the underpopulated, endlessly bountiful land, the cornucopia of  natural resources, 
and the natural barriers of  a continent walled in by two great seas led many to believe 
that America could be a world unto itself. Given this past, it has been harder for 
Americans than for most to accept the inevitability of  interdependence. But the rapid 
depletion of  resources even in a country like ours, where they once seemed inex-
haustible, and the maldistribution of  arable soil and mineral resources on the planet, 
leave even the wealthiest societies ever more resource-dependent and many other 
nations in permanently desperate straits.

Every nation, it turns out, needs something another nation has; some nations have 
almost nothing they need.

THE INFORMATION-TECHNOLOGY IMPERATIVE. Enlightenment science and the 
technologies derived from it are inherently universalizing. They entail a quest for 
descriptive principles of  general application, a search for universal solutions to 
particular problems, and an unswerving embrace of  objectivity and impartiality.

Scientific progress embodies and depends on open communication, a common 
discourse rooted in rationality, collaboration, and an easy and regular flow and exchange 
of  information. Such ideals can be hypocritical covers for power-mongering by elites, 
and they may be shown to be wanting in many other ways, but they are entailed by the 
very idea of  science and they make science and globalization practical allies.

Business, banking, and commerce all depend on information flow and are facili-
tated by new communication technologies. The hardware of  these technologies 
tends to be systemic and integrated – computer, television, cable, satellite, laser, 
fiber-optic, and microchip technologies combining to create a vast interactive 
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communications and information network that can potentially give every person on 
earth access to every other person, and make every datum, every byte, available to 
every set of  eyes. If  the automobile was, as George Ball once said (when he gave his 
blessing to a Fiat factory in the Soviet Union during the Cold War), “an ideology on 
four wheels,” then electronic telecommunication and information systems are an ide-
ology at 186,000 miles per second – which makes for a very small planet in a very big 
hurry. Individual cultures speak particular languages; commerce and science increas-
ingly speak English; the whole world speaks logarithms and binary mathematics.

Moreover, the pursuit of  science and technology asks for, even compels, open soci-
eties. Satellite footprints do not respect national borders; telephone wires penetrate 
the most closed societies. With photocopying and then fax machines having infil-
trated Soviet universities and samizdat literary circles in the eighties, and computer 
modems having multiplied like rabbits in communism’s bureaucratic warrens there-
after, glasnost could not be far behind. In their social requisites, secrecy and science are 
enemies. […]

Yet in all this high-tech commercial world there is nothing that looks particularly 
democratic. It lends itself  to surveillance as well as liberty, to new forms of  manipula-
tion and covert control as well as new kinds of  participation, to skewed, unjust market 
outcomes as well as greater productivity. The consumer society and the open society 
are not quite synonymous. Capitalism and democracy have a relationship, but it is 
something less than a marriage. An efficient free market after all requires that con-
sumers be free to vote their dollars on competing goods, not that citizens be free to 
vote their values and beliefs on competing political candidates and programs. The 
free market flourished in junta-run Chile, in military-governed Taiwan and Korea, 
and, earlier, in a variety of  autocratic European empires as well as their colonial 
possessions.

THE ECOLOGICAL IMPERATIVE. The impact of  globalization on ecology is a 
cliche even to world leaders who ignore it. We know well enough that the German 
forests can be destroyed by Swiss and Italians driving gas-guzzlers fueled by leaded 
gas. We also know that the planet can be asphyxiated by greenhouse gases because 
Brazilian farmers want to be part of  the twentieth century and are burning down 
tropical rain forests to clear a little land to plough, and because Indonesians make a 
living out of  converting their lush jungle into toothpicks for fastidious Japanese 
diners, upsetting the delicate oxygen balance and in effect puncturing our global 
lungs. Yet this ecological consciousness has meant not only greater awareness but 
also greater inequality, as modernized nations try to slam the door behind them, 
saying to developing nations, “The world cannot afford your modernization; ours has 
wrung it dry!”

Each of  the four imperatives just cited is transnational, transideological, and trans-
cultural. Each applies impartially to Catholics, Jews, Muslims, Hindus, and Buddhists; 
to democrats and totalitarians; to capitalists and socialists. The Enlightenment dream 
of  a universal rational society has to a remarkable degree been realized – but in a 
form that is commercialized, homogenized, depoliticized, bureaucratized, and, of  
course, radically incomplete, for the movement toward McWorld is in competition 
with forces of  global breakdown, national dissolution, and centrifugal corruption. 
These forces, working in the opposite direction, are the essence of  what I call Jihad.
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Jihad, or the Lebanonization of the World

OPEC, the World Bank, the United Nations, the International Red Cross, the multi-
national corporation … there are scores of  institutions that reflect globalization. But 
they often appear as ineffective reactors to the world’s real actors: national states and, 
to an ever greater degree, subnational factions in permanent rebellion against unifor-
mity and integration – even the kind represented by universal law and justice. The 
headlines feature these players regularly: they are cultures, not countries; parts, not 
wholes; sects, not religions; rebellious factions and dissenting minorities at war not 
just with globalism but with the traditional nation-state. Kurds, Basques, Puerto 
Ricans, Ossetians, East Timoreans, Quebecois, the Catholics of  Northern Ireland, 
Abkhasians, Kurile Islander Japanese, the Zulus of  Inkatha, Catalonians, Tamils, and, 
of  course, Palestinians – people without countries, inhabiting nations not their own, 
seeking smaller worlds within borders that will seal them off  from modernity.

A powerful irony is at work here. Nationalism was once a force of  integration and 
unification, a movement aimed at bringing together disparate clans, tribes, and 
cultural fragments under new, assimilationist flags. But as Ortega y Gasset noted 
more than sixty years ago, having won its victories, nationalism changed its strategy. 
In the 1920s, and again today, it is more often a reactionary and divisive force, pulver-
izing the very nations it once helped cement together. The force that creates nations 
is “inclusive,” Ortega wrote in The Revolt of  the Masses. “In periods of  consolidation, 
nationalism has a positive value, and is a lofty standard. But in Europe everything is 
more than consolidated, and nationalism is nothing but a mania …”

This mania has left the post-Cold War world smoldering with hot wars; the inter-
national scene is little more unified than it was at the end of  the Great War, in Ortega’s 
own time. There were more than thirty wars in progress last year, most of  them 
ethnic, racial, tribal, or religious in character, and the list of  unsafe regions doesn’t 
seem to be getting any shorter. Some new world order!

The aim of  many of  these small-scale wars is to redraw boundaries, to implode 
states and resecure parochial identities: to escape McWorld’s dully insistent imper-
atives. The mood is that of  Jihad: war not as an instrument of  policy but as an 
emblem of  identity, an expression of  community, an end in itself. Even where there 
is no shooting war, there is fractiousness, secession, and the quest for ever smaller 
communities. Add to the list of  dangerous countries those at risk: In Switzerland 
and Spain, Jurassian and Basque separatists still argue the virtues of  ancient iden-
tities, sometimes in the language of  bombs. Hyperdisintegration in the former 
Soviet Union may well continue unabated – not just a Ukraine independent from 
the Soviet Union but a Bessarabian Ukraine independent from the Ukrainian 
republic; not just Russia severed from the defunct union but Tatarstan severed from 
Russia. Yugoslavia makes even the disunited, ex-Soviet, nonsocialist republics that 
were once the Soviet Union look integrated, its sectarian fatherlands springing up 
within factional motherlands like weeds within weeds within weeds. Kurdish 
independence would threaten the territorial integrity of  four Middle Eastern 
nations. Well before the current cataclysm Soviet Georgia made a claim for 
autonomy from the Soviet Union, only to be faced with its Ossetians (164,000 in a 
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republic of  5.5 million) demanding their own self-determination within Georgia. 
The Abkhasian minority in Georgia has followed suit. […]

The passing of  communism has torn away the thin veneer of  internationalism 
(workers of  the world unite!) to reveal ethnic prejudices that are not only ugly and 
deep-seated but increasingly murderous. Europe’s old scourge, anti-Semitism, is back 
with a vengeance, but it is only one of  many antagonisms. It appears all too easy to 
throw the historical gears into reverse and pass from a Communist dictatorship back 
into a tribal state.

Among the tribes, religion is also a battlefield. (“Jihad” is a rich word whose generic 
meaning is “struggle” – usually the struggle of  the soul to avert evil. Strictly applied 
to religious war, it is used only in reference to battles where the faith is under assault, 
or battles against a government that denies the practice of  Islam. My use here is rhe-
torical, but does follow both journalistic practice and history.) Remember the Thirty 
Years War? Whatever forms of  Enlightenment universalism might once have come to 
grace such historically related forms of  monotheism as Judaism, Christianity, and 
Islam, in many of  their modern incarnations they are parochial rather than cosmo-
politan, angry rather than loving, proselytizing rather than ecumenical, zealous 
rather than rationalist, sectarian rather than deistic, ethnocentric rather than univer-
salizing. As a result, like the new forms of  hypernationalism, the new expressions 
of religious fundamentalism are fractious and pulverizing, never integrating. This is 
religion as the Crusaders knew it: a battle to the death for souls that if  not saved will 
be forever lost.

The atmospherics of  Jihad have resulted in a breakdown of  civility in the name of  
identity, of  comity in the name of  community. International relations have some-
times taken on the aspect of  gang war – cultural turf  battles featuring tribal factions 
that were supposed to be sublimated as integral parts of  large national, economic, 
postcolonial, and constitutional entities.

The Darkening Future of Democracy

These rather melodramatic tableaux vivants do not tell the whole story, however. For 
all their defects, Jihad and McWorld have their attractions. Yet, to repeat and insist, 
the attractions are unrelated to democracy. Neither McWorld nor Jihad is remotely 
democratic in impulse. Neither needs democracy; neither promotes democracy.

McWorld does manage to look pretty seductive in a world obsessed with Jihad. 
It  delivers peace, prosperity, and relative unity – if  at the cost of  independence, 
community, and identity (which is generally based on difference). The primary 
political values required by the global market are order and tranquillity, and freedom – 
as in the phrases “free trade,” “free press,” and “free love.” Human rights are needed 
to a degree, but not citizenship or participation – and no more social justice and 
equality than are necessary to promote efficient economic production and consump-
tion. Multinational corporations sometimes seem to prefer doing business with local 
oligarchs, inasmuch as they can take confidence from dealing with the boss on all 
crucial matters. Despots who slaughter their own populations are no problem, so 
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38 Debating Globalization

long as they leave markets in place and refrain from making war on their neighbors 
(Saddam Hussein’s fatal mistake). In trading partners, predictability is of  more value 
than justice.

The Eastern European revolutions that seemed to arise out of  concern for global 
democratic values quickly deteriorated into a stampede in the general direction of  
free markets and their ubiquitous, television-promoted shopping malls. East 
Germany’s Neues Forum, that courageous gathering of  intellectuals, students, and 
workers which overturned the Stalinist regime in Berlin in 1989, lasted only six 
months in Germany’s mini-version of  McWorld. Then it gave way to money and 
markets and monopolies from the West. By the time of  the first all-German elections, 
it could scarcely manage to secure three percent of  the vote. Elsewhere there is 
growing evidence that glasnost will go and perestroika – defined as privatization and 
an opening of  markets to Western bidders – will stay. So understandably anxious are 
the new rulers of  Eastern Europe and whatever entities are forged from the residues 
of  the Soviet Union to gain access to credit and markets and technology – McWorld’s 
flourishing new currencies – that they have shown themselves willing to trade away 
democratic prospects in pursuit of  them: not just old totalitarian ideologies and com-
mand-economy production models but some possible indigenous experiments with a 
third way between capitalism and socialism, such as economic cooperatives and 
employee stock-ownership plans, both of  which have their ardent supporters in 
the East.

Jihad delivers a different set of  virtues: a vibrant local identity, a sense of  community, 
solidarity among kinsmen, neighbors, and countrymen, narrowly conceived. But it 
also guarantees parochialism and is grounded in exclusion. Solidarity is secured 
through war against outsiders. And solidarity often means obedience to a hierarchy 
in governance, fanaticism in beliefs, and the obliteration of  individual selves in the 
name of  the group. Deference to leaders and intolerance toward outsiders (and 
toward “enemies within”) are hallmarks of  tribalism – hardly the attitudes required 
for the cultivation of  new democratic women and men capable of  governing them-
selves. Where new democratic experiments have been conducted in retribalizing soci-
eties, in both Europe and the Third World, the result has often been anarchy, 
repression, persecution, and the coming of  new, noncommunist forms of  very old 
kinds of  despotism. During the past year, Havel’s velvet revolution in Czechoslovakia 
was imperiled by partisans of  “Czechland” and of  Slovakia as independent entities. 
India seemed little less rent by Sikh, Hindu, Muslim, and Tamil infighting than it was 
immediately after the British pulled out, more than forty years ago.

To the extent that either McWorld or Jihad has a NATURAL politics, it has turned 
out to be more of  an antipolitics. For McWorld, it is the antipolitics of  globalism: 
bureaucratic, technocratic, and meritocratic, focused (as Marx predicted it would be) 
on the administration of  things – with people, however, among the chief  things to be 
administered. In its politico-economic imperatives McWorld has been guided by 
laissez-faire market principles that privilege efficiency, productivity, and beneficence 
at the expense of  civic liberty and self-government.

For Jihad, the antipolitics of  tribalization has been explicitly antidemocratic: one-
party dictatorship, government by military junta, theocratic fundamentalism – often 
associated with a version of  the Führerprinzip that empowers an individual to rule on 
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behalf  of  a people. Even the government of  India, struggling for decades to model 
democracy for a people who will soon number a billion, longs for great leaders; and 
for every Mahatma Gandhi, Indira Gandhi, or Rajiv Gandhi taken from them by zeal-
ous assassins, the Indians appear to seek a replacement who will deliver them from 
the lengthy travail of  their freedom.

The Confederal Option

How can democracy be secured and spread in a world whose primary tendencies are 
at best indifferent to it (McWorld) and at worst deeply antithetical to it ( Jihad)? My 
guess is that globalization will eventually vanquish retribalization. The ethos of  
material “civilization” has not yet encountered an obstacle it has been unable to 
thrust aside. […]

Jihad may be a last deep sigh before the eternal yawn of  McWorld. […] if  retribal-
ization is inhospitable to democracy, there is nonetheless a form of  democratic 
government that can accommodate parochialism and communitarianism, one that 
can even save them from their defects and make them more tolerant and participa-
tory: decentralized participatory democracy. And if  McWorld is indifferent to democ-
racy, there is none theless a form of  democratic government that suits global markets 
passably well – representative government in its federal or, better still, confederal 
variation.

With its concern for accountability, the protection of  minorities, and the universal 
rule of  law, a confederalized representative system would serve the political needs of  
McWorld as well as oligarchic bureaucratism or meritocratic elitism is currently doing. 
As we are already beginning to see, many nations may survive in the long term only as 
confederations that afford local regions smaller than “nations” extensive jurisdiction. 
Recommended reading for democrats of  the twenty-first century is not the US 
Constitution or the French Declaration of  Rights of  Man and Citizen but the Articles 
of  Confederation, that suddenly pertinent document that stitched together the 
thirteen American colonies into what then seemed a too loose confederation of  
independent states but now appears a new form of  political realism, as veterans 
of Yeltsin’s new Russia and the new Europe created at Maastricht will attest.

By the same token, the participatory and direct form of  democracy that engages 
citizens in civic activity and civic judgment and goes well beyond just voting and 
accountability – the system I have called “strong democracy” – suits the political 
needs of  decentralized communities as well as theocratic and nationalist party dicta-
torships have done. Local neighborhoods need not be democratic, but they can be. 
Real democracy has flourished in diminutive settings: the spirit of  liberty, Tocqueville 
said, is local. Participatory democracy, if  not naturally apposite to tribalism, has an 
undeniable attractiveness under conditions of  parochialism.

Democracy in any of  these variations will, however, continue to be obstructed 
by the undemocratic and antidemocratic trends toward uniformitarian globalism 
and intolerant retribalization which I have portrayed here. For democracy to per-
sist in our brave new McWorld, we will have to commit acts of  conscious political 
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40 Debating Globalization

will – a possibility, but hardly a probability, under these conditions. Political will 
requires much more than the quick fix of  the transfer of  institutions. Like tech-
nology transfer, institution transfer rests on foolish assumptions about a uniform 
world of  the kind that once fired the imagination of  colonial administrators. 
Spread English justice to the colonies by exporting wigs. Let an East Indian trading 
company act as the vanguard to Britain’s free parliamentary institutions. Today’s 
well-intentioned quick-fixers in the National Endowment for Democracy and the 
Kennedy School of  Government, in the unions and foundations and universities 
zealously nurturing contacts in Eastern Europe and the Third World, are hoping 
to democratize by long distance. Post Bulgaria a parliament by first-class mail. Fed 
Ex the Bill of  Rights to Sri Lanka. Cable Cambodia some common law. […]

Democrats need to seek out indigenous democratic impulses. There is always a 
desire for self-government, always some expression of  participation, accountability, 
consent, and representation, even in traditional hierarchical societies. These need to 
be identified, tapped, modified, and incorporated into new democratic practices with 
an indigenous flavor. The tortoises among the democratizers may ultimately outlive 
or outpace the hares, for they will have the time and patience to explore conditions 
along the way, and to adapt their gait to changing circumstances. Tragically, democ-
racy in a hurry often looks something like France in 1794 or China in 1989.

It certainly seems possible that the most attractive democratic ideal in the face of  
the brutal realities of  Jihad and the dull realities of  McWorld will be a confederal 
union of  semi-autonomous communities smaller than nation-states, tied together 
into regional economic associations and markets larger than nation-states – participa-
tory and self-determining in local matters at the bottom, representative and account-
able at the top. The nation-state would play a diminished role, and sovereignty would 
lose some of  its political potency. The Green movement adage “Think globally, act 
locally” would actually come to describe the conduct of  politics.

This vision reflects only an ideal, however – one that is not terribly likely to be real-
ized. Freedom, Jean-Jacques Rousseau once wrote, is a food easy to eat but hard to 
digest. Still, democracy has always played itself  out against the odds. And democracy 
remains both a form of  coherence as binding as McWorld and a secular faith poten-
tially as inspiriting as Jihad.
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5

The Next Pattern of Conflict

World politics is entering a new phase, and intellectuals have not hesitated to prolif-
erate visions of  what it will be – the end of  history, the return of  traditional rivalries 
between nation states, and the decline of  the nation state from the conflicting pulls of  
tribalism and globalism, among others. Each of  these visions catches aspects of  the 
emerging reality. Yet they all miss a crucial, indeed a central, aspect of  what global 
politics is likely to be in the coming years.

It is my hypothesis that the fundamental source of  conflict in this new world will 
not be primarily ideological or primarily economic. The great divisions among 
humankind and the dominating source of  conflict will be cultural. Nation states will 
remain the most powerful actors in world affairs, but the principal conflicts of  global 
politics will occur between nations and groups of  different civilizations. The clash of  
civilizations will dominate global politics. The fault lines between civilizations will be 
the battle lines of  the future.

Conflict between civilizations will be the latest phase in the evolution of  conflict in 
the modern world. For a century and a half  after the emergence of  the modern inter-
national system with the Peace of  Westphalia, the conflicts of  the Western world 
were largely among princes – emperors, absolute monarchs and constitutional mon-
archs attempting to expand their bureaucracies, their armies, their mercantilist 
economic strength and, most important, the territory they ruled. In the process they 

The Clash of  Civilizations?
Samuel P. Huntington

Original publication details: Samuel P. Huntington, “The Clash of  Civilizations?” in Foreign Affairs, 
72, 3, Summer 1993. pp. 22–3, 25–32, 39–41, 49. Reproduced with permission from Foreign Affairs.
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42 Debating Globalization

created nation states, and beginning with the French Revolution the principal lines of  
conflict were between nations rather than princes. In 1793, as R. R. Palmer put it, 
“The wars of  kings were over; the wars of  peoples had begun.” This nineteenth-
century pattern lasted until the end of  World War I. Then, as a result of  the Russian 
Revolution and the reaction against it, the conflict of  nations yielded to the conflict of  
ideologies, first among communism, fascism-Nazism and liberal democracy, and 
then between communism and liberal democracy. During the Cold War, this latter 
conflict became embodied in the struggle between the two superpowers, neither of  
which was a nation state in the classical European sense and each of  which defined its 
identity in terms of  its ideology.

These conflicts between princes, nation states and ideologies were primarily con-
flicts within Western civilization, “Western civil wars,” as William Lind has labeled 
them. This was as true of  the Cold War as it was of  the world wars and the earlier 
wars of  the seventeenth, eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. With the end of  the 
Cold War, international politics moves out of  its Western phase, and its centerpiece 
becomes the interaction between the West and non-Western civilizations and among 
non-Western civilizations. In the politics of  civilizations, the peoples and govern-
ments of  non-Western civilizations no longer remain the objects of  history as targets 
of  Western colonialism but join the West as movers and shapers of  history. […]

Why Civilizations Will Clash

Civilization identity will be increasingly important in the future, and the world will 
be shaped in large measure by the interactions among seven or eight major civiliza-
tions. These include Western, Confucian, Japanese, Islamic, Hindu, Slavic-Orthodox, 
Latin American and possibly African civilizations. The most important conflicts of  
the future will occur along the cultural fault lines separating these civilizations from 
one another.

Why will this be the case?
First, differences among civilizations are not only real; they are basic. Civilizations 

are differentiated from each other by history, language, culture, tradition and, 
most important, religion. The people of  different civilizations have different views 
on the relations between God and man, the individual and the group, the citizen 
and the state, parents and children, husband and wife, as well as differing views of  
the relative importance of  rights and responsibilities, liberty and authority, equality 
and hierarchy. These differences are the product of  centuries. They will not soon 
disappear. They are far more fundamental than differences among political ideolo-
gies and political regimes. Differences do not necessarily mean conflict, and 
conflict does not necessarily mean violence. Over the centuries, however, differ-
ences among civilizations have generated the most prolonged and the most violent 
conflicts.

Second, the world is becoming a smaller place. The interactions between peoples 
of  different civilizations are increasing; these increasing interactions intensify civ-
ilization consciousness and awareness of  differences between civilizations and 
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commonalities within civilizations. North African immigration to France generates 
hostility among Frenchmen and at the same time increased receptivity to immigra-
tion by “good” European Catholic Poles. Americans react far more negatively to 
Japanese investment than to larger investments from Canada and European coun-
tries. Similarly, as Donald Horowitz has pointed out, “An Ibo may be … an Owerri 
Ibo or an Onitsha Ibo in what was the Eastern region of  Nigeria. In Lagos, he is 
simply an Ibo. In London, he is a Nigerian. In New York, he is an African.” The inter-
actions among peoples of  different civilizations enhance the civilization-consciousness 
of  people that, in turn, invigorates differences and animosities stretching or thought 
to stretch back deep into history.

Third, the processes of  economic modernization and social change throughout 
the world are separating people from longstanding local identities. They also weaken 
the nation state as a source of  identity. In much of  the world religion has moved in to 
fill this gap, often in the form of  movements that are labeled “fundamentalist.” Such 
movements are found in Western Christianity, Judaism, Buddhism and Hinduism, as 
well as in Islam. In most countries and most religions the people active in fundamen-
talist movements are young, college-educated, middle-class technicians, professionals 
and business persons. The “unsecularization of  the world,” George Weigel has 
remarked, “is one of  the dominant social facts of  life in the late twentieth century.” 
The revival of  religion, “la revanche de Dieu,” as Gilles Kepel labeled it, provides a 
basis for identity and commitment that transcends national boundaries and unites 
civilizations.

Fourth, the growth of  civilization-consciousness is enhanced by the dual role of  
the West. On the one hand, the West is at a peak of  power. At the same time, how-
ever, and perhaps as a result, a return to the roots phenomenon is occurring among 
non-Western civilizations. Increasingly one hears references to trends toward a 
turning inward and “Asianization” in Japan, the end of  the Nehru legacy and the 
“Hinduization” of  India, the failure of  Western ideas of  socialism and nationalism 
and hence “re-Islamization” of  the Middle East, and now a debate over Westernization 
versus Russianization in Boris Yeltsin’s country. A West at the peak of  its power con-
fronts non-Wests that increasingly have the desire, the will and the resources to shape 
the world in non-Western ways.

In the past, the elites of  non-Western societies were usually the people who were 
most involved with the West, had been educated at Oxford, the Sorbonne or 
Sandhurst, and had absorbed Western attitudes and values. At the same time, the 
populace in non-Western countries often remained deeply imbued with the indige-
nous culture. Now, however, these relationships are being reversed. A de-Westerniza-
tion and indigenization of  elites is occurring in many non-Western countries at the 
same time that Western, usually American, cultures, styles and habits become more 
popular among the mass of  the people.

Fifth, cultural characteristics and differences are less mutable and hence less easily 
compromised and resolved than political and economic ones. In the former Soviet 
Union, communists can become democrats, the rich can become poor and the poor 
rich, but Russians cannot become Estonians and Azeris cannot become Armenians. 
In class and ideological conflicts, the key question was “Which side are you on?” and 
people could and did choose sides and change sides. In conflicts between civilizations, 
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44 Debating Globalization

the question is “What are you?” That is a given that cannot be changed. And as we 
know, from Bosnia to the Caucasus to the Sudan, the wrong answer to that question 
can mean a bullet in the head. Even more than ethnicity, religion discriminates sharply 
and exclusively among people. A person can be half-French and half-Arab and simul-
taneously even a citizen of  two countries. It is more difficult to be half-Catholic and 
half-Muslim.

Finally, economic regionalism is increasing. The proportions of  total trade that 
were intraregional rose between 1980 and 1989 from 51 percent to 59 percent in 
Europe, 33 percent to 37 percent in East Asia, and 32 percent to 36 percent in North 
America. The importance of  regional economic blocs is likely to continue to increase 
in the future. On the one hand, successful economic regionalism will reinforce civili-
zation-consciousness. On the other hand, economic regionalism may succeed only 
when it is rooted in a common civilization. The European Community rests on the 
shared foundation of  European culture and Western Christianity. The success of  the 
North American Free Trade Area depends on the convergence now underway of  
Mexican, Canadian and American cultures. Japan, in contrast, faces difficulties in cre-
ating a comparable economic entity in East Asia because Japan is a society and civili-
zation unique to itself. However strong the trade and investment links Japan may 
develop with other East Asian countries, its cultural differences with those countries 
inhibit and perhaps preclude its promoting regional economic integration like that in 
Europe and North America.

Common culture, in contrast, is clearly facilitating the rapid expansion of  the 
economic relations between the People’s Republic of  China and Hong Kong, Taiwan, 
Singapore and the overseas Chinese communities in other Asian countries. With the 
Cold War over, cultural commonalities increasingly overcome ideological differences, 
and mainland China and Taiwan move closer together. If  cultural commonality is a 
prerequisite for economic integration, the principal East Asian economic bloc of  the 
future is likely to be centered on China. This bloc is, in fact, already coming into 
existence. As Murray Weidenbaum has observed,

Despite the current Japanese dominance of  the region, the Chinese-based economy of  
Asia is rapidly emerging as a new epicenter for industry, commerce and finance. This 
strategic area contains substantial amounts of  technology and manufacturing capa-
bility (Taiwan), outstanding entrepreneurial, marketing and services acumen (Hong 
Kong), a fine communications network (Singapore), a tremendous pool of  financial 
capital (all three), and very large endowments of  land, resources and labor (mainland 
China) … From Guangzhou to Singapore, from Kuala Lumpur to Manila, this influen-
tial network – often based on extensions of  the traditional clans – has been described 
as the backbone of  the East Asian economy.

Culture and religion also form the basis of  the Economic Cooperation 
Organization, which brings together ten non-Arab Muslim countries: Iran, Pakistan, 
Turkey, Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Turkmenistan, Tadjikistan, Uzbekistan 
and Afghanistan. One impetus to the revival and expansion of  this organization, 
founded originally in the 1960s by Turkey, Pakistan and Iran, is the realization by the 
leaders of  several of  these countries that they had no chance of  admission to the 
European Community. Similarly, Caricom, the Central American Common Market 
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and Mercosur rest on common cultural foundations. Efforts to build a broader 
Caribbean-Central American economic entity bridging the Anglo-Latin divide, how-
ever, have to date failed.

As people define their identity in ethnic and religious terms, they are likely to see 
an “us” versus “them” relation existing between themselves and people of  different 
ethnicity or religion. The end of  ideologically defined states in Eastern Europe and 
the former Soviet Union permits traditional ethnic identities and animosities to come 
to the fore. Differences in culture and religion create differences over policy issues, 
ranging from human rights to immigration to trade and commerce to the environ-
ment. Geographical propinquity gives rise to conflicting territorial claims from 
Bosnia to Mindanao. Most important, the efforts of  the West to promote its values of  
democracy and liberalism as universal values, to maintain its military predominance 
and to advance its economic interests engender countering responses from other civ-
ilizations. Decreasingly able to mobilize support and form coalitions on the basis of  
ideology, governments and groups will increasingly attempt to mobilize support by 
appealing to common religion and civilization identity.

The clash of  civilizations thus occurs at two levels. At the micro-level, adjacent 
groups along the fault lines between civilizations struggle, often violently, over the 
control of  territory and each other. At the macro-level, states from different civiliza-
tions compete for relative military and economic power, struggle over the control of  
international institutions and third parties, and competitively promote their particular 
political and religious values.

The Fault Lines between Civilizations

The fault lines between civilizations are replacing the political and ideological bound-
aries of  the Cold War as the flash points for crisis and bloodshed. The Cold War began 
when the Iron Curtain divided Europe politically and ideologically. The Cold War 
ended with the end of  the Iron Curtain. As the ideological division of  Europe has 
disappeared, the cultural division of  Europe between Western Christianity, on the 
one hand, and Orthodox Christianity and Islam, on the other, has reemerged. The 
most significant dividing line in Europe, as William Wallace has suggested, may well 
be the eastern boundary of  Western Christianity in the year 1500. This line runs 
along what are now the boundaries between Finland and Russia and between the 
Baltic states and Russia, cuts through Belarus and Ukraine separating the more 
Catholic western Ukraine from Orthodox eastern Ukraine, swings westward sepa-
rating Transylvania from the rest of  Romania, and then goes through Yugoslavia 
almost exactly along the line now separating Croatia and Slovenia from the rest of  
Yugoslavia. In the Balkans this line, of  course, coincides with the historic boundary 
between the Hapsburg and Ottoman empires. The peoples to the north and west of  
this line are Protestant or Catholic; they shared the common experiences of  European 
history – feudalism, the Renaissance, the Reformation, the Enlightenment, the French 
Revolution, the Industrial Revolution; they are generally economically better off  than 
the peoples to the east; and they may now look forward to increasing involvement in 
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a common European economy and to the consolidation of  democratic political 
systems. The peoples to the east and south of  this line are Orthodox or Muslim; they 
historically belonged to the Ottoman or Tsarist empires and were only lightly touched 
by the shaping events in the rest of  Europe; they are generally less advanced econom-
ically; they seem much less likely to develop stable democratic political systems. The 
Velvet Curtain of  culture has replaced the Iron Curtain of  ideology as the most 
significant dividing line in Europe. As the events in Yugoslavia show, it is not only a 
line of  difference; it is also at times a line of  bloody conflict.

Conflict along the fault line between Western and Islamic civilizations has been 
going on for 1,300 years. After the founding of  Islam, the Arab and Moorish surge 
west and north only ended at Tours in 732. From the eleventh to the thirteenth 
century the Crusaders attempted with temporary success to bring Christianity and 
Christian rule to the Holy Land. From the fourteenth to the seventeenth century, 
the Ottoman Turks reversed the balance, extended their sway over the Middle East 
and the Balkans, captured Constantinople, and twice laid siege to Vienna. In the 
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries as Ottoman power declined Britain, 
France, and Italy established Western control over most of  North Africa and the 
Middle East.

After World War II, the West, in turn, began to retreat; the colonial empires disap-
peared; first Arab nationalism and then Islamic fundamentalism manifested them-
selves; the West became heavily dependent on the Persian Gulf  countries for its 
energy; the oil-rich Muslim countries became money-rich and, when they wished to, 
weapons-rich. Several wars occurred between Arabs and Israel (created by the West). 
France fought a bloody and ruthless war in Algeria for most of  the 1950s; British and 
French forces invaded Egypt in 1956; American forces went into Lebanon in 1958; 
subsequently American forces returned to Lebanon, attacked Libya, and engaged in 
various military encounters with Iran; Arab and Islamic terrorists, supported by at 
least three Middle Eastern governments, employed the weapon of  the weak and 
bombed Western planes and installations and seized Western hostages. This warfare 
between Arabs and the West culminated in 1990, when the United States sent a mas-
sive army to the Persian Gulf  to defend some Arab countries against aggression by 
another. In its aftermath NATO planning is increasingly directed to potential threats 
and instability along its “southern tier.”

This centuries-old military interaction between the West and Islam is unlikely to 
decline. It could become more virulent. The Gulf  War left some Arabs feeling proud 
that Saddam Hussein had attacked Israel and stood up to the West. It also left many 
feeling humiliated and resentful of  the West’s military presence in the Persian Gulf, 
the West’s overwhelming military dominance, and their own apparent inability to 
shape their destiny. Many Arab countries, in addition to the oil exporters, are reach-
ing levels of  economic and social development where autocratic forms of  government 
become inappropriate and efforts to introduce democracy become stronger. Some 
openings in Arab political systems have already occurred. The principal beneficiaries 
of  these openings have been Islamist movements. In the Arab world, in short, 
Western democracy strengthens anti-Western political forces. This may be a passing 
phenomenon, but it surely complicates relations between Islamic countries and the 
West. […]
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The West versus the Rest

The west is now at an extraordinary peak of  power in relation to other civilizations. 
Its superpower opponent has disappeared from the map. Military conflict among 
Western states is unthinkable, and Western military power is unrivaled. Apart from 
Japan, the West faces no economic challenge. It dominates international political and 
security institutions and with Japan international economic institutions. Global 
political and security issues are effectively settled by a directorate of  the United States, 
Britain and France, world economic issues by a directorate of  the United States, 
Germany and Japan, all of  which maintain extraordinarily close relations with each 
other to the exclusion of  lesser and largely non-Western countries. Decisions made at 
the UN Security Council or in the International Monetary Fund that reflect the inter-
ests of  the West are presented to the world as reflecting the desires of  the world 
community. The very phrase “the world community” has become the euphemistic 
collective noun (replacing “the Free World”) to give global legitimacy to actions 
reflecting the interests of  the United States and other Western powers. Through the 
IMF and other international economic institutions, the West promotes its economic 
interests and imposes on other nations the economic policies it thinks appropriate. In 
any poll of  non-Western peoples, the IMF undoubtedly would win the support of  
finance ministers and a few others, but get an overwhelmingly unfavorable rating 
from just about everyone else, who would agree with Georgy Arbatov’s characteriza-
tion of  IMF officials as “neo-Bolsheviks who love expropriating other people’s money, 
imposing undemocratic and alien rules of  economic and political conduct and stifling 
economic freedom.”

Western domination of  the UN Security Council and its decisions, tempered only 
by occasional abstention by China, produced UN legitimation of  the West’s use of  
force to drive Iraq out of  Kuwait and its elimination of  Iraq’s sophisticated weapons 
and capacity to produce such weapons. It also produced the quite unprecedented 
action by the United States, Britain and France in getting the Security Council to 
demand that Libya hand over the Pan Am 103 bombing suspects and then to impose 
sanctions when Libya refused. After defeating the largest Arab army, the West did 
not hesitate to throw its weight around in the Arab world. The West in effect is using 
international institutions, military power and economic resources to run the world 
in ways that will maintain Western predominance, protect Western interests and 
promote Western political and economic values.

That at least is the way in which non-Westerners see the new world, and there is a 
significant element of  truth in their view. Differences in power and struggles for mil-
itary, economic and institutional power are thus one source of  conflict between the 
West and other civilizations. Differences in culture, that is basic values and beliefs, are 
a second source of  conflict. V. S. Naipaul has argued that Western civilization is the 
“universal civilization” that “fits all men.” At a superficial level much of  Western 
culture has indeed permeated the rest of  the world. At a more basic level, however, 
Western concepts differ fundamentally from those prevalent in other civilizations. 
Western ideas of  individualism, liberalism, constitutionalism, human rights, equality, 
liberty, the rule of  law, democracy, free markets, the separation of  church and state, 
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often have little resonance in Islamic, Confucian, Japanese, Hindu, Buddhist or 
Orthodox cultures. Western efforts to propagate such ideas produce instead a reac-
tion against “human rights imperialism” and a reaffirmation of  indigenous values, as 
can be seen in the support for religious fundamentalism by the younger generation in 
non-Western cultures. The very notion that there could be a “universal civilization” 
is a Western idea, directly at odds with the particularism of  most Asian societies and 
their emphasis on what distinguishes one people from another. Indeed, the author of  
a review of  100 comparative studies of  values in different societies concluded that 
“the values that are most important in the West are least important worldwide.” In 
the political realm, of  course, these differences are most manifest in the efforts of  the 
United States and other Western powers to induce other peoples to adopt Western 
ideas concerning democracy and human rights. Modern democratic government 
originated in the West. When it has developed in non-Western societies it has usually 
been the product of  Western colonialism or imposition.

The central axis of  world politics in the future is likely to be, in Kishore Mahbubani’s 
phrase, the conflict between “the West and the Rest” and the responses of  non-Western 
civilizations to Western power and values. Those responses generally take one or a 
combination of  three forms. At one extreme, non-Western states can, like Burma and 
North Korea, attempt to pursue a course of  isolation, to insulate their societies from 
penetration or “corruption” by the West, and, in effect, to opt out of  participation in 
the Western-dominated global community. The costs of  this course, however, are 
high, and few states have pursued it exclusively. A second alternative, the equivalent 
of  “band-wagoning” in international relations theory, is to attempt to join the West 
and accept its values and institutions. The third alternative is to attempt to “balance” 
the West by developing economic and military power and cooperating with other 
non-Western societies against the West, while preserving indigenous values and insti-
tutions; in short, to modernize but not to Westernize. […]

Western civilization is both Western and modern. Non-Western civilizations have 
attempted to become modern without becoming Western. To date only Japan has 
fully succeeded in this quest. Non-Western civilizations will continue to attempt to 
acquire the wealth, technology, skills, machines and weapons that are part of  being 
modern. They will also attempt to reconcile this modernity with their traditional 
culture and values. Their economic and military strength relative to the West will 
increase. Hence the West will increasingly have to accommodate these non-Western 
modern civilizations whose power approaches that of  the West but whose values and 
interests differ significantly from those of  the West. This will require the West to 
maintain the economic and military power necessary to protect its interests in rela-
tion to these civilizations. It will also, however, require the West to develop a more 
profound understanding of  the basic religious and philosophical assumptions under-
lying other civilizations and the ways in which people in those civilizations see their 
interests. It will require an effort to identify elements of  commonality between 
Western and other civilizations. For the relevant future, there will be no universal 
civilization, but instead a world of  different civilizations, each of  which will have to 
learn to coexist with the others.
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Part I Questions

1. What is the “hidden promise” of  globalization, according to Micklethwait and 
Wooldridge? How do they counter the “vengeful howls” against globalization? 
What kinds of  globalization gains, in addition to the ones they mention, could 
you cite in support of  their position?

2. How does Sen show that globalization is not a western “curse”? By what criteria 
should “globalism” be judged? What is the “central issue of  contention” in the 
debate about globalization?

3. Hamelink presents the views of  skeptics of  globalization, who question its 
newness and significance. What arguments do the skeptics present? Are their 
arguments more convincing about some aspects of  globalization rather than 
others?

4. What are the key features of  “McWorld” and “Jihad”? How does McWorld 
provoke and support Jihad? What does Barber find most threatening about 
globalization?

5. What is new about world politics today, according to Huntington? Does this 
image of  a world embroiled in clashes of  civilizations contradict the conven-
tional view that globalization is a process that creates new bonds across cultural 
boundaries? Does he demonstrate that civilizations are now the primary forms 
of  identity and organization in world society?
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