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GLOBALISATION

Who are the real beneﬂmarles of globallsatlon today?

By Khaldun Abdul Mahk .

soothsayrng Ayah Pin to Harvard- ‘

educated suits, backed by nation states,
_figures such as Alan Greenspan,

Lawrence Summers and the like), which
inthe end (and I suppose it would truly ‘

be the end!) would leac
another “This type of fidei
is not novel, for we are a
for prophets, in one form or nother
This prophetrc tendene ,
recent origin, Over the past

ne utopia or

_Inany leading social theorists have eld’;
the belief that modern developmen can
have only one outcome - a view shared
by Karl Marx, Herbert Spencer and
Auguste Conite. The advance of seience
and technology, they felt, was leadmg to

/. ieconomlc and social life would be convergence amongst societies
in {‘f,:overcome While their methods were ,,worldw1de towards ‘democratic
different, eaeh was 4 capitalism’,
‘,Ef’convmced ahat o _Is this  true?
'fmdustrlallsatlon o R%ﬁﬂﬂt ygars Industrialisation is
would  engender | have seen the spreading but at vastly
wumversalprospenty different rates, in
_ Similar trains of !'ES& Df !dgas different:  places,
fﬂloughtwerealsoheld o Whiﬂh Suﬁﬁaﬂs leading to very
by numerous social thﬁt ih@i’e isa differemnt
theorists in the ngWIﬂg ~ consequences. The
twentieth century. In gmwergegggg redrawing of the
. the,';erhirties',‘ for amﬂﬁgst , nationalmapofAfrica
o example, F A Hayek Sﬁéieﬁes and Eastern Europe
. held a point of view - overthe past decade or
‘similar to Spencer’s Wﬂf ldWlde so speaks ofthe failure
notion of the free tﬂWQTdﬁ . of states and its
market as  the demt)ﬁfatl(; replacement = by
endpoint of social capﬂalism'l _anarchic  forces.
evolution, . while o Consequently, some
_English socral states have remained

a single type of social organisation, and
- unless there was an active resistance
through reversion to pre—modern forms
of socnal organlsatlons, soc1et1es were
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bound to converge ma global system ;

':T IS mcreasmglyifunny to see the :

obsession
always looklng ‘

"Vedlcted that it would: be a kind
cracy; Marx beheved it would
ega, itarian communism, _while

~ Spencer, lalssez falre capltahsm In each

common thread was a version

) mdustrral society in which scarmty in

theorists Sydney and Beatrice Webb saw
the Soviet Union as a blueprint for
universal society in the future. Later,

commentators like Daniel Bell who

 theorised about the ‘end of ideology”

projected that centrally planned

economies and market-based affluent.
Western societies would be integrated

into a management led mixed economy.

‘Recent years have seen the rise of ideas

which suggests that there is a growing

strongly authoritarian, Russia; for
example, instéad of embracing liberal
democracy-and aligning itself with the
affluent West, has reconstituted itselfas
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marke
' social and

a hyper modern version of traditional
Russian authoritarianism. And even

America has co-opted itself towards a

e 'mlx of protectionism, a spiraling federal
*deﬁcﬂ: and crony capitalism,

- that global market forces are, though' at_
dlfferent rates, creating the types of social

. Supporters of globalisation may feel

and political conditions which coerce

_ societies into the same path of
fdevelopment This assumption of
 convergence can be found in the writings
_ of influential management gurus, such

as Kenichi Ohmae — which embodies
what may be called the business: utopian

_ model of globalisation, as well as those
' theorlsts of cosmopohtan governance

who hold the view that the development

of supra-national institutions are

withering away national systems of
governments. Similarly, anti-capitalist

_ movements are founded on the premise

that the divergent patterns of
development of the past have been
replaced by a new repressive global

* System. Both supporters and critics of

globalisation assume that it creates
similar conditions wherever it spreads,
and accept that global market forces are

_ineluctably forcing societies onto the
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same path of developmient.

But what does this imply? Change is
inevitable : but brogress is not.
Globahsatlon gurus often speak of the
inevitable melting pot, of the Global

Village, of the economic, social, cultural

torces are, though at dilferent ra

and political hc')mogenlsatlon of the
world as the forees of global capitalism

marches towards its inevitable

conelusion. Yet as Daniel Cohen argued

recently, the facts themselves do not

necessarily bear this out. As he sees if,
contemporary globahsatlon ispartofan
onhgoing process that started dumng the

sixteenth century, But what is unique
about the contemporary Drocess is that
it occiirs largely in the realm of virtual
reality and images. Nineteenth century

globalisation featured largesscale

immigration and demographic changes,
whilst the present phase involves mainly
commodities and images.

These claims bear themselves out
statistically. It's true that goods today are
manufactured and marketedon 4 global
scale but those who live in affluent

‘courntries encounter other nations
primarily through the media and exotic

vacations. Despite the politically

controversial migration of poor people;
into Western Europe and the Us,
Immigrants still only make up 3% of the

world’s population as opposed to 10%

during the second decade of the

twentieth century. Even though trade has
expanded substantially over the pastfew

decades, much of it occurs between rich. 7
countries. The 15 longstanding members
of the EU make up around 40% of global

commerce, but almost 70% of that is

traded within Europe itself. As Cohen;i

may feel that global

ps, creating the types of

‘ globahzatlon is largely imaginary’.
~ S1mllar]y, the belief that finaneial
globalisation is promoting ecotomic
development in poorer countries is also
_delusive, The way the glo; al flnanclal" ,
marketis structured today, there arefew
mcentlves to ensure that poor countnes :
can become produc:tlve .
However, the reason for thisis not Just -
- to do with unfair terms of trade (though
thisis true tosome extent) but perhaps,

_more importantly, Door countriessimply

haye very little that rich countries want

or need. The poor of the world

unfortunately, not so much exploited by
 globalisation, but the reality is that they
are neglected and forgotten. Ironically,
the medid is emblazoned with images of
prosperity and wealth; et fora large part
ofthe viewing public thisis a continuous
reminder of what they lack. The current
phase of globalisation as John Gray
asserts, universalises the demand for a
better life without prowdmg the means
to satisfy it’,
As Chalmers Johnson put S0 fnrceftﬂly, ,
‘Globalisation is a cover for Amierican
Imperialism but the beneficiaries are not
 the American people at the expense of
 foreigners but corporate executives at the
expense of the working class and poor
i people wherever they may be m

- The writer toaches political phllosophy at

. Umversnty Malaya. He is also the President of
the Young Professional Consultatlve Society.

himself puts it, ‘in wealthy counitries, b/ o7 0 TR insionat Donsulls T
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