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1. Explain the specific role of legitimacy for actors in civil society in globalization, considering their relationships with other actors and from the point of view of their organizational and active strategies.
	Globalization has changed the role of the state and its claim to legitimacy. For instance, in the context of global economic interdependence, the responsibilities of the state are maintained in that the state is still responsible for its own economy. However, in the face of globalization the state has lost some economic control, as firms modify organizational strategies and actions to seek capital outside domestic borders. To remain competitive, firms outsource inputs and globalize labour, which can increase national growth, but not on the terms of the state (Salvatore & Beinefeld, 2010). 
Thus, civil society actors are taking on some of the state’s legitimacy. There is an increased balance of authority and power between transnational actors and the state. States have begun to privatize public sectors in response. An example is the 1999 sale of Cochabamba, Bolivia’s water supply rights to Californian engineering company Bechtel. In this trade, Bechtel gained legitimacy as the main provider of Cochabamba’s water (Achtenberg, 2015). 
	The ensuing Cochabamba Water Revolt, followed by the expulsion of Bechtel from Bolivia and a failed court case against the country proved the limitations of legitimacy held by private actors (Achtenberg, 2015). Even so, Bechtel’s transformation from a private engineering company to a public water supplier is evidence of a change in the role of legitimacy among civil society. Rather than submitting to the legitimacy of the state, actors in civil society are becoming holders of that same legitimacy.
2. Power relations have long been at the heart of international relationships. Explain how these have been transformed by globalization.
	As a result of globalization, many states have become interdependent. To reach this position, states have used their sovereignty, through global trade, political agreements, and immigration policies. Ironically, this interdependence has led to a decline in legitimate state sovereignty, as states now rely on each other economically, politically, and socially. They also answer to each other ethically, as organizations such as the United Nations have set a list of conditions that allow other states to get involved (violating the Westphalian sovereignty clause of non-interference) should any one state act unethically by UN standards. 
It also has been argued that, currently, the US lies at the top of the global hierarchy, considering its military, economic, and cultural power (David, 2013). The single-state hierarchy has been a gradual development, as the era of the Great Eight and, prior to that, the era of equal sovereignty of all states preceded the reign of the US. Some argue that the simultaneous development of the international hierarchy and rapid globalization of the past 100 years is no coincidence (David, 2013).
	There has also been a change in the division of power between states, markets, and civil societies, in that third-party actors now hold more power in international relations than before. In 2011, Time magazine named “The Protester” their Person of the Year, in recognition of the ability of members of civil society to change the world thanks to global connections such as the Internet and online social media (Andersen, 2011). Individual firms and markets have the power to influence national decisions as well, such as Bolivia’s 1999 decision to privatize their water (Achtenberg, 2015). The ethics of American politics has also been brought into question, due to beliefs that the American government is not elected, but rather bought, because of the obscene amounts of money that are poured into democratic elections (Sanders, 2016). This money comes mainly from multinational and transnational corporations that, no doubt, owe much of their wealth to globalization.
4. What impact does globalization have on food security and the right to food? What are the challenges and what international policies have been adopted in response?
	The question of whether globalization has heightened or decreased income inequality and, by extension, food security is a controversial one among economists and social/political scientists alike. While some argue that global economic integration increases welfare gains and leads to convergence in cost, income, and growth, others believe that neo-liberal globalization, which aims to make transnational corporations more powerful, has led to a widening of the gap between the classes (Salvatore & Beinefeld, 2010). 
There is also a question of exploitation. Some believe that the discrepancy of wealth between Western countries and underprivileged countries is a result of centuries of exploitation for precious metals, oil, and other resources (Drayton, 2005). This transnational exploitation would be a result of globalization as well, and would have led to the food insecurity that many people in those countries face today.
The response many have considered is a distribution of public goods, similar to the public goods systems that many individual nations have, but on a global scale. There is no doubt that there is enough food in the world to feed the hungry (Oxfam, 2015). However, the flaws of multilateralism in the distribution of public goods are substantial. There is a jurisdiction gap: the gap between a globalized market and nationalized decision centres. Who decides what, when, and how goods are distributed? There is also a participation gap: the lack of legitimate, representative heads of intergovernmental relations. Lastly, there is an incentive gap: a lack of sanctions for failure to provide goods. No one is going to want to give out valuable resources for free.
Certain aid programs, such as the United Nations Program for Development, UNICEF, and Me to We have been developed by Western countries to provide goods such as food to underprivileged nations. Some countries have also controlled prices, restricted export, and reduced tariffs on certain products to reduce food prices for consumers (Demeke, Pangrazio, & Maetz, 2009). 
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