DVM Midterm Study Notes
DEVELOPMENT
· Hard to define because it is a multidimensional (political, economical, social etc) and multipurpose concept that defers based on who is using it and in what concept it is being used

· Development must be defined in the following 3 ways: ***In a triangle, produce-->Accumulate -->Distribute***

1. The ability of a society to produce adequate goods and services

2. The ability of a society to accumulate physical based capital 

3. The ability of a society to distribute those goods and services 
Developed societies are societies that can produce goods and also distribute them fairly
HISTORY OF DEVELOPMENT
Can be categorized into 3 physical/conceptual ideas:
I. West (Neo Liberal)--->Capitalist view
1. 1949 (Harry Truman)-->-Development as a form of help
· In 1949-1989, was the beginning of the COLD WAR (the ideological war between USA (West) and Soviet Union (East) )

· Truman introduced his idea that the people of the West should share their ideas with the South based on democratic and human rights but it was based really on their competition with Russia 

· In order for societies to improve their economic standing they must be modernized. 
2.  1960 --->Development as economic growth (Smith) and modernization theory (Rostow)
· The period between 1949-1960, development was presented as either economic growth or modernization
Economic growth:
· World has been accustomed to thinking in terms of materialist possessions after 1945

· Development was measured by GDP and NDP which was very misleading as although countries might have high GDPs they might still have a very undeveloped societies. Ex. Qatar and Brunei vs. Canada and USA

· They assume that material goods and peace go hand in hand

· Highly questionable because it is very narrow and based on external sources 

· Think that they have a moral duty to help those who are not developed

· They are willing to misdirect the reality of development: we have a duty to help instead of a duty to justice

· You can help but you should also keep in mind that the only true help is through justice

· In Smith 1776 wrote a book about the causes of the wealth of nations

· He took the capitalist approach

· According to him, the wealthier a nation, the more developed it is

· In order for a society to find its way, leave it free because as long as people are able to enjoy their own freedom to do their jobs, they become more competitive leading to more production leading toward a higher level of development 

· In order to know where the capitalist idea came from we must read Smith's book

· From the time development was created, it had a capitalist idea

· The goal is to have more productivity and more wealth without asking why
· THE INVISIBLE HAND ---market adjusts itself and the country prospers 

· Smith believed that people should be competitive but still have a moral obligation to respect each other

· Believed that these empires exploited poorer to become rich
Modernization theory
· Rostow believed that for the south to develop, they must be modernized, leaving behind the traditional/cultural ways of life because they are the source of underdevelopment 

THE FIVE STAGES OF ECONOMC GROWTH
i. Traditional societies (Not developed): Societies that:

· Have a low per ca-pita income

· Have no technical knowledge

· Are often agricultural culture

· Follow religious political systems

ii. Preconditions of take-off

· Enlarge outlook

· Connect with the international community

· Expand social/economical relations 

· Be less dependent on agriculture 

· Control birth rate

· Accumulation of capital 

iii. Take-off stage
· Societies must increase the rate of investment for the country over 10%---(10% of the money (GDP) must go towards scientific research and technological advances)

· Must develop their own leading sectors (industrialization)

· Develop the social and political frameworks (relationships)

· Increase societies foreign trade

· Learn more about the financial state of the world
iv. Self-Sustain Stage

v. Stage of affluence or high (mass) consumption
· The country has come to a stage where it has influence on other countries

CRITIQUES AND CHALLENGES
· Ignorant of the fact that societies are different with different beliefs

· Ignorant of the importance of culture

· Intentionally disregards the unjust of the imperialistic tendencies of the  International system

· Interested in creating a one size fits all idea

· Wrongly takes modernization as a pathway to development with disregard for past history and tradition  

· Assumes that the path to development must disregard tradition

· Detrimental to the reservation of traditional lifestyles 

· Dominant approach to development 
***Both 1 and 2 take a materialist/consumerist approach to development***
3. 1976 (International Labour Organization)--->Basic needs approach
· New way of defining development by addressing people's basic needs

· Argue that the material satisfactions of the people cannot be used to define the development of a society but rather whether the basic needs of the people are being met

· Believe that in order for development to occur, basic needs and justice should be met 

· The basic needs as described by the World Bank were: 
· sufficient food--->shelter--->clothing---> protection from health problems--->education
CRITICISM OF THIS THEORY
· Education was put last when it is essential for development to occur: in order for the south  to develop they must be educated/trained to understand how to manage their own resources

· These approaches cater to the capitalist needs of the societies

· They are limited only to economic approaches

· The approaches are all defined by the role of head of the states with no room for private organizations and NGOs

·  International Development is understood only in terms of helping and assisting others

· There is no critical attention to the importance of the nature of the International System itself (none of the critical thinkers at the time were willing to question the International System itself)
· No critical discussion of the oppression itself

4. 1973-1990(Amartya, Mahbul-Ul-Haq)--->Capability/Human development Approach 
· Amartya Sen who argued that the goal of development is to enlarge people's choices grounded on the power of human beings

· Development is only development if it is achieved by people's own will

· Enlarging people's choices which is a matter of freedom of individuals

· People are capable of developing themselves but only when not under false consciousness

· Reconciliation of morality with economic activities 

· A right to development is a human right

· People must have a true sense of human rights in order to truly develop 

· Do not confuse development with economic growth

· Places human beings at the centre of development discussions

· The human development approach must be approached in a democratic manner 

***The united nations developed the human development index (HDI) which measured the level of development of a society***

WHY THIS IS THE BEST APPROACH 
· Individual human beings are the goals of development 

· Growth in income are the means to achieve the other goals 

· Human beings are the most important source of development 

· It is all about the substantial  freedom of the people 

· This approach moves to an understanding of other cultures

· This approach is multicultural/multidimensional and contextual 

· The true development comes from understanding a society from its own context not ours

· The development must be open ended---open to review and change

· It moves beyond the materialist and economic approaches of development

· It is coming from a political wheel of the people of the south 

· It is a project in progress---subject to change

· Development is an issue within human rights

5. 1979 (Rougier, Lippmann,  Hayek, Mises, Röpke,Rüstow)---> Neo-Liberal approach 
· Adopted by Ronald Reagan from the scholars of the Chicago School of Thought who believed that the only way for the south to develop is to  open their doors to the northern societies and follow the concrete neo-liberal  measures

THE WASHINGTON CONSESUS (Another face of neo-liberalism)
· Formed during 1989-1991 when the Neo-liberals; consisting of consisted of the leaders of the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund became stronger

· The idea that the Neo-liberal way is the only way to go for development to occur
· A consensus among all big players about how to preserve capitalism at the expense of the south

· Argued that in order for the south to develop, they must obtain a new government (opening their doors to northern investors)
· WB and IMF do not help the south

6. 2000 (UN)--->Millennium Development Goals (MDGs) Approach (15 year process (2000-2015))
· Developed after the UN came to the conclusion that all the previous attempts to develop the south has failed therefore they had to come up with a new way to help in
MILLENNIUM DEVELOPMENT GOALS 

1. Eradicate extreme poverty and hunger

2. Achieve universal primary education

3. Promote gender equality and empower women

4. Reduce child mortality rates

5. Improve maternal health

6. Combating HIV/AIDS, malaria, and other diseases

7. Ensuring environmental sustainability

8. Developing a global partnership for development

***EAPRICED***
7. Breaching the gap between the rich and the poor
· International development must be defined in terms of breaching the gap between the rich and the poor
· Due to the new liberals' privatization of all assets, the gap between the poor and the rich has become wider, both between the south and the north and within these respective divides

II. The West (Marxists)--->Communist view
1.  Dependency Theory (Cordozo, Frank, Armin)
· The world system has been defined in by the Neo-liberal north on which the south must depend and in order for them to develop, they must be free of the North
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This affects the reality of the world tody

· Caused the underdevelopment of the peripheral countries

· Cordozo argues that the south cannot develop while under Northern chains

· North gets cheap labour and raw materials from peripheral countries 

· South is poor because of the relationship with the North

· Argues that the only way for south to develop is through a social revolution E.g. Lenen Theory of imperialism 
2.  Immanuel Wallerstein’s world system theory (American scholar)

· Dependency theorists e.g Frank,  were criticized by later Marxists  because
· It only describes  the relationship  between the core and periphery as  a two tier model but does it explain  fully.
· Wallerstein refined Frank’s  dependency theory in his World Systems Theory
FOUR ASPECTS OF WALLERSTEIN’S WORLD SYSTEMS THEORY
1. Developing countries are not exploited by individual countries but by the whole capitalist, profit-seeking system in a A Modern World System. The MWS is a unified system of capitalism

2. Three zones in the MWS


i. The core/developed nations – these control world trade and monopolise manufactured goods 


ii. The semi-peripheral zone e.g. Brazil, South Africa, urban areas like the core but large areas 
   of rural poverty like the periphery


iii. The peripheral countries e.g.. Most of Africa – they provide primary products for both the 
semi periphery and the core
3. Wallerstein’s model is dynamic (allows for movement and change) while Frank’s two tier model  appears static and one way. Countries are ‘socially  mobile’  they  can move in from the periphery into  the semi periphery (Eg Asian tigers) or out from the core to the semi periphery (Eg Britain?)
4. While Wallerstein refines Frank’ theory there are still similarities
· Both show how surplus value   created in the periphery is appropriated  by the semi periphery and especially the core
· Both see the origins of exploitation  of some countries by others to  have originated in slavery,  colonialism and neo-colonialism

EVALUATION OF WORLD SYSTEMS THEORY WEAKNESSES
· Both Frank and Wallerstein are economically deterministic
· Wallerstein does not say how capitalism can be overcome as Marx said it would
· Wallerstein does not look at internal factors (E.g. mismanagement and corruption in the LDC’s)
· Methodology is too vague and unscientific, ‘core’ etc cannot be clearly operationalised

EVALUATION OF WORLD SYSTEMS THEORY STRENGTHS
· Wallerstein was one of the first to recognize ‘globalization’ of the world and the international division of labour as the basis of global inequality
· Globalization theorists also show how dependency is not a one way process, there is inter-dependency between the developing and western world.  E.g. economic crisis caused by debt can ripple out and affect core nations – unemployment and destabilization of western currencies
III. South--->Economic Growth
· After independence the south tried to follow/create their own theories
1. Nationalism as a pathway to economic development
1. Welcomed by the majority of the people of the south

2. Wanted to be independent to establish their own identity including their own authorities

3. They knew that the colonizers were not interested in the well being of the people

4. Thought that as long as they are independent, they would be able to apply their own southern authorities over their natural resources

5. Most of the south were trying to make their own economic societies but they still remain dependant on the northern colonizers for international trade, business, finance, and law

6. Which means this is still a benefit to the north because they reduce the cost of taking care of these countries while still benefiting from their materials
2. Socialism as the pathway to development
· Socialism is the model approach in controlling the social relations of production 

· Almost all socialists believe that the social relations of production must be controlled by the people and not the government

· The southerners wanted to be masters of their own resources: they believed that the only way to development was to push away capitalism and control their own resources

· this approach was supposed to help the southern societies become developed but it failed

3.. Industrialization of the southern societies and development (challenges and critiques)
· Considered as a way to success and happiness

· South believed that as long as they thought industrially they could enjoy the benefits the north enjoyed but rather becoming more and more dependant on the north 

· North industrialized the south and took all the resources and left them raw resources
TIMELINE 

1949: Economic growth
1960s: Basic needs and social justice
1970: Dependency Theory
1984: Human Development
1980s: Neo-liberalism 

· Structural development program

· Washington Consensus

GLOBALIZATION
· Refers to the expansion and intensification of social relations and consciousness across world-time and world-space

THE BRETTON WOODS SYSTEM 
· Major economic powers of the global North revised their economic policies of the interwar period (1918-1939) under the leadership of the USA and Great Britain

· Among the policies was the introduction of high tariffs on imported goods to protect the national economy

· The following agreements were agreed upon at the conference

· Expansion of international trade

· Establishment of binding rules on international activities

· Creation of a more stable money exchange system in which the value of the country's currency was pegged to a fixed-gold value of the US dollar

· Within these agreement limits, individual nations were free to control the permeability of their boarders allowing States to set their own political and economic agenda

· The Bretton Woods System set the institutional foundations for the establishment of the three new economic organizations:
· International Monetary Fund (IMF): Administration of the international monetary system 
· World Bank (WB): Initially designed to provide loans for European postwar reconstruction

· During the 1950s purpose expanded to funding various industrial projects in developing countries around the world 

· General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT): Established in 1947 as a global trade organization in charge of fashioning and enforcing multilateral trade agreements

· Succeeded in 1995 by the World Trade Organization (WTO) which became the focal point of intense public controversy over the design and the affects of economic globalization

· In operation for almost 3 decades, the Bretton Woods System contributed greatly to the establishment of the “golden age of controlled capitalism”

· National governments controlled money flows in and out of their territories

· High taxation rates on the wealthy individuals and profitable corporations led to an expanded welfare state 

· Rising wages and increased social services in the wealthy countries of the global North offered workers an entry into the middle class 

· Collapsed by early 1970s due to a strengthening new global economy based on expanding the free market 
Collapse of the Bretton Woods System (causes?)
· Abandoned by president Nixon in 1971 as a response to profound political changes in the world that were undermining the economic competitiveness of US based industries

· Resulted in a decade characterized by global economic instability in form of:

· High inflation

· Low economic growth

· High unemployment 

· Public sector deficits 

· Two energy crises due to OPEC's ability to control the world's oil supply 

· All political forces under the controlled capitalism approach suffered massive election defeats from conservative political parties who advocated for a “neoliberal” approach to economic and social policies

NEOLIBERALISM
· Rooted in the liberal ideas of Adam Smith and David Ricardo who viewed the free market as a self-regulating mechanism leading toward equilibrium of supply and demand therefore securing the most efficient allocation of resources

· Both argue that any constraint on the free competition will interfere with the natural efficiency of market mechanisms, leading to social stagnation, political corruption, and the creation of unresponsive state bureaucracies 

· Advocated for the elimination of tariffs on imports and other barriers to trade and capital flows between nations

· Herbert Spencer introduced social Darwinism: Free market economies constitutes the most civilized form of human competition in which the “fittest” will naturally rise to the top

KEYNESIANISM 
· In the decades following WWII, even the most conservative political parties in Europe and USA rejected the free market ideas

· Embraced an extensive version of state intervention propagated by economist John Maynard Keynes, the architect of the Bretton Woods System  

· But by 1980s, Regan (USA) and Thatcher (Britain) rejected Keynesianism in a neoliberal revolution consciously linking the notion of globalization to the “liberalization” of economies around the world 

NEW NEOLIBERAL ECONOMIC ORDER 
· Received further legitimization with the 1989-91 collapse of communism in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe 

· Three most significant developments related to economic globalization were produced:

· Internationalization of trade and finance

· Increasing power of transnational corporations

· Enhanced role of international economic institutions (IMF, WB, and WTO)
Internationalization of Trade and Finance
· Economic globalization is often associated with free trade

· It is both a benefit and drawback as wealthy Northern countries have increased their efforts to establish a single global market through agreements such as NAFTA and (GATT)

· Pro-free traders ensure the public that the elimination or reduction of existing trade barriers among nations will enhance consumer choice, increase global wealth, secure peaceful international relations and spread new technologies around the world 

· Some national economies have increased productivity as a result of free trade but it is unclear whether these profits of free trade have been fairly distributed within and among countries hence the widening of the gap between the rich and the poor

· Critics of pro-free traders claim the elimination of social control mechanisms has resulted in: 

· Lowering of global labour standards

· Severe forms of ecological degradation

· Growing indebtedness of the global south to the north

· Liberalization financial transaction has resulted in:

· Degradation of interest rates

· Removal of credit controls

· Privatization of government owned banks and financial institutions

The Power of Transnational Corporations (TNCs)
· None of the TNCs maintain headquarters outside North America, Europe, Japan and S. Korea which reflects the existing asymmetrical power relations between the north and the south 

· All based in developed countries with only one exception in Mexico

· Controls much of the world's investment capital, technology and access to international markets

· Frequently merge with other corporations in order to maintain their prominent positions in the global market place  

CRITICIZATION OF TNCs
· Critics have characterized economic globalization as “corporate globalization” or “globalization -from-above”

· Consolidated their global operations in an increasingly deregulated global market

· The availability of cheap labour in the global south enhanced corporate mobility and profitability 

· Their ability to disperse manufacturing processes into discrete phases carried out in many different locations around the world reflects the changing nature of global production which allows them to market their products on a global scale

· The flip side to the deregulation of the global market is that some TNCs maintain its low prices by condoning poor labour conditions in the overseas factories that produce the majority of its goods

· “The race to the bottom”-find cheapest labour in the South to keep your prices low therefore underselling the competition while keeping high profits 

· TNCs have become major determinants of trade flows, the location of industries and other economic activities around the world, therefore consequently becoming extremely important players that influence the economic, political, and social welfare of man nations
The Enhanced Role of International Economic Institutions (IMF, WB, and WTO)
· Enjoy the privileged position of making and enforcing the rules of the global economy that is sustained by significant power differentials between the global north and south

· During the Cold War, the IMF and WB's important function of providing loans for developing countries became connected to the West's political objective of containing communism

· Starting int the 1970s, especially after the fall of the Soviet Union, the economic agenda of the IMF and WB has synchronized neoliberal interests to integrate and deregulate international markets around the world 

· In turn for supplying loans to developing countries, the IMF and WB demanded for the developing countries to follow the structural adjustment program 
Structural Adjustment Program (Washington Consensus)
· Often referred to as the Washington Consensus which was a set of neoliberal policies unleashed on to developing countries in 1990s

· Devised and codified by the 1970s IMF adviser John Williamson

· Various sections of the programme mainly directed at countries with large foreign debts remaining from the 1970s and 1980s

· Its official use purposed was to reform the internal economic mechanisms of debtor countries in the developing world so they were in a better position to repay debts but in practice it really was a new form of colonization
10 POINTS OF W.C IN ORDER FOR GOVERMENTS TO QUALIFY FOR LOANS
1. Privatization of public enterprises

2. Deregulation of the economy

3. Liberalization of trade and industry

4. Massive tax cuts

5. “Monetarist” measure to keep inflation in check even at the risk of increasing unemployment

6. Strict control on organized labour

7. The reduction of public expenditures, particularly social spending

8. The down-size of government

9. The expansion of international markets

10. The removal of controls on global financial flows
· These ideas became known as the structural adjustment programs
CRITICISME OF THE RULES OF SAP
· Not coincidental that it is called the W.C: USA has been a dominant power in IMF and WB

· Large porpotions of these “development loans” have been kept by authoritarian political leaders or went into enhancing the northern corporations they usually serve

· SAPs rarely produce the desired result of developing these countries because mandatory cuts to public spending translates into fewer social programmes, reduced educational opportunities, greater poverty for the vast majority of the people, and more environmental pollution

· Typically the largest share of the national budget is spent towards servicing outstanding debts

· Pressured by the anti-corporate globalists, the IMF and WB were only recently willing to consider a new policy of blanket debt forgiveness in special cases
How is Globalization Characterized
David Held-> Important figure in globalization (Globalization/Anti globalization)

·  Hyperglobalist (Neo-liberals)---People who believe that they is no escape from the new liberals' perspectives

· Advocates for the new face of liberals (capitalists)

· Globalization is weakening the power of the States

· No States can make decisions on their own, therefore have to consider other nations. Eg. George Bush
· Sceptics
· Refers to the left Marxists (conservatives) debate that the State can play a significant role in society ( They are the main players)

· Reject the hyperglobalists
· Transformationalists

· David Held, Anthony Gidenns
· Argue that it would be wrong to try to keep the ideas of the preglobalization in the new globalization 
QUALITIES OF GLOBALIZATION
· Involves the creation of new and multiplication of existing social networks and activities that cut across traditional political, economic, cultural and geographical boundaries

· Reflected in the expansion and stretching of social relations, activities and interdependencies 

· Involves the intensification and acceleration of social exchanges and activities

· Involves both the macro-structures and the micro-structures of personhood
WHY DO WE NEED TO STUDY GLOBALIZATION?
· To gain insight into political, economical, and social dynamics of the world

· To understand how the world works

· The process of globalization is impacting ideas revolving around development

· It has a deep impact on social relations 

· We have become morally responsible for each other because we are now global citizens 

· All geographical and physical boarders are becoming weak due to an emergence of one world

· State institutions are becoming unimportant because we have become a global “we” through the process of globalization therefore we need a global strategy

· One country cannot develop on its own

· In this new world we need new ideas because we are facing new questions

· Instead of north and south it is now global global north and global south 

******END FOR 1ST MIDTERM****
POLITICAL DIMENSIONS OF GLOBALIZATION

Globalization and a New (Global) Public Sphere
· In this new globalized state the power of the State has been questioned and challenged

· Globalization has provided us with an opportunity to challenge/question territorial national theories

·  If there is a new global world, then we need new global ideas/policies/laws

· ex. terrorism and human trafficking

Three Fundamental Questions that Probe the Extent of Political Globalization
1. Is it really true that the power of the nation-state has been curtailed by the massive flows of capital, people, and technology across territorial boundaries?

2. Are the primary causes of these flows to be found in politics or economics?

3. Are we witnessing the emergence of global governance?
The Modern Nation-State System Westphalian System)
· Westphalia: Name of a place where world leaders signed treaties to announce their own political units as reigning states because there were no states before that

· Its origin can be traced back to 17th century political developments in Europe

· In 1648, the Peace of Westphalia concluded a series of religious wars among the main European powers following the Protestant Reformation

· Based on the new formulated principles of sovereignty and territoriality; self-contained impersonal states challenged  the old polities in which small powers tended to be local and personal in focus but still subordinate to a larger imperial authority

· While the Westphalian model did not abolish imperial domains overnight, it gradually strengthened a new conception of international law based on the principle that all states had an equal right to self-determination

· The only way to to help states is to HELP not intervene because this system does not allow innervation into another state's affairs

The Essential Points of the Westphalian Model According to Political Scientist David Held: UN Charter confirmed characteristics of the Westphalian Model
1. The world consists of, and is divided into, sovereign territorial states which recognize no superior authority

2. The process of law-making, the settlement of disputes, and law enforcement are largely in the hands of individual states

3. International law is oriented towards the establishment of minimal rules of co-existence; the creation of enduring relationships is an aim, but only to the extent that it allows state objectives to be met 

4. Responsibility for cross-border wrongful acts is a “private matter” concerning only those affected

5. All states are regarded as equal before the law, but legal rules do not take account of asymmetries of power

6. Differences among states are often settled by force; the principle of effective power holds sway

· No legal laws exist to stop the resort to force 

· International legal standards afford only minimal protection

7. The collective priority of all states should be to minimize the obstacles to state freedom

Centuries After the Peace of Westphalia
· Further centralization of politic power

· Expansion of state administration

· Development of professional diplomacy

· Successful monopolization of the means of coercion in the hands of the state

· States provided military means required for the expansion of commerce which, in turn, contributed to the spread of this European form of political rule around the globe 
Formation of UN and League of Nations
· The League of Nations came out of President Wilson's commitment to the nation-state coexistence with his internationalist dream of forming a global system of collective security

· The UN formed in 1945 from the realization of Wilson's idea of giving international cooperation an institutional expression 

· While deeply rooted in a political order based on the modern nation-state system, these intergovernmental organizations also served as catalysts for the gradual extension of political activities across national boundaries, thus undermining the principle of national sovereignty

Globalization and the New International Order
· As globalization tendencies grew stronger during 1970s, the international society of separate states began rapidly turning into the a global web of political interdependencies that challenged the sovereignty of nation-states

· In 1990, President H.W. Bush pronounced dead the Westphalian model by announcing the birth of a “new world order” whose leaders no longer accepted the the idea that cross-border wrongful acts were only a matter of those states affected

· Does this mean that the modern nation-state system is no longer viable?
The Demise of the Nation-State?

Hyperglobalists
· Affirm response to this question 

· At the same time, most of them consider political globalization a mere secondary phenomenon driven by economic and technological forces

· Politics have been rendered almost powerless by an unstoppable techno-economic forces that will prevent all governmental attempts to restore restrictive policies and regulations

· The new role of government will be to serve as superconductors for global capitalism

· Suggests that the period since the late 1960s has been marked by a radical “deterritorialization” of politics, rules and governance

· Seeks to convince the public that globalization inevitably involves the decline of bounded territory as a meaningful concept for understanding political and social change

· Political power is located in social formations and expressed through global networks instead of territorially-based states

· Argue that the nation-state has already lost its dominant role in the global economy

· As territorial divisions become increasingly irrelevant, states are less capable of determining the direction of social life within their boarders

· Insists that the minimalist political order of the future will be determined by regional economies linked together in an almost seamless global web of production and exchange

· The power of the State can be measured by how well the state can integrate itself into the other aspects of its economy 

· The state now has shifted from a true power to a soft power

· In the contemporary world, the international order is being replaced by a globalizing world in that the global world the state are not the main actors but rather new actors: TNCs, NGOs

· The world has been now marked with new democratic values and human rights are now very important

· In order to confirm the importance of the state respects the human rights of their state and how democratized their country is

· Almost all hyperglobalizers are neo liberals therefore argue that everything must be privatized

· They argue that the North should leave the South to control their own affairs

· Does not support international development in terms of assistant but rather make opportunities and give room for the South to develop themselves and join the north

Sceptics
· Disagree with the above question 

· Highlights the importance of politics in unleashing the forces of globalization, especially through mobilization of political power

· The rapid expansion of global economic activity can be reduced neither to a natural law of market nor to the development of computer technology; rather originated with political decisions to lift international restrictions on capital made by neoliberal governments in '80 & 90s: This implicates that territory still matters

· Affirmed the continued relevance of the nation-state as the political container of modern social life or global cities

· Pointed to the emergence of regional blocs as evidence for new forms of territorialization 

· The state must still regulate the rules of global market

· All decisions are made by the state therefore we need the state to speak up

· Even if you want to question it, it is better to think about the transformations taking place in other states

· We cannot confirm the hyperglobalists theories because states are still very strong with new states to protect against terrorism and such

· Confirm that the international system is experiencing the emergence of a new globalizing world and that the nature of the state must be changed based on the new globalizing world

Both hyperglobalists and sceptics agree that it is a globalizing world but what they disagree on is the power of the state in this new world

Reflection on the Political dimensions of globalization
· It is very naive to argue that in the globalizing world we must leave the state behind because many of the underdevelopment of new countries are based on the questioning of the state and the states not meeting the needs of its people

· In the new globalizing world, we need a kind of global government, rules, policies but it doesn't mean only one part but rather multiple 

· All the rules that have been ruling the world must be questioned because it is a new world and we must make rules that carter to a global world 
Transformalists
· To regulate the affairs of the new globalizing world, we need new global, regional, national, and section governments 
· Argue that state is marked by one characteristic; the sovereignty is not something that must be fully accepted by international governments –states have an equal sovereign right

· Sovereignty is not predetermined, but constructed based on the needs of the time
SOCIO-CULTURAL DIMENSIONS OF GLOBALIZATION

Globalization and Global Governance
Global Government: decentralized government 

· Has four layers (In a triangle---increasing)
1. Municipal government (Global cities): Domestic cities such as Toronto have been authorized to play a global role larger than their own nation

· The role of the state has become weaker allowing some cities to move beyond its control

· Cities can apply their own ideas to the world without the permission of national states

2. Regional Government/National Government: The states are no longer thinking in terms of only their countries but rather the benefits of the whole globe ie. Through international trade and technology 

· They have become more cosmopolitan

· States are slowly understanding that they must submit their will for global human rights
· groups of regional arrangements have been formed to further global relationships, reflect a new model of governance ex. NAFTA, EU
3. Global Government: UN, WTO, NATO are among the institutions that are taking on a global role by creating rules that are more global 

· A good government is a government that is based on the 8 principles found in the book

· If the government disregards humanity and individualism then it is ignoring the needs of the south

· We need a new government that helps the societies of the south improve their own countries

· We do not need political leaders but rather managers who are familiar with issues such as human rights

· We need to shift from the Westphalian model to a new global world

· The notions such as unilateral (international life managed by USA), bilateral (international life managed by either USA or Russia during cold war) must be discarded in order to open doors to governance that can run the world in favour of the south 

· The world has become a kind of polycentric world 

· We need new forms of governments and international laws with more room for leadership by non-state actors such as NGOs because we are facing new questions and issues ie. Distribution of nuclear weapons
Americanization of Culture---Hyperglobalists' Perspective
· Globalization is creating a world that facilitates the transfer of cultural ideas globally through technology

· The process of globalization has created a new global culture in which individual cultures can be experienced in a more global setting

· There is a question of whether this is really a process of Americanization of cultures 

· The new liberals have accepted this as a way of making it a more homogenized globe based on American values and cultures

· A new cultural centre is created that is American in terms of habits, values, etc

· The societies of the south must submit themselves to ideals of the north specifically (USA)

· The neoliberals have led the south to believe that they are intellectually inferior to the north therefore leading them to believe that what the north done is what is right
· Cultural Imperialism- those that are in power impose their view (Disney, Walmart, Coke, Nike; US influence on world), English could potentially become a universal language

Pessimistic Hyperglobalizers:
· Cultural diversity is weakening

· Globalization is forming a single culture composed of unique aspects of varying cultures

· Homogenized popular culture influenced by Western media and politics

· Diffusion of Anglo-American values

· Marketing strategies are for younger audiences

· Unethical pursuit of profit
Optimistic Hyperglobalizers:
· Creation of a technologically based homogenized culture that celebrates democratic freedoms

· Homogenization promotes revival of cultures in some regions (cultures that oppose global influences)

· Ronald- glocalization
Sceptics and Transformationalists perspective
· Globalization is not a process of homogenization but rather heterogization

· Globalization is creating an opportunity for voices of others to be heard

· It is creating a new definition of justice 

· Glocalization: Local into global penetration and global into local

· Both global and global can learn from each other

Global Scholar's Perspective
Benjamin Barber on McDonaldization of the world
· Globalization is a conflicting process; different forces contradicting

· Current world is marred by resistance against each other
· Globalization seems like a cultural imperialism to the South by the North

· Due to this, globalization is negative for the south

· It is preventing them from having their own culture such as English is penetrating 
Robertson (Sceptic) and Appadurai
· Better to go beyond dichotomy; combination

· Not one or the other

· Glocalization- global AND local; forms a logical link between the two

· Refers to the possibility for local forces to express themselves globally and global forces to penetrate in a local context

· Westerners have the upper hand in globalization; new kind of imperialism
DIMENSIONS OF CANADIAN INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT POLICIES

Realism
· All societies in the world are motivated by what they can gain for their own countries

· In the world system there is no centralized power that can protect every nation

· Decentralized state power

· Societies must think about their own citizens' security

· In order to gain power, you must self-help...think about your own state and not others'

· No room for international relations and morals

· We must do whatever we can to provide for our own citizens first

· No room for helping other, however, IF helping others benefits us then we should help them 

· MOTTO: Security, State, Self-help---No room for humanity or morals
· Helping the south will benefit us in terms of support

Liberalism:
· It is better to think about the benefits that come from collaboration with others instead of competition---only works if the state gets more benefits

· Fighting against each other is less beneficial than cooperating

· Security is not supposed to be power but rather soft security
· MOTTO: Security (soft), State, Cooperation---Yes to morals
· Cooperation creates a kind of mutual learning, therefore it is moral

· We must help societies of the south because through cooperation the south will learn how to develop from us

· Self-enriching: Cooperation because you want to gain more benefits

· Was in the back of Canadian International Development Policies (CIDP) from 1969-1989 

Cosmopolitan: (Humanist) Approach:
· Since we are all the same human beings, we must think of our moral responsibility towards others

· Helping others is our moral human duty

· Governments are not all that important; we must help others instead

· We must help others because we are all human being “sameness”
· In helping others, we must put aside all the calculations of our own personal benefits

· This approach can be seen, at least recently, in the back of CIDP

· However, this approach disregards the importance of security

· NGOs, activists etc but does not include governments because governments must think about their own citizens' security

· Canadian International Development Agency (CIDA) was created by the forces of the humanist approach 

***Often Realism and Liberalism go together on their own but sometimes all three come together based on the environment of the time***

***All three governments have developed from the good government ideas***

Canadian International Development Policies (CIDP)
Realist and Liberalist-------------------CIDP-----------------Cosmopolitanist and Humanist
· Development does not only mean monetary donations but rather justice too, we must create a just world 

· We can do this by promoting democracy and defend the human rights of the oppressed 
· Canadians have created their own policy than a good government must be the one that is grounded on peace, order and good governance
· The CIDP brings all these three things together

· We would be helping them more if we teach them how to be kust

· What makes us difrent from Americans is that they are more interested in liberty, life and happiness---Michael Ignatiff

· Canada decided to make their own policies and present them to their own communities known as the International Policy Statement
· To really help a nation, we must help them establish a more democratic, transparent, and reliable government 

· Good governance means helping other governments to create good governments for themselves

· As long as we promote good governance in other countries, we can become more prosperous and safe

· The International Policy Statement returns Canadians back to thinking and calculating their own benefits by helping others

· Good governance is possible as long as human rights are the centre of this

· By global governance, human rights can be promoted

· International development after WWII was missing human rights due to the competition between Russia and USA

· All human rights must be considered as a centre of a good government but they were not considered until 1986

· The UN announced in 1986 that a right to development is a human right

· The only plausible theory for international development is the one centred around human rights

· That is why CIDA announced in 1987 that Canadians will not help countries that violates their own citizens' human rights 

· Canadians moved back and forth between liberaralist and human rights approaches

· By 2002, Canada was back to the humanist approach 
· Human rights, Democracy and Good Governance are the centre of the International Development Policies

· True development is achieved by good security

· All three lead towards human security

· Human security included HR, D and GG
· Especially after 9/11, Canadians must move to a point where they are motivated more by the responsibility to protect 

· Go rescue the lives of strangers not for monetary gain

· CIDP became a responsibility to protect

· Canadian developed more security councils

· Security is very important to Canadians as they have a responsibility to protect its own citizens too while protecting its own citizens

· Right now CIDP follows all 3 motivations of International Development 

GLOBALIZATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

Development and Human Rights
· All international development programs focus on human rights no matter where in the world 

· International development programs/policies must be geared toward benefiting human beings

· If international development programs' goals are to empower humans (socially and economic) they must not be apart from human rights

· The international development community came to the conclusion that the only successful international development program/policy is the one that is centred on human rights

The International Bill of Human Rights
Includes 3 important documents:

1. 1945: Universal Declaration of Human Rights
· Most important document developed by the International Community

· States that human beings are all equal despite of their social status

· Very western based

· Referred to as the first generation of human rights: kind of masculinist, western, white based

· This means that the International Community declared that human rights of all humans must be respected, it does not mean that it is followed by all countries...it is a declaration
2. 1966: International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights
· Every country that signed must respect its citizens' civil and political rights 

· These are individual human rights

3. 1966: International Covenant on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights
***These 3 are regulated/monitored by International Law (UN)---Human Rights Council***
After the International Bill of Human Rights
4. 1986: Declaration of the Right to Development 
· No international program can be successful unless it is grounded in human rights because the right to development is a human right

5. 1993: Vienna Declaration and Program of Action
· The International Community announced that all 60 categories of the Human Rights must be taken together by each country

The Cold War Period
· Human rights are more than civil and political rights which are individual

· Communists argued that economic, social, and cultural rights are also important

· Communists argued that the most important rights are economic rights

· Vienna was created because before it rights were never agreed upon

· Vienna was created to bring all these human rights together

· Vienna argued that true development was based on human rights

Importance of the Legal Documents
· All these legal instruments were created to protect citizens against the States 

· The International Community after Vienna argued that human rights must be used as a criteria to measure the behaviour of states

· Canadian Council came up with a rule that international development aids won't be given to countries that suppress their citizens' human rights (1988)

· All international development programs must be oriented towards the least advantaged countries based on a certain criteria

NOTES:
1. No assistance must be given to societies in which civil and political rights of citizens are violated 

2. Human rights are one of the tools used to develop a country NOT the only way: sanctions and diplomacy are also put in place

3. IMPORTANT: It is hard to precisely measure a country's need for aid/rate the country's behaviour using the 60 criteria of Human Rights therefore the following 4 criteria is used:

· Are citizens enjoying civil and political rights (Substantive Rights---freedom from arbitrary arrest)?

· Are people free from torture or cruel and unfair treatment?

· Are people free from judicial execution?

· Are people free from being denied food and health care?

4. NO ASSISTANCE must be given to countries in which its citizens human rights are violated

5. All countries in the world are under international obligations to respect their citizens' rights

6. No help must be in favour of dictators oppressing its people because dictators use this to advance their own selfish agendas instead of its people's 

7. Help must go towards the people

Canadian Development Policies Until 1987
· Canada decided to review its own international development programs 

· In times of economic crises, Canada must protect its own citizens but also protect others

· Liberalist/Realist perspective

· A society is resisting the state

· Mix of realist, liberalist and humanist approach but not strong because policy makers are still thinking in terms of whether this aid is being used for development or to advance their own selfish agendas. ie. Using aid for military purposes aimed towards fighting 

· Sometimes ideas not consistent with actions

· Sometimes used humanitarian approach with realist approach

After 1987
1987-1991
· Canadian governemnt under pressure to pay more attention to its own international development policies

· Resulted in Canada concluding not to help countries in which citizens' human rights were violated

· This does not mean they disregarded the victims: help came in the form of NGOs---aid went directly to the people instead of to the government 

· If countries are in crisis, aid is provided with no conditions---humanitarian with 3 strategies
1991-2001
· Human rights became stronger with globalization (good governance)

· Aid is given to countries with good governance

2001-Onward
· Human rights shadowed by security because of 9/11 and other attacks

· However, security is no longer in terms of military security but rather human security

· Canada is now responsible for not only its own security but also for other countries' security

· From this point, international development is no longer only material but also going and protecting people in trouble such as the victims of genocides
· Humanitarian Intervention: Protecting people from unfairness of governments 

· Genocidal countries' citizens must be protected
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