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Dear distinguished participants,
In presenting the topic of the globalization impact on the political order of developing countries I am facing two major difficulties:  the vast and complicated topic and the limited time available to make elaborate on its specifics.  Thus, at the outset I wish to extend my apologies for any shortcoming in my presentation and express my hope that what I am planning to outline will pave the way for a more extensive academic study.  In preparing my speech, I had to select a couple of definitions from a vast literature and I had to generalize the impact on the totality of developing countries with the understanding that each country with its own political structure and cultural history coped in different ways with the avalanche of changes caused by globalization. Having said that let me begin.
Globalization has become the biggest buzzword in contemporary academic discourse. It is a broad process permeating the whole world, with far-reaching impacts covering political, economic, financial, trade, social, communication and cultural dimensions of contemporary life. Globalization is a complex and multifaceted phenomenon. It is the process of international integration and exchange of worldviews and ideas.
Globalization is not a debate about divergence or convergence, but it is a dialectical process, which can both integrate and fragment along with creating both winners and losers. Globalization has resulted in a rapid growth of social relations and social organizations on the Internet. The emergence of new type of communications online has been influencing the minds and brains of people through internet exchanges, online forum debates, social media networks, and movies, blogs, etc. 

Among a number of definitions of what exactly globalization is, let me pick only a few. According to the World Bank; 

 

“Globalization is about an increasingly interconnected and interdependent world, it is all about international trade, investment and finances that have been growing faster than national incomes” (World Bank, 1990).

J.H Mittelman believed that globalization is not a single unified phenomenon but a syndrome of processes and activities, which embody a set of ideas and policy framework organized around the global division of labor and power (Mittelman, Globalization: critical Reflection 2000)

David Held and Mc Grew wrote that globalization reflect the growing interdependence of peoples and countries (The Great Globalization Debate-2011) They stated that the notion of globalization brings about a three fold domination of the world by the transnational capital, the rule of neo-liberalism and the emergence of a global transnational capitalist class”. 

Historically we can identify different types of globalization: mercantilist (1450-1800); free trade globalization (1830-70); and the monopolist and colonialist globalization of late 19th and early 20th century. The fourth type of globalization entails the development of underdeveloped countries (1960-70); the period 1970 to date encompasses scientific/technological revolutions, trans-boundaries transport and communication advancements that link the economies and cultures of the world  (Toyo, 2000). This phase involves also an intensification of worldwide social relations, which link distant localities in such a way that local happenings are shaped by events from distant points on the globe and vice versa. This form of globalization is recognized as a dominant form in the transformation of economies, livelihoods and modes of existence. As for politics, it leads to a loss of control exercised, such that the locus of power gradually shifts in varying proportions above and below the territorial state; and in culture, a devaluation of collective achievements. Mittelman argues that this imposed structure in turn may either give rise to accommodation or engender resistance.

Embracing globalization creates a challenge of its own for policy- makers since it tends to reduce the importance of nation states. In most cases, the emergence of different types of supranational institutions such as the European Union, the World Trade Organization, the Group of 7 or 8, and the International Criminal Court etc. have assumed or replaced specific national functions with a view to facilitating international agreement and integration. 
Among the critically minded Third World analysts, globalization has been seen as a replacement of imperialism with notional modernity. It is perceived as a method to preserve the continuing exploitation of much of the world by few ‘super powers’. This is accentuated by the fact that almost all the structures, upon which the foundation of the global village is to be built, are controlled by the so-called Western  industrialized countries.

Imposition of the Western values of freedom, liberty, tolerance, human rights, freedom of expression etc. under the pretext of establishing democracy in countries where autocratic rule was the norm for years, could cause destabilizations and even destruction of certain parts of client states. As has become evident in recent years, the modern concepts of government and democracy as the ultimate deign for government has brought about a massive scale of corruption, inefficiency and lack of transparency among client states. Western and in particular American theory on government- and nation-building, starts usually with a limitation of authority and the division of power rather than building authority and accumulation of power.

Such government should begin with a written constitution, a bill of rights, the separation of powers, checks and balances, federalism, regular elections, competitive parties which are all excellent devices for creating government to limit government.
The recent examples of such non-workable designs are the United States interventions in Afghanistan and many Middle Eastern countries causing a reduction of certain nation states, which in turn led to destabilization, chaos and the birth of terrorist groups. 

 

The security structure of non-Western countries is also affected by the globalization phenomenon. Through science and sophisticated technologies the developed world could influence and even dominate global security through which it can exercise relational and structural powers. That could induce a new pattern of behavior or determine the rules to which Third World countries are expected to behave within the global structure. For instance, enforcement of extradition policies of persons considered a threat to national security or the sabotage of scientific research and installations in developing countries are points in case.

 

Apart from economic, social, political and security factors, globalization tends to destroy traditional cultures and replace it with what may be called uniformity or modernization. Although, people have a right to cultural diversity, this is no longer necessarily the case under conditions and tenets of globalization. Cultural values are practiced and may be imposed through so-called “cultural diplomacy” and the myth of universally accepted paradigms in the assessment of local cultures.

Cultural connotations with global culture has given rise to uniform presentations of goods and services in which global media play a key role.
Today, regardless where we travel we can watch CNN, BBC, France 24 and often times CCTV, let  alone cheap reality shows and soap operas series. Regardless which shopping mall we visit we can see the influence of big Western luxury brands like Chanel, Gucci, Prada, Dior, Hermes and alike.  As Levy maintains: “because of the patterns of modernization, as time goes on, they and we will increasingly resemble one another”. 

What are the origins? 
The roots of globalization can be traced backed to the colonization of Asia, Africa and the Americas by the Europeans, the then supreme power of the world. The search for new markets and wealth, accelerated by the industrial revolution brought about international commodity markets and mercantilist trade. The deepened economic protectionism after the First World War, the Great Depression in the 1930’s and the end of the Second World War along with an expansion of capitalism and the Cold War were the precursors of the new globalization trends in the second half of the 20th century. The United States emerged strengthened, and filled the power vacuum left by countries weakened to different extent, like Great Britain, France, or a defeated Germany.  With the implementation of the Marshall Plan to reconstruct war-torn Western Europe, the convening of the Bretton Woods Conference in 1944 (with participation of 44 nations) and the creation of the UN and its system of speciaiised agencies, the US assumed the role of world leader. The Bretton Wood conference paved the way for a neo-liberal economic order leading to the establishment of international organizations like the International Monetary Fund, World Bank and the General Agreement for Tariffs and Trade (GATT) wich underlined the monetary aspects of the onsetting globalization processes. After its 1980s economic reforms, China also embraced globalization and its experience prompted other developing countries to follow suit, like India which began cautiously to open its economy in the late 1990s. 

The new emphasis on unfettered economic transactions and liberalized trade with the rest of the world has obviously helped the developing countries. It provided higher income for labor and employment in many countries, while not allowing for migration. Nevertheless, a huge gap arose between rich and poor countries, leading to economic inequality both within and among countries – affecting the economic and social transformations of these countries.
  

The global liberalisation of economic transactions, financial exchanges and investment  fostered growth and relative prosperity after the completion of the decolonization process largely in Africa and Asia and the Pacific.  The newly emerging states embraced elements of a global governance order as what is known as “systemic globalization”. 
Today, globalization has changed the global system in such a manner that the power of states is increasingly determined by markets and corporate power. The power of the systemic globalization has been facilitated by control over the global telecommunications, information technologies and transportation systems. As a result of these innovative tools and infrastructure, the world today has become more interconnected and interdependent, compressing time and space.
These are the factors, which have had the greatest impact on the internal development of small countries. They are the venue for competition among new global systems of communications, new trade mechanisms and opportunities, the ascend of the international financial system, and the transfer of knowledge. 
Such trends, in turn, has created resentfulness among people and nations. Samuel P Huntington In his book ‘The Clash of Civilizations and Remaking of the World Order’ went as far as to state that the fundamental conflict in the world will not be ideological or political, but the great divisions among humankind and the dominating source of conflict will be cultural. Huntington’s thesis has been contested widely, especially since nations are not culturally uniform. 
To overcome the negative impact of globalization and safeguarding a degree of national autonomy, some developing countries have opted to join trade blocs or strong regional groupings, which together were seeking to secure fairer deals for themselves in the security, economic, political and all other spheres of the globalized world. The formation of OPEC, the Group of 77 (consisting of 134 countries +China), ASEAN, the Small Islands and Landlocked Countries (SIDS) etc.. Others sought to impose road blocks to global forces by instituting a system of “buy local” or certain protectionist measures. 

 

The rise of diverse groups of civil society, which often protest against capitalist measures and practices, can be seen as another means of resistance to a global dominance created by indiscriminate globalism 

The spread of global communism in the 1950s to 1980s, coinciding with the period of the cold war, 
was another counter measure of resistance to capitalist-driven globalization.  During this period, the former Soviet Union sought to extend its influence not only to Eastern Europe, but also to Africa, the Arab States, Asia - and China.

Remarkable rates of economic growth in Asia (China, India, Japan, Taiwan, South Korea, Hong Kong, and Singapore) set another argument against  “manufactured globalism” set by the Western countries.

These shifting dynamics at the international level had their own impacts on the North American capitalist systems causing several political, military, commodity and financial crises.  These trends began with the loss of the Vietnam War, Watergate, the OPEC oil embargo of 1975, the emergence of stag-flation, burgeoning government deficits, the financial crisis of 2008 (with the collapse of Lehman Brothers), high unemployment leading to zero economic growth, the rising tide of insularity of countries with popular backlashes in cases like Germany, Austria, France and most notably Brexit and the rise of Donald Trump as an advocate of nationalism and anti immigration.  As a result, at present there is a rising sentiment of protectionism, reconsideration of free trades agreements and political populism, signaling the onset of a lessened dominance of Western model of globalization.

Today while devices such as Facebook, Twitter, Wikileaks and other social media are still dominant factors in shaping the dynamics of the third world politics and social orders, there is an added problem of widespread and unpredictable terrorism that could disrupt the existing law and orders in these countries. This is a new factor in global conflicts where the old order can hardly and adequately provide solutions  and despite the fact that globalization still is an infant phenomenon, it is rather an organism that is continuously changing shape, focus, and size but it is still far from becoming a  new order filling the present vacuum.. Does the world needs or accept another form of global uniformity in its governance? How will the G-20 treat or receive the Chinese proposals for enhancing global economic growth potential, improving global financial governance, innovation and structural reform facilitating international trade and investment, cooperation and promoting inclusive and sustainable development. These and many other questions will constitute the thrust of the future debates and international negotiations.   

Thank you Mr. Chairman 

.
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