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Introduction
by Professor Glenn Alcalay
Department of Anthropology

It has been a privilege to spend a rigorous semester with the students in the Honors Seminar in Contemporary Civilization in critical pursuit of the consequences – warts and all - of Globalization.  We wish to thank Dr. Gregory Waters, Ms. Chrystel Williams and Michelle Wiese of the Honors Program at Montclair State University for their kind assistance and support.  Special thanks also to Dr. Richard Franke of the Anthropology Department.  Also thanks to Katherine Demeski and Janice Demeski for designing the cover of this Report.  Finally, thanks to Lisa Green for her generous editorial assistance.


The topics covered in this Report are by no means considered the definitive word to describe and critically assess such a leviathan of a subject as Globalization.  Indeed, this Report was conceived as a stimulative work-in-progress to facilitate discussion – and to promote action – concerning the new forces of Globalization shaping and altering the planet's present and future course.


Globalization is a concept that has proliferated in both popular and scholarly arenas, describing the increasing intensity of flows of capital, labor, commodities, and ideologies across national borders.  Electronic highways, the expansion of jet travel, satellite technology and trade liberalization have made transnational communication and cultural, political, and economic connections closer and faster than ever before. The goal of this Report is to interpret these historical currents and movements through an anthropological and ethnographic lens, and to analyze some of the meanings and implications of these global processes for people's everyday lives. 

The Report begins with a discussion of multilateral trade agreements and international lending institutions at the macro level [DeStefano] in order to describe the shape and nature of Globalization.   


The Report will examine the cultural, environmental and economic impacts on Planet Earth and its inhabitants from Globalization though an anthropological lens.  For example, what will be the environmental impact of developing nations trying to make up for lost time, and cutting corners with respect to environmental protection?  Are short-term, bottom line quarterly statements, and is ROI [return on investment] compatible with long-term concerns about rapid [and human created] climate change?  How related are Globalization and global warming?  Are there alternative economic models that afford a blend of individual liberties, protection of capital & property, respect for indigenous rights, and the development of a sustainable global economy?

The scholarly and robust essays in this Report span the full gamut - from indigenous rights and genocide to food policy and music/artistic rights - of the consequences and contours of what is now known as Globalization.


The last essay in this Report by Kristen Larson addresses the alternative to free trade - fair trade – as a possible way forward.

Finally, the 1948 United Nations’ Universal Declaration of Human Rights is included as an Epilogue to this Report.
Chapter 1

Our World versus the World's Poor by Chynna DeStefano
Introduction

Countless people in today’s society in the United States are so work-consumed and short of time, that they do not stop to examine what is occurring between the United States, other super power countries and the third world or developing countries in the poorer parts of the world. Sadly, some of our most highly-educated and affluent citizens are not aware that many of these developing countries are devastated under the burden of debt and trade policies of the International Monetary Fund (IMF), The World Bank and The World Trade Organization (WTO).  
Instead of helping these developing countries through the use of loans and trade programs, the United States along-side other dominant countries has harmed these developing countries by enforcing their governments to abide with structural adjustment policies (SAPs)—policies which, according to the writers of Houston Catholic Worker Newspaper, force these countries to cut spending on education and health, eliminate basic foods and transportation subsidies, devalue national currencies to make exports cheaper, privatize national assets, and freeze wages. Collected here is an in-depth look at what these controlling financial organizations of our world are doing to subjugate the world poor.
Part I The International Monetary Fund

The International Monetary Fund was created in 1944, preceding the end of WWII, during the Bretton Woods conference; a meeting between representatives of 44 nations at the Bretton Woods resort in New Hampshire. Originally, the International Monetary Fund was developed to aid countries in solving their balance-of-payment issues through use of ‘temporary’ financing to support policies that are aimed at correcting the underlying issues causing the payment problems. The IMF has stated their main goal is to reduce poverty in these developing countries, as well as provide them with technical assistance to train citizens of those countries in their area of expertise.  

Over the years, the IMF has lent money to many countries, such as Mexico in the 1980’s and 1995, South East Asia and Russia in the late 1990’s and Argentina in 2001. Since the 1980’s (when the IMF began lending money to Mexico), the IMF had extended its role in the world economy by providing money to ‘bailout’ an increasing amount of countries in financial calamity (Global Exchange, 2007). From this rather restricted and optimistic view, the IMF could be seen as a savior to these struggling, developing countries, after all, what could be bad about lending these strained countries money?; Almost everything.


Since the 1980’s the International Monetary Fund has designed specific economic policies for over 60 separate countries—a substantial amount considering  there are 195 countries in the world today (192 in whom belong to the UN and the Vatican City, Kosovo and Taiwan).  Up to 2002, these borrowing countries had paid about $550 billion dollars in both principle and interest back to the IMF for about $540 billion dollars in loans, but the IMF stated that these countries still owed about $523 billion dollars to repay their debts. Currently, due to debt cancellation, the 60 poorest countries in the world (as determined by the World Bank) now owe about $153 billion to repay their debts—a vast jump from $523 billion, but still a colossal and rather asinine number (Shah 2005). The compound interest that the IMF imposes on the money it lends is strangling these poorer countries: forcing them to pay back their debts with huge interest rates (approximately 20%+ a year) so it can benefit the rich members of the IMF and force the citizens of these poorer countries to live an even-lesser quality of life than they did before the IMF intervened. 

It is not the fact that the IMF creates a specific plan and goal for these countries’ monetary needs which makes its actions so sinister: it is the fact that after these desperate countries accept the money, they become locked in robotic economic policies which calculates and rules their government’s every move. These countries’ governments are not allowed to use the money as they please. They are not allowed to disobey the specific structural policies that they are given by the IMF; to do so would result in termination of their ability to receive loans, international assistance or debt relief (Mutume 2001). As if being locked into a policy were not enough, the effects of the policies on the entire population of the countries’ citizens can be rather devastating.


Though many are unaware—it is clear that the International Monetary Fund is one of the most powerful institutions in operation in this world. You may ask yourself, bring as powerful as it is, is it possible that an institution whose main goal was meant to be to aid the poor, has actually forced many of these poorer countries into an even lower standard of living?: Yes. Through the SAP’s—structural adjustment policies that the IMF has forced upon governments already receiving aid, the IMF has taken control of the way these governments allocate received funds and has lessened the quality of life that citizens of these developing countries have. The governments of struggling countries have been forced to spend less on health care and education in order to comply with the SAP’s imposed budgetary restraints. 

Although the IMF states that the cuts to health care spending are irrelevant because of equal increases within private sector alternatives, they seem to be failing to truly asses the needs of the poor. While private providers may undeniably offer higher quality education and medical care, they often require very expensive fees, which the poor cannot pay. The IMF is wrong— cuts of funding to public health care institutions have been incredibly relevant: clinics and public institutions have been forced into charging fees to poor users due to lost financial support.  SAPs ensure debt repayment by requiring countries to cut spending on education and health, forcing these countries to eliminate basic foods and transportation subsidies, devalue their national currencies to make exports cheaper, privatize their national assets and freeze wages of working citizens, allowing multinational corporations to exploit workers and pollute the environment (Kapoor, 2005).


Governments of these developing countries whom have received aid from the IMF know just how devastating the IMF’s policies are. In August 2000, Nigeria was among one of the Group of 77 Nations (otherwise known as G77), indebted by the IMF. 

During this time, President Obasanjo, president of Nigeria along with the leaders of other indebted nations pushed for 100% debt cancellation for the poorest countries for the new agreement of the time, which would have been G8. The G8 leaders paid no mind and failed to make any progress on debt cancelation policies and even backtracked on their promises for debt cancelation. After their failed attempts, President Obasanjo stated to the Jubilee 2000 news group: 

"All that we had borrowed up to 1985 or 1986 was around $5 billion and we have paid about $16 billion yet we are still being told that we owe about $28 billion. That $28 billion came about because of the injustice in the foreign creditors' interest rates. If you ask me what is the worst thing in the world, I will say it is compound interest” (Global Exchange 2007).

The poorest countries in the world, including Nigeria are instructed to pay back about 20 to 25 percent of their yearly export earnings towards debt repayment, yet borrowing European countries such as France, Italy and Britain are paying back close to 4 percent a year, and clearly have a better quality of life than the poorer, struggling nations (Global Exchange, 2007). It seems to be suggested that the IMF is imposing impossible conditions on these developing countries, possibly to ‘kick down the ladder’ that would lead to their success and create unsustainable economic conditions for them. 


Nigeria isn’t the only case of economic struggle caused by the IMF. Argentina, a once ‘model’ development by the IMF and World Bank is now becoming a casualty of these same economic hardships. In 2001, as Argentina’s economy began collapsing, people died in confrontations, millions lost jobs and many were the risk of going hungry. After becoming aware of Argentina’s situation, the IMF offered a $20 billion dollar ‘bailout’ loan. Unfortunately, this ‘bailout’ would only swindle away more money from the Argentinean government and leave them even higher and drier than to begin with. In the middle of 2001, Argentina owed $128 billion dollars in debts to the IMF. The normal interest compounded on the premium of their principle loan amounted to around 27 billion dollars a year—thus proving that Argentina wouldn’t net one cent from the $20 billion dollar ‘bailout’, which couldn’t even cover the interest they owed to the IMF for one year (Vann, 2002).        


The IMF has halted the development of these countries that they have lent to—countries that could have developed strong, domestic economies.  Through offering more money than these countries could ever pay back, they have indebted these developing nations and pushed their citizen’s quality of life even lower than before their ‘helpful’ monetary intervention. The IMF has allowed privatization of corporations in these developing countries to exploit the country’s laborers and pollute their environment.  Structural Adjustment Policies ensure debt repayment by requiring these developing countries to cut spending on education and health, eliminate basic foods and transportation subsidies, devalue national currencies to make exports cheaper, privatize national assets and freeze laborers wages.  The IMF has not been the only institution that
has harmfully intervened with developing country’s way of life; The World Bank has had 
a hand in this depressing situation as well.
Part 2 The World Bank

The World Bank was not always involved in the detrimental acts that it has had hand in today. From The World Bank’s creation in 1944 up until the 1960’s, the bank was a conservative establishment and usually funded transportation improvement, construction and basic needs within developing countries.  In 1968, Robert McNamara became the bank’s president and with that, he had made the bank more dedicated to attaining higher loan levels. From 1968 up until McNamara’s resignation in 1981, the bank’s lending had soared from $883 million dollars to 12 billion dollars! (Bovard, 1987) Since McNamara’s influence over The World Bank, it has become just as destructive an institution as the previously mentioned International Monetary Fund. The World Bank has become known for its involvement in human rights in developing countries and the destruction that it’s interfering has led to.


The World Bank was created alongside the International Monetary fund; both focused on different, but complimentary ends. The World Bank was designed to invest in developing countries to encourage post-war reconstruction.  The bank has been very successful with expanding the control of the governments of the developing countries it aids, but has done a very poor job with helping these countries to reform their private sector corporations. The World Bank seems responsible for the rush of socialism into these developing countries, which includes the rising tyrannical political power over the private sector corporations of these countries and quite possibly the economic collapse of Africa. Is it possible that the World Bank considers itself a success because socialist governments such as Ethiopia and Mozambique (and many others) accept zero interest 50-year loans or other subsidized aid from the bank? Auditors of The World Bank claim that the bank is suffering from the political expectation that it must lend bigger amounts each year (Kapoor 2005). 

If the bank were to request more capital next year, the bank’s request will only result in a commitment of around $10 billion dollars of American tax payer’s money—proof that the World Bank is devastatingly destructive in terms of monetary drain in the United States. It seems the World Bank is mainly concerned with meeting its quantitative goals—rather than bettering the countries that it is lending to. By forcing developing countries to borrow more than they wish to has been nothing but a dire choice for these countries. The World Bank has pushed their borrowers to use extra money on unnecessary steel factories and buildings, underused airports, and inferior roads which do not stand the wear of use or time. The bank has not helped borrowing countries to become more dependent on markets, nor has is concerned itself with the welfare of the poor citizen’s of these countries. 

The World Bank has only aided the tyrannical and corrupt bureaucrats of these developing countries to oppress their citizens and has only been concerned with lending out more money year after year to increase its collection of interest payments (Bovard, 1987).  An example of the detrimental consequences that the World Bank’s aid has had on citizens in developing countries can be seen in Tanzania.


 In the 1970’s, the World Bank lent money as well as advice to Julius Nyerere, the ruler of Tanzania. With this aid and advice, Nyerere funded a massive resettlement 
program in which he forced peasants of Tanzania off of their land, loaded them onto
trucks and burned down the villages that they had been living in. Nyerere then instructed to have these peasants forcibly relocated into a different village; all peasants had to live where the government has assigned them to. Nyerere’s tyrannical rule did not stop with the resettlement of these poor Tanzanians. After their horrible uprooting and resettlement into an unfamiliar part of Tanzania, Nyerere instructed that all of the huts in which these peasants were to live in had to be uniform, and were to be built in "in neat rows staked out for them by government officials” (Washington Post 1976).  

Nyerere was a socialist ruler who wanted to strip the Tanzanian people of their capitalist tendencies to make them easier to control. Nyerere even outlawed the peasants from sleeping in their gardens at night, which Tanzanian’s would do to protect their crops from monkeys. By outlawing this common practice, Nyerere made it almost impossible for the Tanzanian people to raise crops: thus, they stopped cultivating the land. The lack of crops led a deficiency in food in the villages, which gave way to deterioration in the peasant Tanzanian society. The Tanzanian’s involuntary resettlement program was a prime example of the uncaring and uncompassionate actions which were funded by the World Bank (Bovard 1987).  


The World Bank also funded brutal policies enforced by the Vietnamese government in August of 1978. During this time in 1978, North Vietnam had conquered South Vietnam and the society of South Vietnam was quickly worsening. Word of concentration and work camps, as well as atrocious repression had quickly spread, but that did not stop the World Bank from lending $60 million dollars to the Vietnamese government. 

The World Bank had stated that the $60 million dollars was going to be used to fund “an irrigation project”; but a confidential World Bank report had stated that the $60 million dollars was actually being used to fund a resettlement program which was going to resettle anywhere from four million to five million farmers by the end of 1980 to address the unemployment problem that South Vietnam was facing. Though the resettlement was risky, due to the threat of rebellion among farmers who had farms and families in a particular area, the harsh Vietnamese government paid no mind to anyone who tried to argue against them. Anyone who rebelled against the resettlement was sent off in a permeable boat, many of whom which were left to drown in the sea.  Although The World Bank was well aware of all of the violence that the Vietnamese government was inflicting upon its citizens, they planned to give out several more loans to Vietnam, until they were confronted by opposition to their future loan plans by congress (Bovard 1987).


The World Bank seems to have a bad habit of both directly and indirectly aiding the resettling of innocent citizens of whatever country asks for a loan. A fine example of The World Bank’s indirect hand in harmful resettlements can be seen in northeast Brazil. Around the 1980’s, the bank had lent Brazil $400 million dollars to finance a “hydroelectric power and irrigation scheme” (Lappe 47).  During the time when the irrigation system was being developed, a 200-mile area along the Sao Francisco river became flooded, which forced over 70,000 people (mostly famers and families) to leave their homes and go elsewhere (Newman 1977).  Church officials stated that those whom were resettled were not compensated for the loses that they incurred. The Catholic bishop also stated that because of the lack of farming around the flooded areas, that food had to then be imported to those areas of Brazil. Because of the increase of imported foods, food prices began to rise and the amont of malnourished people in the area had risen to enormus heights. 

The horrible consequences that were inflicted upon the citizens of Brazil along the Sao Francisco river were only to serve a large-scale irrigation system and mechanized farms geared towards getting Brazil more involved in export markets (Stepanek, 1979). This example of the aid and advice that was given to northeast Brazil shows the lack of concern that The World Bank has had for the laboring citizens who live and thrive in the areas that they wish to ‘better’.


There is no question as to how powerful The World Bank truly when it comes to the reins that they have on developing countries who need to borrow money. Within The World Bank’s Global Finance Development publication of 1999, it is clearly seen that the debt of the developing countries that they are lending to is continuing to rise despite the fact that these countries are incurring higher expenses to repay The World Bank and are receiving less aid (Shah 2005). 

Developing countries are now paying close to $13 dollars in interest for every $1 dollar that they receive in aid (Jubilee 2000 1999). The World Bank and the International Monetary Fund readily work together to decide exactly which countries they will lend to: although it is safe to say, none of these developing countries can afford the huge cost of the interest rates charged by these multilateral lending institutions. While in their decision process, The World Bank and The IMF gather teams of auditors to evaluate the financial policies and prepare planned changes for the countries that they are considering lending to.  

The World Bank itself determines the credit rating of each country that they are going to lend to, in order to calculate the chances that the government of that country will be able to pay back the loans. Thus, this credit rating allows the bank to determine which sources of public and private aid that the country’s support will come from. In turn, this shows that The World Bank’s decisions about a country’s development strategies are incredibly important ones that a country must abide by and respectfully take if they wish to receive further aid. It goes without saying— as previously exemplified through Tanzania, Vietnam and Brazil— not all of the advice given by The World Bank is helpful the society that they are lending to. The World Bank makes incredibly powerful decisions that can transform a society (for better or for worse): a prime example being currency devaluation in Bangladesh.


        Currency devaluation is one of the most dramatic actions that The World Bank can take. Currency devaluation can only be used when it is accompanied by a watchful eye and other changes that will assure a positive and stable outcome. One of the main expectations of currency devaluation is to create a “favorable investment climate” (Lappe 50). The devaluation program is meant to restore stability to that area by actually lowering the real incomes of the urban and working classes there. One can easily see how horribly wrong this ‘program’ could go if it is not being watched as closely as possible.


The World Bank is not just a multilateral lending institution. The World Bank is
an institution hell-bent on land reform, resettlement programs and pushing globalization to the next level by forcing countries to do whatever is necessary to get involved in the global market. Generally speaking, within Africa and many other countries where The World Bank has pushed land reform, many farmers have been incredibly hostile towards any ‘offical’ attempts to move them or change their tenure rights (Lappe 83-84). 

Through pushing this land reform, The World Bank has brought about market changes in these developing countries by encouraging private land ownership, which in turn pushes out poorer peasant farmers due to the fact that wealthier farmers can afford more land and can buy the land for a comprable price from the peasant farmer. Due to the push of The World Bank for these farmers to get more involved in the globalized export market, these farmers have begun producing high volmes of only the crops that do well, which can deprive a society of the crops that they may need in that area to maintain health and proper nourishment. The World Bank rejoicies in these commercialized changes, which have altered these once culturally moral socities into a machine-like market society, where the main concerns are the profit associated with land and with the production of commercialized agriculture (Lappe 84). 

It is clear that the production of commercialized argriculture is very different from the once stated goal of rural development that The World Bank pushed for. There is no doubt that The World Bank does have the potential to aid developing countries in many ways due to the fact that loans can be very beneficial if a society needs help paying for the needs of it’s citizens (such as health care and oublic transportation), but The World Bank has only made situations in these countries worse so far. The World Bank has aided corrupt governments, and has provided a hand in forcing harsh and inhuman resettlements. The World Bank has hurt the cultural morals of the countries it has lent to, as well as led these countries even futher into debt.
Part 3 Asian Development Bank

The Asian Development Bank was created during post-war rehibilitation in the earlier portion of the 1960’s. The Asian Development Bank was meant to be Asian in character and was meant to promote economic growth around the Philipines region after the devistation of the war. The bank was passed within a resolution during the first Ministerial Conference on Asian Economic Cooperation which was hosted by the United Nations Economic Commission for Asia and the Far East during 1963. The bank was originally situated in Manila, the capital of the Philippines. During the 1960’s, the bank focused on giving assistance for food production and rural development. During the 1970’s the bank moved its focus into education and health care and then eventually into infrastructure and industry. The emergence of Asian economies spurred the need for better buildings, better roads and support for fiscal development.

In the 1980’s the ADB began to mobilize more resources for development of the private sector. The bank increased the amount of money it had dedicated to infrastructure, especially energy projects. During this time, the bank also began working with nongovernmental organizations in order to address the needs of disadvantaged groups in its developing member countries (Asian Development Bank 2009). In the 1990’s, the ADB began to encourage regional cooperation and started to create ties with neighboring countries within the Greater Mekong Sub-region. In 1995, the Asian Development Bank became the first multilateral lending institution to have a governing policy to ensure that all lending and development assistance fully benefits the poor. Policies on inspection, involuntary resettlement and indigenous cultures were also passed at this time to protect the citizens would be affected by any of the loans or decisions of the bank.

During 1997, a serious financial problem hit the area. At this time the Asian Development Bank supported many programs and projects to help the areas that were devastated by the financial problems. At this time, the bank also issued its single largest loan of four billion dollars to the Republic of Korea, as well as created the Asian Currency Crisis Support Facility, so that in times of serious need, loans would be easily and quickly accessible for members of the bank.  Within the 21st century, the bank strove to increase the effectiveness of loans and development programs. In 2003, the region had faced the problem of the SARs outbreak—but the bank helped the area and provided support at the regional and national level to aid in the treatment of the disease. The Asian Development Bank also helped in dealing with natural disasters such as the tsunami disaster which devastated the areas of India, Indonesia, Maldives, and Sri Lanka in December of 2004. The bank committed $850 million dollars to aid the areas that were hit by the tsunami, and also provided a one billion dollar line of assistance to citizens of those areas who were affected by the devastating natural disaster.  Today, the bank is looking into the future and is preparing its ‘Strategy 2020’ to set goals for the next dozen years (Asian Development Bank 2009). 

It is clear that the Asian Development Bank has not met nearly as much criticism as The World Bank has, although it goes without saying that no institution is perfect. In many ways, this example of a successful, concentrated multilateral lending institution shows that large institutions such as The World Bank cannot be nearly as successful as the ADB, in part because of their scale. The large scale of The World Bank gives it tremendous power; which makes it too easy to corrupt a project or program, makes it too easy to make a profit and makes it too easy to resettle peasants of a country without any care or concern for their welfare. 

The World Bank should take some of the traits of the Asian Development Bank and should apply them to their institution. A broken up version of The World Bank may prove to be more beneficial to the areas around the world receiving monetary aid because the bank would then be able to keep an eye on exactly what the money is being used for and the bank would also be able to make sure that the money is being used to benefit the citizens of that area. The Asian Development Bank, although a much smaller scale than the global World Bank, seems to be more successful than the World Bank because its loans are not causing major debt among the borrowing countries, and the money that is being lent is not going towards detrimental resettlement programs, which can destroy a culture and a society. 

Part 4 The World Trade Organization

The World Trade organization is based in Geneva and was created in 1995 to replace The General Agreements with Tariff and Trade (GATT). The World Trade Organization has a much wider range than GATT did. Unlike the GATT, the World Trade organization not only regulates merchandise goods, but the WTO also regulates trade in services such as telecommunications, banking and other trade of intellectual property rights. The World Trade Organization is among the most powerful and secretive organizations in the world today: as of July 2008, 153 countries belong to the WTO. The World Trade Organization has been the center of negative attention for many years. Many people find the WTO destructive do so because they find that free trade is incredibly unprofitable for those who produce and labor to create the goods, and because they are opposed to the economic globalization that the World Trade Organization harvests.

Hostility towards the World Trade Organization is bound to exist just due to its size alone. The WTO regulates over 90% of international trade; there is no way to please everyone. Due to the large scale of the WTO, it is the overriding governing force in global trade. Opposition to the power of the World Trade Organization exists because the WTO can easily require self-governing states to change their trade laws and regulations by declaring that their current trade settings are in breach of free trade rules (Cavanagh 2003). 

The World Trade Organization also hurts developing countries by forcing them to open their markets to rich-country multi-nationalists who pay no regard to the infant, domestic industries that they are trading with. These problems also exist among agricultural trading as well: the WTO pushes for foreign agricultural imports, which will in-turn dislocate many rural families whom may have farmed. Clearly, opposition to the WTO exists because the WTO seems to have been created by the rich, made to benefit the rich. The WTO does not give light to the problems that may be faced by developing countries and is even worsening the problem by forcing developing countries to open their markets to richer countries, but allowing richer countries to keep their products restricted from purchase by poorer countries (BBC News 2009).

The World Trade organization does not allow bans on sales of merchandise made through use of child labor. The WTO does not allow its members to treat items differently, based on the way they were made: irrespective of if the items were made through brutalized child labor, if they were produced in a filthy factory or if laborers were exposed to a toxic or fatal chemical while producing the item (Weissman, 2009). The World Trade Organization is indifferent to the effects that free trade has on worker’s rights, child labor, the environment and health issues (BBC News 2009). 


Many people feel that the WTO lacks democratic accountability, due to the fact that their meetings, decision making, and disputes are closed to the public and to the media. The WTO also undermines democracy in every country whose trade it regulates: the World Trade Organization’s policies limit the options that countries have to trade and maintain control over the governments by enforcing punishments if the country violates any rules. The WTO reserves the ability to override domestic decisions about the how corporations and economies should be kept. Once the government decides to liberalize a sector of trade, it is very difficult to reverse the choice, because the WTO will not allow that government to deliberate that sector. Thus, many governments are forced to obey the World Trade Organization’s guidelines and cannot violate the rules set down by the WTO.
           The World Trade Organization prioritizes commercialization over any other values or morals. The World Trade Organization has very little concern for laborers of the countries whose market they are attempting to globalize by requiring all trading states to have laws which ‘better’ the worker, yet put the consumer, environment, health, safety, human rights, animal protection and other non-commercial issues on the back burner so that they will not disturb trade. The WTO seems to have no consideration for basic human moral values. The WTO promotes global trade no matter what the cost may be. WTO rules are absolute: everyone who belongs to the WTO must completely abide by every rule that is passed. If two countries have any issues over any items that are being traded, the WTO is the judge and the jury of the situation because they oversee every aspect of trade. There is undoubtedly major discomfort among promoters of democracy when it comes to the WTO because of the harsh and unyielding methods they use to enforce their destructive free trade and all of its rules.

There was a time when Mexico was a highlighted example of the World Trade Organization’s wonderful free trade promises. But today, 15 years after the installment of NAFTA, the failure of Mexico’s economy development plan is apparent. Despite NAFTA’s increased trade, investment, productivity and relatively stable large-scale economic conditions, Mexico’s economy grew very slowly. (Wallach 2009). Laborers in Mexico, Pakistan and Thailand have had to watch as their governments have been forced to do the biddings of large banks and giant corporations. Austerity measures have been forced upon these laborers in order to quickly reach the goals of the World Trade Organization. 

Austerity measures have included currency devaluation, inflation and corporation privatization. These austerity measures hurt poorer countries of the developing world that are starting to make their way into the globalized market. Devaluation and inflation can harm citizens that do not have much money—but the WTO does not pay mind to these non-commercial issues: as long as changing a currency’s value will help adjust a small economy enter into the globalized market, then the WTO will install that austerity measure. Corporation privatization can also harm a country’s poorer people because it leads to a poorer quality public good or service and it also leaves less room for public goods and services to exist. In the case of there being little choice for public goods, poorer citizens will not be able to receive the care they may need due to the cost of that service. Austerity measures clearly harm laborers and poorer people in developing countries.

Opposition to the World Trade Organization is extremely common: different people all around the world resent many of the actions that the WTO has taken since it’s opening in 1995. One of the most famous protests against the WTO occurred in 1999 in Seattle [aka the "Battle in Seattle" - now a documentary film] during a "ministerial" meeting it was holding.  During the meeting, labor, human rights and environmental activists protested in the streets. “As expected, the trade group's highly publicized meeting November 30 to December 3 drew thousands of protesters, out to show the world how much resistance Americans could muster to the WTO's global "free trade" agenda.” (Frank 2003)

Environmentalists oppose the World Trade Organization because of its ruling against environmental protection laws. During the Battle in Seattle, many environmentalists dressed as endangered sea turtles because of a decision in 1998 by the WTO that ruled that a part of the United States Endangered Species Act (in-which the US had prohibited the sale of shrimp caught in ways that kill sea turtles) violated free trade rules (Weissman 2009).

Labor activists oppose the WTO because free trade usually lowers wages in developing countries as well as opens less protected and cheaper markets in developing countries in which richer countries can take advantage of these poorer nations. Human rights activists also see the same and they also feel that free trade promotes the use of abuses in labor, such as child labor in order to produce cheap goods to be traded in the global markets. Consumers may find the WTO disturbing because of ability to overrule food safe-guarding laws such as requiring labeling for genetically modified foods. Many US consumers are also concerned with the fact that the WTO can overrule United States federal and state laws which may protect the consumer (Phillips 2000).

Anti-World Trade perceptions in many developing countries show that free trade agreements have failed to deliver their promise of aiding developing economies in developing countries. As seen in Seattle, many people oppose the decisions that have been made by the World Trade Organization (Khor 1999).  Environmentalists, labor and human rights activists strongly disagree with the immoral values of the WTO which place trade over all other values in poorer countries. It is clear that the WTO has led to the widening gap between first and third world countries, which have exaggerated the problem that they were said to be addressing. Free trade regulations set by the WTO have done nothing but exploit workers of poorer countries with cheaper wages and horrible working conditions. If any institution should have its methods revised—it would be the World Trade Organization (Phillips 2000).
Part 5 NAFTA
The North American Free Trade Agreement was placed into effect on January 1, 1994. NAFTA was supposed to create thousands of high-wage jobs in the United States—raising the standard of living in the United States, Canada and Mexico. (Wallach 2009) It was also supposed to improve environmental conditions in these areas and transform Mexico through pushing it to become a new market for United States exports. Increases in U.S. exports, were supposed to create jobs in United States, but instead, increases in imports destroyed jobs due to the fact that the imports displaced goods that otherwise would have been made in the United States by domestic workers.
Employment in virtually all United States manufacturing industries has declined since NAFTA went into effect. Globalized trade and production coincide with greater inequality between countries, thus widening the gap between first and third world countries. Complex-globalization has weakened unions, strengthened multinationals and increased competition and insecurity in markets. NAFTA has destabilized democratic nations.
It is NAFTA that installs a limit on the safety and inspection of meat and other goods sold in grocery stores. NAFTA also aids in the creation of new patent rules which may raise medicine prices. NAFTA also imposes limits on a local government’s ability to zone toxic industrial parks which may cause health problems. NAFTA also limits the amount of money that can be allocated to the spending of tax dollars on products to be made in the United States or on locally grown farms (Frank 2003). NAFTA’s core provisions allow foreign investors rights that promote outsourcing of United States jobs and also promote privatization of corporations as well as promote the deregulation of energy and health care services. NAFTA’s benefits are surely out-weighed by its harmful side-effects, which have twisted the worlds of laborers in the United States, Canada and Mexico. 
Part 6 CAFTA


The Central America Free Trade Agreement (CAFTA) is one in a series of Free Trade Agreements (FTAs) that the United States has entered into with countries within the Western Hemisphere (Enterprise Florida 2009). CAFTA is used between the United States and  Costa Rica, the Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, and Nicaragua. Under CAFTA, United States trade policies are supposed to have arranged for these countries to have moderate access to United States markets for their goods, while protecting their own markets with tariffs and other barriers. Unfortunately, not all of these promises of protection have been met. Costa Rica has faced many problems dealing with the subsidization of private businesses by the United States. These subsidies have forced Costa Rica to open up banking industry to transnational banks that may have offered higher interest to depositors but usually invested in riskier projects, which sometimes led to bankruptcies. Thus, CAFTA appears to be incredibly unfair to countries within the western hemisphere. Problems with CAFTA within Costa Rica have led many Latin men and women feel that their country has entered into a flawed trade agreement with America. CAFTA leaves a lot to be desired: laborers of western-hemisphere countries wish to have access to intellectual property rights, to have more rigorous environment and labor rules instated and also wish for an agreement that would not open their country to agricultural imports as long as the United States has farming subsidies (giving the United States the upper hand).  The fairness of CAFTA seems to be in just as much question as NAFTA does—free trade is not free: poor, laboring men, women and children pay the price for the first world's desire for cheap goods. 
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Chapter 2
IGOs, NGOs and the Role of International Organizations and Globalization

by Alison Blumenfeld

One cannot effectively offer a holistic discussion on the vast, significant topic of globalization without touching upon the importance and history of the International and Non-Governmental Organization. Gerard J. Mangone, in his book A Short History of International Organization, explains that “when one plunges into the study of international relations he is apt to emerge quite soaked with ideas of universal peace. He may even pick up some plans for freeing world trade or integrating social services or, indeed, a striking blueprint for the political unification of the nation-states which now occupy the surface of the globe” (Mangone 1). 

The above ideas represent just some of the goals of many International Governmental Organizations (IGOs) and Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs). There are over 250 IGOs, all with extremely diverse agendas for serving, aiding, or bettering the international community. Some IGOs work with some of the 6,000 NGOs which serve “many of the same functions as their IGO counterparts and are particularly useful for mobilizing public support, monitoring the effectiveness of international aid, and providing information and expertise” (Britannica). 

The following report on International and Non-Governmental Organizations will serve to provide a history of one very important IGO, the United Nations, describe its successes and failures in regard to the Millennium Development Goals, and therefore its affect on globalization and international relations.


The first IGOs can be said to be formed by Greek city-states; however, they have only begun to appear in their present form since the 19th century. The end of the French Revolution and Napoleonic wars instigated European leaders to meet periodically. This early forum was called the Concert of Europe, and was perhaps the first modern IGO: serving to protect European governments from internal rebellion (Britannica). Later that century, more IGOs began to surface, such as the International Telegraph Union in 1865 (Britannica). Towards the beginning of the 20th century, the Hague Conventions began. These conventions brought together European and non-European states and were used to develop rules about the conduct of war, the peaceful settlement of war, treatment of prisoners of war, and the rights of neutral states (Britannica). These early meetings of world powers paved the way for the IGOs of today, including the UN, which, similar to the Concert of Europe, was created in response to the end of a major war.


Today, there are some qualifications by which IGOs must abide. For example, all IGOs must include membership from at least three states, have activities in several states, and hold their members together by a formal agreement (Britannica). They can range in size from as little as three members to well over 185. Some IGOs are designed to achieve a single purpose, while others have many on their global agenda. IGOs are created for all sorts of reasons, ranging from collecting information and monitoring trends, delivering services and aid, providing forums for bargaining, and settling disputes, among others (Britannica). IGOs provide institutions through which states can achieve goals, legitimize their actions, and put a constraint on the behavior of other states. The various goals and itineraries of the world’s IGOs have had a profound effect on globalization as a whole.


In 1945, representatives of 50 countries met to draw up the United Nations Charter. The United Nations officially came into existence on October 24th, 1945, when the Charter had been ratified by China, France, the Soviet Union, the United Kingdom, the United States and a majority of other signatories (Millennium Development Goals Reports). While the U.S. Department of State recognizes 194 independent states in the world, there are 192 member states of the UN. 

The main purpose of the United Nations is to “maintain international peace and security; to develop friendly relations among nations based on respect for the principle of equal rights and self-determination of peoples; [and] to cooperate in solving international economic, social, cultural and humanitarian problems and in promoting respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms,” according to the UN’s official website. It is a responsibility of the UN to try to maintain international peace and security. In the past almost 70 years, the UN has had many successes as well as many failures. With the goal of peace-keeping in mind, the United Nations has undertaken many missions to preserve peace in countries around the world, such as Namibia, Rwanda, Haiti, India, Pakistan, Egypt, Israel, Iran, and Iraq, just to name a few. 

There are many operations currently happening right now in places such as Sudan, East Timor, Liberia, and Darfur. The UN is also involved in supporting social and economic development, with the UN Development Program, or UNDP, as the front-running source of grant technical assistance. Many other IGOs work through the UN to accomplish their developmental goals, such as WHO, UNAIDS, and IMF, among others. Another focus of the UN is on decolonization. According to the UN’s official website, over 80 colonies have attained independence since the formation of the United Nations. 
One of the most important functions of the UN is to assist in the maintenance of human rights and the doling out of humanitarian assistance. The United Nations Human Rights Council was established in 2006 and has a main purpose of addressing human rights violations in countries around the world. 

The Universal Declaration of Human Rights [see the Epilogue to this Report] was adopted by the General Assembly in 1948 as a common standard of achievement for all (MDG Reports). The Declaration of the Rights of Indigenous Peoples was adopted in 2007, cementing the UN’s goal of upholding the rights of indigenous peoples around the world. The UN also works closely with another IGO, the Red Cross. By their involvement with this organization, the UN can provide food, water, shelter, and other services to the famished, impoverished, and afflicted. The UN has quite a hefty agenda which, through its peace-keeping, humanitarian, and developmental endeavors and association with various other international governmental organizations, renders it one of the most important and influential of all IGOs.


The Millennium Development Goals were first established by the UN member states at the Millennium Summit in September of 2000 (MDG Reports) and outline eight different goals that the UN wants to accomplish by the year 2015 in terms of human rights and development. These eight goals are broad, yet can be broken down by specific targets. The goals include:
1. ERADICATE EXTREME POVERTY


Target 1: Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people whose income is less than $1 a day


Target 2: Achieve full and productive employment and decent work for all, including women and young people


Target 3: Halve, between 1990 and 2015, the proportion of people who suffer from 

hunger

2. ACHIEVE UNIVERSAL PRIMARY EDUCATION


Target 1: Ensure that, by 2015, children everywhere, girls and boys alike, will be able to complete a full course of primary schooling

3. PROMOTE GENDER EQUALITY AND EMPOWER WOMEN


Target 1: Eliminate gender disparity in primary and secondary education, preferably by 2005, and in all levels of education no later than 2015

4. REDUCE CHILD MORTALITY


Target 1: Reduce by two thirds, between 1990 and 2015, the under-five mortality rate

5. IMPROVE MATERNAL HEALTH


Target 1: Reduce by three quarters the maternal mortality ratio


Target 2: Achieve universal access to reproductive health

6. COMBAT HIV/AIDS, MALARIA AND OTHER DISEASES


Target 1: Have halted by 2015 and begun to reverse the spread of HIV/AIDS


Target 2: Achieve, by 2010, universal access to treatment for HIV/AIDS for all those who need it


Target 3: Have halted by 2015 and begun the incidence of malaria and other diseases

7. ENSURE ENVIRONMENTAL SUSTAINABILITY


Target 1: Integrate the principles of sustainable development into country policies and programs and reverse the loss of environmental resources


Target 2: Reduce biodiversity loss, achieving, by 2010, a significant reduction in the rate of loss


Target 3: Halve, by 2015, the proportion of the population without sustainable access to 
safe drinking water and basic sanitation


Target 4: By 2020, to have achieved a significant improvement in the lives of at least 100 million slum dwellers

8. DEVELOP A GLOBAL PARTNERSHIP FOR DEVELOPMENT


Target 1: Address the special needs of least developed countries, landlocked countries and small island developing states


Target 2: Develop further an open, rule-based, predictable, non-discriminatory trading and financial system


Target 3: Deal comprehensively with developing countries’ debt


Target 4: In cooperation with pharmaceutical companies, provide access to affordable essential drugs in developing countries


Target 5: In cooperation with the private sector, make available benefits of new 

technologies, especially information and communications (MDG Reports).


These eight goals and their achievements or failures have a major impact on globalization. All eight issues affect all one hundred and ninety-four countries. The first goal of eradicating global poverty is a daunting task. According to the Millennium Development Goals Fact Sheet offered by the UN’s official web base, Eastern Asia more than halved the proportion of underweight children between 1990 and 2006. Yet in places as close as Southern Asia and as far as sub-Saharan Africa, the percentage of underweight children well surpasses 50 per cent. 

In fact, sub-Saharan Africa has made the least amount of progress over the past nineteen years in terms of reducing child malnutrition. Even with the successes of countries such as China, the number of people worldwide lacking access to food is on the rise. “With recent increases in food prices, it is estimated that 1 billion people will go hungry, while another 2 billion will be undernourished. (MDG Reports). Because of this increase in the price of food, money plays a big part in malnutrition and hunger. 

The World Bank found that there were 1.4 billion people living in extreme poverty in 2005. Regional rates of poverty have fallen substantially within the past twenty years. Poverty rates were at 52 per cent in 1981 and fell to 42 per cent in 1990 and then to 26% in 2005. Since 1983, poverty in East Asia fell from nearly 80 per cent to 20 per cent (MDG Reports). Micro-financing in countries such as Bangladesh and India, programs centered around increasing crop production and agricultural productivity such as NERICA (New Rice for Africa), and organizations such as the World Food Program have all contributed to bettering the world hunger crisis. 

Yet in places such as sub-Saharan Africa, the poverty rate has not budged from its 50 per cent mark in the same 25 year timeframe, and currently it is estimated that 100 million more people will experience absolute poverty on account of the recent food price increase (MDG Reports). The first Millennium Goal seems to be a hit-miss situation.


The second goal of achieving universal primary education is also one that comes with bittersweet victories. The UN web base reports that as of right now, 570 million children are enrolled in school. From 1999 to 2006, 30 million children became a part of that figure. Developing countries saw a 5% increase in primary school enrollment from 2000 to 2006. Yet sub-Saharan African nations are still the "deadweights" in this battle to better developing nations: 38 million children of primary school age in this region are still out of school (MDG Reports). 

Eighty-six countries are without universal primary education. Inequalities in access to education are perhaps the most damaging obstacle to achieving this goal. Across the board, the children most likely to drop out of school or not attend at all are girls and those living in poorer households or rural areas (MDG Reports). Aid directed towards basic education for developing nations has increased from $1.6 billion in 1999 to $5 billion in 2006; however, the United Nations estimates that $11 billion is needed to reach universal primary education by 2015 (MDG Reports). 

The abolition of school fees has proven to be one of the more effective ways to universalize primary education. Ghana, for instance, after doing just this, saw public school enrollment increase from 4.2 million to 5.4 million in 2004 and 2005 alone. In Kenya, too, enrollment increased by 1.2 million in 2003. The collaboration of the UN and various NGOs helped provide materials and supplies to 33 schools in Haiti and improve the lives of 4,300 of the country’s poorest children (MDG Reports). There are still tall and vast hurdles left to be undertaken which prevent universal primary education from becoming a possibility. These include but are not limited to the need for sufficient school buildings, teachers, and curriculums, and with the abolishment of school fees, this becomes an even larger issue for developing countries.


This goal ties in with goal #3, the promotion of gender equality and the empowerment of women. According to the UN’s findings, only 18 of the 113 countries that failed to achieve gender parity in primary and secondary school enrollment are likely to achieve the goal by 2015. Girls account for an astounding 55 per cent of the out-of-school population. 

Thanks to efforts made between 2000 and 2006, girls’ enrollment has increased more than boys,’ and two out of three countries have achieved gender parity at the primary level (MDG Reports). However, this may very well be the only advancement in sight. Sub-Saharan Africa, Oceania and Western Asia have the largest gender gaps in primary enrollment (MDG Reports). At the current rate of progress, the United Nations elucidates, the goal of eliminating gender disparity in primary and secondary education is far from being reached. There are many factors that add to this disappointing equation. Lack of access to water and sanitation as well as a lack of private and decent sanitation facilities have a major impact on women and girls, who are often forced to spend their time fetching water. 

Also, many schools lack decent sanitation facilities, causing many children to opt out of attending school (MDG Reports). When women and girls do not have the opportunity to attend primary school, they subsequently miss out on larger opportunities in life, such as aspiring to and gaining high-profile jobs or being at all successful in the work force. The longer that gender parity exists in primary and secondary schools, the longer it will take for women across the glove to attain equality. This is not simply a long-term goal - it must be an ongoing mission. 

In places like America, the fact that schooling is available for boys and girls alike is typically taken for granted. Yet in nations like Rwanda and Algeria, this is a fairly new concept. And in other developing nations, this is hardly a possibility. The UN has a lot of work to do in trying to improve gender equality in schools and the workplace, as women in developing countries are being denied the opportunity to achieve the greatness they are so capable of.


The fourth goal of reducing child mortality is one that is hardly in our grasp. Due to malnutrition, insufficient healthcare, and a lack of water and sanitation in developing countries, countless children below the age of five continue to suffer and expire prematurely. Worldwide, as the Millennium Development Goals website explains, deaths of children under five years of age declined from 93 to 72 deaths per 1,000 live births between 1990 and 2006. Is this good enough? For many other countries - including 27 sub-Saharan nations - an accomplishment of even this size is not even close to being reached. 

Between 1990 and 2006, these countries made absolutely no progress in reducing childhood deaths - in fact, half the deaths of children under five occur in this region (MDG Reports). This is a bigger problem than most consider it to be. A child born in a developing country is over 13 times more likely to die within the first five years of life than a child born in an industrialized country (MDG Reports). Annual deaths among children under five has dropped 60 per cent since 1960, yet in 62 countries worldwide, it is not declining fast enough to reach the target of this goal. In 27 countries, the rate is stagnant or getting worse (MDG Reports). 

Again stressing the importance of gender equality in schools, it is a fact that mortality rates are higher for children whose mothers lack basic education (MDG Reports). The decline of the prevalence of child malnutrition in developing nations is slow - lessening by only 7 per cent in the past nineteen years. The number of underweight children still exceeded 140 million in 2006 (MDG Reports). The UN has made some strides in trying to prevent child mortality through offering assistance for maternal, newborn and child health, yet even the annual $3.5 billion used towards this is not sufficient to accomplish this goal (MDG Reports).


The next goal, the fifth, is extremely relevant to the target of goal four. Goal five deals with the improvement of maternal health. According to the United Nations, 500,000 women die of complications related to pregnancy and childbirth; almost all of these women live and die in developing countries. In sub-Saharan Africa, a woman’s risk of dying from these causes is 1 in 22, whereas in developed countries it is 1 in 7,300 (MDG Reports). Another shocking figure is that every year, “more than 1 million children are left motherless because of maternal death, and children who have lost their mothers are up to 10 times more likely to die prematurely than those who have not” (MDG Reports). This renders Goal 5 as one of the most impacting and important goals on the list - and yet, it is the area of least progress among all the Millennium Development Goals.   
According to UNICEF, UNFPA and WHO - three IGOs that work closely with the UN - up to 20 million women each year experience potentially fatal complications during birth. In order to reach the target of this goal, at least 5.5 per cent annual improvement is needed; since 1990, maternal mortality has decreased by less than 1 per cent each year (MDG Reports). However, countries in places such as Latin America, Northern Africa and South-Eastern Asia have managed to reduce their maternal mortality rates by one third while sub-Saharan Africa still comes in last with little to no progress at all. What has helped the situation is the increase in health professionals attending births. 

From 1990 to 2006, the percentage of countries receiving this rose from less than half to nearly 61 per cent. The maternal death rate in East Asia and Latin American has decreased by as much as 50 per cent in some countries (MDG Reports). Whatever progress this marks is not enough to achieve this goal or even make a dent. UNFPA, the United Nations Population Fund, has made partnerships with NGOs such as Médecins Sans Frontières [Doctors Without Borders] to help find trained health workers to aid in the birthing process in countries where this is not readily available. 

UNFPA has also been aiding in over 40 countries in sub-Saharan Africa, South Asia, and the Arab States. The work of the UN has successfully gained the support of eleven governments and private-sector companies such as Johnson & Johnson (MDG Reports). There is still much more to be done.


An extremely immense goal, the sixth concentrates on the combat of HIV/AIDS, malaria and other diseases. It will be difficult to accomplish this goal since the number of people living with HIV rose almost 4 per cent from 2001 to 2007. The number of people affected by Malaria is a consistent number - between 350 and 500 million cases are reported each year. With both of these diseases, the vast majority of cases occur in sub-Saharan Africa. 

The Global Fund to Fight AIDS, Tuberculosis and Malaria has helped to improve access to antiretroviral therapy for AIDS sufferers. “By the end of 2007, the number of people receiving AIDS treatment in developing countries reached 3 million; however, that is only a fraction of the estimated 9.7 million people in need of treatment” (MDG Reports). HIV prevention is, though, the most effective method of achieving this goal. International funding for anti-HIV/AIDS programs in developing countries reached $10 billion in 2007. While this sounds like a hefty sum, UN believes that $18 billion is required annually to successfully combat AIDS. 

The Global Fund also aided with malaria prevention by providing mosquito nets to developing countries. Earlier this year, the UN Secretary-General Ban Ki-Moon expressed the importance of reaching full coverage of mosquito nets in Africa by 2010 to help end deaths caused by malaria (MDG Reports). The only target that seems able to be reached is the halt of tuberculosis, which requires early detection and treatment to be combated effectively. 

The most important issue is unaffordable drugs - without drugs, diseases cannot possibly be conquered. The UN shares that since the adoption of the MGDs, official development assistance for health has increased from $6.8 billion to $16.7 billion from 2000 to 2006. As a result, the number of people dying from AIDS has begun to decline, from 2.2 million in 2005 to 2 million in 2007 (MDG Reports). IGOs as well as NGOs such as WHO, UNICEF, the U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Rotary International, the Gates Foundation, and the Global Alliance for Vaccines and Immunization have all joined forces to support the Global Polio Eradication Initiative, which is the largest international public health effort in history (MDG Reports). This effort has caused a rapid decline of the transmission of the polio virus. When NGOs and IGOs collaborate on important efforts, new heights can more easily be reached. 


The seventh goal deals with environmental sustainability. This goal is closest to becoming a reality based on the huge amount of people who have gained access to drinking water since 1990. Yet safe drinking water is only one target of this goal, and even so 1 billion people still do not have access to safe drinking water, 2.5 are without access to basic sanitation services, and 1.6 have no access to electricity. These numbers increase as climate change becomes more and more of a problem. 

Climate change, or global warming, lends to changes in weather causing intensified disasters. When disasters such as droughts, hurricanes or floods occur, access to these basic facilities becomes even more difficult. “Current trends suggest that on average the world may meet the target of halving the proportion of population without access to safe drinking water, but not the target regarding access to improved sanitation facilities” (MDG Reports). The cost of achieving Goal 7 is estimated at $10 billion per year. While some areas of climate change are improving - such as deforestation, which has seen a substantial decline from 2000 to 2005 - others are simply unmoving - such as the world slum population, which is expected to triple by 2050. 


Some operations that have attempted and succeeded in aiding the issue of environmental sustainability include the Montreal Protocol, efforts made by governmental programs, and the creation of Marine Protected Areas. The Montreal Protocol of 1987 “resulted in the phasing out of over 96 per cent of all ozone-depleting substances (MDG Reports). Forest Departments in countries such as Pakistan and Niger have helped to increase cultivation and plant thousands of new trees in an effort to turn deserts into productive agricultural lands. Marine Protected Areas, or MPAs, focus on the sustainability of fisheries and various ocean species and habitats. In Fiji, Indonesia and Belize, MPAs have made a substantial impact on the preservation of wildlife and increased not only tourism but the job market.


The final goal, to develop a global partnership for development, is unlikely to be reached by the soon-approaching deadline of 2015. Official development assistance has been reported to have dropped from $107.1 billion in 2005 to $103.7 billion in 2007 (MDG Reports). If aid is to be doubled by 2010, there needs to be an increase of $18 billion per year in global aid. “The present rate of increase of aid for core development programs will have to double over the next three years if the level of aid committed for 2010 is to be met” (MDG Reports). 

The next target of dealing with debt problems of developing countries has not been achieved either. Many heavily indebted countries are still at risk of debt distress regardless of efforts to create a more favorable environment for investment. When it comes to technology, there is still a deficit in underdeveloped countries despite “rapid progress” in the mobile phone sector. In developed countries, 58 per cent of people used the Internet in 2006, compared to 11 per cent in developing countries (MDG Reports). There are still countries, in sub-Saharan Africa especially, where the majority of the population is without even access to electricity. 

Through debt relief in impoverished and indebted countries, other goals on the MDG list have been brought closer to realization. In Tanzania, for instance, debt relief helped the government abolish primary school fees, build 30,000 new classrooms and hire 18,000 trained teachers, therefore increasing the percentage of children enrolled in primary schools in mainland Tanzania almost 40 per cent by 2006 (MDG Reports). Mozambique was able to vaccinate one million children against tetanus, to fight AIDS, and to build and electrify schools with its debt service savings (MDG Reports). Since the implementation of Goal 8, Africa has become the region with the highest annual growth rate in mobile subscribers worldwide - by the end of 2006, 22 per cent of the population had a cell phone, compared to 3 per cent with telephone lines and 5 per cent with Internet access (MDG Reports). 

A UN program called Integrated Frame-work for Trade-related Technical Assistance has aided in making trade capacity a factor in poverty reduction and development plans (MDG Reports). When developing countries have the resources needed to successfully trade their resources, they can organically engage their economy and increase exports. UNDPs have played an integral part in making this a possibility. 


The Millennium Development Goals have, in essence, affected globalization on a grand scale. The UN has taken on eight extensive and world-changing goals in which to accomplish by 2015. These eight goals, whether reachable or not, have caused many 
IGOs and NGOs to work together and bring technological, social, political, and IGOs and NGOs to work together and bring technological, social, political, and economical aspects of the Western World to developing countries in regions such as Africa and Asia. Whether it be access to modern technologies and medicine, the ideology of women’s rights and educational equality, projects to retain environmental sustainability, or the resources needed to eradicate poverty, the UN and many other International Governmental Organizations and Non-governmental Organizations have played a major role in globalization.


A final consideration is multi-track diplomacy. “Multi-Track Diplomacy is a conceptual way to view the process of international peacemaking as a living system.  It looks at the web of interconnected activities, individuals, institutions, and communities that operate together for a common goal: a world at peace” (Institute for Multi-Track Diplomacy). This definition, provided by the Institute for Multi-Track Diplomacy, regards efforts made by governmental and non-governmental officials to cease conflict between states. These efforts directly relate to globalization and the work of NGOs and IGOs in peacemaking and international aid. Multi-Track Diplomacy is an extension of Track I and Track II Diplomacies, in encompassing nine different tracks. 

Track II involves non-governmental or professional peacemaking through conflict resolution (IMTD). Search for Common Ground is a non-profit organization founded in 1982 dedicates to transforming the way the world deals with conflict by focusing on collaborative problem solving (Search for Common Ground). SFCG is a multi-faceted program that works closely in eighteen different countries in regions such as Sub-Saharan Africa and the Middle East to try and find reasonable solutions. This directly reflects the ideals of a Track II Diplomacy, which generally seeks to supplement Track I diplomacy by working with middle and lower levels of society and often involves non-traditional methods, such as facilitating dialogue mechanisms and meetings that include participants from both government and non-government institutions (Search for Common Ground).


While Intergovernmental Organizations such as UN, WHO, UNICEF, UNESCO, NATO and the Peace Corps and Nongovernmental Organizations such as Amnesty International, ACLU,  Survival International, Greenpeace, Sierra Club and the League of Conservation Voters have vastly differing agendas, their goals all reflect a similar purpose: peace. Through Multi-Track Diplomacy, many of these organizations have found a voice, a cause, and a means to achieve their goals, in which globalization is a key component.
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Chapter 3
Workers in a Global Economy by Katherine Milsop
“Every serious reader of the past instinctively knows… that nations lie enmeshed in each other’s history. Even the most isolated of nation-states are in a semi-permeable container, washed over by forces originating far beyond its shores.” 
– Daniel Rodgers, Atlantic Crossing

Almost a decade into the 21st century, globalization is an irrevocable reality that affects billions of people in even the most remote areas of our world.  Powerful multinational corporations outsource manufacturing to developing countries through the purchase of economic zones and foreign investments. Free trade agreements and trade liberalization encourage the purchase of goods produced abroad for lower costs rather than domestic products. Increasing application of technology in the workplace has made certain manufacturing and assembly line jobs obsolete.  


Where do these changes leave workers? What are the implications of global the economy on laborers in the United States and around the world, as well as labor practices? Globalization has heightened anti-unionism in the United States. Unions have not been globalized whereas corporations have. When corporations lend productions to offshore factories in developing nations, workers on both sides may be placed at a disadvantage while the corporation gains an economic advantage.


According to a March 2005 article in The Washington Post: “…overwhelming forces [such] as globalization, the shift of production and services to low-wage countries, and the emergence of Wal-Mart and other mega-corporations…have undermined and in some cases obliterated – union efforts” (Edsall, washingtonpost.com). A company must produce at the lowest possible costs compared to what it sells for in order to make a profit. Labor is a component of cost. In developed countries where unions exist or are prevalent, labor costs tend to be high reflecting the fact that laborers are organized. This is not true for many developing countries. Given that costs of living in these developing countries are comparably lower, workers will be paid much less. Employers, additionally, do not have to adhere to laws that regulate the length of the workday, overtime pay, or other protections associated with workers’ rights in developed countries. 


Union membership in the United States declined following World War II when the economy shifted from manufacture to service based. This, however, is only partially responsible for union membership decline. The Washington Post article referenced previously stated that in 1953, “36 percent of private-sector workers were union members: today fewer than 8 percent belong to unions” (Ibid.). Recently, efforts have been to expand union membership to new economic sectors. Union leaders are reaching out to “white-collar” and “pink-collar” workers, and are devoting energy to re-training workers in diverse areas with modern technology.  In the current economic climate, unions appear to be a source of solidarity and welcome stability. A Federal Bureau of Labor and Statistics report on Illinois unions shows membership to have increased by 97,000 workers in 2008. It has been noted as the first expansion for unions in decades.  Nevertheless, a general consensus among economists suggests that the current economic climate is not conducive to union growth (“The Becker-Posner Blog”, becker-posnerblog.com). 


In addition to the export of manufacture and industry, globalization has also made possible the outsourcing of service jobs over the past two decades. Technical support centers, for example, with Dell and America Online, may employ workers at branches in Mumbai to answer Americans’ service questions via telephone.  Service and data analysis jobs, once considered very complex, have been simplified by increasing applications of technology. This fact adds skilled workers to another sector of labor directly affected by globalization. 


In order to examine the impact of globalization on workers around the world today, it is important to review a brief history of United States labor changes and movements beginning after World War II. The shift from a manufacturing economy, the influx of migrant workers, the applications of technology, and the increasing diversity of the workforce have affected labor markets all over the world. Additionally, the steady decline in union memberships is associated with globalization. Before current issues are addressed, we must examine the events that have made the labor of human beings into an article of commerce (Kennedy 208). 

Part I: Labor Unions in the United States

The expansion of American cities and the factory system during the 1830s changed the way goods were manufactured and marketed. Factory goods were mass-produced by workers who toiled in unsanitary conditions for low wages and long hours (modern workers in developing nations are subjected to similar or worse conditions). The relationship between boss and worker was no longer personal.  Attempts to unionize were considered criminal by management. 

During the 1830s and 1840s, workers found striking to be one of the most effective ways of dealing with employers. Often employers would hire recent immigrants as “scabs” who agreed to work for long hours and low wages. As stated in The Brief American Pageant, “Labor long raised its voice against the unrestricted inpouring of wage-depressing and union-busting immigrant workers” (Kennedy 192). According to the text, by 1830, about 300,000 trade unionists worked in the United States. Despite economic setbacks, organized labor made one its first gains in the Supreme Court decision Commonwealth v. Hunt (Ibid.). Peaceful strikes were no longer considered criminal. This act did not officially legalize strikes throughout the country, however, and it would not be until the 1930s that labor would gain enough legitimacy to negotiate with management on fairer terms (ibid.). 

 During the Great Depression, more Americans proudly voiced their support for labor unions and workers who sought to secure their jobs, rights, and rebuild a devastated economy. Moreover, President Roosevelt was able to earn the support of laborers by endorsing collective bargaining strategies, social security, and unemployment insurance. As Lawrence Richards writes in Union Free America, this was also attributed to changing perceptions of the working-class. “Both unions and workers were now seen as champions of the underdogs, and the labor movement was believed to be, ideally, the champion of the underdog” (Richards 38).

Controversy arose over charges of overpaid and corrupt union leaders who were clearly not working for the best interests of members. A New York jurist noted the growing corruption of unions during the 1930s, stating, “instead of being one of the most important agencies for the betterment of the laboring man, [unions had] become the most powerful means of his oppression” (Richards 49). To curb the power of unions, the Taft-Hartley Bill was passed in 1942. Essentially, the bill outlawed “closed-shop” practices that force workers to join their company’s labor union. The right-to-work laws that followed severely limited the power of unions. Details of the bill have been amended over the past several decades, but it is a fact that union membership and power in the United States has been declining since. 

The decline exists even after the crucial merging of the American Federation of Labor (AFL) with the Congress of Industrial Organizations (CIO) in 1955 to form the AFL-CIO. Currently, it is the largest federation of unions, comprised of 56 national and international (Canadian) unions with over 11 million members, according to AFLCIO.org. 

 It is important to realize, however, that since the 19th century, many Americans, including working and middle-class citizens, have associated organized labor with skewed perceptions of socialism and viewed it as a hindrance to independence and economic competition. Lawrence Richards suggests in “America’s Antiunion Culture” that there is a “pervasive strain of anti-unionism” in the United States. 

 Elaine Bernard, Executive Director of the Trade Union Program at Harvard Law School, gives an accurate, concise summary of problems unions face in an April 2009 interview with theRealNews.com:

Today there are 16 million union members out of a workforce of about 125-130 million workers. It's not because people have decided to quit unions. There's been job loss where unions are, the decline in manufacturing where unions were strong, the de-unionization in manufacturing, the tendency of unions not to be able to move into new areas. That is, the workforce has grown where unions aren't, in the service sector. And where unions are, the workforce has been in decline. (theRealNews.com). 

As Bernard explains, the decline in union membership can also be attributed to the shift from a manufacture to a service based economy. Labor unions have been forced to broaden their application to more fields work. Unions were once thought to only benefit working-class, “blue-collar” factory workers. Increasingly professional unions, such as the National Education Association (the largest professional organization and labor union in the United States) and the American Federation of Teachers, serve vital functions of representation for over 6 million people (NEA.org). 


Princeton economist and Nobel Laureate Paul Krugman suggests that the presence of unions is crucial to a thriving middle class. In a December 2007 article, he discusses the definitive period during the 1970s when “corporate America…declared war on organized labor” (Krugman, NewYorkTimes.com). Through intimidation tactics and demanding concessions from union leaders, corporations effectively suppressed (and continue to suppress) organized labor. The 1980s followed with massive manufacturing layoffs and widespread factory closings. President Ronald Regan took decisive action against labor in 1981 when he fired striking air traffic controllers (Edsall, WashingtonPost.com).  

Wal-Mart, the world’s largest retailer and corporation, and largest employer in the United States (ufcw.org), engages in antiunion practices with their employees in stores and factories. According to the United Food and Commercial International Union’s website, “Wal-Mart suppresses its workers' democratic right to choose through management techniques, labor busting teams, and unfair intimidation” (ufcw.org).  Stores that become unionized, such as the most recent case in Jonquiere, Quebec, are immediately shut down (www.sphere.org).  Employees who seek to unionize in accordance with international human rights laws have been laid off and effectively blacklisted by the Wal-Mart Corporation. 

Another labor trend following World War II was the influx of migrant workers into the United States. The Mexican Farm Labor Program, or Bracero Program, sponsored over 4.5 million border crossings into the United States.  The early guest worker program that ran from 1942 to 1964 created an entirely new group of workers to compete in the American economy. Civil rights leader Cesar Chavez addressed the abuses of migrant workers and founded the United Farm Workers labor union in 1964. Controversy over migrant workers and their rights, however, remains prevalent in the United States. The abuse of workers has been exacerbated by liberal economics and free trade policies that apply to people as well as goods. Workers on Southern California farms have been sprayed with chemical pesticides used on the crops. Additionally, many have been forced into substandard housing and are marginalized by overseers and employers (floc.com). The Farm Labor Organizing Committee, part of the AFL-CIO, seeks to ensure the safety and welfare of migrant workers in the United States and Canada. 

Both workers and management who seek to compete in a global economy often do not see labor union membership as an advantage. The dominance of multinational corporations works against unionization in the United States, and has far reaching implications for employees who work for these companies in developing countries wrought with poverty.

There is not one definitive reason that explains why labor unions in the United States have suffered over the past five decades. Much of it has to do with changes in the workforce, attitudes, the economy, and anti-union propaganda. Modern corporations suggest that unions are naturally dying out naturally and becoming obsolete. This, however, is not true. Organized labor’s existence during the 20th century has been and remains a relevant struggle. In the modern global economy, protection of workers, their wages, health care and their rights are more important than ever. Krugman said in a public address of the AFL-CIO that union membership raises political consciousness and participation (Friedman, AFLCIO.org). Union leaders continue to seek ways of adapting organized labor to a global economy and making it more accessible to workers around the world. 
Part II: The Science of Exploitation – Human labor as an article of commerce

Individual practitioners of globalization do not necessarily set out to destroy unions and impoverish their fellow citizens, though it appears to be the pattern as many succumb to greed. Globalization as it is being practiced now makes it virtually impossible for workers in developing nations to be treated as human beings. The next section will focus on factory sweatshop labor that has been exported overseas to developing nations such as Bangladesh, Indonesia, Cambodia, and closer to home in South American countries like Honduras and Nicaragua. It is important to keep in mind that economic oppression and worker exploitation are not limited to Latin America and Southeast Asia. Corporations seek less developed areas of the world, former Soviet Union countries, for example, where untapped markets for cheap labor exist.    

Reduction in transportation costs, combined with low labor costs (and minimal government protection or intervention) allows manufacturing firms to consider more remote locations and labor markets than those within their own countries. Corporations justify extremely low wages in a poor or developing economy claiming they will still be a benefit to the inhabitants. Willingness to make the required investments in hardware and software allow foreign labor markets to service American service industry needs. The investment, however, is made for the sole purpose of cutting costs and generating profits for the corporation. Sweatshops do not provide real opportunities for economic success for the workers or the free-trade zones they inhabit because manufacturers deliberately keep wages low (“FAQ “Free Trade” and sweatshops”,  globalexchange.org). 

The working conditions in the garment factories of worldwide brands such as Nike, Gap, Wal-Mart, and Reebok are notoriously deplorable. It is the outsourcing of production that has caused resurgence in sweatshop labor over the past three decades (Ibid.). The images of people, mostly women, working endlessly over sewing machines, in cramped, hot, dirty warehouses was something associated with the beginnings of industrialized labor over 200 years ago. Workers are subjected to shifts that last well over 12 hours, and are not compensated for overtime. The National Labor Committee, located in New York City, investigates the practices of factories. A Mexican worker told investigators, “I spend all day on my feet, working with hot vapor that usually burns my skin, and by the end of the day my arms and shoulders are in pain” (ibid.). 

Factory workers are not paid hourly wages, but earn a few cents for each item they produce. This reduces a human being to a robot whose sole purpose is to produce as much as possible for the company. An investigation done by the Global Exchange, an international human rights advocacy group, reveals that Mexican Gap factory workers earn about 28 cents per hour for sewing jeans. The jeans sell for over $50 a pair in the United States. 28 cents is considerably higher than the rates in poorer countries like Haiti and Nicaragua (ibid.) 

Workers face abuse from managers and overseers. Essentially, slavery practices
dominate the working floors of sweatshops. Though the company may claim to adhere to labor standards, representatives are rarely there to enforce them and the responsibility is left with the warehouse managers. Warehouse managers are given a certain amount of freedom to stray from the labor standards of both the company’s regulations and those of the International Labor Organization. Very often, they simply look the other way, take bribes, or seek promotions to upper management to escape poverty (Wal-Mart: The High Cost of Low Price, freedocumentaries.org). When the time for company inspections arrives, workers are threatened by managers to stay silent, offer no information, and never portray the company in a negative way. Inspectors, who may be eager to leave and not entangle themselves with such grievous human rights violations, do not pursue investigations (The New Rulers of the World, youtube.com).

 Verbal and sexual assaults on workers are not uncommon. Girls under the age of 18 may be forced to support large families, and if they should become pregnant, they will be forced to leave their job. The materials and chemicals handled daily present major health risks, and workers are not properly protected with masks or gloves. Injuries from machines range from bruises to loss of fingers. In any case, compensation is not available (globalexchange.org). 

Outside the factories, in free trade economic zones established by corporations upon entering a village, cheaply constructed company dormitories, and squatter-like settlements with dwellings made of shipping container walls, serve as housing for workers and their families. Wal-Mart’s factories in China, for example, provide overcrowded, inadequately heated, dilapidated facilities where employees are assigned to live (Wal-Mart, freedocumentaries.org). The close, unsanitary quarters are a breeding ground for infectious diseases. Should workers fall ill, they are not compensated for medical care or sick leave. 
 Michael Walker, an economist from the Fraser Institute explained what he considered the perspective of impoverished countries to be regarding corporations:

Let’s look at it from the point of view of the people in Bangladesh who are starving to death, the people in China who are starving to death, and the only thing that they have to offer to anybody that is worth anything, is their low-cost labor. And in effect, what they are saying to the world…they have this big flag that says, “Come over and hire us! We will work for 10 cents an hour, because ten cents an hour will buy us the rice that we need not to starve.” And so when Nike comes in, they are regarded by everyone in the community as an enormous godsend  (The Corporation).

To the degree that unions maintain high salary/benefit cost structures, they motivate firms to seek alternatives, whether robotic or offshore.  Capital is international and firms, partnerships or other business organizational forms easily jump national borders.  Labor unions and members cannot always cut across international borders and reach the nations where they are needed most. The United Nation’s International Labor Organization is a specialized group that advocates international workers rights, but their efforts to help unionize workers are overcome by corporate initiatives. Additionally, attempts to unionize in nations that have been invaded by corporations under the guise of “free-trade policies” in the new global economy have been met with violence and persecution from both domestic and foreign governments. 
If workers successfully unionize, demand higher wages and decent conditions, that particular zone will no longer offer the cheapest possible cost of labor. The company will pull out and leave the country with a crippling debt that they have no way of paying off. Developing nations are left with the option of either being exploited with the hopes of creating a better economy, or being abandoned by foreign investors and left with staggering IMF and World Bank debts. For workers and government officials in developing nations, it is a catch-22. Either way, they are trapped in a cycle of structured poverty, although with the presence of foreign corporations, a wide gap develops between the elite, corporate aristocracy class and the majority of citizens who work 13-hour shifts, yet still cannot afford to eat two adequate meals a day. 


Examples of workers’ attempts to unionize in free-trade economic zones show that even the poorest and most exploited do not tolerate such abuse. Union organizers are tortured, beaten, jailed, or executed. According to an Amnesty International report from 1998, Dita Indah Sari, a leader of the non-governmental Centre for Indonesian Workers’ Struggle, is among those who have worked steadfastly to improve workers’ pay and conditions in Indonesia. She was arrested in 1996 when she took part in a demonstration calling for a rise in the national minimum wage. She was tortured and released in 1999. Not ceasing from her efforts, she was elected chairperson for the National Front for Indonesian Workers Struggle and is running for president of Indonesia in 2009 (http://www.amnesty.org/en/library/info/POL10/001/1998).  This case shows that unionization for exploited overseas workers is possible, although as the name of the group suggests, the representation continues to be a struggle. 


The case of Brazilian Rubber Tappers Union leader Chico Mendes shows a more common outcome for unionization attempts. An environmental activist, Mendes fought to preserve the rubber trees in the Amazon that he and most of the inhabitants depended on for their livelihood. Ranchers and miners sought to destroy acres of the Amazonian rainforest to use the land for commercial and trade purposes. In 1988, Mendes was assassinated at his home. In 1990, two men were arrested and charged with the murder. Debate over his assassins still exists, although it is assumed to have been ranchers or miners with interest in exploiting the land and its resources (chicomendes.com).   

It has been suggested that globalization enables billions of people around the world to participate in capitalist free market competition. Liberal economic practices, dubbed as free trade, have promoted the unregulated exchanges of goods and capital, in addition to human beings and their labor. Free trade agreements, especially the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA), grant investors rights and abilities to move factories and export production to remote areas that ensure governments, unions, and even the United Nations, will not interfere with business practices. Investing corporations have more power in the poor nations they invade than the government. Free trade practices enable them to undercut policies that will decrease profits and output in any way. NAFTA lowers tariff rates and import quotas enabling a swift and regular exchange of goods and labor. It becomes economically beneficial for companies to move plants and factories to Latin and South American countries. 

Should these unregulated trade practices continue on such a global scale, the sweatshop industry will thrive, poor nations will sink further into debt, and unions in the United States and Canada will continue to be undermined by ruthless competition (globalexchange.org). The gap between the extraordinarily wealthy and impoverished will grow.  As stated in a 2007 article by Adam Parsons, “An estimated 2.7bn people, almost half of the world, are officially struggling to survive on less than two dollars a day, whilst the number of billionaires has increased more than 80-fold since the 1980s”, based on United Nations statistics (Parsons, “Sharing the Global Economy”). 

Part III: The value of labor in a global economy

There are potential upsides to the outsourcing services and applying technology to the workplace. Outsourcing of services, a practice developed over the past decade, is another way labor is exported overseas in order to reduce company costs.  Deemed an insidious labor practice by some, outsourcing service jobs is comparably beneficent to both workers overseas and in the United States. 


There has been a misconception suggesting that when the economy slows and jobs become scarce, it is due to immigrants, technology, or job outsourcing. In a 2005 essay by University of Chicago economics professor David Drezner, he writes that the Bureau of Labor Statistics reported that less than 3 percent of mass layoffs could be traced to outsourcing. Additionally, jobs that are outsourced overseas are more likely to be replaced or eliminated by technology if they remain in the United States. Drezner writes that fields being outsourced (data software, customer service, information technology) are not areas, according to economists, that are expected to grow. Outsourcing, in addition to the expansion of technology, allows for retraining and revising education for workers in the United States. Making healthcare accessible for all and not attached to jobs, Drezner suggests, could also reduce anxiety and resentment associated with outsourcing (pbs.org/wideangle, Offshore Outsourcing: “Perceptions and Misconceptions”, Drezner). 


Service jobs outsourced to India have proven to be widely successful in the development of India’s middle class. Because the jobs demand education, communication skills, and multilingualism, workers are considered skilled. Outsourcing of Dell customer service, for example, draws from a different sector of the Indian population. Employers are willing to make investments in English education and grant benefits to workers (1-800 India, pbs.org/wideangle). This is a vastly different approach to labor than the corporate export of manufacture to sweatshops. It illustrates the power education can have on improving the lives of people in developing nations, especially in a globalized society. 


Workers around the world continue to struggle for their rights against the indifferent global economy that began over 25 years ago. Arguably, there are benefits to the widespread ability to communicate, share information, technology, and trade. The downside, however, is the disregard for human rights and poverty exhibited in unregulated, free trade practices. If the current economic climate continues to operate as is has, unions vital to a successful middle-class and the welfare of workers will become obsolete. 

The sweatshop economy in less developed nations will continue to boom, the gap between rich and poor will expand, and the world’s poor will remain trapped in a cycle of debt. There is the potential for remarkable progress in a globalized economy, but corporations can no longer be allowed to dominate the world’s economic practices. If there is ever to be a true movement towards eradicating global poverty, current free trade practices must be regulated. 

The global economy consists of a very large number of people competing with one another, constantly seeking temporary advantage for their goods and services in the market.  United States postwar economic dominance may have delayed the onset of global competition, but it also helped shape expectations of people here and abroad. Most union leaders over 50 years ago could not anticipate the scale on which global competition exists today.  Perhaps we need to think about how a country is organized to pursue its economic interest and distribute the rewards and losses of competition.  Labor unions then become part of larger calculations.  The current economic crisis is forcing this kind of analysis.
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Chapter 4 

 Globalization and Environmental Impacts by Katie Paccioretti

The terms “climate change” and “global warming” are often interchangeable, but “climate change” is becoming more popular now to convey the message that there are other climate shifts occurring other than just warming, according to the National Academy of Sciences.  Climate change refers to any change in climate that is significant, such as temperature, wind patterns, or precipitation.  It occurs from natural processes, such as changes in the sun’s intensity or shifting ocean circulation, but also from the unnatural causes of human activity.  Global warming often refers to the increase in temperature due to greenhouse gases, but can also be from natural increases in temperature (Climate Change: Basic Information).  

Greenhouse gases are a natural part of the earth’s functioning.  Without them, heat would never be trapped on earth, leaving the average temperature about -18°C, or about -0.39°F (Whyte 65).  This is called the Greenhouse Effect, which is increased by humans (Forests and Climate Change).  Global warming is caused when human activity produces excessive amounts of greenhouse gases, more than the earth is supposed to hold (Whyte 66).  Deforestation emissions and the burning of fossil fuels are the main contributors to this Greenhouse Effect (Forests and Climate Change).

The amount of these greenhouse gases has increased in the last 200 years and will continue to increase due to human activity, according to scientists.  Earth’s energy balance will be greatly affected by this increase, because the lower atmosphere and surface will become significantly warmer.  Many greenhouse gases, like carbon dioxide, nitrous oxide and CFCs; have long lifetimes, and therefore will be in our atmosphere long after any carbon emission reduction policies are put into order (Whyte 88).

The United States is by far the leading producer of carbon dioxide emissions with a whopping 36.1% of the world’s emissions in 1990.  The next runner-up for the most emissions produced accounts for less than half of what the United States did, with the Russian Federation accounting for 17.4%.  Far behind as the third leading country in carbon emission production is Japan with a mere 8.5% in comparison (Who is Still Missing?).

One of the issues of climate change that is pressed upon people today is the sea levels rising.  Climate change will affect the sea levels in three main ways: storm surges can occur because of differences in wind patterns that may change the severity and frequency of high water levels, a thermal extension of ocean water will cause the average level of the seas to rise, and the glaciers and ice caps will melt causing a further rise in sea level (Whyte 113).

Sea level rising is a very major issue: it does not simply mean there will be less beach to find space on at the Jersey shore.  With increased sea levels, flooding of coastal lowlands will increase, as well as coastal erosion.  Drainage problems with lowlands will occur, the flooding risk will increase because of more frequent storm surges, and quantities of agriculture land will be lost.  It poses a threat to sea defenses and port facilities, and will disturb coastal ecosystems and fisheries.  River sedimentation would be altered, and freshwater ecosystems, soils, and groundwater will all be infused with salt from the ocean water (ibid., 122).

This will affect us all on a global scale.  If a major ice sheet in Greenland collapses, it could raise sea levels by about 20 feet, and flood coastal areas which would produce 100 million refugees.  The low salinity in that water could also halt the currents keeping northern Europe warm, and cause dramatic cooling there (An Inconvenient Truth).  In Australia, warmer seas could increase cyclone intensity, as well as introduce them to areas they had not previously hit.  Islands in the Indian and Pacific Oceans will be exposed to more erosion because the sea levels would rise about their coral reef barriers.  Coral reefs in Jamaica have been further damaged by excessive hurricanes in the 1980s after nearly 40 years without a hurricane.  Bangladesh consists of about 80% low-lying delta land, so much of it is less than one meter above sea level.  Increases in water level would completely submerge Bangladesh.  With storm surges increasing, cyclones and hurricanes have been taking numerous lives around the world, such as a storm surge in the Bay of Bengal in 1970 that killed 200,000 people (Whyte 129-133).

Deforestation is the process of turning forests into agriculture land by removing the trees and other plants.  This process causes about a quarter of all the greenhouse emissions globally from the burning and rotting of vegetation.  Deforestation is a problem because of the damage caused to the ozone layer, as well as decreasing the amount of vegetation that is needed for air circulation on the planet dramatically.  Climate change will in turn affect the forests by increasing the risks of forest fires, droughts and floods.  Forests will also face more threats from insects and diseases in a warmer environment.  It has been suggested that reforestation, or the planting of new forests, would be an effective tool for addressing climate change (Forests and Climate Change).  

In basic science classes, we learn that humans breathe in oxygen and exhale carbon dioxide, which plants use in photosynthesis and produce oxygen for us to use in return.  With an increase of carbon dioxide in the atmosphere, it would therefore make sense that this would be a excellent thing for plants.  However, because we have depleted so many forests, the amount of plants needed to transform all of our carbon dioxide emissions into oxygen is not present (Whyte 143).  Forests are needed to regulate the world’s climate, as well as to collect and store water for the environments hydrological cycle, providing humans, plants and animals with food and shelter, and for recreational activities (Forests and Climate Change).  
Crop yields may increase because of the increase in their carbon dioxide fuel, but it could possibly only be temporary if plants build up a tolerance for higher levels of carbon dioxide.  Also, if the amount of carbon dioxide rises, the carbon content in plants increases drastically.  This could have a devastating impact on our food supply, because an increase in carbon would cut protein levels and nutritional value in our crops.  Another potential problem is that with the increase in carbon dioxide fertilization, there may not be enough moisture or nutrients in soils (Whyte 143).


Biodiversity is defined as the existence of a variety of life forms, such as plants, animals, and microorganisms, as well as their gene variations and ecosystems.  It increases the productivity of an ecosystem, because every creature has a role to play.  When biodiversity is rich, opportunities for medical discoveries, responding to climate change, and economic development are much greater.  To ensure survival, species need a variety of different genes because of Darwin’s theory of natural selection.  If habitats are continually destroyed through deforestation and the gene pool decreases, the chance of extinction for the species increases considerably (Shah).  

Biodiversity can be divided into genetic diversity, species diversity, and ecosystem diversity.  Genetic diversity refers to the diversity in genes within a species.  It occurs within and between populations of species, and between species.  Species diversity is having a wide range of different species in a defined area or having a large abundance of a particular species anywhere.  Ecosystem diversity defines the differences between different types of ecosystems and habitats.


So why is biodiversity important?  It is believed by many biologists that a richer ecosystem has a greater resilience against stresses like drought or habitat loss due to humans.  When an ecosystem is rich, it can function by replacing nutrients in cycles so if one nutrient is destroyed, another can take its place.  If biodiversity is diminished, ecosystems will not be able to function as regularly as they normally would. 


Biodiversity provides us with services from ecosystems. One of these services is protecting water and soil sources.   Natural vegetation in water receptacles help keeps the water circulating, regulate runoff, and buffer against otherwise devastating events such as floods and droughts. Biodiversity also helps to form and maintain soil structures, and keep it moist and nutrient rich.  The land loses productivity if the soil is not nourished enough to adequately grow plants.  Another service is nutrient storage and recycling, because ecosystems recycle nutrients in both the soil and the atmosphere, which plants absorb from either source.  Breaking down and absorbing pollution in ecosystems is a third service, as wetlands can be used to filter wastes, metals, and other solids, as well as kill potentially harmful microorganisms.   Biodiversity can also help to stabilize climate.  An untouched forest can replenish it’s rainfall with water vapor and continue a healthy climate cycle, so it contributes to climate regulation (Biodiversity and its Value).  It also gives us biological resources like food, resources, wood, decorative plants, and medicines, as well as social benefits like research, recreational, and culture.  The cost of replacing these products, if it is possible to, would be very high. 

Our actions are more damaging than many people realize.  For instance, the honeybee population has been suffering and declining dramatically in recent years.  Many people do not think that honeybees provide a great service to us, however without them to pollinate food-producing plants, about a third of our food (fruits and vegetables), would not exist.

Through chains of events, the loss of biodiversity can have serious impacts on humans.  Several decades ago, a group of fishermen wanted to be able to kill whales because they were depleting the fish supply.  Because of this, killer whales had to eat seals instead of other littler whales, and then moved on to otters when the seal population decreased.  With less otters, urchins and other food to otters thrived, which destroyed the kelp forests that fish larvae were protected to grow in.  Sea life then ate the exposed fish larvae, and the fish population for the fishermen was lower than ever, causing them to suffer economically (Shah).  


The Kyoto Protocol is an international treaty to reduce the greenhouse gases that cause climate change.  It was adopted December 11th, 1997, but it wasn’t in force until February 16th, 2005.  It took so long to be in effect because its framework required it to be adopted by at least 55 countries.  These 55 countries need to be industrialized countries, because they account for a minimum of 55% of the total carbon dioxide emissions in 1990 (Ratification of the EU Kyoto Protocol).  


The treaty set binding targets and commits 37 developed nations to reduce their greenhouse gases.  These targets are about 5% against the levels emitted in 1990 over the five years between 2008 and 2012.  The protocol required countries to monitor their emissions and record them exactly, which was the starting point for countries to actually pay attention to the carbon dioxide they emit (Kyoto Protocol).  Emissions vary unexpectedly as countries develop and change.  A proposed solution in the Kyoto Protocol was “emission trading,” which allows a nation with a surplus to trade with a country in deficit in order to be allowed to emit more carbon dioxide (Victor ix).  

There were some apparent problems in the Kyoto Protocol.  It presented the idea that the only way to help prevent pollution was to set targets and restraints, instead of emphasizing research and development of cleaner options (x).  Trying to regulate the quantities of emissions creates problems because the quantities are determined by factors like economic growth and technological development, and the policy makers can’t anticipate that growth perfectly (11).  

It was negotiated quickly, having the agreement compiled in just two months before the first negotiating session in December 1997.  Because it was so thrown together, the negotiation session paid very little attention to how the policies would be carried out and the financial impact.  The agreement was settled quickly because there were so many details not discusses, so it was difficult for countries to see where they would win and where they’d lose (26).  While the protocol failed, it set the foundation for future greenhouse gas policies in getting countries to report data on their emissions (xi). 


Former President George W. Bush decided in March 2001 that the United States would not ratify the Kyoto Protocol.  This was a major setback in the treaty, as the United States is by far the largest contributor of greenhouse gases, producing that 36.1% of the worlds total carbon emissions (Ratification of the EU Kyoto Protocol).  It was also a setback because nations will not be willing to control emissions unless they are positive that their competitive nations are as well, because it costs a lot of money to reduce emissions.  For countries such as the United States, China, and Japan, adopting the limits set by the Kyoto Protocol now would cost too much money to not provide enough results (Victor viii).  


While in Istanbul, Turkey, on April 7th, 2009, President Obama answered a student’s questions about signing the Kyoto Protocol.  Because the Kyoto Protocol is “about to end,” it doesn’t make any sense at this point for the United States to sign.  It was a mistake for us to not sign it originally, according to Obama, because the United States has been the biggest carbon producer.  If we don’t take steps to deal with the problem of global warming soon, we could see an increase of several degrees in temperature, which would have a “devastating effect.”


Instead of signing the diminishing Kyoto Protocol, Obama has plans of his own.  Reducing the amount of energy we use is the most important issue.  All countries around the world need to share information and technology on how to most effectively reduce the usage of electricity, have our cars get better gas mileage, and how to make transportation more efficient.  Another thing to consider is if there is any way to capture or reduce the carbon emissions that come from the fossil fuels we use (Office of the Press Secretary).


President Obama and Vice-President Joe Biden have created the New Energy for America plan.  This includes providing struggling Americans short-term relief from energy prices, creating new green jobs, saving up oil, creating American hybrid cars, using renewable energy sources, and reducing greenhouse gasses. “America has overcome great challenges before. With clarity of direction and leadership, there is no question that we possess the insight, resources, courage and the determination to build a new economy that is powered by clean and secure energy,” the energy plan states.


The first project the plan outlines is to require oil companies to provide direct relief of $500 per individual and $1000 per married couple from their windfall profits.  This will help families deal with the rising prices of food, gasoline, heating bills, and other essentials.  This is the beginning of the Obama-Biden plan to provide middle-class families with $1000 per year in tax relief.  


They also plan to release light oil from the United States’ Strategic Petroleum Reserve with the goal of replacing it later with heavier crude that will help us in the long run.  This reserve was created to help in a time of crisis, which America is definitely in.  Restoring this reserve later on with heavier crude will help American’s with the prices of oil, because it will detract wealth from the oil producing companies. 


In order to tackle climate change, Obama and Biden plan to implement a cap and trade program.  A cap and trade system means that a target level, or “cap”, will be set and emitters will be allowed to determine the way in which they want to reach this goal.  The cap has allowances given that say how much each holder is allowed to produce in emissions.  This gives businesses and consumers incentives to come up with their own solutions to climate change.  Companies have to pay for every ton of emissions they produce, and about $15 billion per year will be used to develop clean energy.  This will reduce carbon emissions by 80% below the levels at 1990 by the year 2050.  


Investing in clean energy will create approximately 5 million new green jobs, which our economy needs in this economic crisis where so many people are losing their jobs.  $150 billion will be used over 10 years to hasten promoting plug-in hybrids, renewable energy, energy efficiency, advance biofuels, investing in low emission low plants, and beginning to use a new digital electricity grid.  It will also be used to make sure American manufacturers have the tools needed to create these green technologies, and all of these jobs will be kept right here in America.


The plan also creates plans to make vehicles more fuel efficient.  This will be done by increasing fuel economy standards, developing plug-in hybrids and offering a $7,000 tax credit if one of these vehicles is purchased, and by mandating that all new vehicles produced are flexible fuel vehicles.  Other policies their New Energy for America plan will incorporate are a Green Vet Initiative, which offers help to veterans to gain skills to enter the green workforce, creating clean technology manufacturing centers, making job training programs for green jobs, constructing the Alaskan pipeline, and extracting more oil from the oil fields we already use.


The president understands that change cannot happen immediately.  That is why Obama and Biden propose that by 2012, 10% of our electricity will come from renewable sources, like solar, wind, and geothermal power.  This will create thousands of jobs, and encourage people to invest by offering an extension for five years on the federal Production Tax Credit.  They will set an energy efficiency goal to decrease electricity demands 15% from the Department of Energy’s estimated levels by 2020.  This will create jobs, save consumers $130 billion, and reduce emissions by over 5 billion tons through 2030 (Barack Obama and Joe Biden: New Energy for America).


“This is going to be a big, big project and a very difficult one and a very costly one,” Obama told the student.  The economic crisis that we are in is not the best condition for making a change in energy usage.  If factory and power plant owners are told that they have to be more energy efficient, that will cost them money that in this economy most people just frankly do not have.  They will have to pass this cost on to the consumers, so everyone will be paying for these changes.  Prices will increase, and it will be more difficult for the average American affected by this economy to pay for their energy.


It has become an issue of politics instead of just an environmental issue.  While America is the main producer of these carbon emissions, we cannot solve this alone.  Politicians in every country need to be responsive and come to an agreement on this issue, because this is a worldwide issue.  No matter how much carbon one country emits and how little another creates, we will all be affected by the consequences, so we all need to take action.  The United States is going to have to take leadership on this issue of climate change, because we are the main cause.  A plan has to be devised for what we will do, so we can come forward and ask other countries to join us.


“When it comes to climate change, George Bush didn’t believe in climate change.  I do believe in climate change, I think it’s important.  That doesn’t mean that suddenly the day I’m elected I can say, okay, we’re going to turn off all the lights and everybody is going to stop driving.  Right?  All I can do is to start moving policies that over time are going to obtain different results,” Obama said in response to his policies not being so radical as of yet (Office of the Press Secretary).
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Renewable energy sources are different technologies that trap their energy from already existing flows of energy.  These energy flows are on-going natural processes, unlike fossil fuels or nuclear power.  Different types of renewable energy sources are wind power, solar power, biomass energy, hydropower, and geothermal energy.  Receiving energy from one of these sources will not cause greenhouse gases, and therefore will greatly improve the quality of our environment (Renewable Energy in the EU).   


The German government looked at the employment effects of their renewable energy market in the chart.  The country had an increase in 57,000 jobs between 2004 and 2006, which represents an increase of 36% over the previous year and since 2004 a 50% increase (Employment Potential in Figures).  In the economic crisis America is in today, job increases like this are very much needed.  

Wind power has been expanding globally at nearly 30% annually over the past ten years.  Currently, Europe is the leader in wind power for both consumers and producers.  Germany, Denmark, and Spain have contributed the most to this impressive development in Europe (Renewable Energy in the EU).  Like Obama plans to do with the New Energy for America plan, developing wind power creates numerous jobs, cleans up the environment, and lets each nation be energy independent from other countries.  

Solar energy can be used in three main ways: passive heat, solar thermal and photovoltaic energy.  Passive heat is received from the sun naturally.  Solar thermal energy uses the suns heat to heat water for homes or swimming pools.  Photovoltaic energy uses solar power to create electricity.  It can generate electricity in daylight, not just direct sunlight.  

There are many different types of photovoltaic technology.  Comprising of 90% of the market is crystalline silicon technology.  Other kinds are thin film technology, concentrated photovoltaic energy, and flexible cells. Photovoltaic technology can be used for grid-connected domestic systems and power plants, hybrid systems with another source of power such as wind or biomass, and consumer goods like watches, toys, battery chargers, calculators, and some automobile sunroofs.  

Solar energy is a powerful source of renewable energy for many reasons.  It’s free once created, there is no noise or air pollution, it’s safe and reliable, recyclable, low maintenance, and it creates thousands of jobs.  (Photovoltaic Energy - Electricity from the Sun)

Biomass energy derives from organic materials, such as naturally grown plants, with a chemical energy property.  It can heat or cool, produce electricity, and be used for transportation.  It is considered a green energy source because the energy comes directly from plant matter.

Hydropower is still being developed, but its sites in Europe represent 84% of their installed renewable energy.  Energy from the ocean can also be extracted from tidal power and wave power (Renewable Energy in the EU).  Besides reducing emissions into the environment, small hydropower also reduces the risks of flooding by maintaining reservoirs and dams, while only using a small land area (SHP & Environment).

Geothermal energy is created below the earth’s surface by converting hot water or steam into electricity.  It finds its way to the earth’s surface through volcanoes, geysers, hot springs, and fumaroles.  It can be used directly from the hot water produced, through a geothermal power plant that produces electricity, or with a geothermal heat pump (How Geothermal Energy Works). 
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Chapter 5

 Women’s Past, Present and Future: How Globalization  Has Affected Women

by Adrienne Ackermann

The journey women are taking continually proves to be rough and tiresome in many parts of the globe.  Sex-slavery, sweatshops and prostitution are part of many women’s daily lives.  Before it’s possible to think of solutions to give these women hope, or even to begin to delve into these harsh realities, we must first examine how far women have come in the past.


Feminism can be defined as an organized movement for the attainment of rights for women.  It is hard to say when the ideas of feminism originated, but generally, feminism can be broken down into three “waves.” 


The first wave began in the 19th century and lasted until the early 20th century.  This wave really kicked off on July 13, 1848 when Elizabeth Cady Stanton organized and held the Seneca Falls Convention to discuss women’s rights.  They created the Declaration of Sentiments, which objected to men’s tyranny over women.  It stated that women were tired of being forced to submit to laws in which they had no voice in creating and having to give up all rights including wages and property rights to their husbands once they were married.  They complained about divorce laws, and how if a couple divorced, men got complete power over guardianship of their children.  The women protested against economical issues that women were facing too, like how a woman had to pay taxes to the government if she was single and owned property, but her property was only recognized if the government made a profit from her property.  
Women criticized how they were not even known in honorable and well-paying professions such as theological teachers, doctors and lawyers, and how they were denied their rights to an education because colleges were closed to them.  Though women were allowed to go to church, they were unsatisfied with the fact that they were forced to take a subordinate position under the men and sometimes weren’t allowed to participate in any public church affairs of the church.  The Declaration of Sentiments also stated that women were tired of the double standard that society had set for them in which it was tolerated that women were excluded from society.  

Men destroyed women’s confidence and self-respect by persuading women to live dependent and submissive lives.  In this Declaration of sentiments, women argued that they were wrongly given less rights than the most ignorant men, both natives and foreigners alike.  At the end of this declaration, women stated that because they made up an entire half of our country and that they felt aggrieved, oppressed and deprived of their basic and sacred rights, they demanded that they be given immediate admissions to the rights that they deserve, which were given to men and should be theirs as well, based on the Constitution of the United States
 (Stanton). 


 Contrasting with the second wave of feminism, first wave feminists were against abortion. In a letter to Julia Ward Howe, recorded in her diary at Harvard University Library, Elizabeth Cady Stanton wrote on October 16, 1873, “when we consider that women are treated as property, it is degrading to women that we should treat our children as property to be disposed of as we see fit” (O’Beirne).  Many women, such as Susan B. Anthony were opposed to abortion, not because they were in favor of the rights of their unborn children, but because abortion would allow men to have extramarital affairs and keep them secret because of the legal rights men had over women.

One main outcome of the first wave of feminism was women’s suffrage.  The 19th amendment, added to the Constitution in 1920 stated, “The right of citizens of the United States to vote shall not be denied or abridged by the United States or by any State on account of sex” (Amendment 19).

The second wave of feminism began in the early 1960s and lasted until the 1970s, with an overall focus on the women’s social rights and the way they were viewed socially by society. 

 Many historians say that the second wave of feminism officially began when Betty Friedan’s book, The Feminine Mystique was published. It “ignited the contemporary women's movement in 1963 and as a result permanently transformed the social fabric of the United States” (Fox).  In her book, Friedan challenges the ideal that a woman must find her identity in her family life.  “We can no longer ignore that voice within women that say ‘I want something more than my husband and my children and my home’” (32).  This book allowed women to see that they didn’t have to loose their identities to that of their families.  Friedan spoke out against how women were forced to put up with the “continual implicit, if not explicit put-downs and stares that a woman suffers every day of her life whether she is a housewife or whether she is a housewife of the office” (Betty Friedan: Women).  Friedan’s courage and candor greatly encouraged women of her era by allowing them to see that they were not alone in their feelings of desperation and being trapped. A few years after the publication of The Feminine Mystique was published, feminists decided to protest that stereotypic gender roles that women were being place into during the Miss America Pageant in 1978. They crowned a live pig instead of a beauty queen and set up a ‘freedom trashcan’ to rid of oppressive items like bras and false eyelashes.  Even though nothing was set on fire, the media made this incident become known as the ‘bra burning’. 

The change that this created in the way that women viewed themselves was quickly noted by the society as a whole.  “Across the broad range of American life, from suburban tract houses to state legislatures, from church pulpits to Army barracks, women's lives are profoundly changing, and with them, the traditional relationships between the sexes” (“Great Changes”). Women were not thinking the same way that they did a decade, or even just a few years ago.  “America has not entirely repealed the Code of Hammurabi (woman as male property, an eye for an eye), but enough U.S. women have so deliberately taken possession of their lives that the event is spiritually equivalent to the discovery of a new continent” (“Great Changes”). 

The second wave of feminism was highly effective with women’s reproductive rights and making them more aware of their sexuality.  Particularly, the birth control pill was approved by the Food and Drug Administration and made available to women in 1960 (U.S. Food and Drug Administration) allowing women to take control of their own reproduction for the first time.  

Another major feminists’ event that occurred during the second wave was the Stonewall Riot, which is said to have begun the gay/lesbian rights movement.  June 27, 1969 began as any other night would’ve at Stonewall Inn in Greenwich Village.  The police entered a gay bar in order to harass the gays and lesbians inside.  Many customers were taken out into the street, pushed off of sidewalks and badgered in other ways.  However, this particular night went down in history because the customers began fighting back.  Soon, a riot broke out; people started shouting “Gay Pride!” in the streets.  As word of the riot spread through Greenwich Village, hundreds of gay men and lesbians of all races showed up for reinforcement and support.  The police had reinforcements sent in as well, but the gay men and lesbians would not back down –a movement had begun!  These protests lasted outside of Stonewall Inn for about 5 days.  Feminists and gay-rights activists have since used the word “Stonewall” to symbolize standing up against oppression from society and the government (Wright).

It was also during this wave that the Supreme Court legalized abortion in the case Roe vs. Wade.  Jane Roe claimed that she was raped and that the illegality of abortion was a violation to privacy given in the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment.  On January 22, 1973, the Supreme Court favored her case with a 7 to 2 majority. (Jane Roe is now pro-life, stating that she never wanted the court case to allow women to see abortion as a contraceptive.  After converting to Christianity, she admitted that her claim of being raped was untrue and that she only used it as grounds to try to have a legal and safe abortion.) (Foster)  In 1978, the Pregnancy Discrimination Act was also passed, making it illegal for women to be fired, not hired or discriminated against because they were pregnant or thinking of becoming pregnant or had any pregnancy-related health issues (McKay). 

Women also progressed during the second wave of feminism in terms of education and the work force.  Title IV certainly marked another progressive step in feminism.  It states that  "No person in the United States shall, on the basis of sex, be excluded from participation in, be denied the benefits of, or be subjected to discrimination under any education program or activity receiving Federal financial assistance” (“Title IX”).  In 1973, the Supreme Court ruled that it was illegal to publish sex-specific wanted ads in accordance to Title IX, which was a huge step for women’s progression.

Unfortunately, even during the second wave of feminism women received unfair treatment from their male-dominated society.  In December of 1978, Greta Rideout took her husband John to court for raping her; the case went to the Supreme Court and is known as Oregon vs. Rideout.  Though there was clear evidence against John, the Supreme Court ruled that there was not enough evidence against John, and Greta lost the case (Oregon v. Rideout).  Though this was a temporary setback for women’s rights, it made many begin to think about how the end to rape being permissible in marriage was long overdue.  Even so, it wasn’t until December 1993 that marital rape was illegalized in all 50 states in the US, not to mention other countries, which really weren’t focused on until the third wave of feminism (Schafran). 

The third wave began in the 1990s and carries us to the present.  This wave delves deeper into the women’s rights in the workplace, sexuality, the media and reproductive rights.  While the first and second waves of feminism dealt mostly with the white majority in the US, the third wave has expanded to people of all colors and countries.  Though some progress has been made thus far during the third wave of feminism, there is an uncanny amount of change that still needs to be made. 

One event that was influential to the beginning of the third wave of feminism was the Anita Hill sexual harassment case of 1991.  Clarence Thomas was nominated by George H. W. Bush to be a Supreme Court Justice.  Just days before the date of his confirmation, a confidential FBI document which contained information of Anita Hill’s claim that Thomas had verbally sexually harassed her was leaked to the media.  Thomas was just barely confirmed, a vote of 52-48.  His confirmation outraged a lot of feminists and launched an awareness of sexual harassment, particularly with women in the work environment (Beasley).

A current issue that many women are currently dealing with is the unequal pay for both sexes. According to the 2003 Census Bureau, to every dollar that men make, women on average make 77 cents (Avery).  However, what many women fail to see is that this statistic was taken as a gross product for full-time employees across the board. Though there are laws prohibiting discrimination against women in the workplace, there are occupations that are sex-typed to be mainly male jobs of vice versa. Men tend to hold the highest-paying jobs such as supervisors, managers, executives, etc. while women tend to have the majority in the lowest paying occupations like nurses, teachers, secretaries and child care providers. 

In male-dominated professions, 60-75% of the employees are male while in female-dominated professions, 60-75% of the workers are women (Giele).  Even within high-ranking work positions like professions in the medical field, women tend to hold the positions in pediatric specialties while men tend to have more dominance over careers like surgeons and highly-specialized medical practitioners, which higher paying than pediatric specialties.  This accounts for the wage-gap between the genders. However, feminists are extremely bothered by the fact that men have so great a presence in the high-ranking jobs while women have such a small presence.  Why is it that women seem to only be able to go so far in the workplace? 

The real issue we’re dealing with here is the idea of a “glass ceiling” in the workforce.  This metaphorical ideology implies that women and other minorities can only get so high up in the labor force before generally being forced not to move any further up. The difference in careers held by men and women “is consistent with ‘gender essentialism,’ a deeply rooted cultural assumption that women are well-suited to service and nurturance and that men are well-suited to physical labor, technical tasks, and abstract calculation or analysis” (Charles).  

This form of segregation is made evident in how women are overrepresented in jobs that are non-manual and generally service-oriented positions.  This is made evident with the way that men are overrepresented in jobs that are physically demanding.  Even when one looks within jobs that are not physically demanding, this segregation patterning still exists and is very evident.  For example, men are very prominent in non-manual fields that are very technical, like engineering, computer programming, etc. Women, however, are very prominent in non-manual fields that involve nurturing such teaching, nursing, etc. (Charles).  

Men are stereotyped as having an aggressive, competitive nature, which is needed for top-ranking positions.  Women have many different stereotypes against them which may be the one of the main causes for said “glass ceiling”.  The stereotype of women’s caring nature makes them more likely to be a nurse, teacher or social worker while their stereotypical skill in household work makes them maids and housekeepers.  Physically attractive women are stereotyped in positions of receptionists and sales persons.  All of these professions are ones in which the employees rarely come in contact with men unless it’s to serve them.  

Women’s level of emotion which is stereotypically lower than men’s causes society to view women as too weak and emotionally unstable to hold the most powerful, leadership positions in the workforce.  But these stereotypes cannot possibly account for such a great difference in positions held by men and women.  Another cause of the “glass ceiling effect” is that many women feel that they are expected to be the primary caregiver for their family while the man is supposed to be the primary money-maker and supporter.

But, when all of this is taken into account, one has to wonder if this “glass ceiling” exists because women choose for it to exist.  A columnist for the Washington Post wrote that it is mainly by women’s choice.  “In truth” Carrie Lukas writes, “I'm the cause of the wage gap -- I and hundreds of thousands of women like me” (Lukas).  She asserts that she as a good education and has worked full-time for a decade, yet chose to work in a non-profit field because she feels fulfilled by that and for her, money just isn’t a top priority.  She specifically sought out employment that would allow her to be both a career woman and a wife and mother.  And then, when she had a child, she made the decision to stay home full-time and telecommute, though it would mean that in terms of her career, she would not be as successful as she might have been had she chosen to continue working outside of the house instead of making her family a main priority in her life.  “I'm not making as much money as I could,” she states, “but I'm compensated by having the best working arrangement I could hope for… Women … should think hard about the choices they have made. They should think about the women they know and about their career paths. I bet they'll find that maximizing pay hasn't always been the top priority” (Lukas).

Yet another change that feminists would like to see occur is the way that women are portrayed in the media.  Many feel that women are used as sex symbols at the constant disposal of men.  This is particularly evident in music videos on MTV, where women are presented as sexual objects much more frequently than men.  Women are often shot with full-body shots, which portrays women as not separate from their overly sexualized bodies, while men generally have more close-ups of just their faces and upper-bodies (Marquit).  “Scenes of sexual violence in music videos further depict women as objects.  Women are portrayed as enjoying being objects. They enjoy serving their men and being looked at. They also are extremely beautiful. And skinny” (Marquit).  The way that men in the media use women as objects only translates to the way that women view themselves.  This is especially true in shows that are so predominately viewed by teenagers, whose minds are still at an age where they are most easily molded.  Through the media, these stereotypes that feminists have been trying to overcome throughout history are just being passed down to younger generations, only to make the cycle of the subjugation of women repeat itself. “The ways in which they [women] are represented in the media, especially on television, can lead to the continuing oppression of women and the continued belief that they are objects of male satisfaction” (Marquit).  Unfortunately, these images that are constantly being viewed by teenage women, and women of all ages, often lead women to view themselves as inferior to those that they watch on TV and in movies.  They often feel that if they don’t look the way that the images look, they will not be wanted by society, and particularly to the male sex.  This often leads to eating disorders like anorexia and bulimia. 

Feminists are also concerned with current restrictions on women’s reproductive rights.  Though abortion is legal in the US (according to Roe vs. Wade, discussed above), there are still some restrictions and it is harder for women in some states to have abortions than women in other states. Eight states, including CO, IL, KY, LA, ND, PA, RI, and SC require that women have consent of their husbands before having an abortion.  This law outrages feminists because many women in our nation are victims of abuse, whether it is physical of psychological by their husbands.  If a woman is forced by consent and notice requirements to share with her husband about her decision to abort, she often will fear for her own safety, or even the safety of her children in the hands of her abusive spouse. 

In addition to this, recent laws passed about women’s reproductive rights require pregnant women to attain a consent form, or give notice to the man who is involved in her pregnancy regardless of whether he is her husband or what relationship she has with him.  This kind of requirement can force a woman to delay from attaining earlier and therefore safer abortion care which puts her health in danger (“Spousal Consent”).  

Another common restriction is that in some states, there is a waiting period and minors need parental consent.  In South Dakota, there is a legislation that states, “No abortion may be performed upon an un-emancipated minor or upon a female for whom a guardian has been appointed because of a finding of incompetency, until at least forty-eight hours after written notice of the pending operation has been delivered in the manner specified in this section.”  There are a few exceptions to this law, however.  One is if a judge determines, with clear and convincing evidence, that the pregnant woman is mature and able to make such a big decision without parental consent after an appropriate hearing.  If the woman decides that she doesn’t want to inform her parents about her decision to abort and end her pregnancy, the judge can then give the physician permission to perform the abortion without parental consent.  However, if the judge determines that the pregnancy woman is not mature and capable of deciding to have an abortion without parental consent, that judge may decide that she must still attain parental consent because it would be better for her (South Dakota Legislature).  

This law, or laws like this are active in a huge total of 48 states. Many feminists feel that the need for minors to have parental consent and to be forced to wait 48 hours before having the abortion is a violation of women’s right to privacy and their reproductive rights.  Another reason is that “Most young women talk with at least one parent when facing an unintended pregnancy.  But some young women feel for various reasons—including abuse, rape, or incest—that they cannot tell a parent that they are pregnant.  

Of course, most parents hope their daughters will seek out their advice, but responsible parents want, above all, for their daughters to be safe.  Restrictions on young women's access to abortion care can lead to family violence when a young woman must tell an abusive parent about her decision to end a pregnancy, and can delay young women from seeking earlier, safer abortion care” (“Restrictions”). 

However, just because many feminists are pro-choice, there are still many feminists who are pro-life [a/k/a anti-choice].  These feminists believe not only in women’s rights, but also in the unborn child’s right to life.  They believe that “women deserve better than abortion” (FeministsForLife.org), and that feminists should continue to follow the example set by some of the very first feminists like Susan B. Anthony, who opposed abortion (FeministsForLife.org).

But third wave feminism goes beyond women in the United States.  Now that women’s rights have progressed so much in the past hundred years, feminists realize that though there are still many necessary changes to be made in the US, it is time to turn our attention to other parts of the globe- to turn our attention to all ages, races and continents.

One major violation of women’s rights across the globe is manifested through sweatshops.  Before digging deep into this topic, we must first understand what a sweatshop is. “The Department of Labor defines a work place as a sweatshop if it violates two or more of the most basic labor laws including child labor, minimum wage, overtime and fire safety laws. For many, the word sweatshop conjures up images of dirty, cramped, turn of the century New York tenements where immigrant women worked as seamstresses. High-rise tenement sweatshops still do exist, but, today, even large, brightly lit factories can be the sites of rampant labor abuses. Sweatshop workers report horrible working conditions including sub-minimum wages, no benefits, non-payment of wages, forced overtime, sexual harassment, verbal abuse, corporal punishment, and illegal firings. 

Children can often be found working in sweatshops instead of going to school. Sweatshop operators are notorious for avoiding giving maternity leave by firing pregnant women and forcing women workers to take birth control or to abort their pregnancies” (Given).  Because of globalization, technological advances have made it possible for big businesses to expand and become multi-national.  These businesses are now looking for impoverished countries that abuse workers in this way so that they can pay less money to have products made and can therefore earn a lot more.  Sweatshops are the most plentiful in places like China, Indonesia, Vietnam, Latin America and many other developing countries.  Yes, this is a problem, you say.  But what does this have to do with feminism?  Well, the harsh reality is that 90% of those who work in all sweatshops are women.  And the majority of these women are between the ages of fifteen and twenty-two (Given).  
These young women who are targeted are missing out on the opportunity to receive and education, and are barely making enough money to even survive.  Because they won’t be educated, they will most likely be forced to work in conditions like this for their entire lives, and the cycle will continue to repeat itself with their children.  Though sweatshops are most prominent in impoverished countries, some exist even in America.  The workers in these sweatshops are mainly illegal immigrant women who are unaware that they have rights even though they are not legal citizens.  

Olivia Given was able to actually enter a sweatshop in New York City and take a personal account of the things that she saw that day.  She documents, “We heard about the widespread sexual harassment; managers call female workers into the back of the workroom, try to touch and hug them and threaten to fire them if they refuse. We were told of the dehumanizing verbal and physical abuse; managers scream at workers to work faster and dispense sharp taps on the head for talking or working too slow” (Given).  
Many stores in which American consumers shop daily are guilty of manufacturing goods through sweatshops.  These include, but are certainly not limited to Wal-Mart, JC Penney, Sears, The May Company (owns and operates Lord & Taylor, Hecht1s, Filene1s and others) and Federated Department Stores (owns and operates Bloomingdale1s, Macy1s, Burdine1s, Stern1s and others). Nike, Guess?, Disney, Reebok, Phillips- Van Heusen, the Gap, Liz Claiborne and Ralph Lauren (Given).  How is it that these businesses get away with such a crime?  

Well, first of all, the Department of Labor doesn’t have nearly enough employees to inspect every single work place to ensure that they don’t have violations of labor laws.   In addition to this, the Department of Labor only requires companies to monitor labor laws internally, instead of having external monitoring policies, in which impartial parties would inspect these workplaces unannounced and ensure that said laws were not being violated.  With only internal monitoring policies, it is impossible to tell if companies are lying about the labor conditions in their own factories.  “Many companies, like Nike, pay private accounting firms to come into their factories and assess the working conditions as "independent" monitors.  

Even when companies are caught violating workers' rights, the punishment is often nominal. Fines that may seem hefty to us are insignificant to companies reaping multi-million dollar profits” (Given).  Because so many foreign countries are desperate for any kind of economical help and US corporations pay the countries who can produce the greatest amount of goods for the cheapest prices, foreign business owners intentionally set up minimum wage so that it is much lower than what a woman would actually need to survive.  

Because of globalization, almost the entire nation’s population of women is starving and impoverished while a small, elite group of corrupt government officials and business owners reap almost the entirety of the profit.  American official’s hypocrisy in first helping to create poverty by promoting businesses who abuse women through sweatshops and then sending aid to these same impoverished countries, which really seems as if it is only something to calm the conscience is uncanny and one of the major concerns of third wave feminists. 

Another global concern of feminists is Female Genital Mutilation (FGM), also known as Female Genital Cutting or Female Circumcision.  FGM is mainly practiced in countries such as Egypt, Ethiopia, Kenya, Nigeria, Somalia, and the Sudan.  Because of immigration it is also practiced in parts of Asia, Europe, and the United States.  This is a practice in which all or a portion of female genitals is cut or removed for reasons that have nothing to do with medical conditions or safety, but are strictly cultural.  There are many different ways in which FGM is performed depending on the place or culture in which the surgery is being performed.  The majority of the time, this surgery is done outside of a hospital, and without painkillers.  A woman usually performs this procedure, and she will generally use razors, scissors or knives, and other sharp tools (“What is it?”).  
The reason that feminists are so against FGM is because it can lead to serious health issues, even death for the women on whom the operation is being performed.  It can also lead to issues with childbirth as infections often occur in the reproductive organs, along with the rest of the female genitalia.  Many women find it excruciatingly painful to urinate, have sexual intercourse, and even sit or move after they’ve undergone this surgery.  

On top of this, many women get fistula from having FGM performed on them, which is described as the continuous leakage of feces and urine, which can cause the woman to be outcast from her community (“What is it?”).  Women who submit to or have their daughters undergo this surgery often do so because the feel that if they don’t they will not be accepted in their communities.  This unfortunately is a truth because many men in these communities feel that a woman who has not undergone FGM is not fit to be married and that FGM is the only way to ensure that a woman is a virgin.  Feminists are currently focusing on empowering women of these cultures and trying to make them see that they don’t have to go through such a painful, dangerous and physiologically damaging procedure.  They believe that FGM violates women’s safety protection rights along with their right to enjoy sex, as FGM makes it impossible.  They hope that one day, FGM will no longer exist.

It’s been a long, difficult journey for women.  We’ve seen many successes and many failures.  The fight is not nearly won yet though.  There is a long way to go to ensure that each woman has the rights that she deserves and stands along side of a man, viewed by society as his equal.  
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Chapter 6
Women and Children for Sale: The Consequences of a Globalized World

by Honore Mollica
Globalization is the process in which people around the world are unified into a single society and function together.  Globalization allows businesses and investors in developed countries to have links into underdeveloped countries.  But do these links help or hurt?  Globalization has opened the door to these powerful people to use and take advantage of those struggling individuals in less fortunate areas of the world.  The globalization of prostitution and sex slavery combines this inequality of nations with the inequality of women.

The collapse of the Soviet Union resulted in poverty, unemployment, and a ruined economy for many small and unstable countries.  These struggling countries then turned to any possible way to make money and strengthen their economy.  Human trafficking in areas like Hong Kong, Russia, Japan, and Columbia is a fairly lucrative industry controlled by large criminal organizations.  The Council of Europe stated that “people trafficking has reached epidemic proportions since the collapse of the Soviet Union with a global annual market of over $42.5 billion.”  Due to the illegal nature of human trafficking it is hard to know exact numbers, but according to United States State Department data, an estimated 600,000 to 820,000 men, women, and children are trafficked across international borders each year, approximately 70 percent are women and girls and up to 50 percent are minors. The data also illustrates that the majority of the victims are trafficked into commercial sexual exploitation (Hughes 1).


Globalization has at this point affected nearly every surface of the earth.  Large corporations move into areas forcing tribal indigenous people out and leaving them to find alternate ways of living.  These poor and usually undereducated people are then left to fend for themselves.  Many women migrate to different countries looking for ways to make money and start a new life.  Over 6 million Filipino workers have migrated to places like Hong Kong under the impression they are going to work as “domestic helpers” and “entertainers” when they are really being recruited into the sex industry (Hughes 4).

In Ukraine, women account for more than 60% of those who have lost their jobs in the recent years after the collapse of the Soviet Union, which has caused an economic contraction and hyperinflation that has wiped out many people’s savings and security.  Many of these countries are still developing their laws and constitutions and thus lack law enforcement, making it less risky and more profitable for criminal groups to traffic the women.  These women have become a new target for sex traffickers.  Their dreams of a better life are being exploited as they are lured by false promises and misled by false information on migration regulations.  

Ukrainian women comprise the largest ethnic group of foreign women currently
working in Turkey’s sex industry.  Ukraine is presently one of the largest "exporters" of women who enter the international sex industry under false pretenses or for economic survival (Specter 11). Many of these women are fooled by false advertisements offering well-paying work as housekeepers, dancers or models. Once they reach their destination, their passports are taken from them and they are forced - often violently - into prostitution.  Of the 500,000 Ukrainian women who migrated to Western Europe over the past few years, more than 100,000 of them ended up working in the sex industry. A figure that may seem even more shocking is that 70% of the pimps who are trafficking these Ukraine women are women themselves. The increase in prostitution has been accompanied by the increase of HIV/AIDS in Ukraine. The number increased from 44 cases in 1994 to more than 15,000 in 1997, one of the biggest increases in the world (Specter 12).

The trafficking of girls from Nepal into India for the purpose of prostitution is the busiest 'slave traffic' of its kind anywhere in the world.  In Nepal, trafficking has become a highly profitable business, with high profile political connections. Nepali, Bangladeshi, and Pakistani women are trafficked to India, and through India they are trafficked to Eastern Europe and Saudi Arabia. More than 9,000 girls are trafficked each year from Nepal and Bangladesh into bondage in India and Pakistan, often with the compliance or cooperation of state officials. Every year around 10,000 Nepalese girls, most between the age of nine and sixteen, are sold to brothels in India.   

In Nepal, India, Bangladesh and Sri Lanka child marriage is accepted, and considered the best method to obtain girls for prostitution.  The areas used by traffickers to procure women and girls are the isolated districts of Sindhupalchow, Makwanpur, Dhading and Khavre, where the population is largely illiterate. Trafficking in women and girls is easy along the 1,740 mile-long open border between India and Nepal. Trafficking in Nepalese women and girls is less risky than smuggling narcotics and electronic equipment into India. Traffickers ferry large groups of girls at a time without the hassle of paperwork or threats of police checks. Police are paid by brothel owners to ignore the situation. Once girls reach their destination the girls may not leave the brothels until they have repaid their debt, at which time they are sick, with HIV and/or tuberculosis, and often have children of their own (McGirk 4).

Every year between 5,000 and 7,000 Nepalese girls are trafficked into the red light districts in Indian cities. Many of the girls are barely 9 or 10 years old. 200,000 to over 250,000 Nepalese women and girls are already in Indian brothels. The girls are sold by poor parents, tricked into fraudulent marriages, or promised employment in towns only to find themselves in Hindustan's brothels. They're locked up for days, starved, beaten, and burned with cigarettes until they learn how to service up to 25 clients a day. Some girls go through 'training' before being initiated into prostitution, which can include constant exposure to pornographic films, tutorials in how to 'please' customers and repeated rapes (McGirk 2-3).

In Nepal it is not uncommon for parents to sell their daughters and husbands to get rid of their young unwanted wives for to attain anywhere from $200 to $600 U.S. dollars.  Depending on her beauty, a girl can fetch anywhere from less than water buffalo, to slightly more than a video recorder. Organizers in rural areas, brokers and even family members sell girls. In Nepal, there is a system, called "deukis," where by rich childless families buy girls from poor rural families and offer them to the temples as though they were their own. These girls are forced into prostitution. In 1992, 17,000 girls were given as deukis.  The exploitation of Nepalese women and girls may never end. "For some there is too much easy money in it, for others there's nothing to be gained by lobbying for its abolition. But surely, for now, it can be monitored. Its magnitude can be lessened," says Durga Ghimire, chairperson of NGO group National Network Groups Against Trafficking. She feels that the alarmingly low rates of female literacy, coupled with the traditionally low status of the girl-child in Nepal, have to be addressed to tackle the problem (McGirk 3).


India’s high poverty and low education rates have made it a hot spot for prostitution and sex slavery.  The open market policy of the Indian Government has resulted in increased privatization, huge lay-offs, a rise in corruption, and huge debts on the nation.  Around 40% of the population lives below the poverty line and in many areas the caste system is still enforced.  

Many women and children are considered low on this caste system and therefore are poorly educated and have very low literacy rates.  This lack of education leaves very few opportunities to find work and make money.  Due to globalization brothels have international links; investors in the sex industry in more highly developed countries can now make more money by recruiting women from these underdeveloped countries to work for them.  There are more than 100,000 child prostitutes working in India in the six metropolitan cities (Mumbai, Calcutta, Channai, Dehli, Hyderabad, and Bangalore).  This is only one third of the amount of the total 300,000 child prostitutes in the country according a statistic presented at the Stockholm Conference in 1996.  

“Devadasis” are young girls that are taught since birth to worship “the goddess”.  "Being devadasis means we are slaves of the goddess. We have to visit this temple. We wear necklaces of pearls to show we are bound to Yellama. We give blessings and perform her rituals," says Imla, a devadasi in her 40s.  When girls dedicated to Yellama reach puberty they are forced to sacrifice their virginity to an older man, followed by a life of sexual slavery, they essentially become sanctioned prostitutes (Grammaticas 1). Many of these children are trafficked from surrounding areas like Nepal and Bangladesh.  In this market driven economy the poverty of the masses results in an accumulation of capital for few. 

Organizations created to help underdeveloped countries such as the World Bank and the International Monetary Fund have also lent a hand to the increase in this illegal industry.  In an attempt to collect on the debts owed by these countries, the World Bank and International Monetary Fund have encouraged these countries to increase their tourism in order to generate money.  In reaction to this the Thai government tried to promote their sexual tourism through advertising “the one fruit of Thailand more sweet than durian [a local fruit], its young women.”  It is things like this that make Thailand, and especially the city of Bangkok, known around the world as a sexual tourism destination; some reports have even speculated that prostitution alone makes up at least 3% of the Thai economy.  

A common form of interaction with Westerners is through various forms of bars. Young women ("bar girls", or men in the case of gay bars, or transsexual "kathoeys"), are employed by the bars either as dancers (in the case of go-go bars) or simply as hostesses who will encourage customers to buy them drinks.  The hostesses or dancers are often looking to find customers for sexual services, though this is not always the case. A bar usually employs one or more "mama sans" a women  working in the supervisory role who will help match interested customers with companions, though usually their assistance is unnecessary. A customer will pay a bar fine in order for his choice to leave the bar early, and will need to negotiate with him/her the cost of service itself as well as the length and type of service.  Sometimes the price is fixed and is considered “bundled” into the bar fine.  The payment paid to the employee him/herself is not fixed (if not bundled), but is almost universally 1,000 baht (US$28) for a "long time" or overnight and 500 baht (US$14) for a "short time" or a few hours (Francoeur 56).

Technically, prostitution has been illegal in Thailand since 1960 when a law was passed due to pressure from the United Nations but the government has done little to enforce this law.  Instead the government of Thailand monitors the sex workers to try to prevent mistreatment and the spread of diseases.  The “Entertainment Places Act of 1996” makes it even easier to get around the laws against prostitution. Under this act it is possible for Thais to render “special services.”  
This is done by creating things like “massage parlors”, which is really just a brothel disguised as something else.  This act was designed as a way to legalize brothels under the guise of another name because the Thai government thought they could increase state revenue from the “rest and recreation” activities of U.S. Armed Forces stationed in both Thailand and Vietnam. The "Prevention and Suppression of Prostitution Act of 1996" outlawed the hiring of prostitutes under the age of 18, as well as people associating in prostitution establishments; this provision does not appear to be well enforced (Francoeur 78).
Chuwit Kamolvist is a controversial Thai politician who is known as the “Godfather of prostitution” and was at one point the country’s biggest massage parlor owner.  Following an arrest in 2003 for procuring minors for prostitution (he was later acquitted of the charges because it was found the girls were using fake ids), Chuwit admitted to paying large bribes to hundreds of police officers and also claimed that many of his best customers were police officers and politicians.  Chuwit then sold some of his massage parlors and ran for Bangkok governor in 2004.  He lost that election but was elected in 2005 for a four-year term to the Thai House of Representatives, but was removed from the parliament in 2006 by the Constitution Court.   
The support of prostitution seems to be a common thing by powerful people in Thailand.  Reports state that after police raided Bangkok parlors they had sex with the women to “gain evidence for the arrests”. Viagra is given to elderly voters in Thailand in exchange for their votes in election drives and in 2005, a 76 year old politician, Khun Tavich, was under fire for impregnating a 14 year old girl who worked across the street of the congressional building (Scott-Clark and Levy 7).

The BBC News reported in 2003 that "MPs from Thailand's ruling Thai Rak Thai Party are getting hot under the collar over plans by the party leadership to ban them from having mistresses or visiting brothels.  One MP told The Nation newspaper that if the rules were enforced, the party would only be able to field around 30 candidates, compared to its more than 200 sitting MPs."  Kritaya Archavanitkul, a Thai human rights activist, interviewed by UC Berkeley Institute of International Studies said:  "This is sad to say, that the Thai social structure tends to accept this sort of abuse, and not only to accept – we have laws, we have bills that vitally support the existence of these sex establishments. That's one thing. 
And also, we have a Mafia that is also involved in the political parties, so this keeps the abuse going. The second reason is a cultural factor. I don't know about other countries, but in Thailand the sexual behavior of Thai men accepts prostitution. Every class of Thai men accept it, although not all Thai men practice it. So they don't see it as a problem. So when it comes to the policymakers, who are mostly men, of course, they don't see this as a problem. They know there are many women who are brought into prostitution in Thailand. They know that some are treated with brutal violence. But they don't think it's a terrible picture. They think it's just the unlucky cases. And, because of the profit, I think there are many people with an interest involved, so they try to turn a blind eye to this problem.” (Kreisler 4)
Recent International Labor Organization research suggests a tentative figure of 12,000 children per year being trafficked for sexual exploitation in South East Asia, mostly to Thailand. Thai non-governmental organizations and the Thai government estimate that 30,000 to 40,000 prostitutes are under 18.  It is very common for Thai women to be lured to Japan and sold to Yakuza (members of traditional organized crime groups in Japan) controlled brothels where they are forced to work off their debt. Thailand has 56 unofficial crossover points and 300 checkpoints where people can simply cross over the borders without the need for any paperwork. This makes it easier for exploiters to get by without a problem and for women to be easily lured across the border (Kreisler 3).
In a landmark case in 2006, a woman filed a civil suit in Thailand against the Thai perpetrators, who had previously been convicted in criminal court. The woman had managed to escape from the Yakuza-controlled prostitution ring by killing the female Thai mama-san and had spent five years in a Japanese prison (Hughes 5).

Although Thailand remains a hot spot of prostitution, a new epicenter is emerging.  In the Dominican Republic prostitution is not illegal, but it is illegal for a third party to obtain financial gain from prostitution (establishments like brothels are illegal) but the enforcement of the laws are very lax.  Due to the lack of laws in the Dominican Republic it is becoming a more and more popular place for sex tourism. The Dominican Republic is also well known for human trafficking.  Approximately 10% of the 500-600 visas issued to Dominican nationals from the Netherlands each year are for prostitution; many others are trafficked to Spain, Italy, Austria, Germany, Greece, and Haiti. Many of these women are between the ages of 24 and 28 and the average education level is the completion of primary school.  
There are a couple of tourist destinations in the country that have become infamous for their prostitution. The two main areas are Boca Chica on the south coast and Sosua on the north coast.  Both of these locations lie along the coast and are tourist attractions; during the daytime, the prostitution on the streets may not seem so obvious but any man looking to pay for sex will quickly find what he is looking for.  At nighttime it is a similar scene to Thailand.  Many tourists flock to bars and massage parlors knowing full well what their real purpose is.  There has even been talk of developing a prostitute's union in the Dominican Republic that would negotiate things like vacation time and commissions, and lobby the government for improved medical care and even a retirement fund (Hughes 7).

Many younger girls are lured into marriages under false pretenses and then wind up being prostituted or sold by their “husbands”.  Typically, combinations of local and foreign traffickers work together.  The local trafficker stays in the country once the girl leaves and the second one takes her to the destination country.  The traffickers obtain the legal documents giving many of the women are given false identities and therefore the women cannot take legal action against their traffickers because they are using a non-existent identity.  Once reaching their destination country, under the guise that they will be working as bar maids or dancers, the girl is held in debt bondage for her travel expenses and immediately forced into prostitution (Hughes 8-9).
In this third most profitable illegal business, children are quickly becoming the target.  At a press conference present by the International Bureau for Children’s Rights marking the tenth anniversary of the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child, a 10-year-old Nicaraguan girl was presented who had arrived at a shelter there, only for aid workers to find she was afflicted with four different sexually transmitted diseases.  Bruce Harris, the executive director of Casa Alianza, which provides legal aid and training to street children in Mexico and Central America, spoke at this conference.  Harris claimed that because of a crackdown in the Asian countries on child-sex trafficking, the epicenter of the business is shifting to Latin America. These children, he said, are so poor that they will sell their bodies for the chance to eat.  Harris claimed to have spoken with multiple 8-year-old children who could not remember their first sexual partner and said at least 35,000 children are sexually molested in Costa Rica alone (Garvin 9).
Every night, as many as 2,000 underage prostitutes walk the streets of San Jose or cater to more affluent clients behind the walls of stately homes converted into brothels in the city's best neighborhoods, according to an organization that deals with the problem at an international level.  Other children are made to pose for lewd pictures that will be passed around the Internet - which, until last year, wasn't even a crime in Costa Rica.  This is a problem that has been developing for years. 
The World Congress Against Commercial Sexual Exploitation of Children, in 1996, and the United Nations Human Rights Committee, in 2005, both reported on the growing sex industry in Costa Rica.  Now, the boom is being fed by tough new laws in the United States that target pedophiles; a crackdown in Asia, the traditional child sex capital of the world, and the Internet, which has made it easier for pedophiles to swap information (Garvin 8-10).
Costa Rica has also found a new forum to fuel its child sex slave industry. Contractors have begun working on cruise ships to recruit tourists on ships pulling into Costa Rican ports to engage in the child sex slave industry.  In Costa Rica, sleazy bars are filled right after a cruise ship pulls into port, and men crowd into bars to pay as little as $14 to a pimp, for sex with a child prostitute.   It doesn't stop there, with Child Porn sales topping the list of products available to cruise ship passengers.  Between December 2003 and August 2004, husband and wife Thomas and Christine Taylor, along with nine other Americans, were arrested by the FBI as part of Operation Turn Around when they boarded the popular Carnival Cruise Line.  
In the weeks prior to their arrest, Tom Taylor had numerous conversations with an undercover officer in which he made arrangements and paid to have two 16-year-old girls delivered to a hotel room in Costa Rica to engage in sexual relations with his wife, Christine.  On April 22, 2004, Tom and Christine Taylor pleaded guilty to conspiracy to travel in foreign commerce with the intent to engage in sexual acts with minors (CruiseBruise). 
The cruise industry has done almost nothing to help the local towns stamp out the child sex slave industry in towns like San Jose, Sixaola, Puntarenas, Limon, and Quepos. Once the child sex slave trade was pretty much confined to the big cities but, with police cracking down after public outrage around the world, the trade packed up and moved to the small towns, where police don't have the manpower to stop these sick crimes (CruiseBruise).
The Internet makes it possible for these traffickers to conduct their business in virtual anonymity. They can enter various forums or websites and pursue their business in cyberspace. Videos and photographs of young girls and women flourish on the Internet and there is almost no way to stop the surge. If necessary a trafficker can close down one website and open up another in a matter of hours to evade the system. The movement of people, both physically and virtually in the global world, is making it much easier to take part in human sex trafficking.  Human trafficking is now possible by simply viewing pictures of the girls on the Internet, bidding on them, and paying for them over the Internet.
One major problem in the fight to stop human trafficking is that it’s not only the run of the mill thugs and criminals controlling these operations.  In many countries the police and other officials are part of the conspiracy.  The women and children in these countries have no officials to appeal to. Police provide aid in the exploitation of children, border officials accept bribes to allow the trafficking of Haitian children into the Dominican Republic, and trafficking victims provide sexual services for politicians and civil servants in Montenegro.  The hope of making some extra money and profit, sadly, is enough to make these officials abandon their morals and values.  A distinct problem in the battle to try and stop human sex trafficking is the issue of the cultural differences from country to country. 
The social constructs of sex, prostitution, women’s rights and even human rights are not always defined in the same way. Therefore, the way we understand these concepts in the United States is not necessarily going to translate into the same meaning in another country and culture (Park).
In 1993, the United Nations included trafficking in its Declaration on the Elimination of Violence against Women and in 2000 the U.S. enacted the Trafficking Victims Protection Act. These two attempts to show the equality of human sex trafficking and human rights are efforts in the right direction but they have failed to make much of a difference in this 21st century version of modern slavery.  Globally, there must be a better and more thorough understanding of the ways in which various countries and cultures view and treat women. This is the first step in a global attack on human sex trafficking. All too often countries equate the women and girls with the trafficker themselves, causing them to view the women as some sort of criminal themselves.  We must separate the two and realize that one is a criminal and other is a person whose rights have been violated (Wadhwa 26).
Educating women and offering them alternate forms of income seems to be the only option at this point to decrease the amount of women working in the sex industry. The United Nations declared 2005 the International Year of the Microcredit and the microfinance pioneer Muhammad Yunus won the Nobel Peace Prize in 2006.  Microloans are an extension of microcredit; they are very small loans sometimes as little as twenty-five dollars given to women to spur entrepreneurship. The program uses nonprofit intermediaries to make loans to new and existing borrowers, and since 1992 has accounted for more than 12,500 loans totaling more than $112 million. The women who receive these loans lack any sort of collateral, have no steady source of income or employment and lack a credit history making them unable to meet even the minimal qualifications to get a traditional loan (Surowiecki).  President Obama's mother - Ann Dunham Soetoro - was an anthropologist who was involved in a microloan project in Indonesia when she died of ovarian cancer in 1995.


In many developing countries a majority of women reside in rural areas, supporting their households with subsistence farming, raising children, and struggling to escape their poverty.  These women are usually the most exploited and least privileged members of the country.  They lack the support and privileges to attain information and resources they would need to improve their lives.  The high rates of poverty in these regions motivate parents to sell their daughters at a young age into marriage in order to obtain a dowry.  These early marriages take the girls away from education opportunities causing many women to remain illiterate, which prevents the women from trying to find a job later on in life.  

In many of these cases the husbands will then turn around and sell these girls to traffickers or directly into a brothel in order to make a profit.  The two key issues we need to address in order to stop this vast exploitation of women are to offer them better education and a chance to start their own small business, or some other job to generate a source of income (Hughes 10).

Investments in microfinance have more than doubled between 2004 and 2006, to $4.4 billion, and the total amount of loans made has risen to $25 billion, according to Deutsche Bank. Unfortunately, the new surge of popularity regarding microloans has also translated into a flood of hype.  It is clear that microfinance does a world of good for struggling women, but there are also real limits to what it can accomplish. Microloans have the power to change the life of a single person, but they make little to no effect on the wealth of a country as a whole.  This isn’t because microloans don’t work; it’s because of how they work. 

People have an idealized view of microfinance being used by budding entrepreneurs to start and grow businesses—expanding operations, boosting inventory, and so on.  But it is more common that the loan simply helps the business owner through a rough patch or ends up being used for expenses not related to their business like their child’s education.  This lack of growth is also because most microbusinesses aren’t looking to take on more workers. The vast majority have only one paid employee: the owner. As the economist Jonathan Morduch has put it, microfinance “rarely generates new jobs for others.”   Microloans are definitely a step in the right direction of giving women in poor countries more options, and in our globalized world anyone can now take part in this growing trend.  A majority of websites offers an outlet for individuals to personally loan money to women in developing countries (Surowiecki).

Bringing better education to women is a crucial part of reducing this industry.  UNICEF Executive Director Carol Bellamy says "Education for girls is the key to the health and nutrition of populations; to overall improvements in the standard of living; to better agricultural and environmental practices; to higher gross national product; and to greater involvement and gender balance in decision-making at all levels of society." World Education is a private organization who according it its website “contributes to individual growth, strengthens the capacity of local partner institutions, and catalyzes community and national development.  
World Education’s approach is characterized by a commitment to meaningful and equal partnership that is flexible and evolves over time, and is based on mutual interest and trust.  In its role as a catalyst, World Education strives to develop assets such as good health, literacy, numeracy, business and civic participation skills, and access to credit.”  World Education supports the development of many types of indigenous non-governmental organizations and community based organizations to achieve long-term results. (www.worlded.org)

World Education has worked in over sixty developing countries.  In West Africa more than 38,000 girls in twelve countries who are disadvantaged, disabled, or HIV-affected are now able to go to school through the Ambassadors’ Girls’ Scholarship Program.  In Nepal more than 100,000 vulnerable children are now equipped with basic education and practical skills that will reduce their vulnerability to child labor and trafficking and nearly 20,000 children have been withdrawn from dangerous child labor situations. (www.worlded.org)


This paper has merely scratched the surface on this complex and widespread epidemic.  To find more information and to make donations to offer micro loans, please visit the websites listed on the last page of this Report. 
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Chapter 7

United States Production of Armaments and its Effect on Globalization

by Thomas Fuchs
The race for more advanced weapons traces its roots back to the very beginning of humankind’s existence. Violence and conflict were necessary elements of life, and when a person developed a new and better way to end conflict by destroying its cause, he was better off and developed a thought process where the party with the most power through the best technologies was the winner.  We have consistently developed better ways to kill one another since we climbed down from the trees in East Africa six million years ago and began to develop into modern Homo sapiens sapiens.  As we progressed we also developed a larger brain that is capable of higher thought processes and spatial reasoning (Abedon). 
By this point in our development it is surprising that not everyone has opened up the neural pathway that the continual development of arms would simply lead to our destruction, but the addiction to the wealth and power that stems from producing better weapons and selling them is one that is hard to break, and I blame our current mindset and addiction to the dollar bill on the corporate heads who care only about the bottom line and achieve this by spreading weaponry across the map. Imagine if we placed half as much effort that we place into destroying the world into making positive advances? Imagine what the world could be!  As globalization continues to become a more prevalent issue, the world will realize that if we would melt down the weapons of the world, recycle the steel, and build instead of destroy, we would all be better off.
The world’s population is constantly growing, and as they say the world is getting “smaller and smaller everyday”. Since the dawn of time man has been a creature of expansion and travel, hunting and gathering from place to place using the animals he killed for food for millions of years.  Then man began to live in communities and farm, but mankind’s thirst to expand persisted (Abedon).  Just a wink of an eye later, we have 6.77 billion people in the world as of April 2008 and they’re all looking to move forward and expand (Census). Whether it’s earning more money for a larger house or expanding a business, people want to get ahead.  
In a global sense we are more connected than ever. Since the advent of intercontinental flights, the internet, nuclear war, and global climate change, it is more apparent than ever that at the end of the day we are all truly in the same boat.  When you put 6.77 billion humans in a space that has a finite amount of space with a finite amount of resources, there is undoubtedly going to be conflict. The evolution of conflict however gets more and more deadly as we produce more efficient ways to kill one another.  In fact, we’ve become so incredibly skilled at finding ways to destroy that we have scared ourselves.  The fact that the United States maintains 730 military installations in 110 countries attests to how skilled we have become (International Network for the Abolition of Foreign Military Bases May 2007).

The Nuclear Non Proliferation Treaty (to stop the spread of nuclear arms) is just one example of a modern world that has realized it may have created just a little too much destructive power (U.N.).  In the words of a certain web-slinging superhero “with great power comes great responsibility”, and we’ve finally realized that no one man could ever be responsible enough to hold the power in his hands to destroy the world with the metaphorical “push of the button”(Spiderman).  So from the aforementioned flow of logical thought, one would believe that as the most powerful nation in the world, the United States of America would be against the massive production of death dealing materials: Right?  Well apparently there is a flaw in my logic because the United States is the largest producer of  armaments on planet earth (Hartung,32-120).  It may have something to do with the history of America growing as a capitalist entity, growing especially strong after its strong military arsenal helped win World War II and made America rich through the sales of the same products.
The United States of America is arguably the most affluent country in the world and has made its fortunes largely from the sales and distributions of weapons and other armaments across the globe.  The United States is also arguably the most powerful nation in the world.  The source of this power comes from having the best weapons and the best technology, making the U.S. able to knock out any threat to its power and wealth.  
The race for more advanced weapons and other armaments has made the U.S. rich and powerful, but it has also had a larger effect on the rest of the world. Whether it’s deciding conflicts or enabling them, the presence of U.S. armaments can be felt all over the world in any multitude of ways.  The superpower that is the United States of America has made the world a smaller place and made larger the new and ever growing issues that are wrapped up in the colorful afghan of Globalization. 


To understand the scale at which the United States produces and distributes weapons one can look at its budget.  With a total of $711 Billion projected for next year’s budget for the Defense Department alone, it is easy to see how even a small fraction of this budget could add considerably to the pool of weapons and arms in the world at large.  Of this budget $511 Billion of these monies go to the Defense Department, Pentagon, and the nuclear activities of the Department of Energy (which is the group that is responsible for nuclear testing, nuclear energy, and anything to do with nuclear arms and the U.S.).  From the total budget $170 Billion is set aside for the Iraq and Afghanistan conflicts alone!  From the weapons that are produced by the U.S., many of them are sold or traded to other countries with a considerable amount of them going overseas.  The U.S. is indubitably the largest exporter of military arms not only at the present moment, but in all of the world’s history (Federation of American Sscientists-FAS).  This allows the U.S. to make back much of the money it puts out and of course turn a profit from its sales.  

For 2007, the world spent 1.88 trillion dollars on weapons. The largest fraction of this number went to the United States for its products of death, destruction, and “defense”.   For the 2008 year, the number that I found in my research was 32 billion dollars in profit through weapons sales and transfers (FAS). The problem with this number is that much of the money earned through sales is hidden within other deals and schemes, so the true amount of money made by the U.S. through weapons sales is impossible to pin down.


So what kinds of products does the United States produce? It’s pretty much one stop shopping for all of those countries in the market for anything from small arms weapons, to ammunition, to grenades, to tanks ,to ships, to jet fighter craft ; if you can dream it up you can probably buy it from the U.S.  Out of all of the products made by the U.S., the piece of equipment that has had the largest, widespread affect on the globe has to be by far the M16 assault rifle (evolved from the AR-15).  Although the first versions of this rifle were deemed unreliable and inaccurate in the jungles of Vietnam, after many overhauls and redesigns, the current version of these rifles has become one of the most dependable, versatile, and widely used rifles on the planet (Paperless Archives).  Rivaled only by the AK-47 in its popularity around the globe, the M-16 is the rifle those countries that use the AK-47 would have used if they had the money to spend.  The M-16 is low maintenance and has high dependability; it also uses a smaller round that its predecessor the M 14 and has a higher muzzle velocity and better impact damage.

The versatility is also a huge factor as to why the M 16 is so influential on the world stage.  There are many different versions of the M16 including ones with grenade launcher attachments, laser sights, expanded magazines, sniper versions of the rifle with high powered scopes, and the combinations of upgrades are endless (Lebanese Forces).  
The spread of this rifle includes the U.S. and 15 other NATO countries, and it is a weapon that upholds the power and might of the U.S. and its allies and keeps it enemies at bay.  This rifle’s power is not only measured in its ability to send a piece of lead downrange at incredible velocities, but it has grown into a symbol of liberation.  Its distinct sound when a round is discharged is sure to send a shiver down the spine of all those who stand in the way of freedom and its pursuit (NATO).  
A large portion of the U.N. Peacekeeping forces use this rifle, and it has proven its ability to maintain the peace in many “powder kegs” around the world where tensions soar and conflict is seemingly inevitable. One would think that a tool that is designed to bring death and destruction to the world would never bring about peace, but  in fact, the U.N. uses the rifle in nearly all of its current campaigns in Africa, the Americas, Asia and the south Pacific, Europe, and in the Middle East.  The goal of these campaigns you ask?  As defined by the U.N. itself: “To help countries torn by conflict to create conditions for sustainable peace”. This is a noble goal that is striving to be attained by using an unconventional use of a third party military force.  They use military superiority and strict rules of engagement to bring about conflict resolution with as little violence as possible (U.N. Peacekeeping).  In this way tools designed to destroy could one day lead to the destruction of these weapons themselves.  The M-16 has played an integral part of the process of bringing that dream to fruition. 

Other products produced by the U.S. include other small arms including but not restricted to any number of rifles including the M16, M4, M14, M21 sniper rifle, grenades, shotguns, CAR 15 special assault rifles, SMAW rocket launchers, and so many other different products it would be impossible to list them here. If the M16 has had the widest effect on the world at large, the strongest effect has to be from the U.S.’s production of a Fighter Aircraft.  A case study of this can be found in one particular aircraft; the F-16 Fighting Falcon by General Dynamics (Crosby).  This multirole fighter jet was originally designed for the United States Air Force, and after its proven reliability and versatility, it has spread to 24 other countries ranging from Belgium to Venezuela to Israel (where the jets have been used in a “defensive manner” against the Hamas in the Gaza Strip). 
In the nations where the F-16 has been implemented, military might within the borders of these nations has sky-rocketed (Crosby).  Especially in Israel, the presence of these jets alone has transformed the military power from that of a small nation to one that could rival many of the world powers out there today.  Although the current use of these jets in the conflict between Israel and the Palestinian Gaza Strip has come under much scrutiny, and rightly so; the aircraft’s effectiveness at accomplishing its purpose is undeniable.


Whether military superiority is needed in the air, on the open ocean, or on solid land, the U.S. is the top producer of the best tool for the job.  From the incoming F-35 Lightening II Joint Strike Fighter, to the new Gerald R. Ford Class Super carrier, or the proposed “Future Combat System” consisting of a barrage of new armored vehicles, the U.S. is the on the cutting edge (Global Security).  The military might of the U.S. would be impossible were it not for some of the major corporations involved with producing these weapons.  These corporate giants include Lockheed Martin, Boeing, General Electric, Northrop Grumman, Raytheon, General Dynamics, United Technologies, Heckler and Koch, FN Industries, Colt, Beretta, and countless others.  These are the corporate giants that produce the guns, the ammunition, the planes, the ships, the tanks, the very tools of war itself.  

There are even private military companies or private military contractors (PMC’S) that supply soldiers or “security specialists” for a certain price (Defenselink).  Companies like Blackwater Worldwide, CACI International, AirScan, and Dyncorp, just to name a few, supply these “mercenary” soldiers, other personnel, and equipment for prices per unit per certain amount of time.  Never thought of putting a price on a human life? These guys have!  Whether it’s the private military companies or the corporations themselves, they’ve all come under fire for war profiteering at one point or another (Brookings).  To accomplish our goals worldwide and complete military missions, it is necessary to have the proper equipment and personnel for the job. These organizations have figured out a way to turn a huge profit over the matter, but isn’t that what the goal of every corporation?  

These groups do supply our troops with the necessary means to accomplish our goals, and the competition between these corporate giants is supposed to be beneficial to the American tax payer, but the “lowest bidder wins the contract” situation isn’t always upheld.  In fact, there are all too many situations where the estimated cost of the contract over a certain amount of time ends up being insufficient, and the end result is millions more dollars than first estimated.  
This all too familiar situation is known as a “cost overrun.”  This is a detrimental situation, especially in a military environment where producing a product that is up to standards and can accomplish its mission with ease takes years and years (CNN).  It is inevitable that over a long period of time, costs will go up, so to be more responsible with Defense contracts would mean to more accurately estimate costs.  Another situation where competition of the production of these arms produces waste can be seen in the Joint Strike Fighter program.  

Currently the U.S. has awarded a contract to Lockheed Martin (on October 21, 2001 after winning a prototype competition against Boeing) to produce the new Joint Strike Fighter, the F-35 Lighting II.  The estimated fly-away cost of each individual plane in 2011 will be 83 million dollars per plane.  With an undetermined number of how many planes the U.S. government wants to buy, there is no estimate for how much money this project will eventually cost. 

What we do know however is that there have been 15 pre- production planes created along with a multimillion dollar program to actually produce the test planes that preceded the pre production models. Both Lockheed Martin and Boeing were awarded 750 million dollars each to develop their version of the new joint strike fighter.  The two avionics companies were meant to develop their best answer to the U.S.’s need; whichever company made the best plane for the best price would prevail. Well Lockheed Martin won the competition and was awarded the contract to mass produce the F-35, so that means 750 million dollars were wasted developing Boeing’s planes that will most likely wind up sitting on a museum floor and be known as the loser of the competition between two great avionics giants.  I know there is just some better way those 750 million dollars Boeing inadvertently wasted could have been spent.  (JSF,F-35)
Not all the blame belongs with those who build and sell weapons; they wouldn’t even be employed if it weren’t for the innumerous groups of people around the world who create demand by buying these weapons.  The list of countries that receive military aid from the U.S. is long, and longer is the list of countries that purchase arms from the U.S.  In fact, there seems to be quite the positive correlation between countries that receive American dollars in aid sending those dollars right back to us in exchange for more rifles, more aircraft, tanks, etc.  
Perhaps the greatest example of this can be found in any of the top three recipients of U.S. arms and training in the world; Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, and Israel (Hartung).  These countries receive not only weapons, but also training in those weapons and the tactics of war along with millions of U.S. dollars in aid.  There are several theories out there as to why the U.S. has elected to spread its technologies and equipment out of its own borders, but the most widely supported and undeniable theory for the reasons why the major countries are selected is: “1) major oil-producing states or rapidly growing nations that can afford to pay for expensive systems like fighter planes and tanks, and 2) nations that receive U.S. weaponry on subsidized terms because of their perceived value as strategic partners” (newamerica.net).  

So in each case, the sale or transfer of weapons, technology and intelligence benefits the U.S. either strategically or fiscally.  Since the U.S.’s addiction to oil is unlikely to cease anytime soon, it makes sense that on the list of the U.S.’s priorities, procurement of foreign sources of oil would be high on the list.  This idea adds much validity to the usually not taken seriously group PNAC (Project for a New American Century).  This groups statement of principles lays out that for this new century we need to : “increase defense spending significantly if we are to carry out our global responsibilities today and modernize our armed forces for the future, strengthen our ties to democratic allies and to challenge regimes hostile to our interests and values, promote the cause of political and economic freedom abroad, and accept responsibility for America's unique role in preserving and extending an international order friendly to our security, our prosperity, and our principles” (newamericancentury.org).  

With some retrospect from the first nine years of this new American century, can any person who has kept up to date with world events deny that this seemingly insignificant neo conservative group formed by William Kristol and Robert Kagan may have struck the nail directly on the head?  It would seem that by becoming entwined in the Middle East and sending weapons and aid to countries that hold power over the oil, the U.S. will have gotten its foot into the door when its current supplies of crude oil run dry.(PNAC.info/)  

More evidence for this shocking perspective can be seen when we look at the top 25 recipients of U.S. Arms in the developing world.  Of these top 25 countries, only four countries pay for U.S. arms out of their own pockets; Korea, the United Arab Emirates, Saudi Arabia Singapore, and Kuwait.  The other 21 countries on the list receive subsidies from the U.S.  So basically the U.S. is either paying for the majority of the goods sold or simply gifting them to the “customers”. Since the tragedy on September 11, 2001, there have been many new aid channels opened from the U.S. to the rest of the world. Prior to 9/11 there were programs in place such as the Foregin Military Financing (FMF) and the International Military Education and Training (IMET).  
After 9/11 there have been five new programs implemented which equal an additional 39.7 billion dollars bringing the U.S.’s total amount of security program spending around the world in 2008 to 108 billion dollars (Hartung, Berrigan).  That is quite the substantial sum of foreign aid, but it seems that putting out such a large amount of aid isn’t beneficial fiscally because the supposed amount of money earned through U.S. weapons sales is slotted at a mere 38 billion dollars.  
It can’t possibly be a moral issue as to why we have been so generous with our aid because 13 of the top 25 recipients previously mentioned were either undemocratic governments or regime that were caught in major cases of human rights abuses, but then again so has the U.S.  (Hartung, Berrigan).The only reason in my mind that a world superpower would give away such expensive products without a large return on its bottom line would be that in some other way, it is beneficial in the long run.  Perhaps the U.S. just has a big heart and wants to assure that all those that need weapons procure them! Or maybe The U.S. is actually putting itself into a position to seize oil and other natural resources across the globe while spreading its borders and the cause of freedom and liberty to countries far and wide.  Only time will tell how true or accurate the PNAC will be, but I would say the events that have occurred thus far in this very young century should be strong enough to turn a head or two.
All this talk of military arms and producers, human development, and probable; what is its effect on globalization?  Essentially, we are creating more efficient, more powerful, cheaper ways of killing one another.  In certain areas the development of new technologies has lead to keeping the peace, but in the long line of U.S. production of weapons and technologies more conflicts have been brought to a violent end rather than finding alternative means.  We have basically, time and time again, given the power to destroy to violent and angry people.  
To think of it in a small sense, if you give a man who believes he is fighting for his own survival a hand gun and plenty of ammunition, he’s going to use it.  Before this angry man had a gun he may have only killed one other person and possibly failed in killing this person with his bare hands at all.  Now this man has the capacity to kill as many “enemies” as he sees fit.  Now if you give a man a machine gun….. get my point?   So what recent conflicts have had this “machine gun effect” with the blame to be placed on U.S. production of arms?

If one were to sit down and  list the number of conflicts made either possible or more fatal by American weapons, training, intelligence, or any other equipment, he would find himself many hours later, hand cramped from scribbling and exhausted from mental stress.  For our purposes however let’s look at three recent global conflicts that have been extenuated by, caused by, or involved the United States; Afghanistan, Iraq, and the atrocities in the Gaza Strip.

The United States’ involvement in Afghanistan is directly related to the Taliban terrorist attacks that took place on September 11th, 2001 at the World Trade Center in New York City, The pentagon in Washington D.C., and the downed hijacked aircraft in Pennsylvania.  In October of 2001 we directly retaliated in Afghanistan and eight years later, we are still there.  In those eight years we have spent 173 billion dollars, killed just under 20,000 Afghanistan troops and civilians, and lost around 1500 American troops, contractors, journalists, and civilians.  
We have not accomplished our task of eliminating Osama Bin Laden and we have not taken the Taliban or Al Queda out of power (Defense News).  We wage a daily war against roadside bombs and insurgent ambushes, and as much ground as we gain, we usually lose right back to the insurgent forces.  We tried to secure Kabul and the surrounding area to increase the quality of life of the civilians, but now we see that the Taliban has increased its power after our initial first punch knockout, illegal drug production and usage is at an all time high, and the government we established is very weak and seems to have little effect even to the ends of the border of Kabul.  It seems to be a losing situation with no end in sight.  
We have sent ourselves into an economic depression and are trillions of dollars in debt (coupled with the Iraq conflict).  It seems that the only positive outcome of this conflict, in the words of John McCain is the possibility of permanent military bases there that are “for the good of the American people, because of the long-term security interests we have in the region” (American thinker).  Our presence there has also been linked to the fact that it places us in close proximity to the huge reserves of oil that exists there. Regardless of the reason of why we went there and are still there, it seems that the only goal we have accomplished that we first laid down was to go to Afghanistan, establish a military presence, and kill a few Al Qaeda terrorists.  
What we see now is that Afghanistan may have been better off without our best efforts, especially when we take into account the United States’ liberal use of torture in its prisons there.  We have created a new reputation as a global menace that implements cruel tactics and still doesn’t accomplish its original goals.  The same can be said for the situation in Iraq.

We entered Iraq on March 23rd, 2003 with the intention to overthrow Saddam Hussein and seek out the WMD’s (weapons of mass destruction, supposedly nuclear weapons developed in Hussein’s nuclear program) that were supposedly produced, and to stabilize the situation in Iraq and improve the quality of life. What we have found however just over six years later is that we have failed.  There wasn’t a shred of evidence that any nuclear weapon existed in Iraq in the last decade let alone since 2003. 
Currently, the schools are closed; the majority of the people are living in bombed out shacks. There is no electricity, and where there is electricity it is only on for a few hours at a time.  Where we went in with the best intentions to spread freedom and liberty, we have only wrought destruction and despair.  
Refugees International has observed extreme vulnerabilities among the approximately 1.5 million Iraqi refugees living in Syria, Jordan and other neighbors of Iraq, as well as the 2.7 million internally displaced persons within Iraq (Refugees International May 2006).

We have also thrown ourselves deeper into our debt with China, having spent 657 billion dollars thus far.  Our reputation has become one of a war criminal, since we entered there without the full consent of the U.N. Security Council and also commit many human rights’ atrocities in our prisons there and on American soil.  Where we once had good intentions we allowed the situation to become another failed debacle from the United States of American and namely the Bush administration. (News from Iraq)
The last two examples had the U.S. directly involved, but the majority of the time, the U.S. is involved as a third party asset. Currently, Israel has been attacking the Gaza strip and bombing innocent civilians in retaliation for Palestinian rocket attacks that took place. Disregarding whether Israel is right or wrong in this seemingly over compensated retaliation, it is using United States equipment to carry out the atrocities. Our F-16 Falcons and F-15 Eagles, and Apache attack helicopters are the aircraft that are dropping presumably our bombs and rockets upon the innocent “prisoners” of the Gaza Strip. 
 It is true that the Israeli Air Force does not operate solely with U.S. equipment and it is its own entity responsible for its own actions, but where do you think Israel obtained the technologies to develop their own aircraft? In fact their aircraft are strikingly similar to the designs by U.S. aircraft contractors Northrop Grumman and Lockheed Martin.  The Apache helicopters responsible for the majority of the attacks come straight from the U.S.  Another set of atrocities made possible by our great talent to make products of death and destruction. (Taylor)
It seems that our continual advancement in the tools of war and other technologies constantly increases our power militarily but brings much tarnish to our shining torch of liberty.  As of April 2009 we are in a situation where the world looks down upon our actions, but it still relies upon us for weapons and arms. It is quite the paradox.  Through much of our history, the U.S. has had the incredible talent to display both the best and worst traits of mankind all wrapped up in the red, the white, and the blue.  As bad as things seem to be, we live in a time of hope. With the Obama presidency a few months into its tenure, we are still hopeful that things will turn around. The incoming closure of Guantanamo Bay prison on U.S. soil in Cuba signifies an action that will hopefully restore the luster to our tarnished reputation.  There is no end in sight however for the conflicts in Iraq and Afghanistan or our constant production of weapons and armaments (Sisk).  The only way I see our overproduction of these materials coming to an end is when some other avenue becomes more lucrative. Maybe in years to come we’ll be able to say that the weapons and arms we once produced on such a massive scale were no longer needed. Perhaps those weapons will one day be melted down to produce our sustainable buildings, cars, and entire societies that we inevitable move toward every day.  
We stand at a crucial point in history. The arms race can continue leading the eventual destruction of the world or it can cease. We can be an instrument of change.  This ever-growing issue of Globalization can no longer be an issue, but an opportunity for positive action. We hold the future of the world in the palm of our hands, and as the most powerful nation on the earth, it is our unique responsibility to lead the world to a place of peace, prosperity, and happiness.
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Chapter 8
Propaganda in Relation to Globalization

by Michael Brewer
“We must shape a new mentality in America. Man’s desires must overshadow his needs.” – Paul Mazer (Lehman Brothers, Wall Street Banker)

“Our reach is unmatched around the world. We’re reaching people from the moment they wake up until they fall asleep.”

- Rupert Murdoch (major shareholder, chairman, and of News Corporation)

 “The mainstream American news media is selective about what it covers in the Arab American community, feeding confusion about facts and events that directly impact this country.” –  NAAJA (Natl. Arab American Journalists Assn.) coordinator Ray Hanania


We have an epidemic that has been rising for nearly a century that holds the public of the United States of America to the whims of selective individuals, keeping us from forming our own opinions and studying world events and even national issues clearly. This epidemic’s name is propaganda. Each one of us is exposed to it on a daily basis mainly through the media, whether it be the news, commercial advertisements, or even our favorite television shows. We sit down to watch the national news channels after a hard day’s work only to listen to the propagandized ramblings of Bill O’Reilly ["No Spin Zone"] and the racist and other offensive remarks of Glenn Beck, Sean Hannity, Laura Ingraham, Michael Savage et al. It is severely unfortunate that we must be subjected to this type of “information” because it undermines our ability to think responsibly and to do research dependent on our needs for the truth. We cannot make a change for the better in the global economy if nobody is telling us there is a problem.

The globalization of the world has become such an entire anomaly of prior international relations that briefly discussing it first can help us understand more fully the impact that propaganda has upon it. We are now a global economy. Our country reaches every corner of our round world and has a large effect in every place it touches. Some other chapters in this book include the issues of cash cropping, oil reserve interests, and intellectual property rights; these are only a minuscule amount of the voluminous problems directly related to globalization. 
Some problems embedded in globalization have to do with the interest of IGOs, NGOs, and the governments themselves along with many other corporations, especially in the United States. We are shown what the ones in charge want us to see, and they cover up what they do not want us to see with propaganda and media control. Propaganda is such a large problem, especially in our contemporary civilization, because it is helping to not only cover up the horrible details of international issues, but also because it helps to start the issues in the first place. 


Propaganda has its roots long before American history in religious territory; to start from the beginning would be extraneous in explaining what effects it has on us today with relation to globalization and how it can help start conflicts. 

We can, however, start with a man named Edward Bernays. Referred to as “The Father of Spin” by the title of Larry Tye’s book, Edward Bernays is the most famous American never to be known by the general public. He invented public relations. He shaped the mold for propaganda and chiseled the final piece down for years to come until people such as John Rendon could take his place. The nephew of Sigmund Freud, Bernays had built himself a huge market for public relations, working for many of the major corporations of the 1920s and even President Dwight D. Eisenhower (Curtis). One of his first major projects was getting the American public to subconsciously accept women smoking cigarettes, or “freedom torches” as he so aptly put it. But we can look to Bernays as helping the globalization issue long before globalization was discussed and debated over by professors in Harvard [or Montclair State U.]classrooms and by government officials in the White House. 


Up until the mid-1900s, Guatemala had been controlled by an industry called the United Fruit Company stationed in the United States. It controlled the “Banana Republic” for decades through pliable dictators such as Samuel Zemurray and made sure the flow of bananas were being sold to United Fruit extensively and cheaply (Curtis Ibid). In 1950, Colonel Arbenz was elected president of Guatemala and he promised to remove United Fruit’s control over the country. This was an obvious issue for United Fruit, so they turned to Edward Bernays to fix the problem. He set up a trip for influential American journalists and sent them to meet political figures in Guatemala who told them Arbenz was a Communist controlled by Moscow (when in reality he was a Democratic Socialist).  

Also, while the journalists were down there, there was a large Anti-American demonstration in the capital Guatemala City (Curtis ibid). The journalists headed back to America full of propaganda featuring rich Communist material just waiting to be unleashed on the public. This specific plan regarding Communism was devised by Bernays due to the presence of the Cold War, which struck fear in the hearts of essentially all American people. Not only were these journalists spewing their own skewed opinions of Guatemala in articles all around the nation, but the Middle American Information Bureau (established by Bernays) churned out brochures and press releases with information regarding places like Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, El Salvador, Costa Rica, Panama, and the colony of British Honduras. 

Every one of these valued pieces of paper had to be approved by the United Fruit Company before being released (Tye 163). All of these measures taken had their intended effects, and the Guatemalan government was eventually toppled by the “freedom fighters”, with no dispute from the American people, just as Dwight D. Eisenhower had wanted it. We can look at what Edward Bernays did in Guatemala as the start-off point for the cover up on the major effects globalization has on the world. In the rest of this chapter, major events that have happened and are happening will be addressed and discussed, along with reasoning for why propaganda is being used.

Propaganda in the mainstream media has been a concern for years, but it is more unfortunate that this has not changed and, if anything, has gotten worse. A simple statement can essentially sum up the problem of propaganda and media control in America: information presented in the news and other forms of media can only support the ideas and interests of the ones in charge. If the American government wants to go to war in Iraq, or overthrow a leader in Guatemala, or sell armaments to a country which wants to destroy an entire culture, then the government must either find a way to present the subject to the public as a “moral thing to do” or it must cover up the story entirely by not presenting it at all. A perfect example of this is the genocide committed by Indonesia in East Timor which is an almost unheard-of event by Americans. 

East Timor was a small Portuguese colony roughly 400 miles north of Australia. On December 7, 1975 Indonesia invaded and started decimating East Timor with outright killings and bombings for 2 to 3 weeks (Manufacturing Consent). The genocide lasted all the way until April 1999 when a peace accord was signed in Dili, the capital of East Timor, between opposing sides of the conflict. The reason why nobody in the U.S. knows of this is simple: America needed to maintain its integral relation to Indonesia. This is shown in the now declassified National Security Document dated March 4, 1975, Policy Regarding Possible Indonesian Military Action Against Portuguese Timor. 
“The dilemma is simple: If we try to stop the Indonesians, we risk hurting our relationships no matter what the Indonesians do.” Not only did the American government not try to stop the Indonesians, but they provided them with 90% of their arms, mostly under Jimmy Carter's term (Manufacturing Consent Ibid). The regulated media coverage of this case is exemplified by the Los Angeles Times and the Chicago Tribune: from August 1975 until the invasion, the L.A. Times ran 16 articles dealing with East Timor and since then, up until 1993, there have been a grand total of 20 news reports. 
The Chicago Tribune itself ran more stories in the five months leading up to the invasion than in the nearly 18 years following it (Jardine). The unfortunate event in East Timor is only one of many examples showing us how the U.S. government uses media selective coverage to defer us from controversial issues pertaining to globalization. Being able to at least partially understand what it is that leaves us in a dazed confusion is a beginning to addressing the issue, and hopefully by doing so, we can do something to solve it. There is somewhat of a process, and if we can identify that, then we will be better informed on what we are looking at, before we look at it.


There is a term in the field of anthropology: “The Other.” When used, it is set to refer to any group of people who are not like the person using the term. It is somewhat of a satirical term, and implies the connotation of thinking of other ethnicities or groups of people as altogether different, or even as sub-human. And while it is absolutely true that other cultures of people have entirely different ways of life which include their religions, traditions, holidays, political beliefs, and many other things, the fact is that there is only one race of people: the human race.  We need to understand this fact ASAP.

The popular “Other” in America right now is the Arab or Muslim. The Arab [Muslim] man or woman in America has a certain look. When one mentions an Arab, the picture in the minds of most Americans is one of what you may see on Family Guy or South Park or of any various movies made depicting the Arab community as a radical terroristic culture. These images place a sheet of film over the general public’s eyes, blinding them from what they are able to see, and forcing them to view what the media wants them to see. 

Jack Shaheen, distinguished Southern Illinois University professor and author of The TV Arab, says that over 21 major movies in the past ten years show our military killing Arabs; those included are Iron Eagle, Death Before Dishonor, Navy SEALs, Patriot Games, The American President, Delta Force 3, and Executive Decision (Qumsiyeh). Not unintentionally, the Arabs in these movies are portrayed as radical Islamic terrorists destined to destroy all of American culture. One of these movies specifically has been designed to directly impact the general public. 


Starting in mid-September of 2008, roughly 28 million copies of a DVD called “Obsession: Radical Islam’s War Against the West” have been distributed as advertising inserts in 70 newspapers in 12 key election swing states during the presidential election (Coalition Speaks…). The DVD was believed to influence the political campaign, favoring John McCain. Fortunately enough though, the movie was received terribly by the general public with people calling it outright propaganda and strong allegations saying that “It’s to influence people… in the election and scare people” (Overby). This outright example of propaganda is what the American media uses to fuel the anguish felt by the misinformed person in order to aid the progress of events in which it supports. 

There can be many different reasons for the media to portray issues or groups of people in a certain light. As we have mentioned before, it is strongly due to those who are in charge of the media and what their interests may be. Sometimes the media content (especially the news) is edited so that a smaller company which the mass media owns is not shown as being a corrupt business. Doing this would mean the loss of capital for that business which in effect will lose capital for the mass media. 

This will be discussed later in this chapter. But there are other reasons for which the media content is changed: the United States government. Let us not get confused on this subject by thinking that the media is always a right-hand man for the government to spew all its propaganda on us (although that seems to be the case for FOX News). It is simply the easiest and most effective means to do so and many times it is used by the government for a purpose such as gaining the support for a war. 
Government officials cannot simply go up to the head of any respectable news channel and say, “We need to spread false information to the general public on your channel tonight,” because that in itself would be revealing the means of propaganda for which propaganda is intended. Different organizations supplied and supported by the government are crafted to generate this propaganda which then they hand over to the mass media to present. War is never a simple issue, and the reasons for going to war are sometimes corrupt; going to war for the sole purpose of extracting oil at a cheaper price is an example. In cases like these, the government needs to use these organizations to help justify their reasoning. In the case of the Arab being singled out by the media, this can be seen as one way for the government to build animosity towards a group of people whom we are aiming to kill, but it takes more than animosity for a nation to accept war as a reasonable solution.

No country can easily delve into a war which they decide without first gaining the consensus of the people. Without doing so, mass protests and rally’s can occur which force the government to effectively pull out of the controversial situation they got themselves into. We can easily see this result from the Vietnam War protests, where Americans saw the horrible tragedies taking place and took action to stop it. George W. Bush’s national security team believed that pessimistic war coverage broke the nation’s will to win in Vietnam, and there was a mutual resolve not to let that happen with [the Iraq] war (Barstow 5). 
As a result, the ways of going about presenting a war (from beginning to end) have been meticulously laid out so that another Vietnam “incidence” does not occur. Anup Shah explains in his article War, Propaganda, and the Media, that there are four stages needed to justify a war. The first step is the Preliminary Stage, where the country targeted must be made a concern to the people. The second step is the Justification Stage, where the opinion of the people must be swayed to make them believe that change is needed to implement order. The third step is the Implementation Stage, when pooling and censorship provide control of the coverage shown to the citizens. And the final step is the Aftermath Stage, where normality is portrayed in the selected country, showing that the order that was called for is now in progress. All of these stages are important aspects, with details needing to be addressed, which can be achieved by starting with a man whom we can refer to as our own modern day Edward Bernays: John Rendon.

John Rendon is head of one of the largest and most successful public relations and propaganda groups in the nation called the Rendon Group. He describes himself as an “information warrior” and he was the former Executive Director and National Political Director for the Democratic Party of the United States, Director of Scheduling for President Jimmy Carter, and Analyst for American Political System for BBC World TV (Stauber). The Rendon Group is to thank for making a major contribution to the Iraq War. By spewing propaganda to the people of America, he was able to essentially fabricate reasoning for war out of scratch. James Bamford explains in great detail the way Rendon went about doing so in his article “The Man Who Sold the War” published November 17, 2005 in Rolling Stone magazine. 

John Rendon has had a long history in helping to spread the opinions wanted by the ones who hire him, and the war in Iraq may be his best example yet. Sticking to the word of his $16 million contract awarded by the Pentagon to “create the conditions for the removal of Hussein from power,” Rendon had established the Iraqi National Congress comprised of a group of anti-Saddam militants. “The Rendon Group came to us and said, ‘We have a contract to kind of do anti-Saddam propaganda on behalf of the Iraqi opposition.’ What we didn’t know was in fact it was the CIA that hired them to do this work,” said Zaab Sethna, official spokesman of the INC. 
The role of the INC proved to be pivotal in doing just that. In their efforts to provide some type of excuse to invade and destroy Iraq, a man named Adnan Ihsan Saeed al-Haideri, a forty three year old Iraqi who fled his homeland, was strapped to a polygraph test to “testify” that he had helped Saddam bury weapons of mass destruction. All of this would have been pivotal to justifying a cause for war, except for one thing: an extensive overview of the test results concluded by a CIA polygraph expert (sent by the Pentagon) showed that al-Haideri was lying. But once the test was over, Sethna, along with other members of the INC, called journalists who had a long history in helping INC and provided them with an exclusive on Saddam’s WMDs (Bamford 1). 
Judith Miller, a now FOX employee but then writer for The New York Times, was one of the journalists to be contacted; and her front page article “Iraqi Defector Tells of Work on at Least 20 Hidden Weapon Sites” gives great detail on her “insights” with al-Haideri. "An Iraqi defector who described himself as a civil engineer," Miller wrote, "said he personally worked on renovations of secret facilities for biological, chemical and nuclear weapons in underground wells, private villas and under the Saddam Hussein Hospital in Baghdad as recently as a year ago." She goes on to explain how if the allegations were true, it would “provide ammunition to officials within the Bush administration.” She later reported that unnamed “government experts” called his information “reliable and significant” (Bamford 1 Ibid). Whether or not Judith Miller actually knew if al-Haideri was lying ended up having relatively no significance in the overview of the situation. What she reported, and in effect what the people were reading, spoke payloads on reasons for invading Iraq.  
But John Rendon did not just centralize his focus on the American people through means of two journalists. The Rendon Group, as official Pentagon documents show, is connected with the Information Operations Task Force which monitors worldwide news reports with a system called Livewire. Livewire takes “real-time news-wire reports, as they are filed, before they are on the Internet, before CNN can read them on the air, and twenty-four hours before they appear in the morning newspapers, and sorts them by keyword. The system provides the most current real-time access to news and information available to private or public organizations” (Bamford 3 ibid). This gives the Rendon Group the ability to choose, manipulate, or delete any news reports not suiting to their interests; this means they were able to spoon feed what they wanted directly to major new media sources to relay to the general public. Their ability to do so is only another outlet for selling the war. Bamford mentions even more outlets for achieving their $16 million purpose. The Rendon Group was also directly related to the newly formed Office of Global Communications operating out of the White House which was charged with spreading the administrations message. Also, the Rendon Group created a news site summarizing the current news while also having members of their staff to monitor online chat rooms and even participate when asked. 

The Rendon Group is an example of those organizations which the government effectively utilized in helping to gain support for the war, but for a project as big as selling the Iraq war, these middle-men organizations are sometimes skipped over entirely, and the media is confronted by the government head on. The New York Times published an article in April of 2008 that blew the lid off a Pentagon military analyst program in which more than 75 retired military officials were recruited to spout pro-war rhetoric on major networks in the run-up to the invasion of Iraq (Segura 1). Journalists were secondary. “We didn’t want to rely on them to be our primary vehicle to get information out,” said Don Meyer; aide to Torie Clark, the former public relations executive who oversaw the Pentagon’s dealings with the analysts as assistant secretary of defense for public affairs (Barstow 3,4 ibid). 
Even before the 9/11 attack, Ms. Clark had wanted to form a coup involving trusted military men and other key individuals to help gain support for Donald Rumsfeld’s priorities (Barstow 3 ibid). And when the time came, the key military officials were briefed on all the key talking points and opinions that the Pentagon held, were given access to classified documentation, and were even taken to Iraq. They were then released on all the major news network channels, such as FOX, NBC, and CNN to relay these messages during one-on-one interviews. 

But these military officials were not just giving the public the opinion of the Pentagon. They were giving the public a reason to wage war on a country. And some expressed doubts on why they were even doing so without hard evidence. Mr. Bevelacqua, a former FOX analyst, attended a briefing in early 2003 where he asked if there was any “smoking gun” proof on WMDs. “ ‘We don’t have any hard evidence,’ ” Mr. Bevelacqua recalled the briefer replying (Barstow 8 ibid). But having evidence to go to war was not an issue, taking into account the incredible success that the military analysts were having. Their involvement, the Rendon Group, and many other groups such as the INC, the Lincoln Group, and the Cohen Group were able to almost fully sell the War on Terror to the unsuspecting citizens of the United States. 

While our very own war in the Middle East is an essential issue portraying the problems involved with globalization, we must not neglect issues involving countries or corporations we support (much like United Fruit or Indonesia). Our direct involvement in the Iraq War makes us no-more guilty than our involvement in those countries, and specifically in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. It is hard to even refer to this as a conflict; it is an invasion and illegal occupation by the Israeli military. We would know more about this, if it were not for all the media filtering and political influence on the media. 
The Israeli-Palestinian conflict is a great example of combining the problems of political influence on the media and the corporatization of media itself. Sut Jhally and Bathsheba Ratzkoff exemplify the propaganda scandal excellently in their documentary Peace, Propaganda, and the Promised Land.

“Israel is really fighting a war on two fronts. The first is a military campaign being waged in the occupied territories against the Palestinian people. And the second is a PR campaign being waged here in the U.S. through the American media to ensure the continued support for Israel’s occupation,” said Professor of Journalism Robert Jenson at the University of Texas-Austin. The Palestinians of the West Bank and Gaza Strip are being subjected to actions seen as war crimes. Some of those include unlawful killings, torture and ill-treatment, destruction of homes, blocking of ambulances, denial of humanitarian assistance, and civilians being used as human shields (Jhally). 
The problem of misinformation lies in the public relations campaign waged by the Israeli and U.S. government: we are not able to see or hear of these atrocities like we did during Vietnam or, in this case, the invasion of Lebanon and Beirut. After the invasion and killing of thousands of Palestinians by the Israeli military in 1982 in Lebanon, the Hasbara Project was created to “train information officers to present Israeli’s case to TV anchormen around the world” (Jhally Ibid). Since then, there has been a series of media filters that all the news from Israel must go through before being aired in America. The first of these filters is the owners of U.S. media firms. The topic of media ownership on its own has been addressed by hundreds of books and documentaries which gives it the right to receive special attention, but in order to lessen confusion, we will wait to address the issue until after the rest of the Israeli-Palestinian conflict is discussed.

The second filter are the political elites who share the economic interests of the corporate-owned media. Politicians and policy makers have the access and power to persuade the media. They are themselves run in a system that is dominated by corporate money and interests which are reflected in the media (Jhally ibid). Their efforts to influence the media are part of the first filter in a sense, because political influence is largely taken into account by the media conglomerates. 
This brings us to the third filter, which is the Israeli governments own effort in their public relations campaign. They hold relations with American public relations firms to consult image concerns and to coordinate its political and media campaign; nine Israeli consulates help implement these PR campaigns by developing relationships with journalists and by monitoring media outlets. Then private American organizations reiterate the official line and organize grassroots opposition to any coverage deemed unfavorable to Israel; the most important of these groups is the American Israeli Public Affairs Committee (Jhally ibid). If all these efforts somehow let an anti-Israeli news story slip by, there are watchdog groups such as CAMERA (Committee for Accuracy in Middle East Reporting in America) to harass journalists.

There are many groups working towards keeping the good Israeli name, and they have implemented many public relations strategies to make sure this is accomplished. The reason why it is hard to view the war as anything more than an invasion and occupation (for those who are informed) is because of the “invisible colonization” that is occurring. Israel intends to eventually annex the Palestinian/Arab territories. The Israeli military is building houses on the West Bank and Gaza Strip and making communities for the Jewish people; this is in direct violation with Article 49 of the Geneva Conference which states, “The Occupying Power [Israel] shall not deport or transfer parts of its own civilian population into the territory it occupies.” 

Also, Palestinian houses are being torn down by the Israelis because the Palestinian people could not get permits to build their houses, even if they were in good financial standing. The Israelis are tearing down all of these houses in order to gain more land for their own communities (Jhally). FAIR (Fairness and Accuracy in Reporting) reported in 2001 that only 4% of network reports mentioned occupation of the Gaza Strip, so the American people are unable to identify the illegality of the situation. This, even today, remains a major problem in the American media.

The news reports that are broadcasted in the U.S. depict the situation in a completely different light from the truth. In response to the Israeli occupation and terrible treatment of their people, the Palestinian civilians have resorted to desperate measures such as suicide bombing. Every time a suicide bomber attacks an Israeli store or community, the news automatically covers the story, because they are able to show the Palestinian people using tactics that are not morally approved by most people. This gives the news media the opportunity to manipulate the circumstances to their own liking by saying that Israel is attacking the Palestinians in “self-defense” when in the reality of the overall truth, these facts are switched. If suicide bombers are not attacking, however, then the news media declares it a relative calm (Jhally ibid). The difference is that only Palestinians are dying at the hands of Israeli soldiers instead of deaths to both sides. When the Palestinians attack, these acts are referred to as terroristic. This supports America’s position on the War on Terror and it helps to justify a continued illegal occupation in the false idea that the Israelis are there to repress terror; which in itself is a nonsensical idea fabricated by our government in order to invade Iraq. 

The continued support of Israel by the United States seems to have many obvious negative results, based on all the facts presented in Peace, Propaganda, and the Promised Land. Therefore, one must ask why America continues to support Israel with the imposing risk of exposure. The answer lies in all the economic and military ties, significantly starting with the Yom Kippur War.

On October 6th, 1973, Egypt and Syria attacked Israel with the military support of the Soviet Union, and Israel was in desperate need of aid, so they turned to the United States. After some deliberation, President Nixon decided to fully restore all their losses; this would help solidify relations with Israel while at the same time help to defend against communism from the Russians (Israel 1967-1991). From then on, the relationship between Israel and America had changed: America had quadrupled its foreign aid to Israel and set up a relationship to work together on future issues such as the proliferation of weapons of mass destruction by rogue regimes, state-sponsored terrorism, the potential disruption of access to Middle East oil, and the spread of Islamic radicalism (Israel 1967-1991 Ibid). With all of these beneficial relations with Israel, it is not hard to see why the United States has enforced its veto 33 times in the U.N. when voting to stop Israel. It is also not difficult to imagine why the American media cannot represent Israel negatively, not only for political reasons, but for economic reasons as well. 

This subject brings us back to the first filter, which was skipped over before, referring to American media ownership. We often do not think of who owns the media, but when we think about who is “in charge” of what we see, we automatically assimilate it to the government, but this is not necessarily the case. It is not the only entity that shapes our opinions. The fact that the media is privatized is an intrinsic ideology in determining what gets, or more-so what does not get, to the general public. Conglomerates: they are the ones who own what we watch.  The bottom line idea is that they will not present anything that undermines an issue which either they, or a befriended corporation, supports. 
For example, Cummins Engine Company is owned by The New York Times Company. Since the War in Iraq started until mid-2008, Cummins has made a $45 million dollar profit; making them the 17th biggest profiteer directly related to the Iraq War (Iraq War Profiteers). In effect, The New York Times would certainly not print anything that undermines Cummins because that would be comparable to printing a news story which discredits The New York Times itself. They would be losing capital by means of bad promoting, and in effect loss of business.

This is the Propaganda Model. These conglomerates determine, select, shape, control, and restrict to serve the interests of dominant elite groups. They have total control of the selection of topics, distribution of concerns, emphasis and framing of issues, the filtering of information, and the bounding of debate (Manufacturing Consent). Through mutual cooperation, interlocking directorates, and shared partnerships in media operations, contemporary capitalists’ competition has become more like a cooperative cartel (Bagdikian). They work together to promote the progress of their own businesses to make more money than they would by competing against each other. In a sense, it is almost against the whole theory of capitalism, where competition is essential. 

This revolution was made possible with the introduction and passage of The Telecommunications Act of 1996, which was supposedly intended to create a free-market type atmosphere for the communications realm. The problems with the free market are discussed in another chapter in this book. It was the first major overhaul of telecommunications law in almost 62 years, said to promote competition and reduce regulation in order to secure lower prices and higher quality services for American telecommunications consumers and encourage the rapid deployment of new telecommunications technologies (Telecommunication). 

What it actually did was open up the flood gates for corporate mergers and it gave more power and money to those already at the top of mass media. It helped to drop the number of conglomerates faster than ever before. And even though monopolies have already been made illegal thanks to historical figures such as John D. Rockefeller, the media monopoly is becoming more and more prominent by the day.

Ben H. Bagdikin has been writing on this problem for decades in his series of books entitled The Media Monopoly, which is now in its seventh edition. When the first edition was published in 1983, fifty corporations dominated most of every mass medium. By 1987, the number dwindled down to 29; by 1990 it went to twenty three; by 1997 there were ten; and by his 2000 version there were six (Bagdikian xx, xxi). 
Today in 2009 there are five: these five include Time Warner, Disney, Murdoch's News Corporation, Bertelsmann of Germany, and Viacom which was formerly CBS (“The New Media Monopoly”). The problem with these mergers of corporations into conglomerates, besides the obvious monopolistic reason posed in the early 1900s, is more in the content. They censor issues like the Israeli-Palestinian conflict to their liking, as well as eliminating all foreign and relevant news entirely. This can be seen obviously; in 1998, television networks carried half the international news they did in the 1980s (Bagdikian xxx Ibid). Peter Arnett stated it this way even as early as 2000, “I’ll put it simply: International news coverage in most of America’s mainstream papers has almost reached the vanishing point.” 

But problems with content control are not only selective to international issues, but to national, state, and community issues as well. The quality of coverage is declining with the ever increasing drive for profit. A decrease in hard reporting and an increase in soft entertainment features – which is the least expensive to produce and the most revenue producing - is the trend (The Interview). The ideal form of information-giving would include a wide range of papers with many different political, economic, religious, etc. stand-points in order to gather as many opinions as possible. This would give the opportunity to listen to all sides of an argument and make an intelligent decision. But without this, the public is forced to hold the singular opinion of major media outlets (or in all of media, the minimal five opinions). Factors which help to aid mass media in this accomplishment are vertical integration and interlocking directorates.

Vertical integration is the merging together of two businesses that are at different stages of production—for example, a food manufacturer and a chain of supermarkets (Vertical Integration). Ben Bagdikian in The Media Monopoly sixth edition describes why this can be dangerous in the media. He writes:
“Vertical Integration was once looked upon with alarm by government. It was understood that corporations which have control of a total process, from raw material to fabrication to sales, also have few motives for genuine innovation and the power to seize out anyone else who tries to compete. This situation distorts the economy with monopolistic control over prices. Today, government has become sympathetic to dominant vertical corporations that have merged into ever larger total systems. These corporations, including those in the media, have remained largely unrestrained.” (xvii)

If a conglomerate is controlling everything from the source of the news to the news channels themselves, how can there be a fair assessment by the people? This cannot happen. And when these conglomerates are not only controlling all of their own steps, but influencing the steps of other corporations, that affects our opinions as well (2 Shah).


Interlocking directorates are defined as the linkages among corporations created by individuals who sit on two or more corporate boards (Domhoff). The example of The New York Times owning Cummins Engine Corporation shows how interlocking directorates work. There is no real scandal or conspiracy occurring here; it is common sense and simple business theory. A conglomerate which owns a corporation has no desire to harm the owned corporation. The problem occurs in the effects as a result of these influences. If the CEO of a company sits in on a meeting of an owned company, he/she will sway the conclusions of the meeting based on his/her own company’s valued opinions or goals. The owned company would have no choice but to concede because an employee either listens to his/her boss or gets fired. And in our capitalist economy, or any economy for that matter, nobody wants to get fired. From there occurs a trickledown effect: the decisions made at the meeting support the desires of the conglomerate which determine how their other companies run their business and so on and so forth until the end result is spewed on the consumer. In the case of the mass media, the product is information. 


This information is integral to what we need. As American citizens, we deserve to be supplied with relevant and accurate information free from skewed opinions, swayed views, and flat out lies. Unfortunately, we are not given this through our mass media. There are groups such as FAIR, Free Press, and Democracy Now! that do an excellent job in trying to counter propaganda with their hard-nosed journalism and reporting, but on their own, they are no match to stations such as FOX. 

The propaganda we are shown helps to aid causes which we would otherwise not support, and perhaps even protest. Throughout history, the only truly effective and consistent method for change is protest. If we are to change anything about our system of information spreading, the general public must be informed of the problem at hand, and whatever result occurs should occur. 


Edward Bernays, John Rendon, Time Warner, Disney, Viacom, News Corporation, Bertelsmann, and many others are some of the main offenders in this epidemic. As a community and country, we need to deny the authoritative grip they hold and start educating ourselves through reliable sources, and not just accepting what they say as truth or the only option. We can stop wars for oil, genocides for relations, and lying for profit, if only we can learn to listen to what the offenders have to say, and critically analyze it. The media monopoly we are facing is a dangerous one that hints to no end in sight, but in the words of Noam Chomsky, “If we choose, we can live in a world of comforting illusion.”
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Chapter 9

Genocide, American Involvement & the American

Media: A Failure of Globalization

by Katherine Demeski
Introduction

As is commonly known, globalization has drastically changed the world over the past century. Although it is a cliché to say this, the world is becoming smaller. Travel around the globe is easier, cultures are constantly merging with each other, and hardly anything in the world is inaccessible. The United States has a great role in globalization because it has been the most powerful country in the world for over half a century. American culture has also become the dominant culture of the world. Countries are ever being “Westernized” and thus, cultures are being homogenized.


As the leader of the free world, the United States of America seems to like to get involved with the problems of other nations. This can be very helpful to some nations, such as Israel, who constantly receive aid from the U.S. and may not have survived as a nation otherwise without help (despite the fact that Israel does abuse this aid now). However, American involvement can also be extremely detrimental, especially considering disasters like the War in Iraq. Despite the U.S.’s role as the most powerful nation in the world, the U.S. tends to pick and choose the international crises it wants to be involved in. This has a huge effect on the problems that the U.S. does not get involved in.


Since the United States is the most powerful country in the world, and because the world has been so globalized in the past half-century, the American media is extremely influential. It is also very centered around America itself and does not address global issues properly. Being such an important nation, one would think that the American media would make an effort to focus on world issues as well as its own. However, the American media seems to be so self-absorbed that things that the U.S. is not involved in are normally not discussed, almost as if these issues do not exist. This can have huge repercussions for those involved in such issues.


One of these repercussions is simply the lack of awareness. If a nation as powerful as the United States does not pay much attention to the world’s problems, the world at large may not pay too much attention to such issues. Another repercussion is that, if the U.S. does not get involved in world issues, other powerful nations may choose not to as well. Another point that should not be overlooked is that the U.S. is not only the most powerful nation but also one of the richest. The U.S. does have both the power and the resources, unlike most nations, to help solve world issues. The question “If the U.S. does not help, who will?” comes to mind. The truth is, not many other nations can.


A specific major problem in the world that the U.S. has recently failed to focus on is genocide. Genocide is something that has been with the human race for thousands of years, only truly being considered a global concern in the past century. The Holocaust certainly is what one most likely thinks of when hearing the word, “genocide.” When American and Soviet soldiers discovered the concentration camps in Germany and surrounding areas at the end of World War II, the slogan, “Never Again,” was commonly used around the world, especially in the patriotic and victorious U.S (Zagorski 2). At first, it seemed like the U.S would keep this promise: The United Nations was created in 1942; in 1948, the Geneva Convention officially outlawed genocide and proclaimed it to be a crime against humanity (Sells 10).


However, despite its position as the leader of the free world and co-creator of the United Nations, the U.S. has chosen to not get involved (especially militarily) in the recent genocides in Rwanda and Darfur.  It is true that the U.S. did fight to end the genocide in Bosnia, but only after 7,500 Bosnian Muslim men and boys over the age of 13 were brutally murdered in a period of four days in a U.N. “safe area”. By this time, thousands of Bosnian Muslims had been killed [ala "ethnic cleansing"] by the Serbian armies under Slobodan Milosevic (Peace Pledge Union).


Furthermore, the two genocides mentioned above that the U.S. did not get involved in were the more costly ones. Darfur may even wind up being the most costly genocide out of the three because it is still ongoing. The following will explain exactly how the world’s three most recent major genocides have gone, for the most part, ignored by the U.S.


Rwanda

On April 6, 1994, the United States was mourning the loss of rock star Kurt Cobain, who had committed suicide the day before. Meanwhile, in Rwanda, genocide was beginning. This genocide would claim more than 800,000 lives in 100 days (Power). Up to 10,000 people a day were slaughtered during this genocide, while the U.S. chose to turn on the television, turn up the volume, and try to drown out the cries for help.


 For decades, tension had been building between two ethnic groups in Rwanda: the Tutsis and the Hutus. The Tutsis (only fifteen percent of the population) had been working with the ruling Belgian government in Rwanda and thus had a great deal more power than the Hutus, who were oppressed by the Belgian government (Power 2). During this time, a deep hatred of the Tutsis was instilled in many Hutus. This hatred harbored by 85% of a nation would ultimately prove to be cause for genocide (Melvern 6).


 In 1959, the king of Rwanda died, and the Hutus used this to make a grab for power.  The Tutsis tried to stop this, but their resistance made life much worse for them when the Hutus did finally gain power. Later in 1959, the Hutus declared martial law and the killing of Tutsis was becoming all too common. About 2,000 Tutsis were killed during this period of time. Although Rwanda was still under Belgian rule, the Hutus became the favored ethnic group in the government fairly quickly (Melvern 7).


In 1962, Rwanda gained independence and the Hutus dominated the new government. Smaller genocides against the Tutsis occurred off and on until 1973, when Juvénal Habyarimana led a coup against the Hutu government. Habyarimana was seen as a savior to the Hutus because he sought to gain stability after the mass murders of the Tutsis. However, an end to the killings meant a totalitarian dictatorship (Melvern 10).


Between the 1962 and 1990, 200,000 Tutsis had fled Rwanda, only to return as an 
invading guerilla army. In 1990, the Rwandan Patriotic Front (the Tutsi rebel army) forced Habyarimana to sign a document stating that the Tutsis and the Hutus would share power in the government. This caused tensions to rise again between the Hutus and the Tutsis. Conflicts arose from these tensions until everything was brought to a head with the assassination of Habyarimana on April 6, 1994 (Melvern 134). 


The Hutu extremists immediately acted out and genocide began. Hutu militias armed with spears, clubs, guns, grenades, and machetes killed both Tutsis and moderate Hutus. These militias would raid villages and cities, demanding to see the tribal identification cards left over from the Belgian government. If one were a Hutu with Tutsi neighbors, friends, or family, one would be forced to murder them. Since the Hutus and Tutsis look different (Hutus are shorter and stockier in general, Tutsis are normally taller) (Melvern 5), sometimes the killings would even be solely based on how a person looked. Over the next hundred days, until a Tutsi rebel group (the Rwandan Patriotic Front or RPF) (Melvern 13) was able to capture Kigali in July 1994, taking over the Hutu government and declaring a ceasefire (Melvern 245).


Even before the genocide started, the U.S. saw what was coming, and was determined to avoid involvement. Not only did the U.S. not send troops to Rwanda, the nation tried very hard to stop U.N. intervention in the genocide, refused to help jam Rwandan radio signals (over which the genocide was organized, and even refrained from using the word “genocide” when referring to the slaughter (Power 1). 


Since the U.S. had taken every measure to avoid involvement in the genocide, American media reflected this. Although the government does not run the American media, it still does tend to reflect the government’s best interests. Dr. Kimberly Zagorski of the University of Wisconsin stated in an essay: “While the government doesn’t explicitly tell media what issue to cover or what language should be used in its coverage, the reliance media place on these sources means that governmental actions and preferences will carry greater weight than other sources and limits the ability of the media to include them in coverage of policy issues” (Zagorski 4). 

It is true that the American media did not completely ignore the genocide, as it would have caused an uproar among the nations of the U.N. However, these stories were not headliners and since they were not paid very much attention to, the majority of the American people did not pay much attention to the Rwandan genocide. 


Although the American media does normally follow the lead of the government, the media can also have powerful influence over the government. President Bill Clinton reflected this in 1998, when he read an article on the Rwandan genocide and the world’s failure to stop the slaughter in The New Yorker by Philip Gourevitch. He wrote to his national-security adviser, Sandy Berger saying, “Is what he is saying true?” and “How did this happen?” (Power 1). This article led to President Clinton visiting Rwanda and apologizing to the nation for its lack of action. Despite this apology he did not admit that the U.S., in fact, did not take any action whatsoever against the genocide and (as stated above) hindered the U.N.’s efforts to help the situation (Power 1).


To say there is justification behind the United States' lack of involvement in the Rwandan genocide would be a gross misuse of the word. However, there is one reason why the U.S. would not have wanted to be involved in stopping the genocide in Rwanda: the consequences of involvement in Somalia. In 1992, a horrible drought occurred that caused famine and the subsequent death of 300,000 Somalis. The U.S. sent food to the Somalians with military accompaniment in order to make sure the aid was properly delivered. This intervention escalated into the U.S. helping U.N. peacekeepers attempt to disarm some Somali factions, which resulted in military conflict with the Somalis (Taha 1). 

At one point during the conflict, an American soldier was killed and his body dragged through the streets of Mogadishu. The American people were outraged to hear of this, and public support for American involvement in the conflict plummeted. This caused the U.S. to withdraw its troops, leaving the U.N. to deal with the civil war alone. Somalia also left Americans with distaste for African nations, and thus the U.S. attempted to avoid involvement in the Rwandan genocide.


Bosnia

The Bosnian genocide came next and, like Rwanda, was no surprise to the world. The Slavic states that formed Yugoslavia were forced to unify by the treaty of Versailles after World War I. Serbians mostly ran the authoritarian monarchy that governed the new nation. In 1945, Marshall Tito, a Communist, took power in Yugoslavia. He held the nation together despite growing tensions among its ethnic groups until his death in 1980 (Peace Pledge Union).


After Tito’s death, Bosnia, Croatia, and Macedonia began to work towards independence. Meanwhile, Serbian nationalism was growing. This nationalism was only encouraged by a Serbian named Slobodan Milosevic, who came to power in Yugoslavia in 1987. In 1990, Croatia and Macedonia declared independence and were recognized around the world as separate nations. Bosnia followed suit in 1992, also being recognized as its own nation. Milosevic and the Serbians, however, would not allow this. Military conflict began between Croatia and Serbia because of the Serbian communities in Croatia. Serbia also began a conflict with Bosnia for the same reason as Croatia.


Soon after the conflict started, over three quarters of Serbia had been taken over by Bosnian Serbs. The U.N. did not immediately intervene, but later declared six areas of Serbia “safe areas” and sent small peacekeeping forces to protect these places, but these attempts to secure these areas were largely unsuccessful. The fighting continued for three years, with the Bosnians only avoiding decimation by holding on to individual towns. During those years, Serbian troops systematically rounded up Bosnian Muslim men and boys and slaughtered them in an act of “ethnic cleansing”. By the time a ceasefire was negotiated, over 200,000 Muslims has been killed (Peace Pledge Union).


Again, the U.S. had avoided military involvement in the genocide. It is true that the U.S. attempted to negotiate a ceasefire through NATO earlier on, but this failed. It wasn’t until Serbians began an attack on Srebrenica, one of the U.N. “safe areas”, the U.S. did not take military action against the over 7,500 Bosnians who were killed in four days in Srebrenica and so the scale of this mass murder made it nearly impossible to overlook (Peace Pledge Union). NATO would have to launch a bombing campaign against the Serbians before a ceasefire was agreed to in 1995 (Rieff 130).


The fact that the U.S. took little action concerning the Bosnian genocide also has reasons behind it. In 1993, the New York Times published an article called “American Voices: On a Role in Bosnia/A special report: In American Voices, a Sense of Concern Over Bosnia Role” by B. Drummond Ayres Jr. This article reflected the views of the American people on American involvement. The opinions varied greatly. One man was quoted saying, “I know about the Holocaust and I certainly don't denigrate it as a concern, but I also know about Vietnam and what a hopeless quagmire it turned out to be for us.” 

This comparison between the Bosnian genocide and the Vietnam War now seems a bit extreme. The Vietnam War was not genocide, but a war in which the U.S. intervened in order to stop the spread of Communism. The U.S. was not obligated to become involved in Vietnam, but it was obligated to become involved in Bosnia. After all, the U.S. agreed to the terms of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide, promising to take action against genocides, no matter where they occurred (Zagorski 10-11). 

However, some Americans, like Georgia Dunaway, a hotel receptionist in Okawville, Illinois, took a more isolationist stand and said, “Asking America to clean up that mess over there is like asking Sweden and France to stop a fight over here between Illinois and Missouri. It's absurd. Why are we forever being dragged into these things? Why are we forever sending our sons?" (Ayres 1). This complaint would have been legitimate if the U.S. was not the most powerful country in the world at the time. Despite this, the indecision of public opinion on American involvement in Bosnia led to a delay in significant efforts to stop the slaughter and thus cost thousands of Bosnian lives.


As far as the media is concerned, the genocide in Bosnia was covered much better than the genocide in Rwanda was. One can conclude that this was so because the U.S was involved in ending the genocide. The American government, like its people at the time, had varying opinions on the subject, but clearly knew what was happening in Bosnia. It can also be inferred that the U.S. was more concerned with this genocide because it did not occur in an underdeveloped nation, like Rwanda and Sudan, but in a European country. 

The U.S. most closely identifies with European nations, which could very well make genocide in Europe much more unsettling to the U.S. than one in Africa. Thus the Bosnian genocide gained more media (and political) attention than the two other main genocides discussed in this report.


Darfur

Even into the twentieth century, genocide persists to be a problem in the world. The genocide in Darfur, a region of Sudan, remains ongoing, with little intervention from outside nations. In Darfur there are two main ethnic groups, one comprised of ethnic Africans, and one of Arabs. The Arabs were (and still are) in charge of the Sudanese government (Zagorski 9).  

The cause for conflict in Darfur, however, was not just a clash of different ethnicities over political control: the environment had a good deal to do with it as well. Rampant drought and desertification of Darfur caused a shortage of arable land and land for pasture. This caused great competition among the ethnic African groups called the Fur, Zaghawa, and Massaleit (all of whom are farmers) and the Arab herders (Zagorski 9). In the 1990s, these disputes often led to violence, with the Arab tribes gaining the upper hand. The Arab-controlled government did nothing to stop the violence because it was focusing on combating a rebel group called the Sudanese People’s Liberation Army (SPLA) and the Justice and Equality Movement (JEM). These groups were both made up of ethnic Africans (Zagorski 9).


In 2003, the SPLA and the JEM attacked government installations in Darfur and a civil war began (Zagorski 10). The government back a group of Arab soldiers called the Janjaweed as they attacked ethnic African communities and began slaughtering Africans. Since then, many cease-fire agreements have been made between the rebel groups and the Janjaweed, and in May 2006, both parties signed the Darfur Peace Agreement. However, this has also not stopped the bloodshed (Zagorski 10). The U.N. estimates that over 300,000 Africans have been killed so far. 


One of the most recent major developments involving the genocide in Darfur is the indictment of the longtime president of Sudan, Omar Hassan al-Bashir, by the International Criminal Court for war crimes and the subsequent ordering of his arrest in March 2009. (Slackman & Worth 1). However, Bashir remains in power because Sudan is not a nation that is obligated to arrest him because Sudan is not a member of the International Criminal Court. (Keppler). Bashir is extremely defiant of his indictment and has forced 13 relief organizations that were supplying food, water, and medical care to over a million and a half people in Sudan to leave since his indictment (Slackman & Worth 1).


As with the previous major genocide in Africa, the U.S. has not done much to intervene. The U.S. has, however, sent some aid to Darfur, which is more than what was done for Rwanda. Also, the U.S. has recognized the slaughter of over 300,000 Africans as genocide. This, as previously mentioned, does have implications for the U.S. Since the American government has acknowledged the events in Darfur as genocide, the U.S. must “take action to end the genocide” according to the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide (Zagorski 11). 

The meaning of “take action”, though, is not specified and so the U.S. can interpret this any way it wants (Zagorski 11). This has led to the U.S. not intervening in any significant manner. In August 2008, the U.N. Security Council held a vote as to whether to keep their peacekeeping troops in Darfur. The result: 14 supported keeping the force in Sudan and none voted to pull the troops out (MacFarquhar 1). The U.S. had abstained from voting in this decision, thus refusing to support any further military action in Darfur.


Again, there are reasons why the U.S. does not want to get involved with Darfur. One of them has already been mentioned regarding Rwanda: the continent of Africa still has a stigma attached to it from the failure in Somalia to most Americans (Power 3). However, there are a few other major reasons why the U.S. has not tried to help the situation in Darfur. These reasons are American preoccupation with the war in Iraq, and the state of the U.S. itself. The war in Iraq has been going on for over eight years and has proved to be a costly and pointless venture for the U.S. 

Since the war in Iraq has been creating problems for the U.S. military since 2001, it would be very difficult and exponentially more costly to take military action in Darfur. 


Taking military action in Darfur would probably not be supported by the American people because of the additional fact that most Americans want to bring our troops home, not send them out to fight in a country that has done nothing to the U.S. Had the war in Iraq never occurred, the American people would have most likely been much more receptive to the idea of using military power to help the victims of the genocide. 


Concerning the American media, the genocide in Darfur has not made much of an impact.   From 2003 until 2005, the news networks ABC and CBS only broadcasted 31 stories about Darfur (Zagorski, The Politics of Intent 13). This equates to about one new story on these networks every 24 days during those two years (which were the most active years of the genocide). Articles about Darfur rarely make headlines in American newspapers as well. 

The New York Times published 201 articles on the genocide in Darfur from 2003 until 2005, but the newspaper published 127 articles about the Rwandan genocide from April 1994 until July 1994  (Zagorski, The Politics of Intent 13). This means that the New York Times published about one article about the Rwandan genocide per day while the genocide was occurring, while an article on Darfur was published about every four days during the most active part of the genocide. 


Darfur seems to be one of the most problematic genocides in recent history. Currently, it has become a very delicate situation: the U.N. is trying to bring President Bashir and other war criminals to justice, but it cannot due to lack of resources and not knowing what Bashir may do if provoked again. He has already denied clean water, food, and medical care from about 1.5 million of his own people in outrage at his indictment. 
The U.S. still will not take any significant action to end the problems, mostly because it has already gotten itself into trouble by invading another country without provocation. This inability and unwillingness of the international community to end the genocide in Darfur is a tragedy. If left unchecked and ongoing, the genocide in Darfur could eventually have the highest death toll out of the three most recent major genocides. 


The Big Picture & Conclusion

The genocides in Rwanda, Bosnia, and Darfur all represent failures of the United States. Although the U.S. is known for getting involved in international issues that do not concern itself, the nation has resisted the opportunity to actually help a crisis instead of adding to or creating one (as was done during the Vietnam War and the War in Iraq). The main question that comes to mind when discussing the lack of American intervention in some of the greatest recent injustices in the world is “Why?”


This question has many answers, some of which have been addressed concerning individual instances. However, one common factor is shared by both Bosnia and Rwanda: both nations do not have significant amounts of oil. Before the Rwandan genocide the U.S. had had military involvement in the Somali civil war starting in 1991. Thomas E. O'Connor the principal petroleum engineer for the World Bank, studied in Somalia to determine if the nation did, in fact, have oil. "It's there. There's no doubt there's oil there," he concluded in 1991,"You don't know until you study a lot further just how much is there," O'Connor said. "But it has commercial potential. It's got high potential ... once the Somalis get their act together" (Fineman). Before the Somali civil war began, four major oil companies had negotiated deals with Somalia concerning their massive store of oil. However, when the fighting started, these oil companies sought to protect their interests and it seems that this may have influenced George H.W. Bush to begin sending troops to Somalia in 1991. 


It has also become clear that the disastrous War in Iraq was waged in order to gain access to Iraq’s oil fields (BBC). Although the second Bush Administration has not admitted this, it is now widely assumed that the war was engineered from the start of George W. Bush’s first term in order to profit from Iraq’s stores of oil. After all, the nuclear weapons that Iraq was suspected of having were never found, even after eight years of American occupation. Also, gas companies have begun making deals with Iraq. For example, in November 2008, Shell gained twenty-five years of access to oilfields in Iraq.


Another reason why the U.S. has not generally taken an interest in recent genocides seems to be a lack of concern for the outside world in general. Throughout the nation’s history, Americans have prided themselves on being independent and striking out on their own. George Washington himself warned against getting involved in foreign affairs. This has given the U.S. isolationistic characteristics that have remained, at least in some ways, important to Americans.


With the onset of new technologies, which resulted in globalization, and the emergence of the United States as the leader of the free world, however, has made it impossible for the U.S. to isolate itself from foreign affairs. This isolationistic attitude has instead become indicative of selfishness among Americans. Of course it is natural to put one’s own nation first before others, but the United States seems to be just plain inconsiderate. The nation picks and chooses the issues it will address. It does not always take into consideration how other nations will react to its actions (example: the War in Iraq) before acting. In recent years, the U.S. also has tended to interfere when it should not, avoid responsibility, and to just be incredibly selfish. 


The United States used to be known throughout the world as a land where democracy thrives, where rights are protected, and where every person matters. This view of our nation has changed dramatically in the last fifty years. The U.S. has become a bully of a nation: using its power to get what it wants, when it wants it. Despite our normally nosy nature when dealing with foreign policy, we have managed to ignore the slaughter of over 1,300,000 people altogether. These people were murdered simply because they were of a certain ethnic group. When the Holocaust was discovered towards the end of World War II, the most powerful nations in the world, including the U.S., promised to never allow so many innocents to be murdered again. 


The United States of America has not kept its promise even though it may have been the only nation that could have done something about these terrible tragedies. Instead, Americans chose to ignore these genocides, claiming that they did not want another Vietnam or Somalia, but getting one anyway in the form of the Iraq War and other such conflicts. 

Somehow, the loss of over a million lives did not seem to bother Americans, but what can one expect when the media is so self-absorbed and so influenced by the government? While the U.S. could have been preventing the wrongful deaths of over a million people, it simply chose to create more problems. This makes the U.S. indirectly responsible for these crimes. Thus, the blood of 1.3 million innocent people (and counting) is on American - our - hands.
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Chapter 10
   Genocide and its Effects on the 20th Century by Natalie Delgado


         “For us, genocide was the gas chamber - what happened in Germany. We were

                   not able to realize that with the machete you can create a genocide.” 





    – Boutros Boutros-Ghali 


              “It is of no benefit to save you, it is of no loss to kill you.”




       – Official motto of the Khmer Rouge.


This chapter begins and ends in blood. Genocide, a term that did not exist until 1944, is a term used to describe violent crimes committed against a group of people with the intent of eradicating those peoples. Group targeted crimes have been rampant in the 20th century, the most infamous of course being WWII and the Jewish Holocaust.  Many genocides, however are not as well known, but have still had significant impacts on the world. This chapter attempts to familiarize the reader with these tragedies (“What is Genocide?” par. 1-3).


In a century of genocide, the massacre that ravaged Cambodia stands as one of the most murderous. Pol Pot, 1928-1998, whose birth name was Saloth Sar, was the communist leader of Cambodia/ Democratic Kampuchea from 1975 to 1979, however the effect he has had on the country began long before and ended long after (Genocide in the 20th Century, par. 2-6).


Pol Pot was born to an upper class family in Cambodia; a bright student, he spent a year studying with monks and being taught by Catholic nuns, and in his late twenties won a scholarship to study in France to continue his education. It was in France, during the peak of international communism, that he developed his communist ideals that would forever shape the future of Cambodia. During this time, Pol Pot developed his own radical ideas of communism and socialism, and spoke out against the French rule over Cambodia and Cambodia’s implanted king Prince Norodom Sihanouk. Pol Pot returned from France in 1953 to join the Vietnamese during the war for independence, France then agreed to give up Vietnam but sold out Cambodia in the process. Although Cambodia was now free, it was firmly under the control of a monarchy he hated and the Vietnamese Pol Pot now distrusted (“The Life of Pol Pot” Part 1).


Pol Pot then took his quiet revolution underground, it was during this time he took up the name Pol Pot and Brother No. 1; he and his friends then began recruiting the first members of Cambodia’s communist party, the Khmer Rouge. As the elected leader of Khmer Rouge, Pol Pot then began speaking openly of revolution, and his ideas of a Cambodia free of the current monarchy. He was a talented speaker, much like most historical dictators, and although his message sent him into hiding for fear of the government for his life, his message spread, and in the working class he found his followers (“The Life of Pol Pot” Part 2).


In the mid 60’s, during the American and Vietnam War, Pol Pot decided he needed to restore Cambodia back to its original splendor (after observing the radical changes occurring in China at the time). He thought of all modern machinery as evil, and decided in order to ensure his utopia, he had to eradicate cities and force the people into the countryside (“The Life of Pol Pot” Part 2-3).  In 1970, America began secretly bombing Vietnamese soldiers hiding in Cambodia and then staged a coup against the Prince, placing in power the Prince’s own Army Chief. 

The war was now being raged between Vietnam and America, with Cambodia’s neutrality disregarded; this gave Pol Pot the opening he needed to make a grab at the government (“Genocide in the 20th Century” par. 4). After the end of the Vietnam war, Pol Pot insisted he would fight on for peace, and joined forces with the dethroned Prince Norodom Sihanouk, using his influence to gather more forces to the Khmer Rouge which soon brought the existing government to dust (“The Life of Pol Pot” Part. 3). 


During the last days of the government in 1975, everyone who was able to, evacuated the country before the Khmer Rouge took power while America withdrew all it’s forces after a six-year occupation (“Genocide in the 20th Century” par. 7). The Khmer Rouge then entered the capital of Cambodia, Phnom Penh, and regardless of their condition forced every single person, almost 2 million people, out of the city and into the countryside (“Genocide in the 20th Century” par. 12). 


After eight years of guerilla warfare, Pol Pot was now the leader of Cambodia renaming the country the Democratic Kâmpŭchéa. Soon, all cities and towns were subjected to forced evacuations, and the entire country became a forced labor camp, the citizens forced to cultivate rice for export and build dams for the revolution (“The Life of Pol Pot” Part 4). Hating everything that was modern and foreign, or that could take away from his communist hold, Pol Pot banned all foreign languages, banned the Buddhist religion, replaced all machinery in factories with stone-age technology and disbanded all families -- the state was now the only family (“The Life of Pol Pot” par. 4). 

Threatened by educated individuals who could one day rise against the Khmer Rouge regime, Pol Pot began ordering the torture and executions of all foreign educated individuals, including artists, politicians, monks, and intellectuals (“Genocide in the 20th Century” par. 16). All these unfortunate souls were brutally murdered and thrown in what later became known as the killing fields: mass graves containing all of these bodies scattered throughout the country (“Cambodia’s Holocaust” par. 14-15). 


Pol Pot then became extremely paranoid and turned what used to be a high school into his own personal torture chamber.  Thousands were tortured until they expelled confessions of their supposed treason, then they were killed (“Genocide in the 20th Century” par. 18).  Roughly 200,000 people were believed to have been lost to Pol Pot’s paranoia. 


East Timor is a small country connected to Indonesia and located between the Timor and Banda Seas. Under Portugal’s control for 455 years, the Portuguese gave up their rights to the country in 1975. Nine days after the withdrawal of Portugal on September 4, 1975, two Indonesian groups invaded the vulnerable country and a 25-year blood bath began (“East Timor” par. 2-3). 

Although no one regarded the annexation of East Timor as a legal occupation but Australia, other powers such as the United States turned their backs on the helpless nation 
because they regarded Indonesia as a trade partner (Pilger, “Death of a Nation-East Timor”). 


On December 5, 1975, President Gerald Ford and Secretary of State Henry Kissinger arrived in Indonesia to make arrangements with General Suharto of Indonesia to contract weapons sales between the two countries (“Gerald Ford and Henry Kissinger” par. 2-4). America had decided it would be better to profit from their trade with Indonesia instead of stopping the coming invasion. Not only did Ford and Kissinger approve of the attack, Kissinger actually urged Suharto to “succeed quickly” encouraging the Indonesian military to exercise more brutality in their campaign. 

Both Ford and Kissinger disregarded the legal consequences they could face by violating U.S laws that prohibit U.S weaponry from being used by other countries to wage aggressive wars. The three leaders agreed the invasion would take place after the President left the country, and barely a few hours after the President’s jet lifted off, the invasion began (Pilger, “Death of a Nation-East Timor).  


Little is known to the public about the details of the invasion because foreign presence was not allowed during the height of the East Timor massacres. On October 1975, during an attempt to extract media coverage of the brutality, two Australian journalist teams went into East Timor to try and document the genocide. Because the Australian government had continually assured the public of a continued peace in Timor, the Australian teams felt they had nothing to fear from the Indonesian military. To conceal the Indonesian occupation from the public, Indonesian forces broke into the small house the Australian reporters were occupying, and despite their desperate pleas that they were “Australian non-combat”, the Indonesian forces reportedly hung their victims up by there feet and removed their sexual organs, putting them in the reporters mouths, the capturers continuously stabbed their victims with small knives until they slowly bleed to death. 


Similar to the Cambodian genocide led by Pol Pot, the Indonesian military were ordered to begin the massacres with the educated, politicians, students, teachers, doctors, and nurses. They then indiscriminately slaughtered entire villages, men, women, elderly, and children. One Indonesian general, when asked about these killings was quoted as saying, 


“When you clear the fields, do you not rid it of all snakes big and small?”


(Pilger, “Death of a Nation-East Timor”).


In 1978, Britain began selling their premier fighter jet, the Hawk, to Indonesia. When asked by the U.N why they were supplying a country engaged in war with weaponry, Britain’s excuse was that it would create jobs for the unemployed in their homeland; they had received guarantees from the Indonesians that these planes would not be used to suppress people in East Timor. The United States was also found to have supplied Indonesia with most of their weaponry, food, and supplies that were used to exterminate the Timorese, all in the name of trade (Pilger, “Death of a Nation-East Timor”).


One of the most known atrocities of Indonesian occupation was the “Fence of Legs” in 1981, where military forces rounded up 60,000 civilians and forced them to march across the island in an attempt to flush out resistance fighters. Men, women, children, and the elderly were tortured on this long march, many of them beaten, stabbed, disemboweled, and starved. The majority of them were slaughtered at the end of the bloody journey  (“Truth Commission verdict of East Timor” par. 26-29). 


Timorese women were consistently raped as a form of strategic intimidation, and the women left alive were given (what they thought were vaccinations) birth control as another genocide tactic, rendering them incapable of bearing children (Pilger, “Death of a Nation-East Timor”).


The UN Security Council had a unanimous vote for Indonesia to withdraw immediately from East Timor’s borders, however, they were blocked by the United States from imposing any sanctions to support this mandate, due to the United States secret trade alliance with Indonesia (Pilger, “Death of a Nation-East Timor”).


Approximately 200,000 innocent people were reported to have died from famine, disease, and fighting since the Indonesian occupation. Indonesia's human rights abuses finally began receiving international notice in the 1990s; in 1996, two East Timorese activists, Bishop Carlos Filipe Ximenes Belo and José Ramos-Horta, received the Nobel Peace Prize for their efforts to gain freedom for the Timorese. After enormous international pressure, Indonesia finally agreed to allow UN forces into East Timor on September 12, 1999 and an international peacekeeping force began restoring order to the destroyed region (Pilger, “Death of a Nation-East Timor”).  On May 20, 2002, nationhood was finally declared and East Timor was free of the 25-year havoc that had ravaged their country (Wikipedia “East Timor” par. 2). 


"The most horrible and systematic human massacre we have had occasion to witness since the extermination of the Jews by the Nazis." - Bertrand Russell


"If the pictures of tens of thousands of human bodies being gnawed on by dogs do not wake us out of our apathy, I do not know what will." - Kofi Annan


On April 6, 1994, and for the hundred days that followed, the Hutu population majority slaughtered at least 800,000 Rwandan Tutsi’s in the countries “ethnic cleansing”  (Wikipedia “Rwanda Genocide” par. 1).  About 10,000 Tutsi’s were butchered each day by machetes, clubs, rock, and any other primitive weapons their Hutu neighbors could use. Women, children, the elderly - no one was excluded from the slaughter - all moderately political Hutus, approximately 50,000 that resisted the killings, were executed as well (“Genocide is Rwanda” par. 1-2).


Rwanda is one of the smallest countries in East Central Africa, with a population of about 10 million people comprised of the Hutu and Tutsi ethnic groups, with Hutus being the vast majority (“Genocide is Rwanda” par. 3). Most Rwandan’s survive on subsistence farming; it is one of the densest populated and overcrowded nations in Africa (“Rwanda: Do the Scars Ever Fade?”). 


Racial tension began in the 19th century when European explorers settled on the small nation and observed its inhabitants. Differences between the two ethnic groups included their means of survival: where Hutu’s were, for the most part, farmers, Tutsi’s were cattle owners, and the wealth gained by raising cattle raised the Tutsi class stature. These European explorers believed that the Tutsi’s, with the taller stature and their survival methods, were vastly superior to their Hutu neighbors. In 1919, Rwanda became a Belgium protectorate; Belgium leaders brought to Rwanda Catholicism, the French language, and installed in the people deep racial definitions. During this administration Hutu’s were denied higher education, public office, and were subjected to needless labor, and by 1930 the racial divide was complete. Every Rwandan was then given an id card that would state their name and ethnic identity; these cards would later be used as a means of determining whom to kill during the 100 days of terror (“Rwanda: Do the Scars Ever Fade?”).


Following their break from Belgium in 1962, the Hutu gained power and the oppressed became the oppressors. Following severe acts of discrimination and violence against the now Tutsi minority, over 200,000 Tutsi’s fled to neighboring countries, and the Tutsi rebel army, the Rwandan Patriotic Front, was formed (“Genocide is Rwanda” par. 3).


In 1994, then president of Rwanda Juvénal Habyarimana was killed when his airplane was gunned down on its way to Kigali International Airport. The Hutu Media blamed the RPF’s leader Paul Kagame for the killing, and the Rwandan genocide began (“Rwanda: Do the Scars Ever Fade?”).


The killings then began with Hutu militia -- armed with machetes, clubs, rocks, guns, and grenades, they indiscriminately killed their Tutsi neighbors. The cards once used as a means of identification now meant the difference between life and death, when Rwandans trying to flee the slaughter were barricaded into the country and forced to show identification.  If they were Tutsi, they were executed.  Two weeks into the massacre, 200,000 Tutsis had already been slaughtered. The commander of the U.N peacekeeping force sent to Rwanda some time before pleaded with his superiors for reinforcement (“Rwanda: Do the Scars Ever Fade?”). He asserted that with only 2,500 more troops he would be able to stop the killings; he was denied and soon after the U.N ordered ninety percent of the peacekeeping force out of the country (“Genocide is Rwanda” par. 14). Coincidentally, one of the ten rotating seats was held by Rwanda on the Security Council at the time (“Rwanda: Do the Scars Ever Fade?”).


Now that the Hutu regime had no opposition of their plans and nothing to fear, killings of Tutsi families were now in full force. The Hutu’s had no boundaries; they slaughtered Tutsi’s in church refuges, hospitals, and schools. Many Hutu priests, doctors, and teachers gathered terrified Tutsis looking for safety and then gave them up to the slaughters; there was no safety for these innocent civilians. In many villages, militia forced Hutu to kill their lifetime Tutsi friends or face execution themselves; many Tutsis were also forced to kill members of their own families or they would be tortured and executed (“Genocide is Rwanda” par. 16-18).


The country’s land and rivers were swamped with bodies feasted on by dogs and scavengers; less than six weeks after the killings began, an estimated 500,000 Tutsis had lost their lives to the genocide. Women were systematically raped throughout the hundred day horror, although no orders or rape have ever been found, it has been reported that rape was known by Hutu militia men to be used as a weapon of terror, and public rapes and sexual assaults of Tutsi women was not only accepted but encouraged (Wikipedia “Rwandan Genocide” par. War Rape). 


The French then asked the U.N for permission to intervene for “humanitarian rescue”. Two thousand and five hundred troops were dispatched and greeted warmly by the Hutu’s. Due to France’s long time patronage with the Hutu, the Hutu perceived the French to be completely on their side. At this time, the RPF was finally taking back Kigali; sensing defeat, the Hutus began fleeing to the west, the French set up safe zones for the fleeing perpetrators. 

In the weeks to follow, Tutsi forces had finally taken back the country, and by July 1994, the genocide was effectively over (“Rwanda: Do the Scars Ever Fade?”). An estimated one-tenth of the population had been exterminated; ten percent of them being Hutus, however, an official death census has never been taken. The death toll ranges from an RPF estimation of 1,071,000 to the U.N estimate of 800,000, however, whatever the number, what is important is to remember the devastation of the genocide (Wikipedia “Rwandan Genocide” par. Genocide). 


 “It is unacceptable for us to sit idly by as people die. This is true whether it is in the Deep South or Darfur, Sudan. This genocide is one of the great horrors of our day, and we urge people of conscience everywhere to take action now before events force us to one day have to confess our sin of negligence and complicity.” – Robert Edgar 


“The 20th century taught us how far unbridled evil can and will go when the world fails to confront it. It is time that we heed the lessons of the 20th century and stand up to these murderers. It is time that we end genocide in the 21st century.”- Allyson Swhartz


Darfur is the region that makes up the west of the nation of Sudan. It is comprised of three federal states, North Darfur, West Darfur, and South Darfur and is approximately the size of France or Texas. The country has an estimated population of 39 million: 52 percent who are black, and 39 percent who are Arab (“Darfur Crisis” Part 1). 


 Distinct cultural differences lie between blacks and Arabs in the nation; they are similar to the racial constructs between Hutus and Tutsis in Rwanda. For the most part people of African descent in Darfur are farmers, and people of Arab descent are nomadic herders. For many years, and especially during the twenty year civil war in Sudan beginning in 1983, many non-Arab Africans have been persecuted against as means of an “ethnic cleansing” of the nation. For many years Sudan has encouraged attempts to rid the country of non-Arabs to make the country a pure all Arab nation of those who can only trace their ancestry back through many generations of Arabs (“Darfur Crisis” Part 1).


Darfur consists mainly of three large tribes: the Fur, the Masalit and the Zaghawa. Due to drought, desertification, and overpopulation, many Arab herders have been forced to move south to protect their means of survival; this has fueled competition for land between farmers and nomadic herders, which has led to our present day war in Darfur  (Wikipedia “War in Darfur” par. Causes). 


In 2003, rebels began attacking police stations and military outposts in an outcry against the government, demanding an end to the social injustice and discrimination against African non-Arabs in the region by the Arab dominated Sudanese government. The two main groups fighting against the Sudanese government are the Sudanese Liberation Army, (SLA), and the Justice and Equality Movement (JEM); they fight against government military and the Janjaweed, suspected of being government funded and allied (“Q&A: Sudan’s Darfur Conflict” par. 22-30). 

The Janjaweed have been government ordered to kill African men, rape the women, steal their cattle, burn their villages, and abduct their children. It has been widely rumored that the Sudanese government has lost control of the Janjaweed and they have begun to conduct their own means of ethnic cleansing, however, the results are the same: almost 500,000 innocent civilians have thus far been killed, over 2,000,000 have been displaced and live in dangerous overcrowded camps (“Darfur Crisis” Part 1&2).  With a population of only 6 million, that means over one third of the population has been displaced or killed (Wikipedia “War in Darfur”). 


Rape is one of the main weapons used by government forces in Darfur. Military soldiers are ordered to rape children as young as ten, often in gang rapes. Almost all women in Darfur today have been violated, and afterwards are forced to live with the stigmatism of the trauma. Women, who have been raped by government forces or the Janjaweed, will find it almost impossible to find a husband, and many are left bearing the children of their tormentors. Pregnant women are raped as well, and most have their unborn children cut from their bodies, to prevent the births of more non-Arabs. Rape is one of the most powerful weapons of genocide  (BBC “Soldier Describes Child Rape”). 


In July 2003, the international community began to shine the light on Darfur, when Amnesty International and The International Crisis Group reported conflicts in the war torn nation (Wikipedia “War if Darfur” par. UN &ICC). The United States government has described the events in Darfur as genocide, however, the U.N has always stopped short of such language, since a declaration of genocide would require the U.N to send forces to intervene. A report sent to UN Human Rights Council said that Darfur is “characterized by gross and systematic violations of human rights and grave breaches of international law". The report requested the U.N to send United Nations and African forces to the country and freeze the assets of all public officials complicit in the slaughter. In May 2006, a peace deal between the U.N and one of the rebel groups was signed, however, the others refused and violence in the country has only increased. 


President Bashir of Sudan has signed many peacekeeping treaties within the past few years, agreeing here and there to months of peace which are days later followed by Sudanese planes dropping bombs on civilians, and the Janjaweed in full force raping, killing, stealing, and capturing what and who they will. Even a deal to send 22,000 troops into Darfur to help protect the region by the U.N has been revoked by the President, and it has become all too clear that he has every intention to allow the slaughter to continue. In 2005, the U.N Secretary General International Commission of the Inquiry of Darfur reported that as well as the displaced in refugee camps, as many as 200,000 persecuted Sudanese have fled to neighboring Chad; they charge the Sudanese government with “crimes against humanity including murder, torture, mass rape, summary executions and arbitrary detention”. 

The Commission would not find that genocide was applicable in the case of Darfur, but they did solidify rumors that the Janjaweed have indeed been working side by side with the government. After this report, the Security Council of the U.N authorized the International Criminal Court to investigate the accusations of crimes in Darfur. In April 2007, the ICC issued arrest warrants for the Minister of State for the Interior, Ahmed Haroun, and a Militia Janjaweed leader, Ali Kushayb, for war crimes and crimes against humanity. The Sudanese government, however, refused to give up these men stating that the ICC had no jurisdiction in Sudan to issue such warrants (Wikipedia “War in Darfur”). 


In July 2008, the Prosecutor at the International Criminal Court filed for charges against President Bashir for ten war crimes, three counts of genocide, four counts of crimes against humanity, and two of murder. Finally in March 2009, President Bashir was formally charged with “with Individual Criminal Responsibility for crimes against humanity and war crimes, under Article 7 and 8 of the Rome Statute, including intentionally directing attacks against a civilian population, pillage, murder, torture, rape, and extermination” as well as acts of genocide (Wikipedia “War in Darfur” par. ICC). 


“Ethnic Cleansing” is a term used often, not only throughout this chapter, but also as a means to describe active genocide. “Ethnic Cleansing” and the strengthening of national brotherhood have been common terms used in the genocide of Armenia, the Nazi Holocaust, and the Khmer Rouge regime in Cambodia, the atrocities of Rwanda, and the current daily events in Darfur.  Although the terms are used as propaganda to reinforce support in these massacres, ethnic cleansing is defined as “a euphemism referring to the persecution through imprisonment, expulsion, or killing of members of an ethnic minority by a majority to achieve ethnic homogeneity in majority-controlled territory” (Wikipedia “Ethnic Cleansing” par.1).  The term did not actually enter the English language until the 1990’s, however, to describe war events in the former Yugoslavia.  


In 1933 Polish-Jewish legal scholar Raphael Lemkin published as essay entitled the “Crime of Barbarity”, where genocide was portrayed as “a crime against international law”. This later evolved into the idea of genocide a term Lemkin coined in 1944. Post Holocaust, Lemkin successfully fought for universal implements of international laws forbidding genocide as crimes against humanity and in 1948, it was adopted under the ICC and U.N (“What is Genocide?” par. 1-6).


“We can make a difference. We can save lives. We can stop the genocide.” – Allen Perry 
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Chapter 11
Indigenous People in a Modern World by Gabriella Fontana

Indigenous cultures certainly deserve their share in the globalization discussion. There are hundreds of indigenous tribes, each of which could fill an entire book.  Thus, to provide an educated outlook on all these tribes, I have elected cultures from each continent to represent a general state of affairs. The Basarwa of Bostwana, the Innu of Canada, our Native Americans, the Yanomamö of the Amazon, and the Khanty from Siberia. Before I delve into the current circumstances of these people, I will begin with their history, which plays just as important a role as the present.

I commence in Africa, thought to be the cradle of the world’s civilization. Here we find an indigenous group that goes by many names. They are commonly known as the Bushmen and more appropriately as the Basarwa or San, but they themselves do not go by a shared name. The Basarwa are made up of many tribes and clans located mostly in Southern Africa, specifically Botswana. They are a nomadic people who can trace their origins back to the Early Stone Age, making them some of the very first inhabitants of Southern Africa. 


According to Dr Ben Smith, genetic evidence suggests they are one of the oldest, if not the oldest, peoples in the world, going back to perhaps 60,000 years (http://www.bradshawfoundation.com/rari/bushman.php). The San are hunter-gatherers and, therefore, migrated with their prey, trekking harsh terrain and long distances, even having the ability to single out a wounded animal’s tracks. This was the men’s duty while the women were left to gather fruit and roots, as well as tend to those who remained behind in the tribe. These were the common roles for men and women but they were generally lax. 


This culture had a great knowledge of herbs and plants, though they never cultivated crops. Instead, this knowledge was applied for medicinal use or hunting. Their weapon of choice was the bow and arrow, which was not the instrument of the animal’s immediate death; rather, it was poison that they construed themselves. This meant a hunt could last days for a single kill, depending on when the poison would have effect. 

We find evidence of this ancient existence in cave paintings, being a common shelter for the Basarwa. Most of the cave paintings depict spiritual events or symbols, created through a combination of simplistic human figures and animals. The San are a ritualistic people who valued highly dance and song.  The most important of these was called the Great Dance, which would lead to a sort of spiritual trance and almost out-of-body experiences. The figures painted, especially those of religious significance were thought to be links to the spirit realm. 
This Great Dance was one of their four main rituals, the others being marriage, when a girl reaches puberty, and lastly a boy’s first kill. Dances were used to affect weather, promote a hunt, or to heal the wounded. A fast-paced dance would ensue, including both men and women, until a frenzied altered state was reached which would allow the San to enter the spirit world where they could pray for aid. Sometimes these trances were recorded, as seen in cave paintings, as so intense that they actually induced pain. 

The San were mainly monotheistic while simultaneously believing in lesser beings or spirits. Their most renowned deity was called Kaggen, a mischievous being with many forms, ranging from an eland (their most sacred animal) to a praying mantis. This deity is said to have been ambivalent in manner, being able to inspire equally foolishness and wisdom. The San believed that when one died he joined God, but his spirit still could influence the living (Lloyd 4). 

Soon, other groups in Africa joined the San. One such was named the Hottentots, who, unlike the San were not hunters, just gatherers focusing in the domestication of animals. Yet another emerging tribe, the Bantu-speaking people, met the Hottentots and they soon began to trade and adopt the idea of permanent settlements. Unfortunately, after a short time of peace, tribal wars started to break out and the San found themselves at great odds against the settled tribes who had greater developed weapons. 
And, if the San thought their prospects bleak against their own native tribes, it would only look much worse once the Europeans arrived in the 17th century, where many were sold into slavery.  From then on the San’s way of life would be very much altered. “It is only of the Bushman race that it can be truly said that they were robbed by every other race with which they came in contact, and compelled by them to abandon for ever the land of their ancestors” (Lloyd 6). 


Jumping across the Pacific Ocean we find ourselves in North America, wherein lie the Inuit tribe of Canada. Scientists claim that while the old world was still greatly connected by land some 40-50 thousand years ago brought a great migration of peoples from Asia into the Americas. The Inuit are thought to have migrated some one or two thousand years ago to their current Canadian coast residency - fairly recent in comparison with the Aboriginals or the San. This is because they formerly resided in Siberia and crossed over via the Bering Strait, inhabiting the area along the Labrador Coast.  In fact, the Khanty tribes are still indigenous to Siberia and face similar trials, as the Inuit, regarding conforming to the modern world (Lloyd 9).


The Inuit, translated as “the people”, lived mainly as nomadic hunters, using all possible parts of the animal to aid their survival under the artic conditions. Being that they lived on coastal regions much of their resources were derived from marine life. “Marine mammals – whales, seals, and walruses – were particularly important because they not only provided large quantities of food, but also skins, oil, tusks, and bones” (Higgins 7). 

These items were the means for sustenance, income, clothing, shelter, and other materials. Though igloos are the stigma for these Artic dwellers, this shelter was only used as a temporary means when traveling, usually on hunting expeditions. Otherwise, houses were seasonal. Alternating between tents covered with sealskins in the summer and stone edifices reinforced with bone in the winter (Higgins 13). 

The Inuit traveled either by dogsled or kayak, for the most part, and through these modes of transportation were able to follow their hunt. The Inuit were animists, believing in the presence of spirits in all things, reached through Shamans. Shamans acted as doctors and presided over rituals. When a hunt was concluded rituals took place to ensure the animal’s spirit was pacified.  


 The Inuit are thought to have first been introduced to Europe as early as the arrival of the Vikings. It wasn’t until the late 1500s that the Inuit began trade with foreigners. The first were the Spanish Basque, followed by the French and the British. It was here that the Inuit were introduced to European iron, which was highly desirable. However, contact between these groups usually resulted in friction (Higgins 7).

  Some miles below we find the brethren of the North American Inuit, the American Indians. These Native Americans are thought to have had similar origins to the Inuit in the North, descending from Siberian ancestors and then crossing the Bering Strait as early as 15,000 years ago, though no exact date can be given, most likely originating from the same ancestors of the Inuit and Aleuts (another Canadian tribe), like many other indigenous people contact with outsiders did not occur until much later, therefore allowing their culture and tradition to truly flourish without external influence (Cadwalder 3).


The Native Americans are entrenched deep in tradition. Though myths and folktales varied with each tribe, all American Indians believed that all life had a spirit, even the environment. Though they believe in many spirits they also acknowledged an Almighty Spirit, who was present in all things. Each tribe had distinct deities ranging from the Iroquois’s Orenda to the Sioux Wankan Tanka, who posed as the all-encompassing spirit, as well as respecting the presence of minor spirits, or guardian deities (Cadwalder 7). 

The American Indians relied on prayers and chants to address spirits and to live in harmony with all things, many times employing shamans. Therefore, medicine was an amalgamation of herbal knowledge and communication with the spirits.

Culture of the various Native American tribes was vivacious. They partook in all sorts of craftwork including, beads, metalwork, weaving, and pottery. Women were usually the architects behind these arts as well as tending to the family, while the men hunted. The Native Americans were mostly a pastoral society, however, their means of resources greatly depended on the land they inhabited, which resulted in foraging to farming as well as fishing and hunting. Some tribes were able to sustain a settled life while others had to rely on the migrating herds, forcing them into a nomadic lifestyle and making them skilled hunters (Ibid., 13). Prey included anything from buffalo and bison to deer or salmon and techniques in drying and preserving meat allowed for nourishment to last longer. Plants, maize, wheat, beans, was greatly relied upon as a source of nutrition also. The American Indians lived in all sorts of constructs, teepees being only used by nomadic tribes on the Plains. Other structures consist of anything from a wigwam to pueblos – like other aspects of Native American life; homes depended on climate and land (ibid. 13).
The Native Americans continued in this manner for centuries until -- like the Inuit -- were visited by European explorers.  As when Columbus first encountered Southern Native Americans, Northern American Indians approached these new visitors with curiosity. Little did they know what hardship these foreigners would bring.

Descended from the same migratory people across the Bering Strait, it is thought that the Yanomamö finally made their way down to South America. “The Yanomamö are a tribal population occupying the Amazonian border between Venezuela and Brazil. In Venezuela, the northern extension of the Yanomamö is delimited to the north by headwaters of Erebato and Caura rivers, east along the Parima mountains, and west along the Padamo and Mavaca in a direct line to the Brazilian border”(Hames 5). 

The Yanomamö are labeled as shifting cultivators due to the dichotomy of their sustenance. They balance between cultivating plants and hunting/gathering. Though they live in permanent settlements, most villages relocate every few years or so, either due to deprivation of resources or warfare. After a few years, soil erodes and the Yanomamö move, even to War between varying communities or village families is highly dominant in Yanomamö society. Many times antagonisms arose due to marital dilemmas or other offences committed against one tribe to another. This could result in a man-to-man duel or a full-on ambush to seek revenge on the offender. Though the Yanomamö did rely on chiefs, rather than solve problems communally, they did employ representative leaders when other villages were involved (Hames 33). 

The Yanomamö worked collectively and, therefore, no set-in-stone laws or rules that the tribe was expected to abide by were ever enforced.  

Men and woman each played their own roles in the community. Though aligned with most of history, the Yanomamö were polygamists, but the men were expected to provide for their families through hunting while the women remained home cultivating the garden and plants, which made up more than 3/4 of their diet. Due to their great knowledge of flora they were able to employ different plants for poison, making hunting easier. Fishing was a task jointly accomplished by men and women. Fishing was greatly relied upon, especially due to the proximity of so many rivers in the tropics (Hames 39). 

The Yanomamö live in large circular structures called shabonos, which are compromised of a series of shelters arranged all adjacent to another. This creates a large empty center where rituals and ceremonies can be held, surrounded by the protection of their shelters. These havens had thatched roofs and perhaps one wall where they cook and sleep, each on a hammock (Hames 43). Yanomamö communities tend to be larger than most indigenous cultures, and they greatly rely on the assistance and aid of allied villages. 



Lastly, I return to Siberia, the hypothesized origin of perhaps most of America. Some indigenous tribes still exist within the vast landscapes of the Siberian taiga. The Khanty or Khants designate more specific names for themselves, Hantõ for the western and Kantõk for their eastern brethren. They were originally referred to as the Ostyaks as referenced in late 16th century accounts. The Khants can trace their lineage back to the Uralic peoples and constitute the Ob-Ugric group (Survival International 2009). They occupied the territory near the Pechora River, but then crossed the Urals and finally arrived in the Northwestern Siberian Tyumen Region some 2000 years ago. Here, two clans were established: the Por and Mos. The Mos consisted of the Khants and their neighbors, the Mansis. This territory was coined as the “Jugra”. Unlike other indigenous tribes, the Khants experienced external forces much earlier in their history, in fact, records indicate by the 13th century. 


The Khants were forced further eastward while still having to pay tribute to multiple overlords. Later when the Soviets took over the Khants, though officially given the Khanty-Mansi National District, they found themselves worse off, having to forego their traditions due to the new regime (Survival International 2009). 


The majority of the Khants converted to Catholicism around the early 18th century however; they still implemented their own traditional animistic beliefs that included shamans. They relied greatly on reindeer, not only for sustenance but for survival as well. Hides were used to keep warm in the below freezing environment and provide dwelling tents with insulation. The Khants also utilized trade to accrue supplies and provide for their community. Though all were expected to do their share, the community elders, who presided over the group decision-making, led the Khants (Survival International 2009).


So where has history led these indigenous people currently? What has happened to their cultures and lifestyles? Unfortunately, these last few centuries have proved to be truly detrimental to these tribes. Institutions such as the ILO Convention 169, administered to protect indigenous rights, are step looking forward. Though efforts are being made to make amends, much damage has already been done. It seems the greatest issue that all the cultures face is the confiscation of land. Almost every single tribe has been sequestered to an allocated territory selected by the land’s current body of law. 
Though history has dictated the tumultuous overturn land ownership and rule through war or conquest, the difference for these people is that they were not involved in any external affairs; their ancestors inhabited the land since possibly the beginning of time. Along with being bereft of the sacred ties to their earth, many indigenous cultures faced disease, massacres, death, and poverty. 


The San of Botswana are now at a population of about 100,000 people. Recently the indigenous Southern Africans were “granted” a large section of central Botswana known currently as the Kalahari Game Reserve. Here the people were left to live in their traditional manner and continue uninterrupted and though newcomers surrounded these indigenous cultures, they did not interfere much. 

However, 30 years ago diamonds were discovered scattered across the allocated territory. When this was found out, the government immediately wanted a piece and, little by little, the San have basically experienced a complete upheaval from their homes. “They now live in resettlement camps outside the reserve. Rarely able to hunt, and arrested and beaten when they do, they are dependent on government handouts. They are now gripped by alcoholism, boredom, depression, and illnesses such as TB and HIV/AIDS” (Survival International 2009). 

After years of this treatment the San finally rallied and brought their case to court. It took two years just for the trial to commence but as of 2006 the San were given rights back to their land, though the government has made it extremely difficult to return to revert to a normal lifestyle.


The Inuit were fortunate, in a sense. They were far more secluded than other indigenous peoples and therefore avoided a lot of the problems. They still, however, coexist in a country that has its own government, people, and rules. It wasn’t until the early 1900s that the Inuit began to deal more frequently with people outside their circle. Fur trading was still relatively prevalent in the early 20th century and companies began dealing with the Inuit. “The fur companies were soon joined by the Royal Canadian Mounted Police, with Canadian law, and missions preaching Christian messages. Both launched campaigns against community disorder, traditional religion, and especially the Inuit religious practitioners” (Kelleher-Klein 56). 

The more relations that developed, the more dependent the Inuit became on the technologies and currency of the modern world, substituting much of their original lifestyle. When the stock market crashed, the fur companies tanked which greatly affected the Inuit. Their dependence on wages, which now were repealed, left many impoverished, and health problems aroused due to the shift in traditional habits. 

The Canadian government tried to provide means to integrate the indigenous Canadians into schooling with equal opportunities, but discrimination occurred and many Inuit students felt alienated. Assimilation was meant to include the Inuit in Canadian society, ignoring the fact that the Inuit were simply expected to part with their own traditions. It took until recently, the last few decades in fact, to begin a new approach to incorporate and acknowledge the Inuit as a distinct territory, yet part of the same country. The area is now known as Nunavut and in 1999 the 770,000 square miles of land was awarded to the indigenous Canadians (Kelleher-Klein 36). 

Though they officially own 18% of that land only about 25 thousand people inhabit the massive area, making them among the largest landowners of North America. They remain autonomous but are involved with the Canadian government; this set-up is still considered experimental, being that other countries with indigenous tribes have not ever resolved the issue to this extent.           

 
American Indians did not fare so well. Beginning with their first encounters with the Europeans in the 1500s, they have been pushed farther west and forced onto small blocks of land ever since, coerced to assimilate. The Indians were slowly, and almost completely, torn from their heritage, land, and traditions.  Like the Aboriginals, the Native Americans had a special connection with the land itself - being torn from it was like losing a part of their spirit.  Assimilation was greatly pressured, however, they resisted and by 1924 universal citizenship was awarded. 


Even with this grant Native Americans were not in great shape. They dealt with poverty, alcoholism, suicide, and unemployment, each being much higher than the country’s average rate. There are about 275 Indian Reservations across America. The largest is the Navajo Reservation that encompasses 16 million acres across three states. Native Americans are estimated to constitute 1% of the American population but only half actually live on reservations. “Native Americans who live on reservations benefit from federal programs that provide housing, health care, education, and funds for economic development. But these programs are inadequate. 

In 1990 half of all Native Americans on reservations were living below the poverty level. Faced with substandard education, joblessness, poor health care, and houses without plumbing, electricity, or telephones, many Native Americans have been forced to leave reservations in search of jobs in the surrounding areas or in cities” (Native American Religions 7).  Though perhaps many have conformed to modern life, they still retain their cultural identity. 


Today, the Yanomamö stands at only a population of 30,000, living in a combined 45 million acre area, making it the largest indigenous territories in the world. The tribes first came into contact with outsiders in 1945 due to the Brazilian government’s desire to more definitively delineate the Brazil-Venezuela border.  Forty years ago the government decided to install a road which introduced not only modern technology to a people who had just met humans besides themselves but also, diseases to which they had no prior exposure or immunity to. This massive road is still used and proves detrimental to the Yanomamö way of life. Directly seceding this event was the onslaught of gold miners onto Yanomamö territory. 

During the 1980s, the Yanomami suffered immensely when up to 40,000 Brazilian gold-miners invaded their land. The miners shot them, destroyed many villages, and exposed them to diseases to which they had no immunity. Twenty percent of the Yanomami died in just seven years”(Survival International 2009). A decade later the Yanomamö territory was made into a reserve and the miners were dismissed. Belligerent miners still returned and on one account were found guilty of murdering 16 tribe members, and convicted for genocide, one of the few cases that exist. “But Indians in Brazil still do not have proper ownership rights over their land – the government refuses to recognise tribal land ownership, despite having signed the international law (ILO Convention 169) guaranteeing it.  Moreover, many figures within the Brazilian establishment would like to see the Yanomami area reduced in size and opened up to mining, ranching and colonization” (Survival International 2009). 


The Khants also face exploitation. With a population of roughly 23,000, they find themselves being dismissed from their land due to the discovery of oil in their Siberian territories. “Oil has polluted pastures and waters once filled with fish, the gas and oil lines have blocked the paths of the reindeer, wildfires have destroyed forests. Still, every year 20,000--25,000 tons of oil pollutes the soil, spilled in technical failures (at least one accident every three days). 

50 % of the natural gas is simply consumed in senseless burning brands. Industrial pollution reduces the fishing grounds by about 10,000 hectares every year” (Survival International 2009). Reindeer, perhaps the most important animal for their survival, has become at best scarce. Their legitimacy as a nation-people is being questioned more and more even though their population steadily increases. They unfortunately are very much discriminated against, making it hard for them to fit in anywhere. 


Though it certainly cannot be said that these indigenous cultures were positively affected by foreign influence and the modernization of the world, in fact it seems not at all; what can be said is that there are many who are presently working towards bettering conditions and preserving what’s left of the tribes’ ancient traditions as well as working toward the welfare of the tribe members themselves. 

The tribes listed above are but a few of the worldwide indigenous cultures that have all faced similar trials and challenges. There are the Awa of the Amazon, the Jarawa of India, the Pygmies of Central Africa, the Batak in the Philippines, and the list goes on.  However, the future does bring awareness and, though perhaps it is too late to undo wrongs of the past, land is being given back and the aboriginals' claim to it is being acknowledged. With a world that is becoming more and more connected, injustices and problems that previously might not have been noticed can now be examined all across the world, and now something can be done about it.
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Chapter 12
Food and Globalization by Anabella Bergamasco
With the wheels on the carriage that is globalization constantly and quickly turning, the expansion of knowledge and innovations in every aspect of human life are undeniable. The dispersion of ideas in the fields of technology, communication, politics, music, art, and scientific discovery can surely be accredited to the constant contact and communication between countries. The effect of globalization in the previously mentioned fields is probably most apparent because they are the hot topics seen daily in the media news sources. 
One aspect of human life that is without a doubt affected by globalization, but may sometimes be overlooked, is food consumption. Every day, people flock to supermarkets and restaurants to take part in one of the main survival instincts: eating. Rather than question exactly what is going into their mouths, many people continue to follow their taste buds and cultural norms rather than the food guide pyramid. Globalization affects the food consumption of people all over the world. The amount of food imports and exports between countries each year are also greatly affected by globalization. 
The demand for the heterogenization of meal options is a result of immigration to and from all parts of the world. The greater number of choices can also be attributed to the demand for a greater variety of less expensive food products, and the historical inclination of supply and demand. Although the constant trading of ideas and products between countries has a wonderful ring to it, there are also many dangers to people’s health, the environment, and cultures involved with the globalization of the food industry.

Columbian Exchange


One cannot speak of the changes in global food production and trade over time without referring to the Columbian Exchange. This term is considered one of the most important events to mankind because of the impact it had on cultures over the years. Due to the physical nature of the world, prior to 1492, the continents on the eastern and western hemispheres of the globe were unaware of the other’s existence. With the age of sea navigation, however, that changed. Transcontinental shipping of goods introduced countries to plants, animals, and even customs that they had never been exposed to. 

This age not only brought about new and exciting customs to different parts of the world, but frightening realities, as well. A negative effect of the Columbian Exchange was the spread of diseases from the Old World, which was made up of the Eastern countries, to the Native Americans that inhabited the Western Hemisphere. After this period of devastation, however, populations rose once again, thanks to the vast number of crops and possibilities of nutrition that were also introduced (Crosby). “When Europeans first touched the shores of the Americas, Old World crops such as wheat, barley, rice, and turnips had not traveled west across the Atlantic, and New World crops such as maize, white potatoes, sweet potatoes, and manioc had not traveled east to Europe” (Ibid). Population growth on both hemispheres can be attributed to the Columbian exchange because new ways to feed communities arose from the introduction of such crops. After the age of exploration, countries never again went back to relying solely on their own food sources – these novelties were demanded, and since then, importation and exportation became important parts of the global economy.

	Old World to New World
	New World to Old World

	Rice

Wheat

Oats

Barley

Coffee

Sugarcane

Bananas

Melons

Olives

Dandelions

Daisies

Clover

Kentucky Bluegrass

Ragweed
	Corn (Maize)

Potatoes (White & Sweet Varieties)

Beans (Snap, Kidney, & Lima Varieties)

Tobacco

Peanuts

Squash

Peppers

Tomatoes

Pumpkins

Pineapples

Cacao (Source of Chocolate)

Chicle (Source of Chewing Gum)

Papayas

Manioc (Tapioca)

Guavas

Avocados


Source: “The Columbian Biological Exchange”

Food in the Colonies – the high value of imports from a mother country


The article “A Taste of Home” by Richard Wilk found in Food and Globalization focuses on newly settled colonies’ reliance on imports for their daily meals. The one colony he refers to specifically is one in Central America, called Belize. This country was colonized by the British in 1638 (Wilk 95). Originally, the land was inhabited by The Mayan civilizations. When the new settlers made this their home, they became extremely dependent on imports, regardless of their high cost to the colonists:

Despite many attempts to establish plantation agriculture of export crops, or some other viable economic base, logging remained the only substantial industry until well into the twentieth century. Compared to the situation in the neighboring Hispanic republics, in British Honduras labor was expensive, and there was little internal trade, so agricultural production for the local market was always limited and costly. Even during the First World War, when food and fuel was scarce and expensive throughout the British Empire, British Honduras’ food imports continued to grow. (Wilk 95)


This trend of continued dependency on foreign products, even through harsh economic times, may be attributed to the cultural significance of home-country foods. Many times, the reason for such patterns was simply that the new settlers refused to integrate fully into the new cultures of which they were becoming a part, and longed for what was familiar to them (Ibid 95). Certain restrictions in regards to food safety and norms had also been placed by the European mother countries, which regulated the way that colonists went about their daily lives. 

For example, there were certain norms in regards to cleanliness that led to the more common usage of imported products, rather than foods that the indigenous people prepared. The colonists often separated themselves from the indigenous people, and food was a main source of elitism (ibid. 95). This is yet another example of the Columbian Exchange, in which the dietary customs of a European country made their way to a small colony in Central America. 

McDonaldization


Coming back to the present-day, we now shift gears and focus on the cultural norms that have helped food chains become million-dollar industries. Popular fast-food restaurants may be convenient and easy on our pockets, but these chains have caused more harm than good in the long run. The large corporations that run fast-food restaurants unfortunately have an alarmingly negative influence not only over the American diet, but on cultures as well. Fast food restaurants that originated in America are now being built all over the world, further proving the phenomenon of McDonaldization, which was introduced by sociologist George Ritzer in 1993.  

This term refers to the “process by which the principles of the fast-food restaurant are coming to dominate more and more sectors of American society as well as of the rest of the world” (Marshall). What was once a single fast-food restaurant that quickly opened new locations is now a model for business all over the world.  As Ritzer explains, McDonald’s fast-food restaurants have perfected the art of cutting time and costs. Advances in mass production leads to greater profits for these companies, which are then able to expand their chains across borders and overseas. Having a McDonald's available in other countries implants the American culture into communities that were once rich in their native culture (Ibid).


The term McDonaldization not only refers to this chain of fast-food restaurants, but other chains that have affected the daily food consumption of people all over the world. Taking the place of ethnic restaurants, fast-food places are infringing on local culture, and embedding American culture in places where it never appeared before (Watson 223). One specific example of the effect of McDonaldization can be seen in the East Asian culture. “Until the introduction of McDonald’s, for example, Japanese consumers rarely, if ever, ate with their hands…this is now an acceptable mode of dining” (Ibid 223). This example of the effect of McDonaldization is seen mostly in communities that are becoming more and more urbanized. Because urbanization is tied to the increase in the gap between rich and poor, more and more cities are becoming the centers for fast-food chains. 


One may ask where the harm to a community lies in a restaurant that is focused on pleasing their customers. Well, the answer lies in the health statistics. Countries that had low obesity and diet-related health complications are now seeing a rise in national percentages of these very issues. As discussed later on in this paper, people most likely to make unhealthy choices are those with the lowest incomes. Therefore, developing countries where urban cities are growing are at high risk of an increase in health issues.

 

Health risks due to McDonaldization

            Studies carried out in America by the National Center for Health Statistics show that “31% are obese with a BMI in excess of 30.0” (The Latest Statistics on America’s Obesity Epidemic). Trends show that the people that are most at risk for unhealthy decisions are those who are fall under the category of low income on the scale of national earnings. Because lower incomes go hand-in-hand with less education, those who earn less do not have the resources to nutrition information, or healthier alternatives to their meals. 

Studies have actually shown that there are more obese people in the world than there are starving (“Overweight top world’s hungry”). The lower prices of processed, non-perishable food are more attractive than fresher, high quality food to those who are on a tight budget. A look at the comparison of price and convenience of having a meal at a fast-food restaurant as opposed to a home-cooked meal explains why people choose the cheaper route. 

According to an article entitled “The Availability of Fast Food and Full-Service Restaurants in the U.S.”, the percentage of fast-food restaurants increased from 17% to 30% in a span of only 9 years (Bao, et. al.). This steady incline would explain why more and more people are flocking to fast-food restaurants. If there is a cheaper, faster alternative to a well-balanced meal on every block, the temptation to steer clear of fast-food is much too strong. As stated by journalist Michael Pollan in the article “America’s Eating Disorder”, “because we subsidize those calories, we end up with a super market in which the least healthy calories are the cheapest. And the healthiest calories are the most expensive. That, in the simplest terms, is the root of the obesity epidemic for the poor -- because the obesity epidemic is really a class-based problem. It's not an epidemic, really. The biggest prediction of obesity is income” (Golson). Unfortunately, the present global economic crisis does not make matters any better. As people everywhere are desperate to jump into cost-cutting alternatives throughout their daily lives, more and more are turning to unhealthy eating habits instead of allocating more of their incomes on their health, which would actually be an investment in the long run.

The Danger of Pesticides in Imports and Exports


With the Columbian Exchange and McDonaldization, large amounts of food products are being grown and shipped transcontinentally. In order to increase the availability of useful crops, many farmers turn to chemicals to save every plant in their farm. Used to keep animals and insects off of food crops, pesticides might actually be doing more harm than good when it comes to the consumption of fruits and vegetables. They have shown to have lasting negative effects on the health of humans, because of the level of toxic chemicals found in pesticides. Some examples of the most common pesticides are DDT, Endrin, and PCPs (“Pesticides”). These products have been linked to higher levels of cancer in people exposed to pesticides (Ibid). Hormone imbalances have also been noted in women who consumed or came into contact with the products (ibid). Pesticides are especially dangerous to children because their immune systems are not strong enough to combat the negative effects of these chemicals. Children often eat more than adults, and are therefore more likely to ingest more pesticides (ibid). If and when children do ingest these pesticides, their systems are not able to flush the toxins out, because their excretory systems are not fully developed either (ibid).


Although it is great to be able to import and export food to and from different regions in the world, the issue here is that the countries cannot always regulate what enters their docks. U.S. Customs records show that between 2001–2003, the U.S. exported nearly 1.7 billion pounds of pesticide products—32 tons per hour. (Smith, et. al.).  The developing countries, which are receiving these goods, are in grave danger because the foods often contain deadly persistent organic pollutants (POP). These toxins are found in high levels in the infants of the importing countries. Unfortunately, the governments in such places do not have the financial means to assure that their imports are safe for their communities to ingest. The U.S. and other developed countries take advantage of their situations, and continue to make profit off of selling toxic substances.
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            Although we are guilty of exporting pesticides, the U.S. also has issues with toxins that are found in goods that we import ourselves. With the amount of immigrants coming from all parts of the world, the demand for foreign ingredients has risen, and continues to rise, and these demands are certainly being met by the industry.  From 2004 to 2005, the value of U.S. agricultural imports rose from $52.7 billion to $56 billion (Henderson). Although having a variety of food choices from all parts of the world is a pleasant idea, the lack of U.S. regulation on food may be causing health problems in our communities as well. 

There is actually a list of 12 fruits and vegetables that are called “The Dirty Dozen”. The foods on this list are the products that contain the highest levels of pesticides, and should be avoided unless they are organically grown. Many of the Dirty Dozen foods are imported goods from foreign countries. These foods include apples, cherries, grapes, nectarines, peaches, pears, raspberries, strawberries, bell peppers, celery, potatoes, and spinach (“Organic Food”). Unfortunately, these are common fruits and vegetables that often find their way into the plates of Americans that are unaware of their danger. The countries that we import these foods from are Canada, Mexico, Chile, Brazil, Costa Rica, Honduras, and several other countries, mostly in the western hemisphere (Ibid).


A rather ridiculous move on the United States’ part is that we sell pesticides that are illegal in the U.S. to other countries, and then end up importing the food from those places, which means we are eventually ingesting those very pesticides. According to a Trade and Environment Database (TED) case study regarding pesticide use in Mexico, which is published online by American University, “Toxicity threatens U.S. consumers in the ‘circle of poison’ effect in which unregistered or banned pesticides are exported to Mexico and sprayed on crops whose produce is then exported back to the U.S.”(Godin). 
This harsh reality is unknown to many Americans, who are allocating hundreds of dollars into the food companies, which in the end only care about their annual gross profits rather than the health of their consumers.

Spread of Diseases through Global Food Trade


The spread of health complications across the world can sometimes be traced to the consumption of specific foods. Among the diseases that have been spread by foods is bovine spongiform encephalopathy (BSE), better known as ‘mad cow disease’, of which an outbreak occurred in Britain:

BSE, more commonly known as mad cow disease, is a form of degenerative illness that affects the central nervous systems of cattle. It has a long incubation period—4-5 years—making it hard to detect, but is fatal within weeks or months of its onset. Cattle contract the disease through feed that contains protein derived from 
the remains of diseased animals, and North American cattle were likely infected through contaminated feed imported from Britain, where the disease was first discovered (“Globalization of the Food Supply).

BSE triggers the central nervous system of cattle and other animals such as goats and sheep. Humans can be affected by this disease - it has been linked to a brain condition called variant Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease (CJD) (Dowshen). This issue was first publicized in Britain, as was mentioned above, but cases were later attributed to beef from other countries. 

In 2003, countries across the world actually banned many imports of cattle products coming from the U.S. because BSE was found in our own cattle:

The United States has long banned European ruminants and ruminant products out of BSE concerns, as have most other countries. Food safety is a leading political issue in Japan, which has reported approximately 15 BSE cases since September 2001. Beef sales have suffered from consumer worries about its safety, which contributed to a decline in U.S. beef and veal exports there, from a record high of about $1.5 billion in 2000 to $831 million in 2002. (Becker)

Evidently, there are very few countries that are not guilty of shipping contaminated food products to other countries. Cases such as the mad cow disease are constant reminders that there is a need for stricter testing on food products across the globe. 

 

A Healthy Alternative to Importing Food


The increase in importation and exportation of fruits, vegetables, and other food products has undoubtedly had negative effects on the parties involved in the transactions. Because of these negative effects, many people’s growing concerns have led to the focus on eating locally grown goods rather than relying on external sources for nutrition. There are both dietary and environmental benefits to consuming food that has been grown relatively close to one’s home. 

Food grown close and sold to the remote neighborhoods tends to be fresher, because it does not spend time in trucks or shelves, losing its nutrients as time passes (“What is Local?”). In regards to imports and exports, this food has to be packaged correctly in order to maintain its original quality. Food packages, which are often comprised of plastic, cardboard, and paper, eventually become waste products in the environment if they are not disposed of correctly (Ibid). Consuming locally grown food reduces these pollutants in the environment, and also causes a reduced amount of harm because less fossil fuel is released into the environment since the products have to travel shorter distances to reach the consumers (ibid). 


Another way to avoid the sometimes-harmful mass shipment of food is subsistence. In regards to food production, subsistence would require making enough of a crop to feed the people in the area, rather than a surplus, which is later on shipped to other places. 

One state in which subsistence is currently used is Alaska. Although the people of Alaska do in fact use money to obtain tools and other necessities, they often go out to fish or hunt for their meals. The nutritional benefits of this type of system are that the food is fresh, and the locals do not have to question what is in their meat (Wolfe). Although subsistence is a rather foreign and useless idea to those living in urban areas, the idea of it may help us to realize that there are alternatives for everyone to make, so that as a global community, we can all become healthier and more environmentally friendly. 

Genetically Modified Food


The advances in genetic engineering have allowed for the use of this fairly new science in the field of food. Genetically modified foods (GM) refers to plants and animals whose genes have been altered to better fit the dietary needs of humans (“What Are GM Foods?”). Identifying the genes that repel insects, and magnifying or duplicating them is one way that biomedical engineers alter crops, and are able to assist in the continual growth of nourishment for communities (Ibid). For countries that have an alarming number of malnourished inhabitants, this type of genetic modification can save lives:
 
In 2006, 252 million acres of transgenic crops were planted in 22 countries by 10.3 million farmers. The majority of these crops were herbicide- and insect-resistant soybeans, corn, cotton, canola, and alfalfa. Other crops grown commercially or field-

tested are a sweet potato resistant to a virus that could decimate most of the African harvest, rice with increased iron and vitamins that may alleviate chronic malnutrition in Asian countries, and a variety of plants able to survive weather extremes“ (ibid). 

This is certainly an example of how GM foods can help hundreds of people. However, some GM foods do have their negative effects.


Among the dangers that have been found in genetically modified foods are allergens. A specific case that is a perfect example of the threat that GM foods can pose is one in which genes of the Brazil nut were implanted in soybeans to enhance the quality of protein in the product (Fernandez, et. al.). Since many people are allergic to nut products, this alteration of soybeans may have caused serious health implications to those unaware of this specific gene modification.  Another case of this danger was found in 2005:

In Australia, an effort to engineer field peas with a gene against the pea weevil was halted in 2005 after testing showed that the transgenic crop inflamed mouse lungs. The gene, taken from bean plants, had not previously caused any known allergies. In the pea, however, the same gene made a protein that was different enough to spark allergies. The organization that sponsored the pea research abandoned it after 10 years of work. (Fernandez, et. al.)

These examples are few in many experiments that have shown problems with allergens in food that has been genetically engineered. Because of these dangers, extreme caution has to be taken by biomedical engineers.


Another negative aspect of genetic engineering has to do not with health risks specifically, but the threat to countries’ independence. Much like McDonaldization, the use of GM foods by developing countries places an increase in dependence on wealthier nations (“GM Food Production in Developing Countries”). “By using GM seeds, it is argued that developing nations become even more reliant on wealthy nations and, in particular, large corporations. 

This imbalance of power is one that does not sit well with some members of the public as well as policy makers throughout the world” (Ibid). Rightfully so, many people are concerned that this dependency will further cripple developing countries and perpetuate their place in the shadow of other nations. It seems that in order to be on fair grounds, the GM food engineers would have to follow certain rules about the prices they can charge these countries. Rather than overcharge them, the companies in charge of producing GM technology should have the health of the people of the countries as a priority. This would indeed be hard to achieve, since many companies and corporations have their own profits at the top of their priorities. However, with the right organizations, the developing countries could prosper greatly as a result of GM science. 

Conclusion


As anyone aware of globalization would know, time has brought about very significant changes in every aspect of life for humans on earth. For a large percentage of the world’s inhabitants, eating is not simply a survival mechanism. Eating has become an integrated part of our cultures and habits. Food has brought people together and has shown that it has the power to change populations (not always with positive results). 
Trading, growing, selling, creating, and learning about people’s dietary habits has shown that the food industry would not be where it is today without the push from globalization. Ever since the Columbian Exchange, people around the globe have changed the way they feed their communities. 

Health risks have sprouted from the spread of globalization, but great advances have also contributed to the well being of nations. Although we are at a time when many people worry about the number of unhealthy eating habits humans have, 

I still believe that at one point in the future, populations will increase their quality of life. By enforcing regulations on all food imported and exported from countries, pesticides, and the nutritional value of goods, populations will be better off. Educating the public, especially children in early grades, would be vital for changes over time.
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Chapter 13
Globalization & Religion by Thomas Warren
Take up the White Man’s burden—

Send forth the best ye breed—

Go send your sons to exile

To serve your captives' need

To wait in heavy harness

On fluttered folk and wild—

Your new-caught, sullen peoples,

Half devil and half child
- Rudyard Kipling, “The White Man’s Burden”
Globalization is a word that has come into the modern lexicon in recent years because of the “shrinking” of the world; technological advancements make it easier for communication, transportation, and interaction between countries within the global community. Although a modern sociological term, globalization has been around for centuries. The beginning of globalization can be tracked to the Age of Exploration, with Columbus’ journey to America setting the stage for the extreme exploration and conquest of new lands and cultures for years to come. 
The technological advancements in the field of transportation during the 15th century allowed for exploration and the expansion of European empires. The justification for colonialism ranged from the “taming of the savages” to social Darwinism to the “White Man’s Burden,” and changed over the years as the imperial powers found themselves needing new reasons to take over and exploit foreign civilizations and cultures (Wolfe 389).


No matter what period of colonialism is being studied, the justification for it is always based on the assumption that the conquering culture is vastly superior to the culture being conquered. This “might makes right” philosophy led to the forced elimination of indigenous cultures all over the world wherever colonialism existed. Although the most basic point of colonialism is the expansion of empire and acquisition of land all over the world for political purposes, the conquerors would try to assuage their guilt by convincing themselves that they were bringing true culture and “modern” society to the foreign “savages.” 

When the Europeans came into power, any ideas that were foreign to them would be eliminated from the indigenous culture and replaced with European practices and beliefs. Political, economic, social, and religious beliefs of the Europeans were superimposed on the indigenous cultures by force; when the Europeans took over the natives land, they could impose any laws they wanted and enforce them as they saw fit. 
The spread of Christianity throughout the Americas and parts of Africa is due to this cultural imposition; Europeans would come from overseas with guns, disease, and religion, and would enforce the latter with the former when necessary. 


With colonial expansion into the New World and Africa for trade purposes, contact with indigenous people was inevitable. The cultures and religions were decidedly different from the European religions tradition; monotheistic explorers encountered religions encompassing elements of animism, polytheism, mysticism, and shamanism all over the world. These types of religions were all seen as primitive and blasphemous to the Christian Europeans, and in order to “save the souls” of the savages, they had to be introduced to Christianity.


In any society, religion plays a central role in shaping the everyday lives of its citizens; religion is the moral compass for a culture, a place for social interaction, and helps to give larger meaning to human life. Such a central part of a cultures makeup would not be easily lost, despite opposition from conquering forces. Although, due to colonialism, Christianity has spread far beyond Europe, indigenous religions have reacted to its introduction in different ways. 

Most commonly native religions merge with Christian ideas to create a sort of religious synthesis. This can be seen in the Aztec and other Central American religions after the Spanish conquest, where natives adopted the Christian God as one of their many gods, as well as with the Yoruba religion. The Nigerian slave trade brought the Yoruba religion all over the world, where it was synthesized with Christianity to create religions such as Santeria. 

In other cultures, Christianity prevailed, all but wiping out native religions, with only minor practices and beliefs surviving. This is the case with the indigenous people of North America; after being introduced to Christianity during the first colonial period in America, living in a predominately Christian country for decades, and the attempted reeducation of Native Americans in the 19th century, indigenous religions of Native Americans have mostly faded away, with the small number of native Americans left aligning themselves as Christians.


The attack on native religions by Christianity has had varying results, and by looking at a cultures religious tradition before the introduction of Christianity and after, we can see how successful the colonizers were in converting their subjects. Although each culture reacts differently, we can see if there is a general trend by taking a small sampling of religions affected by colonization, including those mentioned above, and studying them. Seeing trends in the way Christianity has affected indigenous religions will help us see if these religions still exist, and if so, if they have a chance for long time survival and acquisition of new believers.


The discovery of America in 1492 led to a mad dash for European countries to claim colonies in the “new world.” After stumbling upon America, it was inevitable that Europeans would find themselves landing in Central America eventually. The first European to reach Mexico was the Spanish explorer Francisco Hernandez de Cordoba, who discovered the Yucatan peninsula in 1517, only 25 years after Columbus’ historic expedition. Once the passage to Mexico was discovered, European ideas, language, and religion began flowing into the lives of the native Aztecs, corrupting their rich culture.

Pre-colonialism, the Aztec’s had a rich, complex society which historians recognize as being extremely intricate and modern for it’s time; religion was a huge, integral part of what made the culture so advanced. To simply list all “known deity names and appellations would require many pages” (Fagan 13). Native Aztec religion was a mix of animism and polytheism, though one of the most unique aspects of their religion was that the Aztecs focused more on the destructive force of nature and the gods. Many of their rituals and ceremonies were to convince their gods to spare them their crops and their lives. The need to understand, and to a certain extent control nature, led to one of the Aztecs most revered innovations: their famous calendar. 


The Aztec calendar not only represented advanced scientific thought, but also showcased the Aztecs advanced, nuanced philosophical and religious beliefs. The Calendar Stone, most historians agree, represents the cyclical nature of time and space, and is based on a cycle of destruction and rebirth (Klein 1). The Aztec faith had many, many gods, including Xochipilli, Piltzintecuhtli, and Tonuatiuh (who may be the famous deity in the center of the calendar stone) (Klein 6). The Aztec religion focuses on the spirituality of all things, while still emphasizing the transient nature of human existence. 
Their focus on destruction made their religion unique and starkly contrasts with Christianity. While Christianity focuses on the redemptive possibilities of human life and the chance of eternal rest, the Aztec faith focused on the belief that all things are connected, and all things must die.



When the Spanish first conquered the Aztecs, it seemed that Cortes might allow a synthesis of Christianity and native Aztec religion. When Catholicism was introduced, Aztec leaders had no qualms about adding Dios (god) into their pantheon of deities. This lasted only as long as the Aztec empire. With the crumbling of the political system Aztecs had created, the Spanish abolished Aztec schools and put in place a Church education that focused on Catholic values. Eventually, the Spanish outlawed Native Mexican religion altogether, and the fall of the Aztec society brought about the fall of their religion as well.



The reason the Aztec religion failed to resist the influence of colonialism wasn’t because it was a weak religion; on the contrary, its beliefs were well established and practiced frequently. The odds were simply stacked against them. A didactic ruling class with seemingly unlimited power forced their religion onto the Aztecs, and made sure that their religion would become extinct. 

The openness of the Aztec religion and culture can be seen in how they at first welcomed some Catholic doctrine; if not outlawed, the Aztec faith probably could have merged successfully with Catholicism and created a synthesized religion, similar to Santeria. The biggest tragedy regarding the Aztecs is that their religion is all but gone now; it affects no ones life personally, and is simply the work of scholars. One of the very first instances of colonialism set the standard for treatment of natives: the destruction of the rich, wonderful Aztec religion and culture would foreshadow the path of Native American history.


Although the Aztec religion was able in some aspects to incorporate their own views into the Christianity that was enforced upon them for a very limited time, the Native American faith was not as fortunate. From the time that the Europeans first came to America and throughout the nations entire history, Native Americans have been marginalized by the white majority and been forced into reservations where they were subjected to Christian “re-education.” Although there were dozens of Native American religions in the country due to the different beliefs of tribes, most of these faiths shared some aspects, especially in the spiritual connectivity of all things in the world.


The study of Native American religion causes problems because the word “religion” itself is a western word, and is associated with a set of “rules” that are commonly practiced in the West. As Sam Gill says in his book Native American Religions: An Introduction, “we have difficulty finding words in Native American languages that approximate “religion.” This means at the least that what we understand as religion is not linguistically distinguished in the same way by Native Americans” (10).  
Another difficult aspect of studying Native American religions is the constant changing nature of their beliefs (Gill 36). These changes have come along because of the merger of tribes, or major geographical changes. The malleability of their beliefs undoubtedly had an effect of the way Native Americans reacted when introduced to Christianity; since their religion was constantly changing, missionaries had a relatively easy time of enforcing monotheistic European belief systems. 


One shared belief in many Native American religions is the creation myth, central to any religion; in Native American religions, the myth often consists of the “Creator Twins,” or the “Dual Deity.” “One brother is the principal creator who attempts to create a world that is perfect, a utopia for human beings; but he is followed by his brother, who undoes and reverses much of the creator brother’s work” (Gill 20). This story illuminates a central part of Native American religion; the understanding of destruction as a part of nature, something to be feared, respected, and even loved. Being a tribal people gave Native Americans a feeing of connection to nature that Europeans didn’t feel and could never understand; these hardships influenced their understanding of the world and their faith. Life for Native Americans was hard, and led to their “including, and even identifying as sacred, the disturbing, disruptive elements that are inseparable from life” in their faith.



The rich, somewhat reactionary nature of Native American religion made their faith uniquely fit for their lifestyle. However, the overwhelming strength of European colonists and the constant pressure on Native Americans to convert to Christianity led to a severe diminishing of Native American beliefs. The history of conflict between white men and indigenous people is long and depressing, with millions dead and the destruction of a culture. 

The first colony in Virginia was established in 1607 and from then on Native American history is littered with examples of white people exerting their strength over indigenous people: from the Trail of Tears to religious reeducation to terrible reservation conditions. This constant struggle has all but erased the Native American faith; to make matters worse, there was never a centralized religion with a recorded set of beliefs; the scattering of different religions from different tribes has made it hard, if not impossible, for modern Native Americans to reconnect with the beliefs of their ancestors.


The justification used for colonizing the “Red man’s” land, as Patrick Wolfe says, was that the Europeans thought they “could use the land better” (Wolfe 389) than the Natives. This sense of enlightened superiority allowed Europeans to feel justified in their colonial missions. However, religion was also used as justification for colonialism. Virginia colonist William Barret, in 1610, authored the pamphlet A True Declaration of the State in Virginia, which stated that it is God’s law that the Gospel be taught, willingly or not. If the Gospel is not to be taught “Apostically (without the helpe of man) (sic),” then it must be taught imperiallie, when a Prince, hath conquered their bodies, that the Preachers may feede their soules. (sic)” (Barret). This document shows that from the very beginning of colonialism in America, as early as 1610, settlers had an agenda of conversion.


Perhaps the most famous instance of colonial intrusion on Native American religion and culture was native reeducation in barding schools set up by the federal government, which first started in the late 19th century (King). Captain Richard Pratt as part of the era’s “progressive” agenda formed the first government run boarding school in 1879; these schools are now famous for their attempts to reeducate Native Americans in American culture and convert them to Christianity. Pratt, a notorious racist and ethnocentrist, believed that off-reservation boarding schools could “kill the Indian… and save the man.” 

In The Great Confusion in Indian Affairs: Native Americans and Whites in the Progressive Era, author Tom Holm states that justification for Native American reeducation comes from a uniquely American sense of history. America was one of the most advanced nations in the world, and America had won countless victories over its existence, all the while being a Christian nation. To white Americans (the only kind of Americans running the government,) “Christianity was not just another religion, but the only true belief of free, modern men” (Holm). 

This ethnocentricity made white Americans think they were doing their indigenous counterparts a favor; whites were giving the “red man” the religion and culture of enlightened individuals. Not only were these schools ethnocentric and ignorant, they were physically abusive. “Children were beaten, malnourished and forced to do heavy labor” (Bear). These schools still existed in the 1960’s, when a congressional report found that many teachers still believed their job was to civilize, not educate, the Native Americans (Bear).


Conservative estimates of how many indigenous people lived in America pre-Columbus range from 15 to 60 million; as of 2006, 0.8% of the U.S. population consists of indigenous people. This comes to around 2.5 million people according to the US Census and the Active Living Fact Sheet. Through murder, war, and disease, foreign settlers have diminished America’s original inhabitants to a fraction of their original size. 
With the small number of Native Americans in the U.S., and hundreds of years of constant pressure to convert to Christianity, the number of Native Americans still practicing their ancestor’s faith is negligible at best.  Religioustolerance.org estimates the following figures among Native Americans:  20% are Baptist, 17% Roman Catholic, 17% have no organized religion and 3% practice tribal religion. Only 3% of 2.5 million, or 75,00 Native Americans, practice the religion of their ancestors when 500 years ago, 100% practiced the only faith they ever knew.



Resisting constant pressure to convert to Christianity is hard for any indigenous religion. Christians usually come with guns, money, and power, and use all of these to enforce their beliefs on native peoples. Some religions are resilient and can survive in some small measure, but Native American religion was not so fortunate. The religions malleability and early Native American illiteracy contributed to the almost complete disappearance of the religion; without a Bible, Quran, or any set document to outline core beliefs, the religion essentially died with the race. The European destruction of Native American culture is one of the saddest, bleakest examples of what globalization can do to indigenous cultures and religions; since 1610, white men have been trying to convert Native Americans to Christianity. In 2009, it seems that they have succeeded.


Another religion that came face to face with European imperialism is the Yoruba religion. The Yoruba are a West African people, whose language is shared along the “slave coast,” and spoken in many African countries (Ellis 3). One of the most prominent of these states is Nigeria. 

Although the origins of the language and religion are unknown, Yoruba is today one of the largest indigenous African religions in the world. The Yoruba and Europeans first met when Europeans came to Nigeria in search of slaves to trade.  The slave trade, instead of eliminating the Yoruba religion and making Christianity the homogenous religion among slaves, reacted in an interesting way; the cross-fertilization of Christianity and Yoruba brought about several new, fully formed, independent religions that are widely practiced today, including, but not limited to, Santeria and Umbanda.



The biggest difference between Christianity and Yoruba is that Yoruba is a polytheistic religion. Although the Yoruba people were spread out along the coast of Africa, they did have a concrete set of main, central Deities, in contrast with Native American religions, which varied depending on tribe and changed quite often (Ellis 35). This may have contributed to the religions staying power; by having a concrete set of gods known by all who worship the religion, the beliefs can spread to a greater area.



Although Yoruba has many different deities, many of which represent separate villages, the Yoruba share certain “Chief Gods” (Ellis 35). One god common to all Yoruba people is Olorun, the sky-god. What is unique about Olorun is that while he is extremely powerful, he performs his duties and does not infringe on the jobs of others (Ellis 38). Obatala is another deity common to all Yoruba peoples. He is the chief god of the faith, and according to myth is responsible for the creation of mankind. These to gods, along with a handful of others, represent the main gods in the faith. The minor gods in the Yoruba religion often depend on the geographical location of individual villages. This adds a varied, interesting element to the religion while still keeping its main deities. This could also explain the many religions that came out of the Yoruba religion after the slave trade was initiated.


The slave trade in Nigeria began in the 16th century, with the port of Badagry becoming a main hub for human trafficking (Freeman). The slave trade brought African culture all around the world; involuntary as their transport may have been, African culture began to spread as the indigenous people went to European colonies. Cross-fertilization brought African rhythms to European music, and Christianity to African slaves. While many slaves, especially in America, converted to Christianity because it was a way for slaves to gather around something common and shared, many of the Yoruba faith incorporated Christianity into their religion, creating hybrid faiths. Slaves taken to Cuba created a fairly well known religion – Santeria - by mixing Catholicism with the native Yoruba traditions (Gonzalez). 


Santeria was born when Spanish slaveholders in Cuba began forcing African slaves to convert to Catholicism. Although extremely reluctant to give up their religion, the slaves had little choice in the matter. The unique aspect of the Spanish/ African cross pollination was that the Yoruba religious tradition was so resilient that slaves took Catholicism and mixed it with Yoruba to create Santeria. African slaves realized early on that Catholicism and Yoruba had many similarities – there were gods responsible for creation, and various intermediaries – in Yoruba, the lesser deities, and in Catholicism, saints. Due to these similarities, slaves began to fuse the two religions (Lefever 319). 
Many saints match up precisely with Yoruba gods, or orisha. Agayu and Christopher both represent fatherhood. Obatala and Mercedes both represent clarity. These two seemingly compatible religions allowed Yoruba to survive in certain aspects (Lefever 320). The synthesis of these two religions created a faith with roots in Catholicism, but also in African spiritualism. Many of the rituals, such as divination and live sacrifices, are central to the Santeria faith and wouldn’t exist without the Yoruban influence (Lefever 321).


The Yoruba faith, unlike Native American religion, was able to incorporate many of its central beliefs into Catholic doctrine, creating hybrid religions like Santeria. The strength and resiliency of the Yoruba religion may be due to the shared gods common to all people of the faith. With a set group of gods and principles, the religion was less susceptible to change from an outside source. This unity was central to the survival of the Yoruba religion. Today, Santeria is practiced by thousands of people, and is growing in Cuba as well as in the U.S. Although the Yoruba religion in its truest form is not as strong as it was pre-slave trade, its derivative religions are large and growing faiths. The Yoruba religion provides a good example of a culture’s religion being resistant to forced change.


Although not enforced abroad by European colonists, any discussion about the spread of religion around the world is incomplete without some mention of Islam. According to Religioustolenarnce.org, estimates for the number of practicing Muslims in the world could be as high as 1.2 billion people. This makes it the second largest religion in the world after Christianity, however, Religioustolerance.org also makes a point of showing that while the number of Christian believers drops each year, Islam is growing by 2.9% annually. 



The initial spread of Islam, like Christianity, was enforced through violence and subjugation.  When the prophet Muhammad was near the end of his life, he organized several military attacks and took over many border states on the Arabian peninsula (Robinson). Through war, Islam was spread through the Middle West and soon became the dominant religion in the region. Although forcing a person to convert goes against Islamic scripture, when Muslims came into power, converting Christians to Islam was not at all unusual. This was the first initial spread of Islam (Robinson). 


Today, as stated before, Islam is the second largest religion in the world, and growing. Islam exists all over the world, not just in the Middle East; according to religious Tolerance.org, one third of Africa practices Islam. The growth of Islam represents a shift in the world; Islam is gaining in popularity while the number of 
Christian believers is decreasing. This could be a conscious decision by people who were
forced to practice foreign religions to regain control over their beliefs; by practicing Islam, they have control over their faith. The rise of Islam shows that globalization is still affecting religion all over the world, and will continue to do so for years.


These three examples illuminate a common thread in history: the subjugation of indigenous cultures by foreign settlers. Religion, a central aspect of most cultures, is often the first thing targeted by the colonizers once the initial power struggle is over. By dictating a cultures belief, you can make yourself seem justified in no matter what you are doing. Controlling a person’s faith is controlling their bias, and European colonizers understood that.


All three of these religions were victims of different circumstances, and all three reacted in according to certain aspects of their faith. The Aztec religion disappeared when their leaders were killed and their own culture banned; Native American religion was so varied according to tribe and geographical location that it had no way to stand up against the organized attack of Christianity; the Yoruba religion was able to synthesize with Christianity because it had a core set of gods that the Native Americans lacked.


Perhaps the saddest part of the loss of all these religions is the loss of  varied perspectives about the world; the Native American emphasis on nature, the Aztec’s understanding of the transient nature of life, and the Yoruba’s intense, physical connection to their beliefs. All of these attributes could offer a fresh perspective in modern life, and could have been a worthy alternative to the Abrahamic religions that have become so dominant around the world. Now that the world is getting smaller, had these religions survived they could have illuminated the lives of thousands of people and done what religion is meant to do -- offer comfort and solace. This is not possible, however, because European ethnocentrism destroyed any hope of native religions thriving in the modern world. European lust for power and control led to the destruction of dozens of wonderful cultures and religions, many of which will be lost forever, condemned to scholarly essays and textbooks.
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Chapter 14
Globalization and Music: Artistic Innovation or Cultural Homogenization?

by Kate Stanley
In 1968, ethnomusicologist Alan Lomax wrote Folk Song Style and Culture, boldly stating that “Western mass-production” was “inadvertently destroying the languages, traditions, cuisines and creative styles that once gave every people and every locality a distinctive character” and a “cultural grey-out” was fast occurring (4). Conversely, economist Tyler Cowen looks at history and argues that with the fall of the Roman Empire and the Dark Age came a sharp decline in the production of notable creative works, as trade routes closed and communication between previously connected cultures lessened (6). These opposing viewpoints represent a long and fierce debate over the effects that globalization, or the “shrinking” of the globe, has had on the arts, most especially music. On one side, critics claim that western consumerism has produced a homogenous musical culture, while others – most often musicians – argue that the availability and accessibility of music from so many cultures is pushing the boundaries of creativity and allowing for interaction between styles and the creation of new music.

“Music is highly mobile: musical styles can travel as easily as their performers… and has the potential to cross language boundaries, because in principle its core is not linguistic but patterns of humanly organized sound” (Hesmondhalgh 165). Before globalization, colonialism, the slave trade and imperialism each had powerful effects on music throughout time. The introduction or imposing of new cultural norms and the displacement of entire cultures produced profound changes, both positive and negative, in music. While some traditions were undoubtedly lost through cultural imperialism, others, just as rich, were created in their place.

According to ethnomusicologist David Coplan, “music is crucial to the reapplication of memory and the creation and the re-creation of the emotional qualities of experience in the maintenance of a living tradition” (45); music is created as an expression of emotion and for the transmission of wisdom and stories to future generations. “A verse can recall a whole epoch; a turn in a tune can hearten a people through a generation of struggle; for, if the written word preserves and expands knowledge, the multileveled symbolic structure of music and art can preserve and expand a life-style” (Lomax 5-6). The slave songs of the United States were created out of oppression and necessity, resulting in a new music that eventually led to the creation of the blues and jazz, which then spawned rhythm and blues and rock and roll, some of the richest musical traditions (Tucker and Jackson). Similarly, the music created in the Caribbean that led to the birth of ska and reggae was born out of the slave trade and the blending of several cultures (Barrow and Dalton).

Before the height of the African slave trade began creating changes in musical culture, colonialism spread musical styles far and wide. Cultural influences can be found in myriad manifestations, whether in song form, harmonic structure, cultural attitudes about music or religion. Trade between ruling states and colonies also trafficked musical ideas; writes David Hesmondhalgh, “The Yoruba ethnic group… was noted for playing guitar in a style influenced by the way they played the more ‘indigenous’ lamellophone, for example. As sailors traveled between the major West African ports, guitar styles became diffused in new ways… the product was a seemingly rich and vigorous musical culture” (168). The music of Northern Africa can sound very similar to the music of the Middle East, due to its close proximity, heavy population of Muslims and past as a colony of the Persian and Ottoman Empires (Nettl). 

The calypso music of Trinidad and the Caribbean is a “blend of African, Caribbean, French, Spanish, English, North and South American and Gregorian rhythms” (Guerrón-Montero 645). Even Western culture, often said to be the most dominant today, is a “multicultural product, resulting from the international exchange of goods, services and ideas” (Cowen 6). As colonies gave way to the slave trade and imperialism, musical ideas spread further and with more conviction. As Africans found themselves far from home in terrible conditions, they sought to bring a piece of their past identity with them, while interacting with new cultures in the United States and the Caribbean. Jazz music, one of the ultimate experiments in blending of musical styles came out of the “gumbo”-like mixture of New Orleans. 

“The racial and ethnic profile of early New Orleans jazz, then, was multicultural, reflecting the mixed heritage of the city’s residents.” (Tucker and Jackson, “Jazz and the New Orleans Background”, par. 9). New Orleans musicians came together and brought together slave songs and spirituals, African rhythms, Creole music, European classical music, minstrel songs and the blues to make the earliest form of jazz. Later, the 1960s saw a peak of interest in Eastern culture, resulting in the spread of classical Indian music and Eastern philosophies to the West through bands like the Beatles.

While globalization has certainly led to new musical boundaries and collaborations, it has also served to occasionally reinforce traditional music. For example, Hesmondhalgh writes of the introduction of Phillips’ cassette-recorder to India in the 1970s and 1980s: “there was a boom in devotional music and regional styles issued of cassette by small independent companies” (Ibid. 170). 
Because of the low cost of cassettes versus vinyl, the music was available to more consumers, resulting in a new interest in conventional Indian music, rather than Western popular music. Hesmondhalgh also argues that African musicians attempting to emulate black American artists are merely mirroring their own traditions, which has “led to a creative explosion of numerous African ‘pop’ styles” (ibid. 169). The music of the Middle East have benefited from the use of Western musical notation; Cowen writes:
Musicians and scholars in the Arab and Persian worlds have adopted notation with enthusiasm, knowing that their music are in continual flux, even without Western influences. Compositions that would have perished with the death of a generation will now be accessible to future musicians (ibid. 31).


Though the slave trade has legally ended, war continues to drive thousands from their homes each day, resulting in a growing diaspora population, struggling with their new identity. In Africa, those pushed from their homes in Sierra Leone banded together in refugee camps, taking comfort in music and eventually forming a group called “Sierra Leone’s Refugee All Stars”, which then, through a popular documentary, began touring the world to promote peace (Rosebud Agency, “Biography”). Groups of Jamaicans in London and New York helped to develop the two cities as centers for reggae music, which then prompted the major record labels to back Kingston recording studios and pushed the music into the mainstream of Western culture. Reggae music has now spread throughout the world, with new subgenres formed in Africa, China and the United States (Barrow and Dalton). The feeling of “other” that diaspora face, however, can also lead to the abandoning of culture and the disappearance of traditional musics.

Using the technology available today, musical styles from everywhere are accessible to more people than ever before, resulting in what Baltzis describes as a “democratization of music” (Ibid. 146), but it tends to “reinforce social and cultural distinctions in favor of the economically and culturally advantaged countries and social groups” (ibid. 146). Most ethnomusicologists argue that traditional musics, taken out of their natural environment are no longer authentic:

Veit Erlmann has described the phenomenon of World Music as one of the disjuncture of sounds and meanings. Musical sounds, captured on recording medium and separated from their original sources and contexts, are disembodied. As these disembodied sounds circulate around the globe with increasing ease and rapidity, on cassettes, via broadcast media and over the Internet, their meanings are detached and their sounds are re-signified… Sense manufactured in this way out of discontinuities, he argues, is arbitrary and rampant, and can no longer mediate culture-specific processes of appropriation of the external world; it is neutral ground (Harris 632).

Harris also describes a discussion of a popular tämbür lute player’s new experimental CD with a musicologist who expressed “a politically and musically defensive attitude… which is commonly found amongst minority groups… where any kind of musical innovation is heard as deviation from authenticity and evidence of the encroaching influence of the other culture” (Ibid. 642). Beck, a modern musician, offers a similar take on the idea of impure musical fusions in Cowen’s article:

You can’t write a pure country song anymore. You can’t write a pure Appalachian ballad. Because we live in a world where we’ve all heard speed-metal, we’ve all heard drum-and-bass, we’ve all heard old-school hip-hop. Even if you’re not influenced by it, or you’re not using elements of it, they’re in your mind (ibid. 51).
With any discussion of globalization and music, intellectual property rights are a vital aspect. In 1967, the United Nations created the World Intellectual Property Organization [WIPO] as a special branch for the protection of intellectual property (World Intellectual Property Organization [WIPO], “What is WIPO?”, par. 2). WIPO defines intellectual property as “creations of the mind: inventions, literary and artistic works, and symbols, names, images, and designs used in commerce” (“What is Intellectual Property?”, par. 1), which can then be split into industrial property – inventions, trademarks and the like – and copyright, or artistic works (“What is Intellectual Property?”, par. 2). There have been many treaties created under WIPO to protect artistic works as well as their creators, the most notable – involving musical works – being the Protection of Performers, Producers of Phonograms and Broadcasting Organizations, or the “Rome Convention”, and the treaty for the Protection of Producers of Phonograms against Unauthorized Duplication of their Phonograms.

The former outlines the protection granted to authors for live performances of their work and establishes a necessity for royalty payments to the authors. The treaty suggests that creators of artistic works should be paid for both the distribution of phonograms – any recorded medium of their work, be it CDs, cassettes or vinyl records – and the broadcasting of their works, whether on radio or television (WIPO). However, signatories of the treaty are not required to enforce the payment of royalties. The second treaty, created in 1971, seeks to protect the producers of phonograms from unlawful reproduction by other states (WIPO). This treaty has become more pertinent as the Internet enables file sharing between computers across the globe and the technology needed to reproduce CDs is readily available to many.

The Berne Convention for the Protection of Literary and Artistic Works originally took place in 1886, but the treaty produced went through many revisions, finally ending in 1979 with the current document (WIPO). It was one of the first of many important pieces of legislation dealing with copyright; the treaty outlines what exactly is to be considered a literary or artistic work, and begins to set standards for the protection of those works. It begins by establishing a union, for which any country is eligible to join and then continues to define “literary and artistic works” to include “every production in the literary, scientific and artistic domain, whatever may be the mode of its expression” (WIPO 2.1). Articles three, five and six outline who the treaty protects and what rights they are guaranteed, including “moral rights” regarding the right to “claim authorship; to object to certain modifications and other derogatory actions” (6.1-2) and the fate of the work once the author has died. 

Like many of the stipulations set forth by the convention, the rights of the author after death are mostly dependent upon domestic law. The treaty states in article eleven that authors of musical works have “exclusive rights of authorizing (i) the public performance of their works, including such public performances by any means or process; and (ii) any communication to the public of the performance of their works” (11.1). The appendix of the treaty outlines “special provisions regarding developing countries” (App.), which include the right to gain permission to make alterations to the treaty’s stipulations if the nation is proven to be economically unable to protect copyrighted works, and certain translation rights. However, the treaty outlines very strict guidelines and procedures for the country to abide by, after it has proven itself eligible to a committee from the union, and prohibits the use of the translation exception for English, French and Spanish (II.3b) even if those languages are in use in the developing nation.

Though the Berne Convention was begun in the late 1800s, the United States did not put the legislation through Congress until 1988, with the Berne Convention Implementation Act (Hansmann and Santilli). Many nations put the treaty into effect through domestic law years before; the United Kingdom, Switzerland, Spain, Italy, Japan and Belgium all signed between 1887 and 1899, while many of the other countries followed suit after several revisions (WIPO, “Contracting Parties: The Berne Convention”). The United States refused to join the Berne Union, citing “objections to the moral rights clause” (Hansmann and Santilli 97) which outlines the author’s rights to claim copyright, object to use of their work and  suggests a posthumous timeline of rights. 

When the United States finally passed the Berne Convention Implementation Act, it was stated that the U.S. government will still have the last word in copyright laws – “all acts, protocols and revisions thereto are not self-executing under the Constitution and laws of the United States” (Copyright Office, Sec. 2.1) – and that “the obligations… may be performed only pursuant to appropriate domestic law” (Sec. 2.2). According to Hansmann and Santilli, this is only one example of several in which the United States proved to be unwilling to conform to international copyright laws already adopted by other developed nations.

In 1971 the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization [UNESCO] met to revise a 1952 convention regarding copyright. The resulting treaty, the Universal Copyright Convention, was signed by twenty-three nations who promised, as outlined by the document, to protect authors of literary and artistic works through copyright laws. The treaty sets forth guidelines very similar to those of the Berne Convention that the signing states must adhere to through domestic law in order to effectively protect artists (UNESCO).

One of the most important pieces of copyright legislations came about in 1998. The Digital Millennium Copyright Act, or DMCA, was passed by the United States government in 1998 and attempted to work out new issues in intellectual property law presented by the rising power of the Internet (Copyright Office, Intro.). The legislations played in an important role in the protection of artists from other nations but also unknowingly set up a very damaging situation for copyright holders. In the first section of the act the United States enacts the World Intellectual Property Organization’s treaties on the performances and phonograms previously mentioned and amends the acts to include protection of the copyrights of foreign artists. In other countries where the copyright has not expired, yet under U.S. law would no longer be valid and could enter the public domain, the United States vowed to respect that nation’s law (Title 1). The amendments also allow foreign artists to file a lawsuit for illegal use of their work without first consulting the United States Copyright Office. Title Two of the DMCA is one of the most important and detrimental pieces of legislation passed in copyright law. It states that Internet Service Providers (ISPs) are not responsible for their client’s actions, effectively. The Future of Music Coalition attempts to explain the importance of Title Two in their article “A Summary of the DMCA Just For Musicians”:

This part of the DMCA is of greater significance to music makers than 
they may realize at first reading… it allows peer-to-peer service providers [such as Napster or Limewire] to continue to operate without responsibility for their hundreds of thousands of users that are committing copyright infringement. At the time the DMCA was drafted, Congress had no way of knowing that this amendment would open the doors to mass music piracy (“Title Two”, par. 2).

This waiver of responsibility indeed exposed the music industry to a whole host of unforeseen problems that have still not been worked out.

Even with all the legislation passed in the name of artists, debates still rage over their protection. This debate is manifested in two ways: Western artists versus the “Big Four” record labels, and the protection of indigenous artists.

There are four major record labels that control a large portion of record sales and many of the so-called independent or “indie” subsidiaries: SONY/BMG, Universal, Warner and EMI Group (Bachman, par. 3). These labels face ever declining sales as Internet piracy soars in addition to the retaliation of artists described in Justin Bachman’s Business Week Article “The Big Record Labels’ Not-So-Big Future”. He writes of Radiohead’s “pay-what-you-wish” independent online release of their newest album In Rainbows (par. 1) and Nine Inch Nail’s celebrated separation from Interscope, a subsidiary of Universal. As the popularity of Apple’s iPod and iTunes grew, so did outrage against their music protection program, Fairplay.

Fairplay is the name of a program created by Apple to prohibit copyright infringement by limiting the number of machines authorized to play songs purchased through the iTunes store (Jobs, “Thoughts on Music”). In response, Steve Jobs, CEO of Apple, posted an open letter in 2007 on Apple’s website entitled “Thoughts on Music”. He explained that at the time of negotiations, Apple was the only company entitled to the majority of the “big four’s” catalogs – seventy percent of the world’s music, according to Jobs – and to gain these rights, needed to provide a way of protecting the companies’ interests. Without the Digital Rights Management (DRM) software, applied by Fairplay, encoded into each song, iTunes would have no way to regulate how many copies their users made from a single purchase (Jobs). Since iPods are the only MP3 player that works with iTunes, consumers with other products were then unable to access any of the tracks available through Apple. Claiming this created an unfair monopoly, customers protested Apple’s use of DRM and some created programs to “unlock” the protected tracks (Jobs). Mr. Jobs addresses these concerns in his letter and asks the record labels to allow his company to remove the protection from tracks, encouraging competition between products, for example, the iPod and Microsoft’s Zune. He writes,

Imagine a world where every online store sells DRM-free music encoded in open licensable formats. In such a world, any player can play music purchased from any store, and any store can sell music which is playable on all players. This is clearly the best alternative for consumers, and Apple would embrace it in a heartbeat… Why would the big four music companies agree to let Apple and others distribute their music without using DRM systems to protect it? The simplest answer is because DRMs haven’t worked, and may never work, to halt music piracy. Though the big four music companies require that all their music sold online be protected with DRMs, these same music companies continue to sell billions of CDs a year which contain completely unprotected music (par. 14-15).


Jobs’ “Thoughts on Music” caused a stir in the online community as well as with the record labels he addressed. Some were impressed with his perceived willingness to abandon DRM software, while others, mainly record label executives, scoffed at his proposal. However, several months later, Apple proudly announced the arrival of DRM-free music from the EMI music catalog. The catch? Instead of costing 99 cents per song, iTunes would charge customers $1.29 (Apple). With the arrival of 2009, Apple announced by the middle of the year, no songs in their store would feature DRM after finally winning over all four major labels (Apple). It is yet to be seen how this change will affect illegal downloads and file sharing.

While battles rage between artistic and corporate interests, the rights of indigenous artists continue to be ignored. Intellectual Property laws have long neglected this group in other areas, such as scientific and medicinal knowledge and there is no difference in the rights of musicians. Lorie Graham and Stephen McJohn attempt to explain this phenomenon, placing the blame on corporations and developed nations, stating “indigenous people have hardly had the same sway as corporate interests” (316). A study of five contrasting nations showed that underdeveloped countries were not attended to by the “big four” in the same fashion as industrialized nations; local artists are often “unfairly exploited” (Letts 2) and unless the recording industry is considered “financially viable” (2), “as with Jamaica’s reggae music” (2) the major labels will not look to invest in that nation (2). Indeed, legislation is often biased towards the industrialized nations, such as the Appendix of the Berne Convention. 
The United Nations, in their Declaration of the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (2007), attributes this inequality with a refusal to acknowledge underdeveloped nation’s rights: “the protection of cultural and intellectual property is connected fundamentally with the realization of the territorial rights and self-determination of indigenous peoples” (Annex). Folklore and traditional music are not protected under international laws; very slight changes made to a traditional folk song can by copyrighted as new song, ignoring the rights of the original author (Graham and McJohn 318). Almost every nation has laws regarding the protection of its folklore but the international copyright laws that exist to facilitate communication between states do not support the domestic rules.


Ghana identifies folklore as “all literary, artistic and scientific work belonging to the cultural heritage of Ghana which were created, preserved and developed by ethnic communities of Ghana or by unidentified Ghanaian authors, and any such works designated under this Law to be works of Ghanaian folklore” (qtd. in Kuruk 778). According to Kuruk, many other African nations have similar definitions but the problem that is inherent in protecting the folklore and intellectual property rights of indigenous people is that it “relies on norms and sanctions which seem to make sense only to members of the groups” (786). It is difficult to enforce rules guarding folklore traditions since it is usually outsiders to the culture who do not fear consequences of local law that do the impinging upon the rights of the people (787). Kuruk also points to a lack of community sense and “modern individualism” which leads to the cooperation between foreigner and local (787). In Africa it is especially difficult to create appropriate international laws as internally, the people face an identity crisis: imposed state borders like Zimbabwe and Sudan or traditional ethnic groups (Ostergard, Tubin and Dikirr 319). The ever-expanding population of diaspora also face similar identity issues that make protection under international laws extremely complicated.


“Although its economic aspect can’t be ignored, globalization can hardly be reduced to a purely economic phenomenon. It should rather be approached as a complex social phenomenon with technological, political, ethical, ideological, cultural and - of course - artistic aspects” (Baltzis 140). 

Throughout musical history, the sharing of ideas through trade, imperialism, colonialism, slavery and now technology, has produced both strong new musical heritages, for example jazz and reggae, but has also resulted in the loss of countless traditional music. Intellectual property and copyright laws, though they appear to favor the authors of creative works, tend to do more harm than good, especially in the case of indigenous peoples. 

If the protection of all musical creations is to be ensured for future generations, serious reform in legislation must occur, as well as an overall attitude shift towards the rights of indigenous peoples, folklore traditions and their preservation.
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Chapter 15
Fair trade versus Free trade: a Humane Path for the Future of Globalization

by Kristen Larson
Since Adam Smith's seminal work The Wealth of Nations appeared in 1776, the concept of free trade has grown and flourished.  At its inception by comparison with the preceding system of mercantilism, free trade was a liberal movement.   Given that it suited the interests of capitalists, eighteenth-to-twentieth century politicians promoted it enthusiastically.  However, beginning in the twentieth century, especially after World War II, when a number of American and European socialized systems such as the G.I. Bill, Medicaid, Social Security, and nationalized health and transportation systems were put in place, there arose the notion of fair trade as opposed to free trade.  

In fair trade, not merely the wealthy business owner profits from trade, but each and every worker.  In subsequent years, because of increased socialization, especially in European countries, the idea of fair trade has become a potentially competing concept with that of free trade.  

Fortunately, with the expanded use of the Internet and increased media coverage of fair trade, including the activities of organizations such as the World Fair Trade Organization and the Fair Trade Action Network, there is beginning to be more support for wageworkers across the world.  Developing countries are strengthening their position in the world and stand poised to acquire a more equitable portion of global wealth than they have hitherto.  Fair trade promises to be a more humane economic alternative to the suffocating injustices of free trade, which it can be argued, is just another form of economic imperialism like mercantilism.


The origins of free trade lie in the eighteenth century with the publications of Adam Smith, which he wrote in reaction to the preceding system of mercantilism.  At that time, mercantilism was the preferred economic system among world powers such as Great Britain, France, and Spain.  In practice, it was a highly protectionist system in which each country's global power was based on its economic rank measured in terms of its supply of capital.   Representative champions of this system were, among others, the British economist Thomas Mun (1571-1641) and the French minister Jean-Baptiste Colbert (1619-1683).  Mercantilism, as epitomized in Thomas Mun's work Discourse on England's Treasure by Foreign Trade (written 1630, published 1664), discouraged the importation of foreign goods and encouraged exportation.  Similarly, Jean-Baptiste Colbert was very protectionist in the way that he closed the French market off to all other markets by imposing high tariffs on all imported goods.    Protectionism of this kind left most of the financial power of the country in the hands of private businesses.  There was little progression under the reign of mercantilism and it eventually led to the economic disintegration of some countries.  Just about the only benefit of Jean-Baptiste Colbert's mercantilism, for example, was the improvement of French roads and canals.


Mercantilism, furthermore, was closely bound up with imperialistic expansion and control.  Imperialistic countries forced less developed countries to trade with them for little return.  Britain, an imperial power, forced countries such as China during the nineteenth century to buy opium in return for their tea. As the Chinese became addicted to opium, the British importation of tea expanded at lower and lower prices.  In addition, the British East India Company monopolized trade with India for more than two hundred years starting in the seventeenth century, forcing Indians to sell their goods to the BEI Company at prices set by the British and then re-selling the goods to the British and the rest of the world at a profit to the BEI Company and to Britain, but to the impoverishment of India.  In the same way, during the eighteenth century, Great Britain put mercantilist restraints on its American colonies.   

The Navigation Acts in the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries prevented the Americans trading except in British ships, making trade between America and any other country except Britain impossible.  The Molasses Act passed in 1733, for example, allowed Britain to force America to import only molasses from British colonies by imposing a large tax on all molasses obtained elsewhere.   As a result Britain's relationship to America was a very protectionist one, and the calling for a new system grew louder – in fact, it was largely as a result of the economic restrictions imposed on America by the British that the American Revolution occurred.


Thus, out of the ashes of mercantilism and the publications of its supporters rose Adam Smith's seemingly more liberal The Wealth of Nations (1776) in which he warned of the dangers in the imperialistic system of mercantilism.   He proposed a system by which all countries specialize in the production of a particular product, and, as a result, all countries are equally necessary in trade -- a system that is called "free trade." The Wealth of Nations was written during the Age of Enlightenment – a period in which many radical thinkers emerged.  At the time the book was published capitalism had not yet been recognized as a concept, and Smith's idea of free trade was one of the first to incorporate a theme of "natural liberty" (II.2.94) into an otherwise very restricted relatively "feudal" view of society.  

In his iconic book, Adam Smith advocates that free trade allows goods to be traded with no governmental restrictions or interception – a country’s government cannot impose taxes.  Unlike mercantilism, free trade allows the trade of any product with any country.  There are no regulations as to where workers can work or how much a country can export or import.   Also in The Wealth of Nations, Smith speaks of "the division of labor" (I.1.1) and how it will be "the greatest improvement in the productive powers" (I.36).  With the division of labor among all countries, a significant improvement in the world market was promised.  Smith explained that free trade would help individual countries focus on a particular field of production and excel at it.  According to Smith, this would make all countries equally important in the global market.  Later, David Ricardo, a British economist (1772-1823), entitled this benefit "comparative advantage" On the Principles of Political Economy and Taxation, 19.1).  

Furthermore, (according to Smith) under free trade, products are only worth the amount of labor that is put in to manufacture and especially to acquire the product.  Any product's value is dependent on the effort put forth by the trader to get that product and by the labor the producer puts in to create the product.  This was called the "labor theory of value" and revealed another aspect of interdependence among countries involved in free trade that had previously been unrecognized under mercantilism.  Overall, Smith believed that free trade would work because it makes it possible for humans to trade and interact naturally and according to "the invisible hand" (P.4, IV.2.9).  Countries will trade with their own interests in mind but will also be aiding other countries in fulfilling their interests.


During the nineteenth century David Ricardo took a new approach to free trade.  In his book Principles of Political Economy and Taxation (1821), David Ricardo elaborates on Adam Smith's labor theory of value.  He disagreed with Smith's belief that the true worth of a product should be determined by the trade-in value given by the consumer or trader.  Ricardo, in fact, believed that that the value of a product should only be based on the labor put forth by the worker; this idea would later be a key point made by fair trade supporters.  A further elaboration by Ricardo on a theory of Smith's is that of comparative advantage.  According to this theory even completely self-sufficient countries would benefit from specializing in only a few products and trading with all other countries for the rest of their needs.  This idea suggested that if every country were to participate in free trade, all countries would have a product they could benefit from and rely on to gain comparative advantage.


In all of these ways Smith and Ricardo's theories distanced them from the thinking of mercantilists and were a sign of their relative liberalism at the time.  Their works became the foundation of free trade, which gained increasing momentum into the twentieth century.  This was a movement that had greater initial momentum in Britain (Trentmann), but moved more gradually in the United States where politicians such as Alexander Hamilton and Abraham Lincoln continued to hold seemingly obsolete protectionist views well into the nineteenth century.  The association of free trade with liberalism reached the popular consciousness during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.


Free trade had no trouble gaining an impetus in Britain because in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries it became associated with the idea of liberty and democracy.  Free trade was a popular movement and "brought together radicals and internationalists, businessmen and working-class women" to promote "peace, justice, and democracy" In the early 20th century, free trade stood for consumer power, democratic justice, and peace.  Women defended it as a ticket for full citizenship.  Progressives saw it as an instrument of social equity and international understanding.  Free trade promised cheap food for the people, but it was also championed for instilling civic awareness and an ethical sensibility for producers and their working conditions  ("When Free Trade was Fair Trade").  


As Frank Trentmann has shown in his book Free Trade Nation, in the beginning stages of free- trade development and in an age when women were seeking freedom in the form of the right to vote, liberal groups such as the British Women's Free Trade Union, were especially interested in free trade because they saw it as being synonymous with freedom and with the repeal of the nineteenth-century protectionist Corn Laws.  On a larger scale, free trade could even be seen as promoting world peace and international cooperation.  Trentmann (p. 33) quotes a telling example with a 1904 Women's Free trade Union campaign song that includes the words: 


'Tis a fight 'gainst cold greed and self interest


On our VOTE 'twill depend bond or free!


But we'll still trust the old well-tired BANNER


FREE TRADE for the ISLE of the SEA.


We dread those dark days of PROTECTION.


When want gaunt and fierce stalked the land,


When grim death claimed its toll of the children, 


Nor Woman nor Man could withstand.




              (Trentmann 33)


The popular view that free trade was also "fair" trade continued unabated through WWI until the Depression.  However, the Depression of the 1930s tested people's faith in free trade and the concept of laissez-faire that went with it.  The fact that millions of Europeans and Americans were out of work and unable to feed themselves called into question the central tenet of free trade: free-trading nations, if left to themselves, would automatically supply every worker with the necessities of life.  In an effort to retrieve the situation, President Roosevelt sought the advice of economists.  Some of them, such as British economist Maynard Keynes, advocated a greater interventionist role on the part of the government including governmental spending during times of deficit and recession.   It was this modified version of free trade that Roosevelt launched under the name of the "New Deal".


The New Deal and World War II successfully salvaged the free trade system by greatly reducing unemployment and increasing the general standard of living.   Faith in free trade, however, was only partially restored and although free trade would be supported as a concept for decades to come by many politicians, it was at this time that the first seeds of the concept of fair trade were planted.


Following World War II, a number of free trade organizations and agreements proliferated, such as GATT, WTO, ITO, NAFTA and CAFTA. While these purported to promote free trade, and, in at least two cases incorporated the name Free Trade into their titles, in actuality, these agreements, by setting up a unique trading arrangement between a select number of countries, tended to be protectionist in effect if not in intention. In addition, such agreements tended to alienate and exclude developing or poorer countries from the economic playing field. 


At the Bretton Woods conference held following WWII to discuss ways to promote economic recovery following the devastation of war, the need for some kind of international trade organization was recognized. Several such organizations and treaties eventually came into existence, but the first of them was GATT, the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trades, negotiated in 1947 amongst 23 countries. This remained in effect until the late twentieth century when the World Trade Organization (WTO) involving 152 member states replaced it in 1995.   Another such notable collaboration amongst multiple nations for the purposes of trade was the FTA (Free Trade Agreement) negotiated in 1998 between Canada and the United States. This came on the heels of various free-floating agreements between these two countries to reduce tariffs that had existed since 1935, for example, an agreement to reduce tariffs on automobiles known as the Automotive Products Trade Agreement. 

The FTA later developed into the NAFTA (North American Free Trade Agreement) of 1994 to regulate "free" trade between Canada, Mexico, and America. The latest of these agreements is the CAFTA (now called DR-CAFTA for Dominican Republic-Central American Free Trade Agreement), which has a similar aim to NAFTA, but in the context of Central America.  


To take the Automotive Products Trade Agreement as a specific example, it is apparent that although these agreements were set up in the name of "free trade", they in fact reinstated the kind of protectionism that existed under mercantilism. Free trade was being shaped into the same protectionist form it had originally been created to combat. America and Canada could now trade automobiles between themselves at favorable prices without having to deal with the competition of automobile imports from other car manufacturing companies in the world. Tariffs found a new home under a new guise and masqueraded as free trade to the detriment of beneficial globalization and international harmony.  


Free trade was not only detrimental to global relations and to the rights of workers in undeveloped countries, as will be shown later, but also to the economic welfare of the ordinary American worker.  Free trade was particularly disadvantageous to the blue-collar working class of America after WWII.  The automobile industry played a massive role in the American economic field and employment rate during the world wars.  However, after the wars had ended, other countries began to find ways of mass-producing automobiles just as America had done for decades, bringing competition to an originally American-dominant industry.   

In the postwar era, Americans who had been working in the assembly lines quit their jobs for better opportunities and abandoned the car producing industry to fend for itself in the global market. Countries such as Japan were selling for cars much less and countries were paying minimum amounts of money to the laborers. The only way the United States could compete in the car producing industry was to lower the wages for workers to the bare minimum and make them work under poor conditions.   

The American government also pressured the Japanese government into "voluntarily" imposing quotas on the number of cars that they exported to America. This secured American automakers a more favorable price for their cars and a guaranteed market in which to sell them; the scarcity of Japanese cars - which were in great demand in this country - automatically caused their price to rise. This achieved the same ultimate effect as a tariff would have done. 


A specific local example of the impact of cheap imports on a single American town can be found in the case of the Westinghouse factory in Bloomfield, New Jersey, which, in the first half of the twentieth century, employed thousands of local workers to manufacture household appliances and later to aid in the production of armaments. Eventually, this plant succumbed to the effects of globalization which brought in similar goods manufactured by workers working at much lower wages and under much poorer conditions that would have been too low and too poor for New Jersey workers (or any American workers) to survive on and in. This particular Westinghouse factory, and many others like it, had to close down while the Westinghouse company relocated its operations to Mexico.   As a result of this incident and similar incidents, the American labor unions have historically been opposed to free trade.


A European example of a protectionist system masquerading as "free" trade is to be found in the European Economic Community (now known as the European Union) which claimed its founding mission to be to "preserve and strengthen peace and liberty" by laying the "foundations of an ever closer union among the peoples of Europe" with the object of ensuring "balanced trade and fair competition" ("Treaty Establishing the European Economic Community").  Their mission was, in fact, achieved by imposing common tariffs on all non-European Union countries seeking to trade with it. Once again, this excluded hundreds of countries and made free trade available only to those trading within the union—this system, unfortunately, is still in effect.  

The European Union's idea of free trade was spotted with trade policies and import duties to regulate trade and escape from the widening horizon of globalization. The European Union is an example of cooperation amongst countries, but it could be argued that its cooperation is for the pursuit of selfish ends benefiting only select affluent nations within Europe—this is exactly what Adam Smith had explained could happen under Free trade   --"the invisible hand."  



With time free trade's popularity among the populations of the leading powers has declined as its negative effects, not only on those countries themselves, but also on the developing countries that have served as an instrument for free trade, have been revealed.  Developing countries have never benefited from nor supported free trade, but were instead often forced or tricked into the system, just as they were under mercantilism. As a result, there are no benefits to be found in free trade for under-developed countries and it has actually suffocated them rather than stimulated them. 

The most negative aspects of free trade have stemmed from organizations such as the IMF and World Bank and have included impoverishment of indigenous workers and damage to the environment, not to mention the elimination of native cultural landscape and cityscape through the universal imposition of American commercialization. McDonald's are now, unfortunately, to be found in proximity to the pyramids at Giza or in the center of Beijing as readily as in New York City or an American suburb. 


A pivotal moment in the twentieth century history of free trade in relation to developing countries, started with Maynard Keynes proposal for the International Monetary Fund (IMF). In 1947 following World War II, the IMF was initiated at the Bretton Woods Convention in New Hampshire. The mission statement of IMF included the aim of fostering global monetary cooperation, securing financial stability, facilitating international trade, and promoting high employment and sustainable economic growth ("International Monetary Fund").  The IMF, however, has had little success in meeting these goals. In fact, it has come quite far from its original intentions. 
As Nobel economist Joseph Stiglitz says in his book Globalization and its Discontents, "Keynes would be rolling over in his grave were he to see what has happened to his child" (Stiglitz 11). The World Bank, which was founded only two years previously, had similar ideas to the IMF. The specific aim of the World Bank was to provide developing countries with technical and financial "aid" as well as to jump-start "development programs" that would improve bridges, roads, and schools—this organization also failed to fulfill its promises.  Paradoxically, as suggested by Stiglitz, in many cases the IMF and the World Bank have actually exacerbated the problems that they were designed to combat.  Financial loans to these countries come with such burdensome terms of repayment that these countries find themselves falling into greater and greater debt. 
These loans often involve the demand that these countries should drop their tariffs on imports. As Emily Jones of Oxfam quoted in the article "Free trade Enslaving Poor Countries" says, "Poor countries are being forced into very deep tariff cuts. These are often being reduced to zero under reciprocal so-called free trade agreements they are being forced to sign with rich countries". As a result, free trade has actually brought about over 1.3 million job losses in Mexico in ten years according to Jones and this is only a microscopic portion of the unemployment caused by the free trade system across the globe. 


Infant industries in undeveloped countries are often unable to compete with the flood of cheap foreign imports from more developed ones since infant industries have to have protection in order for them to get properly started.   For example, in return for an IMF loan Burkina Faso in Africa, as described by Aruni Mukherjee in the article "Free Trade and Developing Countries: Beneficial or Detrimental?", was forced by the IMF to drop its agricultural subsidies to its cotton farmers in the name of free trade which left them poverty stricken, while the United States, who has had a big hand in enforcing the principles of free trade, spends $3.9 billion in subsidies to its relatively much smaller number of cotton growers. Stiglitz even claims that "One World Bank calculation showed that Sub-Saharan Africa, the poorest region in the world, saw its income decline more that two percent as a result of the trade agreement" (Stiglitz 61).


Another example of a tainted free trade agreement is that of the international steel industry. In this case, the Chinese steel industry brought to light the issue of unfair American tariffs on Chinese steel imports. In fact, China made a public complaint drawing attention to the dual standards being employed by the American government – while America freely protects its own industries when it sees fit, it demands that other countries do not ("China Condemns US Steel Tariffs"). 

These tariffs levied against Chinese steel were so high that in America, the price of this imported Chinese steel became unreasonably expensive and was, therefore, replaced in the consumers' shopping carts with cheaper steel from countries such as Israel, Mexico, Canada, and Jordan which are all in a free trade agreement with America. Although free trade has helped improve the economies of a very small selection of countries, the rest of the world suffers. China's unemployment numbers, as a result of this exclusion due to free trade, have risen exponentially and the country has in some cases been left at a massive loss. 


Not only do free trade agreements often have paradoxically negative effects on the very countries they are supposed to help, but free trade agreements are often obtained by corrupt means, as recently proven by John Perkins, a former employee of the NSA (National Security Agency), in the book Confessions of an Economic Hitman.  In this book, Perkins reveals the disturbing truths concerning the World Bank, IMF, and other American organizations that either loaned money to developing countries or tried to arrange free trade agreements with them. 

One case mentioned in particular concerned Guatemala's former president during the 1950s, Jacabo Arbenz.  During this time America was trying to force countries into the free trade system.  When the Guatemalan president refused to sign the country into the free trade system, he was quickly replaced by the United States and then assassinated by a supposedly unknown assassin.  It was later revealed by Perkins that this assassination was more than likely a result of Arbenz's refusal and arranged by an American agent.  It is now apparent that free trade was not as well accepted by these developing countries as Americans and several other countries wished to pretend it was.  There was, in reality, very little choice for most countries to reject free trade when faced with the kind of coercion that America and her allies applied.


Other significantly negative results of free trade are both environmental and human in nature.  The environmental cost of free trade is linked to the fact that because of being forced to drop their protectionist tariffs on the products of "infant" manufacturing ventures (which cannot survive initially without some protection), developing countries must very often resort to trade in their valuable and non-renewable natural resources, such as wood, metals, oil etc.   It is because of this that the irreplaceable and infinitely useful Amazon rainforest has been depleted beyond revival. Countries that must sacrifice these resources are putting not only their own, but the world's future and humans' health at stake. 


The human cost of free trade is even more directly correlated with human health.   Free trade has brought about the development of the sweatshop, which has traditionally exploited both women and children.  In sweatshops, workers tend to be paid by the piece rather than the hour and as a result have to work shamefully hard to make any wage at all.  When women who are responsible for large families are working for such low wages, their entire family suffers. Children in these sweatshops, like European children in nineteenth-century factories described by Charles Dickens and other social observers, are jeopardizing their long-term health just in order to make a few pennies for their family. 

The upcoming generation of children will likely have their lives shortened by their sweatshop hours. This system of labor was popular even in "developed" countries in the nineteenth and into the twentieth centuries, but whereas it was phased out in American and Europe with early twentieth-century labor agreements, in the developing countries it has grown and continues to flourish.  This situation is depicted in the 2003 Canadian documentary film "The Corporation" which shows working conditions in factories owned by major American companies, such as Nike and Sean John, in Central America and Asia.  

 In these factories, young workers are forced to mass-produce for minute amounts of money, clothing that will later be sold for hundreds of times its manufacturing cost to markets primarily in the developed world.   Free trade has done nothing to improve the lives of sweatshop workers such as these.   Additionally, farmers and workers in countries such as Chile and Mexico, as a result of free trade, have been forced to pump out massive amounts of crops and meat. Both the workers and the produce are living under shameful conditions. Illegal pesticides with damaging carcinogenic effects are sprayed every year on the crops and workers to increase the likelihood of production and allow the crops to grow to their fullest potential size. Quality is sacrificed in both the lives of humans and plants.  Animals that are raised to be butchered and traded under the free trade system are abused and treated with large doses of harmful antibiotics and hormones. Given the preceding outline of all the disadvantages of free trade, could it be that globalization has a more humane alternative to offer?

Fair Trade

This alternative can be found in the growing system of fair trade.  Fair trade is the process by which the middle man (plantation, corporation, owners etc.) is eradicated and trading takes place virtually directly between the consumer and the producer thus making it possible for the producer to receive a higher wage and to benefit more immediately from the product's retail value. 

Fair trade increases the standards of living in once extremely poor communities within developing countries allowing workers for the first time to have access to health benefits and an education. There are also environmental benefits from fair trade because of the increased number of relationships between fair trade organizations with environmental protection associations, whose concern is not to allow to continue the kind of environmental despoliation that free trade has typically caused in developing countries for reasons outlined above.


The historical origins of fair trade are to be found in Europe and America after World War II. During this time, many organizations were organized to pull the communities that had been destroyed during the war period in Nazi-occupied Europe out of poverty. The first establishments were made by the Netherlands organization called the Fair Trade Organisatie and Great Britain's Oxfam. Later on, these organizations extended their humanitarian work to developing countries. American religious groups and non-governmental organizations also shared this type of work with similar missions. However, the fair trade movement that sweeps the world today began to crystallize especially as part of a wave of liberal thinking that characterized the "hippy" movement and the rise to power of labor governments in Britain and northern Europe. 


Once the fair trade movement gained momentum, several fair trade organizations arose, including ones that still stand today.  Among the most significant of these besides Oxfam mentioned elsewhere, are FLO (Fairtrade Labelling Organization), World Fair Trade Organization, Network of European Worldshops (NEWS), European Fair Trade Association (EFTA), Fair Trade Federation (FTF), Fair Trade Action Network, United Students for Fair Trade, and the Canadian Student Fair Trade Network.  All of these organizations have aided in the globalization of fair trade.  These range from organizations that grant certification for fair trade products included within FLO to organizations such as the United Students for Fair Trade and the Canadian Student Fair Trade Network which serve to educate the young population.


Popular support for fair trade has come from this younger generation through music, media, and fashion. One of these popular young activists – the so-called "Front-Man of Fair Trade" -- is Chris Martin of the famous British band Coldplay. He now makes it a practice to play with the slogan "Make Trade Fair" scrawled across his piano ("Coldplay Fight for Free Trade").  Although fair trade began mostly with the production of handicrafts by small organizations such SERRV International, Oxfam, and Ten Thousand Villages, the main focus of fair trade now has expanded to entirely new horizons. 


Products that are now covered by the fair trade promise include the original handicrafts with the addition of coffee, tea, herbs, cocoa, fruit, sugar, rice, flowers, honey, and spices (Transfair). Countries that are now very involved in the fair trade movement are Columbia and Costa Rica for bananas, Mexico, Peru, Guatemala, Nicaragua, Rwanda and Indonesia for coffee, India for tea, and many more. An example of an American fair trade supporter with international influence is that of Starbucks which, as asserted by their website ("Starbucks, Fair Trade, and Coffee Social Responsibility"), is now the largest buyer of fair trade coffee in America making up for about ten percent of the global consumption of coffee. British companies share this same support for fair trade. 

For instance, The Body Shop, founded in 1971, follows the system it has called "Community Trade" in which they trade directly with communities in developing countries for handicrafts and natural ingredients at prices that make it much easier to sustain a reasonable standard of living ("Support Community Trade"). 


Benefits of free trade as detailed by the organization called TransFair USA on its website include "fair prices", "fair labor conditions", "direct trade", "democratic and transparent organizations", "community development", and "environmental sustainability" (Transfair). Numerous examples are given in their booklet TransFair USA and Fair trade: Empowering People Around the World of communities in which the workers give credit to the system of fair trade for a much improved standard of living. A representative comment is that of Augustin Rutarauisha from a coffee co-op in Rwanda who says "Thanks to fair trade, I was able to put my children through school, purchase school books, subscribe to health insurance, and buy a cow!" Another coffee farmer from Nicaragua, Santiago Rivera, states that: "Fair trade gives us a fair trade and access to credit. It also gives us dignity. We are treated as equals." 


A promising future holds for fair trade.  Not only is the young generation taking the baton and running with it, but big long-established companies have also joined the race to a more humane world.   With the strengthening effects of globalization, fair trade has been able to flourish through these groups.  For instance, Cadbury's, a British chocolate manufacturer and one of the longest running companies in the world, has turned to using fair trade ingredients that have been grown and sold in Ghana since Cadbury established the plantations in 1824. Ghana was a part of Britain's empire during this time and was exploited under the "free trade" system in a way that which was much more closely related in its method of operation to mercantilism than to the ideal form of free trade. Cadbury's chocolate may rise in price with this switch over to the fair trade phenomenon. Nevertheless, Cadbury's rationale is that it "feels a debt to the country" for using it as nearly a slave nation and that it must continue using Ghana's ingredients because they are of the higher quality than cheaper alternatives offered by countries such as India (Skapinker). 


Another example of a British company that has recently been attempting to make reparations for the social damage caused by plantations opened in the name of free trade in British colonies during the nineteenth-century is Marks & Spencer. They have recently announced that all their tea, coffee, and cotton will henceforth be fair trade products only. As Stuart Rose, the chief executive of Marks & Spencers in 2006 stated, "Today Marks & Spencer has demonstrated the level of its commitment to fair trade and set a new pace which we hope other retailers will follow, by switching whole categories, by pioneering the development of new categories such as cotton, and by working closely with the producers that supply them. 

By buying products carrying the FAIRTRADE Mark, we can all play our part in enabling farmers and workers to make poverty history for themselves" ("Marks and Spencer Announce New Fairtrade Commitment").  This is a major step in the globalizing and popularizing of fair trade since branches of Marks & Spencer exist in virtually every town in Britain.  Similar moves toward fair trade will take place on Main Street in America also, and certainly Starbucks' investment in the fair trade coffee market is a good sign that this is indeed happening. 



Overall, with the popularization of the benefits of fair trade through big companies such as the above mentioned, and the spread of the issues caused by free trade through the Internet and media attention, an upcoming revolutionary move from free trade to fair trade is expected in the next decade. 

It is to be hoped that soon fair trade will be a regular feature on the shelves of super markets and clothing stores around the globe and that fair trade will truly come to offer a more humane alternative to the outworn concepts of mercantilism and free trade in an increasingly globalized world.  Sweatshops around the globe will be completely closed and the wages, as well as the working conditions of all workers, will be improved. Expectations are high for the long overdue system of fair trade. 
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Epilogue:
Universal Declaration of Human Rights - 1948

The Preamble:

Whereas recognition of the inherent dignity and of the equal and inalienable rights of all members of the human family is the foundation of freedom, justice and peace in the world,

Whereas disregard and contempt for human rights have resulted in barbarous acts which have outraged the conscience of mankind, and the advent of a world in which human beings shall enjoy freedom of speech and belief and freedom from fear and want has been proclaimed as the highest aspiration of the common people,

Whereas it is essential, if man is not to be compelled to have recourse, as a last resort, to rebellion against tyranny and oppression, that human rights should be protected by the rule of law,

Whereas it is essential to promote the development of friendly relations between nations,

Whereas the peoples of the United Nations have in the Charter reaffirmed their faith in fundamental human rights, in the dignity and worth of the human person and in the equal rights of men and women and have determined to promote social progress and better standards of life in larger freedom,

Whereas Member States have pledged themselves to achieve, in co-operation with the United Nations, the promotion of universal respect for and observance of human rights and fundamental freedoms,

Whereas a common understanding of these rights and freedoms is of the greatest importance for the full realization of this pledge,

Now, Therefore THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY proclaims THIS UNIVERSAL DECLARATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS as a common standard of achievement for all peoples and all nations, to the end that every individual and every organ of society, keeping this Declaration constantly in mind, shall strive by teaching and education to promote respect for these rights and freedoms and by progressive measures, national and international, to secure their universal and effective recognition and observance, both among the peoples of Member States themselves and among the peoples of territories under their jurisdiction.
Human rights set out in the Declaration
The following are the articles of the Declaration which set out the specific human rights that are recognized in the Declaration:

Article 1 

All human beings are born free and equal in dignity and rights. They are endowed with reason and conscience and should act towards one another in a spirit of brotherhood.

Article 2 

Everyone is entitled to all the rights and freedoms set forth in this Declaration, without distinction of any kind, such as race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or other status. Furthermore, no distinction shall be made on the basis of the political, jurisdictional or international status of the country or territory to which a person belongs, whether it be independent, trust, non-self-governing or under any other limitation of sovereignty.

Article 3 

Everyone has the right to life, liberty and security of person.

Article 4 

No one shall be held in slavery or servitude; slavery and the slave trade shall be prohibited in all their forms.

Article 5 

No one shall be subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.

Article 6 

Everyone has the right to recognition everywhere as a person before the law.

Article 7 

All are equal before the law and are entitled without any discrimination to equal protection of the law. All are entitled to equal protection against any discrimination in violation of this Declaration and against any incitement to such discrimination.

Article 8 

Everyone has the right to an effective remedy by the competent national tribunals for acts violating the fundamental rights granted him by the constitution or by law.

Article 9 

No one shall be subjected to arbitrary arrest, detention or exile.

Article 10 

Everyone is entitled in full equality to a fair and public hearing by an independent and impartial tribunal, in the determination of his rights and obligations and of any criminal charge against him.

Article 11

1. Everyone charged with a penal offence has the right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty according to law in a public trial at which he has had all the guarantees necessary for his defence.

2. No one shall be held guilty of any penal offence on account of any act or omission which did not constitute a penal offence, under national or international law, at the time when it was committed. Nor shall a heavier penalty be imposed than the one that was applicable at the time the penal offence was committed.

Article 12 

No one shall be subjected to arbitrary interference with his privacy, family, home or correspondence, nor to attacks upon his honour and reputation. Everyone has the right to the protection of the law against such interference or attacks.

Article 13 

1. Everyone has the right to freedom of movement and residence within the borders of each state.

2. Everyone has the right to leave any country, including their own, and to return to their country.

Article 14 

1. Everyone has the right to seek and to enjoy in other countries asylum from persecution.

2. This right may not be invoked in the case of prosecutions genuinely arising from non-political crimes or from acts contrary to the purposes and principles of the United Nations.

Article 15 

1. Everyone has the right to a nationality.

2. No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of his nationality nor denied the right to change his nationality.

Article 16 

1. Men and women of full age, without any limitation due to race, nationality or religion, have the right to marry and to found a family. They are entitled to equal rights as to marriage, during marriage and at its dissolution.

2. Marriage shall be entered into only with the free and full consent of the intending spouses.

3. The family is the natural and fundamental group unit of society and is entitled to protection by society and the State.

Article 17 

1. Everyone has the right to own property alone as well as in association with others.

2. No one shall be arbitrarily deprived of his property.

Article 18 

Everyone has the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion; this right includes freedom to change his religion or belief, and freedom, either alone or in community with others and in public or private, to manifest his religion or belief in teaching, practice, worship and observance.

Article 19 

Everyone has the right to freedom of opinion and expression; this right includes freedom to hold opinions without interference and to seek, receive and impart information and ideas through any media and regardless of frontiers.

Article 20 

1. Everyone has the right to freedom of peaceful assembly and association.

2. No one may be compelled to belong to an association.

Article 21 

1. Everyone has the right to take part in the government of their country, directly or through freely chosen representatives.

2. Everyone has the right of equal access to public service in their country.

3. The will of the people shall be the basis of the authority of government; this will shall be expressed in periodic and genuine elections which shall be by universal and equal suffrage and shall be held by secret vote or by equivalent free voting procedures.

Article 22 

Everyone, as a member of society, has the right to social security and is entitled to realization, through national effort and international co-operation and in accordance with the organization and resources of each State, of the economic, social and cultural rights indispensable for his dignity and the free development of his personality.

Article 23 

1. Everyone has the right to work, to free choice of employment, to just and favourable conditions of work and to protection against unemployment.

2. Everyone, without any discrimination, has the right to equal pay for equal work.

3. Everyone who works has the right to just and favourable remuneration ensuring for himself and his family an existence worthy of human dignity, and supplemented, if necessary, by other means of social protection.

4. Everyone has the right to form and to join trade unions for the protection of his interests.

Article 24 

Everyone has the right to rest and leisure, including reasonable limitation of working hours and periodic holidays with pay.

Article 25 

1. Everyone has the right to a standard of living adequate for the health and well-being of himself and of his family, including food, clothing, housing and medical care and necessary social services, and the right to security in the event of unemployment, sickness, disability, widowhood, old age or other lack of livelihood in circumstances beyond his control.

2. Motherhood and childhood are entitled to special care and assistance. All children, whether born in or out of wedlock, shall enjoy the same social protection.

Article 26 

1. Everyone has the right to education. Education shall be free, at least in the elementary and fundamental stages. Elementary education shall be compulsory. Technical and professional education shall be made generally available and higher education shall be equally accessible to all on the basis of merit.

2. Education shall be directed to the full development of the human personality and to the strengthening of respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms. It shall promote understanding, tolerance and friendship among all nations, racial or religious groups, and shall further the activities of the United Nations for the maintenance of peace.

3. Parents have a prior right to choose the kind of education that shall be given to their children.

Article 27 

1. Everyone has the right freely to participate in the cultural life of the community, to enjoy the arts and to share in scientific advancement and its benefits.

2. Everyone has the right to the protection of the moral and material interests resulting from any scientific, literary or artistic production of which he is the author.

Article 28 

Everyone is entitled to a social and international order in which the rights and freedoms set forth in this Declaration can be fully realized.

Article 29 

1. Everyone has duties to the community in which alone the free and full development of his personality is possible.

2. In the exercise of his rights and freedoms, everyone shall be subject only to such limitations as are determined by law solely for the purpose of securing due recognition and respect for the rights and freedoms of others and of meeting the just requirements of morality, public order and the general welfare in a democratic society.

3. These rights and freedoms may in no case be exercised contrary to the purposes and principles of the United Nations.

Article 30 

Nothing in this Declaration may be interpreted as implying for any State, group or person any right to engage in any activity or to perform any act aimed at the destruction of any of the rights and freedoms set forth herein.

Recommended Websites and Contacts                     

Workers in a Global Economy

“The Corporation” - http://freedocumentaries.org/index.php?ct=10
America's Union Movement - www.aflcio.org 
http://www.pbs.org/wnet/wideangle/ 

Indigenous People In A Modern World 

http://www.culturalsurvival.org

http://www.bradshawfoundation.com/rari/bushman.php 
http://www.britannica.com/EBchecked/topic/651918/Yanomami
http://www.creativespirits.info/index.html 
http://www.eki.ee/index.html.en 
http://www.history.com/encyclopedia.do?articleId=200878 
http://www.krugerpark.co.za/africa_bushmen.html
http://www.survival-international.org
http://www.unl.edu/rhames/212/YANREADG.htm  

Globalization and Religion

http://www.religioustolerance.org/nataspir.htm
http://www.native-languages.org/religion.htm
http://www.postcolonialweb.org/nigeria/yorubarel.html
http://www.postcolonialweb.org
http://www.aztec-indians.com/aztec-religion.html
http://www.aztec-history.com/ancient-aztec-religion.html

Our World vs. the World Poor

Asian Development Bank -  http://www.adb.org/Help/terms.asp
WTO -  http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/world/europe/country_profiles/2429503.stm
http://www.cato.org/pubs/pas/pa092.html
Global Exchange - http://www.globalexchange.org/campaigns/wbimf/
http://www.jubileeresearch.org/jubilee2000/news/imf0904.html
Criticism of IMF gets louder - http://www.twnside.org.sg/title/louder.htm
Genocide and it’s Effects on the 20th Century

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3jrg5t0I-NU&feature=related
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=MdR9SB4yPOo
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=BQMyX80jCF8
http://www.mazalien.com/the-life-of-pol-pot-cambodia.html

Effects of Globalization on Food Consumption, Production, and Distribution

http://www.sustainabletable.org/home.php
http://www.panna.org/
http://www.fao.org/
http://www.globalissues.org/

Women and Children for Sale: The Consequences of a Globalized World
http://www.kiva.org/
http://www.globalpartnerships.org/
http://www.uri.edu/artsci/wms/hughes/factbook.htm
http://globetrotter.berkeley.edu/conversations/Kritaya/krit-con3.html
http://www.guardian.co.uk/lifeandstyle/2004/feb/21/weekend.adrianlevy
http://www.libertadlatina.org
1

