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Bryan S. Turner is one of today’s most creative social scientists and it is a treat for
the reader that he now has turned his attention also to globalization. The topics
that are discussed in this work are all extremely well chosen and cover everything
from economics, internet and politics to the climate, human rights and the spread
of infectious diseases. The Routledge International Handbook of Globalization Studies is a
must for everybody who wants to better understand the contemporary world as
well as for every library that wants to serve and educate its visitors.

Professor Richard Swedberg, Cornell University, USA

This volume provides a valuable overview of contemporary discussions of globali-
zation and what exactly the term means. Bryan S. Turner’s introduction surveys
the relevant debates with breadth and sobriety, calling into question some of the
reigning shibboleths about this much-discussed but little-understood buzzword of
our times. The volume will be useful to the specialist and the student alike.
Professor John Torpey, City University of New York Graduate Center, USA

The Routledge International Handbook of Globalization Studies makes a significant con-
tribution to the widely discussed theme of globalization. Bryan S. Turner has skilfully
brought together a variety of scholars from a broad range of social science disciplines,
and the reader will be impressed by the rich and insightful arguments that emerge
from this diverse range of perspectives.

Professor Mohamed Cherkaoui, CNRS and University of Paris Sorbonne, France
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The Routledge International Handbook of Globalization Studies offers students clear and informed
chapters on the history of globalization and key theories that have considered the causes
and consequences of the globalization process. There are substantive sections looking at
demographic, economic, technological, social and cultural changes in globalization. The
Handbook examines many negative aspects — new wars, slavery, illegal migration, pollution
and inequality — but concludes with an examination of responses to these problems
through human rights organizations, international labour law and the growth of cosmo-
politanism. There is a strong emphasis on interdisciplinary approaches with essays covering
sociology, demography, economics, politics, anthropology and history.

The Handbook is written in a clear and direct style that will appeal to a wide audience.
The extensive references and sources will direct students to areas of further study.

Bryan S. Turner was Professor of Sociology at the University of Cambridge (1998-2005)
and at the National University of Singapore (2005-09). He is currently the Alona Evans
Distinguished Visiting Professor of Sociology at Wellesley College USA and the Director
of the Centre for the Study of Contemporary Muslim Societies, University of Western
Sydney, Australia. He has published The New Medical Sociology (2004) and The Body & Society
(2008).
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Theories of globalization

Issues and origins

Bryan S. Turner

Introduction: precursors, paradigms, and problems

The theme of globalization has in the last two or three decades become established as the
key topic of the social sciences. Various aspects of globalization such as transnational
corporations, financial deregulation and the credit crunch of 2008—9 are now understood
to influence every aspect of human life in every corner of the planet. Nevertheless glo-
balization is probably more feared than understood. Unsurprisingly there are now a large
number of major handbooks, companions and textbooks on the subject such as Frank
Lechner and John Boli’s The Globalization Reader (2004), Jan Nederveen Pieterse’s Global
Future (2000), Robert Holton’s Making Globalization (2005) and George Ritzer’s The
Blackwell Companion to Globalization (2007). In addition, there has been much sociological
interest in the social instability caused by globalization in, for example, Ulrich Beck’s
World Risk Society (1999).

This Handbook of Globalization Studies, however, has a somewhat different focus, being
not only an analysis of globalization as such, but also an overview and critical assessment
of globalization as a field of study within the social sciences. The aim therefore is to
provide an assessment of the analysis of globalization processes in political science,
demography, cultural studies, film studies, sociology and so forth. In addition this Hand-
book examines certain fields such as global population movements and global migration,
which are often neglected, and also considers new areas of development such as the global
politics of space exploration and the various cultures of sexual life in Asia. It also attempts to
take a balanced view of both the negative dimensions — global crime and environmental
pollution — and the positive side — the spread of human rights and international law — of
contemporary globalization.

While globalization studies have become in the twenty-first century a major field of
inquiry, recognition of globalization started much earlier. For example, one legacy of
Marxist sociology was recognition of the importance of international trade, economic
imperialism, transnational corporations and capitalism as a world system of exploitation
and production. Awareness of such global economic institutions produced a number of
schools and approaches whose research examined the structure of economic exploitation
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between the core and the periphery of capitalism. This focus eventually gave rise to the
notion of ‘underdevelopment’ as a key feature of capitalist economic growth; that is
Marxist economic sociology rejected the simple distinction between ‘tradition’ and
‘modernity’ in modernization theory and argued that capitalist growth at the core
underdeveloped the periphery (or semi-periphery) through a network of exploitative
relationships (Baran, 1957). This perspective was originally applied to the developmental
problems of Latin America (Frank, 1971) and more recently to the Orient more gen-
erally (Frank, 1998). In more specific terms, this Marxist legacy underpinned a major
academic development in understanding the global world around the work of Immanuel
Wallerstein (1974) who developed ‘world systems theory’, initially on the basis of his
research in Africa. Wallerstein’s theory simply postulates that it is impossible to study the
modern world successtully without recognizing the multiple connections between
societies and the global processes that shape them, but the world systems approach has
also emphasized the historical depth of these processes. Furthermore it has recognized
that de-globalization can also take place in conjunction with major periods of recession
and economic decline, and hence this approach is especially relevant today (Chase-Dunn,
2006).

While there were important developments in theories of economic globalization, there
were equally significant developments in the study of the cultural and political dimen-
sions of globalization. To some extent, the analysis of the cultural and social dimensions
of globalization was a reaction against the predominance of political economy in the
social sciences. Although the study of globalization has been growing in importance since
the 1990s, perhaps the key intervention in the popular literature came in the 1960s with
the growth of communication research. In the study of communication and media,
Marshall McLuhan (1964) made ‘understanding the media’ a major topic and developed
the popular idea of a ‘global village’. Research on communications and the media has
ever since occupied a dominant position in the field (Castells, 1996). In comparative
religious studies, growing awareness of global processes added weight to the conventional
debate about religious fundamentalism. These cultural studies often painted a picture of
the world in terms of major binary contrasts such as East and West. The struggle to
understand the Orient also has a long history. In the late 1970s Orientalism as a largely
implicit paradigm for western research came under increasing critical scrutiny, giving way
to greater awareness of the interconnectedness of human societies and their cultures
(Said, 1978; Turner, 1978 and 1994). In historical research writers like Marshall G. S.
Hodgson began to invent ‘world history’ as an alternative framework for the study of
Islam in terms not of specific societies but by reference to Islam as a global movement.
He came to see Islam as part of world history and from an ecumenical standpoint as a
world cultural system. Political globalization has also been addressed by some influential
studies of the consequences of globalization for democracy and civil society (Held, 1995;
Keane, 2003). Political globalization involves the study of the institutionalization of
international political structures and the evolution of the European interstate system has
given rise to ‘both an increasingly consensual international normative order and a set of
international political structures that regulate all sorts of interactions’ (Chase-Dunn, 2006:
85). This development has been labelled simply the growth of ‘global governance’
(Murphy, 1994).

In retrospect, it can be suggested in broad terms that globalization theory has gone
through three stages of development from an early emphasis on the economic system,
through a focus on culture and finally a concentration on its political dimensions, giving
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rise to debates about world governance and cosmopolitanism. These economic, political
and cultural themes were outlined early on by Barrie Axford in The Global System (1995)
which examined the axial features of globalization in terms of the world economic order,
the world political order, the global military order and cosmopolitan cultures. Axford’s
observation in 1995 that, while there has been much intellectual excitement about the
concept of globalization, there has been little reliable or systematic empirical research on
its core components and consequences, remains valid. By its very nature, globalization is
often difficult to study empirically. Comparative and historical research often stands in
the place of genuinely global empirical studies. In addition, it is to some extent easier to
measure economic globalization such as the growth of international trade or the size of
multinational corporations than cultural globalization. While economists can examine the
flow of commodities, it is often difficult to identify appropriate measures of cultural
globalization. There are some important exceptions such as George Ritzer’s work in The
McDonaldization of Society (1993) which does provide both qualitative and quantitative
measures of cultural standardization.

In addition, while globalization studies have flourished, there is still little agreement
about the nature of globalization and its overall direction. Although there has been much
dispute over the definition of globalization, we need not concern ourselves too deeply
over definitional disagreements at this stage. The problem of defining ‘money’ satisfac-
torily has not stopped the progress of economics any more than the absence of a wholly
coherent notion of ‘power’ has inconvenienced the development of political science. There
is, however, some consensus that globalization involves the compression of time and space,
the increased interconnectivity of human groups, the increased volume of the exchange
of commodities, people and ideas, and finally the emergence of various forms of global
consciousness which, for the sake of brevity, we may simply call ‘cosmopolitanism’.

There has also been much dispute about the historical origins of the notion of globa-
lization, but it is clear that at least in sociology the early driving force in the development
of globalization theories was dissatisfaction with the economic assumptions of world-
systems theory, especially as this approach had been constructed by Wallerstein and his
school. In economic terms, globalization had often been treated as simply another phase
of the emergence of a capitalist world system, the principal causal mechanisms of which
were the economic requirements of global trade and transnational corporations. Socio-
logical theories of globalization attempted to establish the independent development of
social and cultural forces contributing to the emergence of the world as a single place.
The foundations of a specifically sociological approach to globalization had been estab-
lished by a series of influential articles by Roland Robertson, but these were not finally
published as a collection until 1992. At the same time, there was equal frustration with
the unidimensional aspects of modernization theory and with the theoretical difficulties
of so-called civilizational analysis.

Early formulations of globalization theory in the 1980s often assumed either that the
process was equivalent to the inevitable enforcement of cultural standardization or that
this form of global standardization in fact involved processes which were merely Amer-
icanization. In early sociological versions of globalization theory, as Tony Spybey notes
in Globalization and World Society (1996: 48-52), the convergence thesis suggested that the
world was moving towards a single model of industrial society and that model was indu-
bitably American. George Ritzer (1993) had successfully employed Max Weber’s notion
of a general process of rationalization to write about McDonald’s as a general process of
global standardization in his McDonaldization. The world development of Starbucks,
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McDonald’s and KFC outlets was compelling evidence of American influence over pop-
ular culture and lifestyles. Clearly the United States has played a pivotal role in modern
globalization, but it is too simplistic to describe the whole process of globalization as
merely Americanization. The impact of Japan on management systems, car manufacture,
cuisine, fashion and films would be one simple example of the influence of Asia on the
rest of the world.

The development of globalization studies has also been characterized by either extreme
pessimism or naive optimism. With the final collapse of the Soviet system between 1989
and 1992, many social scientists welcomed the potential development of a peace divi-
dend, the end of the Cold War and the prospect of global co-operation over trade,
security and cultural exchange. Globalization was welcomed as the flowering of human
rights and global peace, and political philosophers looked back towards the Enlight-
enment and Immanuel Kant’s aspiration for world government and perpetual peace as a
model of a future global civil society. The globalization of a rights regime offered the
prospect of a more just world (Wasserstrom et al., 2000). However, an alternative voice
also became influential at the time in international relations theory. In particular Samuel
Huntington’s ‘clash of cultures’ article and later book sparked off a furious debate about
the possibility of new conflicts around ethnicity and religion (Huntington, 1993 and
1996). After 9/11, the bombings in London, Madrid and Bali, and more recent terrorist
attacks in Mumbai in 2008, globalization studies took a more critical and pessimistic turn,
with much more emphasis on the state, political borders and security. It is recognized
that globalization also brings with it the globalization of violence, low-intensity conflicts,
international crime and trafficking in people. Warfare has played a critical role in the
process of globalization, but this issue rarely surfaces in debates about the origins and
character of global violence (Hirst, 2001). While optimistic visions of globalization had
talked about mobility across borders as a key feature of a global world, the porous nature
of societies and the possible decline of the nation state, the security crisis produced a
renewed interest in state activities in controlling migration and patrolling borders. It was
clear that globalization could also result in the ‘enclave society’ (Turner, 2007a).

We need to avoid simple dichotomies between optimism and pessimism, and also avoid
simple assumptions that suggest globalization is only Americanization or that globaliza-
tion is a recent historical phenomenon. More sophisticated discussions of the cultural
dimensions of globalization have recognized the complexities of the process, emphasizing
the interaction between local and regional politics and the broader social movements
towards global integration, giving rising to a new dynamic between the local and the
global. There has been a more general awareness of the importance of ‘glocalization’ or
the interaction and merger between local cultures and global processes. Contemporary
cultural theories recognize that standardization is a very unlikely (and certainly an unpro-
mising) outcome of the global system, because the global/local dynamic will tend to
produce a fluid and unstable hybridization of cultures. Anthropological research in par-
ticular has explored the cultural complexities of hybridity, glocalism (or ‘global localiza-
tion’), post-colonial cultures and continuing cultural imperialism without adopting either
utopian expectations or a pessimistic nostalgia for a more traditional world (Wilson and
Dissanayake, 1996).

Globalization also brings, often implicitly, into the foreground the role of religion in
the politics of global identity. From the point of view of cultural politics, globalization
theory has somewhat neglected the obvious fact ‘the world religions” have been globa-
lizing forces long before the modern period. In the early modern period, Islam, mainly
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through the development of trade, developed into a world culture. The same is true for
Christianity, which spread through missionary activity and often in tandem with western
colonial expansion in Africa and parts of Asia. Generally speaking, globalization theory,
apart from the work of Roland Robertson (1992) and Peter Beyer (1994), has neglected
the interaction between world religions and globalization, and the consequences of this
cultural dynamic for global politics. Other exceptions include The Oxford Handbook of
Global Religions (Juergensmeyer, 2006). James Beckford’s Social Theory & Religion (2003)
also made an important contribution to the field, providing an entire chapter on ‘Globalisa-
tion and Religion’, and in the introduction to The Sage Handbook of Sociology of Religion
he correctly observed that since the mid-1980s religion ‘presents major challenges and
opportunities to social scientific explorations of globalisation’ (Beckford and Demerath,
2007: 7). The growth of a global Muslim ummah or world-wide community through
migration and the internet is a further example of contemporary religious globalization
(Mandaville, 2001).

Against a background of economic and cultural analysis of globalization, there has
been since 1995 a steady stream of publications on the political consequences and
dilemmas of globalization. These political issues include the alleged erosion of or threat
to national sovereignty and the decline of the nation state, the implications of internet
communication for democracy, the possibilities of cosmopolitan democracy, and finally
the growth of reactive nationalist and ethnic politics in response to global development.
One prominent question in political globalization is the tension between nation-state
patterns of citizenship and the global impact of human rights legislation.

There 1s a consensus in contemporary political science that, as a result of globalization,
the nation-state has not lost its significance (Calhoun, 2008), but it is equally clear that
the nature of modern politics has changed irrevocably. The changing nature of the
nation state has obvious implications for democracy and citizenship. For many political
analysts, conventional approaches to citizenship cannot capture either the dangers or the
opportunities made possible by the rise of a global system. Aihwa Ong has in a variety of
publications argued that new and more flexible forms of citizenship that address the needs of
transnational communities can be detected and has examined the cultural logics of transna-
tional movements (Ong, 1999; Ong and Collier, 2004; Ong and Nonini, 1997). Ambiguities
of and conflicts about identity arise from ethnic complexity in the global labour market,
but, following Daniel Archibugi, David Held and Martin Kohler in Re-imagining Political
Community, there is greater conscious of the possibilities of a cosmopolitan democracy.

David Held has over a number of years attempted to analyse and understand the
impact of globalization on democratic governance. His Democracy and the Global Order
(1995) was an early and systematic attempt to conceptualize the impact of globalization
on conventional patterns of democratic rule. For Held, there is a clear need to expand the
sway of democracy through a new model of cosmopolitan governance to regulate the world
order in favour of democratic accountability. With Archibugi and Kohler, he explored
the principles of cosmopolitan democracy through a range of debates on universal rights,
European unification, human rights, refugees and citizenship. The political programme
of cosmopolitan democracy has become a major aspect of globalization studies and
obviously central to overcoming the limitations of national citizenship.

The rise of cosmopolitanism — in part through the growth of cosmopolitan city, dia-
sporic global cultures, global migration patterns and ensuing multiculturalism — has also
taken place in a context of resurgent nationalism, ethnic cleansing, and the anti-migration
policies of right-wing political parties and movements. The migration policies of modern
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nation-states often reflect a nationalistic rhetoric which defines identity in terms of par-
ticularistic criteria, such as descent by (imputed) blood relationships. The conflict over
citizenship entitlement with respect to descent versus residence has been a major policy
issue in contemporary Europe. Rainer Baubock has, over a number of years, made an
important contribution to our understanding of the dilemmas and issues surrounding
citizenship, political membership and migration. In his Transnational Citizenship he
developed a political analysis of the challenge to traditional definitions of citizenship from
mass migration, the growth of transnational organizations and regional integration. As a
concept ‘transnational citizenship’ identifies three key issues in the expansion of social
citizenship beyond the national framework: the tension between the normative principles
of liberal democracy and the exclusionary practices of nation-states; the emergence of inter-
state citizenship (such as the European Union); and finally the development of human
rights as an element of international law, albeit with fairly limited powers of enforcement.
We need to consider the ways in which states might become more open and liberal in
accepting migrants as citizens through naturalization, the extension of citizenship rights
to non-citizens, and the admission of immigrants.

These issues of entry, membership and participation raise basic questions about iden-
tity, loyalty and obligation (Axtman, 1996).When and under what circumstances would
cosmopolitan citizens identify with communities, states or global associations? Although
there has been much talk about universal citizenship and cosmopolitan democracy, post-
modern and feminist political theory has attacked abstract notions of universal justice
within the conventional paradigm of liberal political theory. Whereas the politics of uni-
versalism has sought the equalization of rights, the politics of difference seeks to recognize
the unique identity of actual social groups and individuals. For postmodern philosophers,
universalism undermines or contradicts the possibility of local or grounded authenticity.
The argument in favour of recognizing fundamental differences between individuals has
been articulated as a defence of group-differentiated rights in the context of feminist and
multicultural politics. These criticisms of the legacy of the Enlightenment are somewhat
without foundation and Chase-Dunn’s counter-argument looks highly reasonable when
he says that Enlightenment ideas have ‘never been a major cause of exploitation and
domination. Rather, it was the military and economic power generated by capitalism
that made European hegemony possible’ (Chase-Dunn, 2006: 96-97).

Behind the issue about globalization, there is therefore a debate about the history and
moral standing of modernity and progress. For some sociologists such as Niklas Luhmann
(1990), globalization is the (accidental) consequence of the structural differentiation of wes-
tern society that is a consequence of structural modernization and ‘institutional upgrading’
(to use the language of Talcott Parsons). The implication is that the pattern of globali-
zation is general and relatively uniform. The arguments of sociologists like Robertson
have by contrast both denied that globalization comes after modernization and emphasized
the uneven quality of ‘globality’ (through the tensions between the local and global) in
the notion of ‘glocalization’. Perhaps the core issue in the debate (which in turn impacts
on questions of identity, loyalty and commitment) is whether globalization produces
cultural standardization in terms of a single and uniform global village or whether glo-
balization, through the processes of adaptation and simulation, results in cultural hybrid-
ity. In this respect, the conclusions of Albrow (1996: 149) are plausible in suggesting that
‘the multiplication and diversification of worlds rather than the homogenization and
hybridization better express the dominant forms of cultural relations under globalized
conditions’. In turn this multiplication of life-worlds raises a question about the capacity
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of political systems to recognize, embrace and ultimately manage such global diversity
within a political framework which requires a certain level of loyalty and obligation to
match the rights and immunities of modern citizens. The danger is that global forms of
political and religious fundamentalism will develop to counter-act, and possibly nullify,
the possibility of cosmopolitan diversity. Perhaps this prospect is the real peril of the clash
of civilizations. Axford (1995: 190-94), building on the work of Robertson, articulates
this relationship between fundamentalism and cosmopolitanism as a response to the post-
Cold War pessimism of Huntington’s version of international relations theory with its
focus on ‘the dynamics of fault line wars’ (1996: 266-98). Again the issue is whether
modernization produced a greater need for specific political identities (through a process
of ‘essentialization’) in the form of the national citizen or whether globalization goes
beyond modernity to create new cosmopolitan identities which are not grounded in
national grand narratives. The pessimistic view is that modernization went along with the
creation of ethnic minorities in a process of ‘minoritization’ (Mufti, 2007). The optimistic
view is that globalization creates opportunities for a cosmopolitan imagination (Beck,
2006). These questions in various critical but productive ways take the debate about citi-
zenship well beyond the traditional framework of social citizenship in a national framework
of ethnic homogeneity.

Defining globalization

Many of the problems of definition are discussed in the modern sociological literature
such as Ulrich Beck’s (2000) What Is Globalization? Although definitions of globalization
are contested, the following points must be taken into account. Internationalization and
transnationalization are not the equivalent of globalization. There were major changes in
the 1970s (in finance, computing and economics), in the 1980s (the fall of organized
communism and the end of the Cold War) and in the early twenty-first century (the
terrorist attacks on the Twin Towers, the London underground and Mumbai) that
intensified the process of globalization, but it is important to be sensitive to other his-
torical events such as the Treaty of Westphalia or the discovery of America in shaping
globalization. It is important to look beyond merely economic causes of globalization in
order to examine and include the impact of world religions. It is probably also valuable
to remain sceptical as to the actual degree of economic globalization (Hirst and Thompson,
1996). While economic internationalization has certainly taken place, these develop-
ments do not necessarily constitute economic globalization and very few transnational
corporations operate at a genuinely global level. In defining globalization, we must avoid
other forms of crude reductionism in treating globalization as a uniform process or by
treating it as simply an aspect of hegemonic Americanization and finally we should
recognize that anti-globalization is ironically also an expression of globalization. We must
also look beyond modernization theory in our accounts of the global world. Martin
Albrow in The Global Age recognized the difficulties in providing a precise and convin-
cing definition of globalization, but warned against the nostalgic view that conventional
notions of modernity are sufficient to capture the changes taking place in globalization.
Although there is no accepted definition of globalization, we can, following James
Beckford (2003: 119) define some of its main contours: (1) the growing frequency,
volume and interrelatedness of cultures, commodities, information, and peoples across
both time and space; (2) the increasing capacity of information technologies to reduce
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and compress time and space (giving rise to notions such as the global village); (3) the
diffusion of routine practices and protocols for processing global flows of information,
money, commodities and people; and (4) the emergence of institutions and social
movements to promote, regulate, oversee or reject globalization; and (5) the emergence
of new types of global consciousness or ideologies of globalism that give some expression
to this social interconnectedness such as cosmopolitanism.

In terms of these various definitions of globalization, there is some justification in claiming
that some approaches have overstated the economic nature of globalization (in terms of
free trade, neo-liberalism, financial deregulation, integrated production and management
systems) to the neglect of its social, cultural, and political characteristics. From a socio-
logical perspective, we need to examine globalization as the interconnectedness of the
world as a whole and the corresponding increase in reflexive, global consciousness.
Concepts like ‘globalism’ and ‘globality’ can usefully refer to the cultural conditions of
globalization. As we have already observed, sociologists have claimed that globalization
produces a complex interaction between the local and the global. These interactions or
glocalization often result in complex hybrid cultures. There is also controversy in defin-
ing the field as to the consequences of globalization — either standardization such as
McDonaldization versus cultural and social hybridity. There are consequently two highly
contradictory views of globalization between Ritzer’s view of global culture (McDonald’s is a
world without surprises) and Beck’s account of risk society (a world of contingency and
complexity). We also need to attend to the various dimensions of globalization and their
causal priority: economic and technological (global markets); informational and cultural
(global knowledge); legal and political (human rights and globalization of democratic
institutions); and the globalization of health and illness.

Before 9/11, the mood of much sociology towards this emerging world was optimistic.
More recent writing has begun to emphasize militarism, war, terrorism, slavery, drugs and
crime as equally important dimensions of global processes (Turner, 2007b). There is also
recognition of the extent of global slavery in the modern world economy (Bales, 1999).
The economic crisis of 20089, the credit crunch, and the growth of global recession
have also forced social scientists to re-assess the shape and development of globalization.
In contemporary globalization literature, there is therefore an important division between
utopian versions of globalization that perceive important opportunities for global justice,
human rights and cosmopolitanism, dystopian versions that emphasize the destruction of
local cultures, the dominance of consumerism, and the growth of international terrorism and
crime; and revolutionary conclusions such as Hardt and Negri’s Empire. Global consumerism
has also been criticized by George Ritzer. In his early work on McDonaldization, he had
examined the negative force of rationalization on a variety of modern institutions, but he
has gone further in The Globalization of Nothing (2003) to argue that globalization empties
out culture and that global cultures are devoid of value; globalization offers us nothing. We
might think of this development as a process of global gouging in which deeply rooted
cultures and traditions are disembedded and devalued.

Risk, modernity, and global consciousness

Some key issues around the question of modernity emerge repeatedly in the analysis of
global society: what if anything has changed decisively with globalization and can con-
ventional forms of sociology adequately conceptualize these changes? Is the concept of
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‘late modernity’ sufficient to describe these developments? Ulrich Beck and Anthony
Giddens have both in different ways influenced the sociology of globalization which they
understand in terms of a theory of reflexive modernization. It is often difficult to distin-
guish between their theories and there is in general considerable overlap between their
publications. Beck published Risk Society in Germany in 1986 and the English translation
appeared in 1992. Giddens’s principal contribution to globalization theory was originally
The Consequences of Modernity (1990) which developed theoretical ideas from The Nation
State and Violence (1985). These early publications were followed by attempts to address
globalization directly such as his Runaway World (1999). Emotions and subjectivity are also
influenced by processes of globalization. Giddens followed Beck and Beck-Gernsheim’s
The Normal Chaos of Love (1990), which was eventually translated in 1995, in his The
Transformation of Intimacy (Giddens, 1992).

‘What does their work have in common? Neither Giddens nor Beck subscribed to the
idea of ‘postmodernity’ as an account of the contemporary world and instead they developed
ideas about late or high modernity in which global modernity is defined as a more radical
version of modernity. Globalization deepens and intensifies modernity. Both are con-
cerned to describe the experience of globalization at the level of the individual and also to
analyse large-scale structural changes. Risk society is the modernization of modernity that
is a radicalization and intensification of modernity’s key characteristics. Risk is seen to be
endemic to modernization and this risky environment consequently places a special
emphasis on the importance of expert systems. Indeed Beck argues that risk creates a new
type of reflexivity, which is an ongoing process of scrutiny, assessment and evaluation.

Beck’s work was based on his earlier industrial sociology and on environmental
debates in Germany (such as pollution in the Black Forest). Criticisms of this early work
included the claim that: (1) he tends to confuse risk and hazard, and in fact does not
define risk; (2) he does not clearly demonstrate its late modern features; and (3) he fails to
analyse the complex interaction between risk, regulation and surveillance. We can note
the growth of surveillance systems in response to risk and indeed the rise of an audit
society appears to be a necessary consequence of increased risk (Power, 1997). Systems of
verification and accounting appear to be inevitable consequences of an auditing culture.
In support of Beck’s position, it is based on real empirical research rather than theoretical
speculation. It clearly identifies the negative and indeed catastrophic features of globali-
zation and his theories are very relevant to environmental politics. Finally, he has a pro-
gramme of political action not being content merely to describe the problems of risk
society. More recently he has developed his understanding of globalization by developing
the idea of cosmopolitanism as a progressive culture of global society (Beck, 2006, 2008
and 2009; Beck and Grande, 2007).

Giddens defines globalization (1990: 64) as ‘the intensification of worldwide social
relations which link distant localities in such a way that local happenings are shaped by
events occurring many miles away and vice versa’. More complexly, he describes the
dynamic of globalization in terms of three processes: time—space distantiation, dis-
embedding and reflexivity. His theory of globalization depends on a juxtaposition
between four elements — the economic production of commodities, the surveillance and
control mechanisms, the organization of violence and the extraction of resources from
the environment. As a result, he describes four key institutions of modernization — capitalism,
surveillance, military power and industrialism (transformation of the environment). These
are in turn used to describe four dimensions of globalization — the world capitalist economy,
nation-state systems, world military order and the international division of labour. Four
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high-risk consequences of global modernity flow from this analysis — the collapse of eco-
nomic growth mechanisms, the growth of totalitarian power, nuclear conflict and finally
ecological disaster.

These assumptions can be criticized on the grounds that we need a more complex
periodization of globalization that takes into account long-term changes. World-system
theorists, such as Wallerstein and Chase-Dunn, argue that some processes of globalization
are relatively recent, but they also claim correctly that some aspects of globalization have
been in the making for almost six hundred years. Trade during the Spanish Empire from
the fifteenth century clearly made a contribution to the foundations of globalization by
for example creating trading ports and introducing new commodities into Europe. The
rise and fall of empires and nation-states provides an important historical backdrop to
contemporary globalization (Kennedy, 1988).

In addition, Giddens has had relatively little to say about cultural aspects of globaliza-
tion such as world religions. It is also not clear whether reflexivity refers to individuals or
systems or both. In the approach adopted by Beck and Giddens, traditional society is,
implicitly at least, non-western, and furthermore these traditional societies are not
reflexive — would this judgement do justice to Confucian China, medieval Islamic Spain,
or classical Greece? In short, in Giddens’s sociology his ‘undifferentiated account of the
experience of modernity is based on a universalisation of the western experience’ (Loyal
2003: 127) and consequently he fails to engage genuinely with what Pierre Bourdieu
calls ‘reflexive sociology’ which is constantly critical of the institutional position on
which it stands (Bourdieu, 1990; Bourdieu and Wacquant, 1992; Shusterman, 1999).

If we compare Beck and Giddens with Bourdieu, the latter has a much stronger sense
of what I would call the ethnography of the global-local encounter and a clear sense of
the human miseries created by the global labour market, especially in terms of migrant
experiences. Bourdieu (1999) had a better grasp of the problem of a global sociology
from the perspective of marginal, dispossessed communities. Because Giddens and Beck
have a weak sense of the anthropology of globalization, their work contains nothing
about the ongoing destruction of aboriginal communities (for example in South Amer-
ica) and the resulting destruction of natural habitat that appears to be an inevitable out-
come of globalization, and in general they do not engage effectively with the developing
world. They have little to say about the place of Asia in the debate about emerging global
cultures. Bourdieu became a profound critic of neo-liberalism because of its negative
effects on public life and defended an alternative internationalism. Giddens’s arguments
contributed to the emergence of third-way politics, but these ideas became compromised
eventually by the disappointments surrounding the legacy of the British Prime Minister
Tony Blair. Bourdieu remained relatively sceptical about the possible reform of mainstream
political life and exhibited a fairly intense dislike for the United States and condemned
the use of the media to promote the popularity of political figures.

Media and the information revolution

There are many theories about the causation of globalization. However, perhaps the most
influential has been concerned to understand the spread of information technology, especially
the internet and its impact on finance, economic development, education and the military.
As we have already noted, Marshall McLuhan in the 1960s anticipated contemporary
debates in his Understanding Media (1964). He argued that electronic systems of information
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delivery would abolish time and space; hence we are all living in a village. What are the
implications of global knowledge for the economy, social networks and higher education?
‘What the implications of new forms of pedagogy for technologies of the self?

The principal issue in the debate about the globalization of the media and information
concerns their implications for a global civil society and democracy. The implications of
global communication are contradictory. There are at least two contradictions. On the
one hand, it creates expanded opportunities for the growth of civil society, and at the same
time it creates commercial opportunities for trivialization and standardization. The aim of
the commercial global media is largely to entertain rather than educate the public. It
creates mass audiences in which the lowest common denominator determines the quality
of production. The mass media are consistent with passive rather than active citizenship,
because news broadcasting in particular is rarely critical or comprehensive. The second
contradiction is that such media systems democratize communication, because they can
overcome the issue of access (despite the digital divide), but they also corrode and con-
taminate the conditions by which communications can be made valuable, worthwhile and
authoritative. Democratic politics have not been served adequately by the commercial
media since the education of the citizen is not regarded as a priority of such broadcasting
(Crick, 2000).

As we have seen, Giddens and Beck treat globalization as a recent development that
was associated with the growth of the internet and as the ‘modernization of modernity’
or ‘reflexive modernity’. My argument is that the causes of globalization are much older
and deeper, and the theoretical sources for understanding it are consequently much
richer. Because the computerization of knowledge and the growth of the media are
crucial developments, let us consider three social theorists in more detail who have
explored information technology, the knowledge society, computerization and their
effects on power/knowledge. In this regard, Marshall McLuhan (1911-80) is in fact a
much neglected social theorist. Influenced by Wyndham Lewis’s manifesto in 1911
called Blast, McLuhan set up the Centre for Culture and Technology in Toronto to
study the social effects of new technologies. Because his works were popular and much
quoted in the popular press, they were often dismissed by academic sociologists like
Daniel Bell for allegedly trivializing the issues. His catch-phrases — the medium is the
message and the global village — offered an imaginative understanding of the social
implications of print and electronic media as modes of communication, and he came to
be regarded as the father of the electronic age. His media theory and the idea of the
global village imaginatively captured important technological changes and their implica-
tions for teaching in universities and for education in general. He insisted that text-based
knowledge required pedagogic techniques that had become obsolete in the electronic era
of global communication. Technologies he argued are extensions of the body. If the
book is an extension of the eye, then information media are an extension of the nervous
system. We can plausibly develop a Foucauldian framework for McLuhan by asking what
forms of ‘technologies of the self’ are produced by different media of knowledge and
information? Media globalization for McLuhan brings to an end the linear time of
modernity and creates new possibilities of time and space through information technol-
ogy. The metaphor of the web to describe electronic communication illustrates per-
fectly well how the linear reality of the book gives way to the multiple possibilities of the
web.

Daniel Bell developed the idea of post-industrialism in the 1960s and published this
theory in his The Coming of Post-Industrial Society (1974) to describe a society in which the
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‘axial principle’ involved the production of theoretical knowledge, the dominance of the
service sector over manufacturing, the pre-eminent role of the research university in
organizing and developing scientific innovations for industry, the growth of a new and
powerful managerial class, and the centrality of professional and technological occupa-
tions in the economy and occupational structure. Bell’s work anticipated the debate
about the globalization of knowledge and the dominance of IKE (information and
knowledge economy) in the globalization of production. Universities are increasingly
combined into global consortia that compete for science investment, postgraduate mar-
kets and international recognition. Most universities now have a globalization strategy or
‘mission statement’ in which they proclaim their desire to compete globally, to recruit
staff and students world-wide, and to create an image, ethos and reputation that are
global. The globalization of management degrees, especially the MBA, and accountancy
courses illustrates the competition for status and dominance in the accreditation of business
professionals. The globalization of knowledge has, however, created serious problems for
those universities who saw their mission predominantly in terms of serving the local
community. Research design and investment are often no longer part of a national
strategy, because research professorships for example are often sponsored by large cor-
porations which are not primarily concerned with the local relevance of knowledge. In
conjunction with these changes, the relationship between universities, states and society
is also changing. At least 60 per cent of fundamental research now takes place outside the
university system through research institutions that are housed in the corporate sector.
Much research is conducted in association with private companies and this relationship
can often seriously influence the way in which research results are published and devel-
oped. As state funding of universities declines, university faculties become increasingly
dependent on (often short-term) funding from industry. The credit crunch has conse-
quently had a damaging economic impact on those private universities such as Harvard
which are heavily dependent on private investments, donations and alumni support.
Universities are also increasingly subject to globalized management systems that demand
detailed accounting, transparency and surveillance. Even the architecture of the academic
workplace can be influenced by these developments such as the use of shared spaces (‘hot
desks’ and open-plan offices) in academic departments. With the globalization of neo-
liberal ideas and values, the student is often seen as a customer and faculties are divisions
that are subject to compliance audits.

J.-F. Lyotard (1924-98) was influential in the development of the idea of the post-
modernization of knowledge which he deployed to describe the impact of computerization
on knowledge and authority in the university. New systems of knowledge would be
reflexive, fragmentary and post-disciplinary. Lyotard used Bell’s notion of post-industrialism
to take the argument one step further. How could knowledge be effectively legitimized
in a computerized society? Lyotard’s postmodern questioning of legitimate knowledge (such
as scepticism about what he called ‘grand narratives’ such as democracy and Enlight-
enment) raised questions about the forms of authority that a knowledge society will require.
Linearity was the main organizing principle of the age of print. Print requires linear
learning techniques, separate disciplines, and a clear hierarchy of authority. Professorial
authority is a decisive example of such a system in which professors closely guarded the
authority of their respective disciplines. The idea of queuing is a further illustration of line-
arity in the print age. Learning often involved an apprenticeship system in which young
scholars queued to work their way through a master’s programme to become accredited
scholars. In contrast webs and nets are principles of organization in global knowledge
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societies, in which access and exit can have many different points in the net. There are no
linear or necessary principles of pedagogy — no accumulation, hierarchy or structure. Students
are encouraged to mix and match. Plagiarism and simulation can no longer be easily or
seriously monitored and authorship is often difficult to determine. Hence these educational
systems in the contemporary knowledge society are typically post-disciplinary (Turner,
2003). Postmodern global classification would appear to be characterized by its incom-
pleteness and instability, because categories are fluid and unstable. Knowledge is endlessly
self-referential and randomness is present insofar as entry and exit points are arbitrary.

Web knowledge creates critical problems of authority — how to protect knowledge
sites from theft, vandalism, fraud and force. Hence there are serious problems about the
feasibility of global knowledge parks in new information systems. As we move from
book cultures to a paperless global economy, how can the authenticity of knowledge be
secured and underpinned? New systems that are not based on print knowledge will
require new types of social systems and innovative technologies of the self. Despite these
problems, there is also an argument that globalization helps to democratize knowledge.
For example, Google is currently digitalizing millions of books from the collections of
many major research libraries and these volumes will be available to download for free.
While it 1s consistent with Enlightenment principles to make books available within the
public domain, how can we protect the interests of authors? One measure is contained in
the Sonny Bono Copyright Term Extension Act of 1998 which supports copyright for
the life of the author plus 70 years. However, most books published in the twentieth
century have not yet come into the public domain and 1 January 1923 is the date when
most books are subject to copyright. While Google’s aims are laudatory — making knowl-
edge accessible to the public — these legal settlements will give Google considerable
power and will limit the scope of competition.

The globalization of knowledge is driven by the contradictions and competition by
the conflicting interests of three elites: military, business and academics (Castells, 1996,
1997, 1998). Some of the major developments in this field include: the emergence of
ubiquitous mobile telecommunications and computing links; the consolidation of elec-
tronically integrated, global financial markets; the expansion of an interlinked, cohesive
capitalist economy; the shift in the labour force from primary and manufacturing indus-
tries to knowledge, information and communication industries; and the emergence of
‘real virtuality’ in the hyper-texting of cultural and economic relations (Turner and
Rojek, 2001). Network society was created by the competition between the elites who
sought to control the new communication systems: military, business and academic.
Business elites wanted to keep websites open and free in the interests of the free expan-
sion of business and academics wanted free access to information for research reasons.
While military and government elites would prefer some regulation of networks, busi-
ness and academic pressure groups for very different reasons want open access. While the
net creates opportunities for heterogeneous movements from global Nazi sites to
women’s co-operatives, Castells argues optimistically that the net embraces two values,
horizontal free communication and self-directed networking.

America and empire

One persistent criticism of the theory of globalization is that globalization is in essence
Americanization. This counter-argument has in recent years taken a more interesting
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turn, namely a debate about the existence and nature of the American empire. This
perspective has taken on a more urgent aspect as a consequence of the American inter-
vention into Afghanistan and Iraq. What is the nature of empire in the modern world?
Let us consider another analysis of America in Michael Mann’s Incoherent Empire. He
claims that, especially after the end of the Cold War in the late 1980s, America has
become an imperial power, and possibly the only viable global power. For Mann, the
American empire is not threatened by the rise of another power or by the classical problem
of over-stretched and over-extended resources. The new empire is challenged by uneven,
ineffective and inappropriate power resources resulting in imperial incoherence and a
failure of foreign policy. The unresolved problems of Afghanistan, Iraq, Iran, and North
Korea are the legacy of the Bush administration’s aggressive but less than successful
international strategy.

Let us examine these four sources of power that form the analytical framework of
Mann’s approach. In military terms, no power has the capacity to challenge or confront
American superiority. After the end of the Vietnam War in 1975, the Powell doctrine
said that America should intervene overseas with overwhelming military force and
minimal US casualties. The Iraq and Afghan invasions were based on this doctrine, but
Mann notes that rogue states, terrorist attacks and guerrilla wars pose military problems
for which American technical superiority has few relevant answers. The casualties of
modern conflict are civilian not military, and nuclear shields are no defence against 9/11
strikes or Madrid bombings. American military casualties in Iraq may be unacceptable to
the American public, but they are dwarfed by civilian Iraqi casualties. Paradoxically
America does not have an enemy that is sufliciently sophisticated in technical terms with
which it could appropriately engage. In the economic sphere, Mann argues that the neo-
liberal revolution to free global trade has clearly worked in favour of US interests. While
America has championed free trade as the mechanism for economic growth, no society
has in fact ever achieved economic success on the basis of today’s neo-liberal strategies.
From the perspective of economic history, liberal strategies only work after a country has
grown economically through protectionism by successfully taxing imports and subsidising
exports — Germany and Japan being the primary examples. While America has reaped
rewards from these global neo-liberal policies, it was not able directly to regulate the
competing economies of the European Union, Japan or China. Worse still, the poverty
and inequality produced by neo-liberalism create social conditions in which oppression,
resistance and terrorism flourish. Neo-liberalism is the cause not the cure, to use Joseph
Stiglitz’s (2002) expression, of ‘globalization and its discontents’. The economic crisis of
2008-9 has in any case raised serious questions about the underlying philosophy of de-
regulation and it appears to be the case that the major economies are now to experience
a return to Keynesian strategies in which the state will return to regulating the market.
There is a strong inclination to see President Obama’s stimulus package as a repeat of
President Roosevelt’s response to the recession of the 1930s in his famous first hundred
days in office (Alter, 2009; Badger, 2009).

In terms of political power, America has failed in foreign-policy terms, because it cannot
effectively secure the loyalty of its client states. For example, Ariel Sharon, the former
Prime Minister of Israel, operated independently, often undermining the ‘road map’ for
peace which America regarded as a necessary step towards solving the Middle East crisis.
Many of the political leaders of ‘old Europe’, especially the French government before
the election of President Nicolas Sarkozy, remained recalcitrant. The wars in Afghanistan
and Iraq have so far given America and its allies tentative political control over Kabul and
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Baghdad, but it is often difficult to get the full co-operation of Pakistan. Finally, it is
difficult for America to win an ideological war, because modern forms of communication,
such as the global Net, are deregulated and devolved. The UN remained unconvinced by
arguments regarding Iraqgi WMD and the legality of intervention. The American liberal
press may well have been originally uncritical of the Iraq war, but global information
sources about the war remained open. Furthermore, newspapers such as al-Jazeera and
al-Quds ensured that what Chalmers Johnson (2000), borrowing from CIA jargon, called
the ‘blowback effects’ of American policy have been well publicized. Modern democ-
racies find it difficult to fight sustained wars, because the body-bag count will sooner
rather than later undermine public confidence. The global growth of political Islam and
radical fundamentalism is in part the unintended consequence of the imperial incoherence
of modern America.

The argument that globalization is simply Americanization can therefore assume a
more interesting form. If America were to suffer a rapid economic downturn, the effects
on the global economy would be very profound. The credit crunch of 2008-9 demon-
strated that the crisis of the American economy would indeed have far-reaching con-
sequences for the global system. The financial crisis in the Icelandic banking system was
devastating, demonstrating the interconnectivity of the modern world. The British economy,
in which the City of London has been a dominant element, was also severely compromised by
these global problems. We have seen that, while the Chinese economy has suffered sig-
nificantly from the decline in American demand, it may be that by increasing its own con-
sumer market China could continue to grow despite the problems in the American economy.
In a similar fashion, the Japanese government has been encouraging its citizens, especially the
elderly, to spend and consume rather than save and hoard.

The crisis of the American housing market brought home the global impact of any
weakness in the American economy. But it also brought into view the prospect that China
and India may well be strong competitors with America, and that they may eventually
replace America as the dominant societies of the twenty-first century. At present it is
unclear how the credit crunch will finally play itself out. It is unclear whether the American
economy will implode, or whether the recession will be deep and short, or shallow and
long. We shall return to this issue in the final chapter of this Handbook, but in the
meantime let us consider some recent interpretations of the problems facing American
society.

Many interpretations of America as a global power draw on Marxist theories of
imperialism to understand the post-communist and postcolonial world. However, early
Marxist theories of ‘unequal development’ that emphasized core—periphery differences
and explained the lack of development in the South in terms of the extraction of a sur-
plus to the North have become increasingly untenable. The main problem for under-
developed societies is that they have no surplus to be extracted, or have conditions that
cannot be exploited productively. While underdevelopment theory might have made
some sense of the economic plight of societies such as Burma and Bangladesh, it does not
provide a useful framework to understand the success of Singapore, South Korea and
Japan. Export-driven industrialization by many Asian societies appears to be a successful
strategy, while Latin America remained in economic terms relatively stagnant through
much of the second half of the twentieth century. With the credit crunch and the global
economic crisis, there is now a strong temptation to interpret the present in terms of the
destructive nature of the capitalist system and the inevitable business crises of over-production
and under-consumption. Because the western capitalist economies became dependent on
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investment in China, it became necessary to sustain high levels of consumption in the
West. The boom in the housing market in the United States and United Kingdom in
particular sustained this relationship in the boom years of the late twentieth century.

Over a number of decades the West, and America in particular, has become increas-
ingly economically dependent on Chinese economic growth and a domestic consumer
boom in the West has been fuelled by cheap money, low interest rates and easy credit.
One consequence has been the slow decline of industrial manufacturing, low domestic
investment, and an inflated housing market founded on cheap mortgages. At an indivi-
dual level, there has been the creation of a credit-card culture that has in turn given rise
to widespread personal indebtedness (Pieterse, 2008). The social changes that have
accompanied these macro-structural transformations of the capitalist economies as the
USA moved from a society based on competitive capitalist production to a consumer
society driven by consumerism, credit and advertising include growing social inequality,
the rise of a permanent underclass, child poverty and wholly inadequate health insurance
for some 47 million Americans. In 2005 America ranked 27th nation among 163 socie-
ties on the Index of Social Progress and male life expectancy in the US is now lower
than in Costa Rica.

Contemporary analyses of the social and economic dilemmas of the West are in some
respects built on the foundation of Bell’s brilliant The Cultural Contradictions of Capitalism
of 1976 in which he studied the tensions between the traditional asceticism required by
capitalist economic production and the new hedonism that appeared to be required by
modern consumerism. America in the Greenspan era enjoyed falling personal taxation, a
flow of easy credit and inflated real estate values. However, America’s economic pros-
perity was not based on real gains in personal income, increases in labour productivity,
growing domestic investment or technological improvements but on a strategy of bor-
rowing against the future. There was a growing gap between the financial sector and
what economists have come to call ‘the real economy’. The underlying American infla-
tion rate was partly hidden by cheap imports from China, but the sudden rise in com-
modity prices, especially oil in 2008, the collapse of house values, falling demand from
American consumers and changes within the Chinese economy itself eventually broke
this relationship between the American and the Chinese economies. The relationship
was radically challenged by the credit crunch as rising unemployment in the US econ-
omy indicated that the boost to the economy from the incoming Obama administration
would probably be too late and too limited to pull the American economy out of
recession. The economic crisis of 2008-9 clearly demonstrated the interconnectivity of
the world economy and showed that there was no possibility of insulating societies from
the specific difficulties of the American housing market.

The economic crisis has also brought into question the capacity of America to con-
tinue to exercise the largely unchallenged predatory hegemony that America had
imposed in the second half of the twentieth century. Historians such as Niall Ferguson
(2004) had argued in his Colossus that the world system needs a global policeman. With
the eventual collapse of the British Empire around the time of the First World War,
America emerged at the end of the Cold War as the hegemonic guardian of the inter-
national order. For some political scientists hegemonic America is capable of reform and
repair, but hegemonic stability cannot be sustained indefinitely and in any case it pro-
duces a concentration of power that eventually prevents a clear and intelligent analysis of
contemporary difficulties. Economic and global decline can produce an opportunism that is
too ready to engage in risky imperial adventures and it can bring about a serious erosion of
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accountability. These aspects of decline were all too clearly illustrated by the Pentagon
papers, the Iran—Contra episode, Watergate and the intelligence debacles in the pre-
paration for the Iraq invasion. It is difficult to predict whether the credit crunch and the
decline of American economic power will be translated into declining global political
leadership.

Conclusion: cosmopolitan sociology

There has been much discussion of a borderless world and of the decline of the nation-
state (Urry, 2000). In association with these arguments, there has been as we have seen a
sustained interest in the prospects of cosmopolitanism (Beck, 2006 and 2008). What little
research we have suggests people have very strong subjective ties with their local town,
city or region, but they do not exhibit strong cosmopolitanism (Savage et al., 2005) and
with the current crisis around global terrorism there is an increasing emphasis on the
regulation of migration and the management of political borders. In the United States,
the credit crunch has given rise to calls for greater regulation of immigration and especially
illegal immigration.

In recent research therefore on democracy and territory, arguments against the general
notion of increasing or unrestricted mobility have emerged in the literature on globali-
zation. In particular as a consequence of 9/11 and the acts of terrorism in Bali, Madrid,
London, Istanbul and Mumbai, governments have begun to reconsider their policies towards
visa restrictions and open borders. Globalization theory has given greater recognition to
the fact that ‘territory and re-territorialization’ are a major form of social organization and
ordering (Newman, 2006: 183). The causes of re-territorialization include the development
of policies of securitization, the global terrorist threat to civil society, the re-emergence
of racialism and nationalist hostility towards migrants and foreign workers, the fear of an
epidemic of infectious disease and mounting hostility towards multiculturalism and cos-
mopolitan values. Racism in Europe and elsewhere remains a significant aspect of public
life and there is a general sense that multiculturalism as a liberal policy is in trouble.
Public opinion continues to associate immigrants with crime, poverty, prostitution, dis-
ease and lawlessness. Low trust in any society produces a general sense of the offensive
character of juvenile crime and vandalism. This image of incivility is generally associated
with migrant communities, especially with the young men who are dislodged and alie-
nated from the host society. By the late 1980s one-third of the prisoners in Belgium,
Switzerland and France were recruited from foreign and ethnic minority communities.
As a result, the demand for new policies to control migration has become a common
feature of European politics.

In the contemporary world, societies that are in the grip of such anxieties are evolving
new forms of social enclosure. There is emerging in these low-trust societies a ‘paradigm
of suspicion’ (Shamir, 2005) in which a variety of persons are thought to be dangerous
and disruptive, and hence their movements need to be contained and regulated. Sociol-
ogists need to re-conceptualize globalization not as a system of endless and uncontrolled
liquid mobility but as a system that also produces ‘closure, entrapment and containment’
(Shamir, 2005: 199). These new risk-management systems have global consequences.
Freedom of movement is a resource, and the rights and capacities for mobility are
unequally distributed in society. Hence there is a ‘mobility gap’ that is parallel to the
‘information gap’ and the ‘digital divide’. Finally, there has been some evolution of these
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systems from their basic forms (walls, dykes and fences) to more complex and sophisti-
cated systems (involving the use of forensic medicine and bio-profiling) (Turner, 2007a).
But what is perhaps more remarkable is the persistence of these traditional forms of
‘immurialization’ into the modern period including, for example, Guantanamo Bay, which
perfectly illustrates the issues of political sovereignty and ‘bare life’ in an emergency
(Butler, 2006). Given the problems of security and terror, the growing political emphasis
on securitization will throw a dark shadow over the aspiration to cultivate a cosmopoli-
tan consciousness and may in turn limit the prospects of further democratization. I shall
return to these problems in the final chapter of this collection.
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Limiting theory

Rethinking approaches to cultures of
globalization

Smitha Radhakrishnan

In the last two decades, sociologists, anthropologists, and human geographers have
wrestled with the vague and all-encompassing task of theorizing the cultural dimensions
of globalization. This has proven to be even more complicated and problematic than
theorizing the economics of globalization. Although most scholars of globalization accept
that the spatial stretching of production lines and the expansion of capital and free mar-
kets comprise a central component of globalization, it has been much more difficult to
establish the social and cultural implications of these seemingly self-evident shifts in
political economy. To a large extent, globalization has raised issues that fundamentally
challenge the presumptions built into our social scientific toolkits for studying culture.
Where is culture located? How can seemingly endless processes of cultural change be
tracked and studied? Or, more directly, “What about modernity?” While previously, a
specific evolutionary script of modernity allowed “us” to “go” to faraway locations and
track cultural change just by being there, something that we call globalization has forced
us to forsake such easy answers, to examine the relations of power inherent in the pro-
duction of knowledge about culture, and finally, to leave us without our usual theoretical
hangers on which we might drape the coats of our empirical and analytical studies.

Yet, new hangers abound. Efforts to create just such theoretical hangers to fill the void
have generated a powerful discourse surrounding globalization’s cultural effects, bringing
to the academic forefront such themes and keywords as hybridity, deterritorialization,
and cosmopolitanism, to name just a few. These interdisciplinary debates have generated
a vast, sophisticated, and complex literature on this topic, yet this literature presents a
puzzling trend: despite its ostensible imperative to theorize rapidly changing empirical
realities, cultural theories of globalization have remained largely separate from, and
indeed at times irrelevant to, sustained empirical studies of those phenomena these the-
ories are meant to describe. As students of globalization, how do we understand this dis-
juncture? What is the critique that this disjuncture offers us, not only in terms of the concept
of globalization, but also in terms of our scholastic procedure of theory construction more
generally?

Here, I aim to provide an overview of some of the major theoretical approaches
to the culture of globalization, while attempting to analyze the unifying themes and

23



SMITHA RADHAKRISHNAN

accomplishments of this literature as it relates to sociology, as well as key recurring issues
and the implications of these issues. Diverse characterizations of the cultural dimensions
of globalization are unified by a few key convictions. Most obviously, theorists of the
cultural dimensions of globalization tend to implicitly or explicitly reject older anthro-
pological notions of culture as a bounded system located in a specific place. Indeed, it is
the apparently (new?) inability to locate and define culture and the realm of the social
that informs and underpins new theories. In an age of transnational migration, freely
traveling consumer goods, and satellite television, no longer can we assume, if ever we
could in the first place, a thoroughgoing coincidence between territory and community,
place, and identity. The recognition of this displacement has produced a heightened
concern with the social construction of space and spatiality, often operating through the
micro/macro lens of economics (i.e. local/global). This critical attention on the part of
sociologists and anthropologists to questions of location and culture has forced scholars to
rethink the nation as a source of identity and belonging and reframe the question of
culture in terms that acknowledge the continued importance of nations with also
recognizing new sources of meaning and belonging—from professional or workplace
identifications to affiliations and commitments to transnational causes. To what extent
can the nation be a source of belonging and cultural identification in a world that seems
to de-link individuals from their national contexts? And more vexingly, how can we
study such a thing meaningfully?

Since the task of theorizing culture must necessarily be embedded in an historical
context, however broad, theorists of the cultural dimensions of globalization must grap-
ple with some version of the most compelling historical narrative of all: the moderniza-
tion narrative. For some, world-systems theory forms the systemic economic base upon
which to construct and think through new cultural shifts and flows, while for others, a
progressive narrative of social and political modernity, though not necessarily defined by
an economic system, prevails. In any of its forms, these theorists reveal to us the extent to
which the paradigm of modernity, one-way progress and/or development is embedded
into social scientific knowledge production about culture. Yet, the complicated theore-
tical tumble with modernity in this literature ends up neither returning to nor rejecting
modernist ideals of progress and development. Rather, we find compromises of various
hues, in which hybrid conceptions of culture and identity take center stage.

At the heart of the endeavor to theorize the cultural dimensions of globalization stand
classic social scientific dilemmas that seem to loom larger and more befuddling than ever:
the relationship between the universal and the particular, continuity and change, the
individual and the collective. Indeed, I would suggest that these theoretical innovations
are more centrally concerned with mapping these philosophical dilemmas onto the
contemporary phenomenon of globalization than about explaining and understanding
cultural change as it is experienced in the lives of individuals or even in the historical
scripts of societies. How might cultural theory shift when rooted in sustained empirical
studies? Why might it be that the task of theorizing the cultural dimensions of globalization
is so separate from the profusion of empirical work on globalization?

To answer these questions, I turn to a selected literature of ethnographic studies to
examine the implications of these studies for a larger theory of culture in an inter-
connected, globalized world. Empirical studies of the cultural dimensions of globalization
tend to broadly cluster around a few key strategies. One strategy is to follow the move-
ment of people or groups of people. Transnational studies of international migration
have provided us with a rich body of work detailing the lives and dilemmas of people
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who move (Mahler, 1995; Levitt, 2001; Parrefias, 2001). Another strategy is to follow
capital investment. Since the 1980s, feminist ethnographers in particular have provided
rich insights into the lives of women whose lives are transformed by new factory and
service occupations that crop up in their local environments (Ong, 1987; Wolf, 1992;
Salzinger, 2003; Lynch, 2007). A third strategy has been to follow products and ideas,
often by examining consumer or activist practices as they traverse the globe (Appadurai,
1986; Thayer, 2001; Mazzarella, 2003; Davis, 2007). Here, I examine one example of
each of these types of studies to highlight the ways in which these empirical treatments
complicate our theoretical paradigms, perhaps to the point of obviating them.

Empirical studies of the culture of globalization reveal layers of cultural process that go
far beyond even the most complex and nuanced of theories that attempt to locate (or
disembed) culture in a global world. Perhaps the most important intervention that
empirical studies can offer theory is that such studies can render the modernization nar-
rative moot. Systemic economic explanations seem to continue to have some explana-
tory value and traction, allowing us to find common threads between disparate social and
cultural experiences. Yet a linear narrative of modernization, with all of the binaries and
presumptions that come with it, does not seem to stand up to sustained empirical
inquiry; the status of the “center” comes into question, and class position becomes more
indicative of socio-economic standing in the world than national or global location.
Similarly, empirical studies draw into question the concept of the nation, so important
for social scientific research on belonging and identity. Theorists of globalization and
nationalism clash on the extent to which the nation is an abiding source of identification
in a “global” cultural landscape, while theorists of deterritorialization and diaspora
reconceptualize the nation as one disconnected from a physical territory (Appadurai,
1996; Castells, 1997; Puri, 2004). Yet, much of this theoretical literature maps onto
grounded ethnographic studies unevenly and without much analytical traction. As with
the terms “local” and “global,” “traditional” and “modern,” which have all become so
overburdened with analytical responsibility that they have taken on lives of their own,
the nation faces new theoretical challenges in a rapidly shifting global cultural landscape.

I conclude with a set of reflections that attempt to emerge from the quagmire of
theoretical and empirical dilemmas by suggesting a shift away from efforts to theorize the
cultural dimensions of existing paradigms. This is not to argue for a world of fragments
or disjuncture (which itself contains within it a narrative theory), but to continue to
make connections between global capitalism and cultural change in various parts of the
world on the one hand, and on the other hand, to approach cultural change in a partial
way, adopting lessons from feminist epistemology. Such an approach would be able to
rely more heavily on empirical accounts by sacrificing totalizing theories for limiting (rather
than fragmented) ones, thus responding appropriately to the lessons that the empirical
realities of globalization offer the discipline of sociology and the social sciences more
generally.

Local/global: the culture of the world system and beyond

With the opening of borders and the rise of free market ideology in the 1980s, a riveting
set of cultural phenomena began to emerge that have now become commonplace icons
of globalization’s new landscape. While the stretching of capitalist lines of production
drew millions of mostly women into waged work, technological advances in travel and
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communication transformed large cities into ever intensified nodes of economic activity
(Harvey, 1989; Sassen, 1994; Ward and Pyle, 1995). Expansions in capital and media
capacity also meant that consumer goods traveled the world more freely than before,
bringing Western products and cable television to previously far-flung locations (Appa-
durai, 1996). These shifts secemed to signal cultural change on an unprecedented scale,
and produced a range of theoretical responses. Did these changes articulate new aspects
of an existing world-system, or did these changes signal the emergence of new forms of
global social organization? Or, did these changes signal the breakdown of previously
existing systems, leaving us only to think about disconnected cultural fragments? In
thinking through such questions, scholars sought to develop a new vocabulary through
which to reflect upon the age-old dilemma of the relationship between the particular
and the universal, this time in terms of spatial metaphors: the local and the global. As
“local” came to stand in for the particular, and “global” for the universal, an overloaded
binary embedded in exiting theories of development became a dominant language with
which to frame theoretical analyses.

By the 1990s, theorists of the economic, political, and spatial dimensions of globaliza-
tion noted trends that seemed to signal the emergence of a distinctive “global” ethos: the
(much contested) decline of the nation-state as a coherent entity, the stretching of global
production lines and social relationships, and the compression of time through technol-
ogy (Harvey, 1989; Appadurai, 1996; Castells, 2000). These trends suggested the emer-
gence of denser, more intensified modes of human interaction that destabilized older
anthropological notions of localized culture. This newfound “global” ethos appeared to
be a threat to “local” cultures, which seemed vulnerable in this new environment. Post-
structural development theorists of the early 1990s proposed a return to “local” culture
and knowledge as a much-needed reaction against the ostensible “global forces” of
development and globalization associated with the spread of capitalism. Such efforts
aimed at valorizing the local, which seemed to be at risk (Escobar, 1995). Other theorists
emerged with more complex formulations, seeing the local and global as intermeshed
and co-constitutive, emphasizing the ways in which cultures were being remade anew,
not being destroyed, in the context of globalization (Friedman, 1994).

The local/global opposition underpinning this theorizing was not, however, a purely
cultural argument, but also an economic one that enhanced world-systems theory by
linking it to cultural formations (King and State University of New York at Binghamton,
Dept. of Art and Art History, 1991). Immanuel Wallerstein’s enormously influential
conception of the world system proposed that the world was structured primarily by the
economic relationships between states in the core, periphery, and semi-periphery. This
conceptualization formed a critical part of the attack on theories of modernization and
autonomous growth championed most famously in sociology by Talcott Parsons (Robertson
and Turner, 1991). Wallerstein and other world-systems theorists argued that core/periphery
locations were based on exploitative capitalist relationships in which the core (namely,
the US and Europe) extracts resources and goods from the periphery (the so-called “devel-
oping” or “third” world) in an interdependent exchange that keeps the periphery poor
and the core wealthy, while the semi-periphery, a buffer group, ensures political stability
in the system. The rapid spread of particularly American corporate products and services
in the late 1980s and 1990s led scholars to extend Wallerstein’s conceptualization from
the economic to the cultural realm, with significant elaboration and detail. These cultural
theories growing out of world-systems theory went well beyond cultural imperialism to
examine the ways in which the local and the global constitute one another, acknowledging
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the extent to which globalization is constituted by new cultural forms that come into
being through a vast network of economic and cultural interconnections (King and State
University of New York at Binghamton, Dept. of Art and Art History, 1991; Friedman,
1994). Although connected to the global dynamics of capital as conceptualized in world
systems theory, such studies have moved away from pitting “the local” and “the global”
as culturally oppositional, making a break from both modernization theory as well as
attempts to romanticize the local as an unspoiled location in need of protection.

Despite sophisticated efforts to distance cultural theorizing from a zero-sum game
between the local and the global, the preoccupation with the idea of a dominant “global
force” raining down on a “local culture,” with all its attendant spatial and political
metaphors, remains a dominant theme throughout a major body of this literature. The
opposition between the local and global takes various forms, but theoretically speaking,
continues to grapple with this dichotomy at its core, despite variation in conceptualiza-
tion and theme. Even theories of hybrid culture that reject the binary rely upon the
opposition between the local and global at heart. Roland Robertson’s very detailed and
sophisticated treatment of “glocalization” epitomizes this tendency:

The global is not in and of itself counterposed to the local. Rather, what is often
referred to as the local is essentially included within the global. In this respect, globa-
lization, defined in its most general sense as the compression of the world as a whole,
involves the linking of localities. But it also involves the “invention” of locality, in
the same general sense of the idea of the invention of tradition.

(Robertson, 1992: 35)

In this passage, we are confronted with the dilemmas of theorizing a phenomenon that
contains at once a spatial component (indicated not only by the local/global framework
in the first place, but also in the notions of “compression” and “linking of localities”),
but also a temporal one, as Robertson inevitably comes to the (contemporary?) “inven-
tion” of both spatial and temporal (tradition-al) cultural components. Yet, in this as in
other similar attempts to reconcile the local and the global in a coherent theory of cul-
tural globalization, the opposition (with the spatial and temporal implication attendant
upon it) persists. How are “local” and “global” cultures to be identified as analytically
separate if they are completely enmeshed in one another, as the same theories claim? Is it
possible to take space and location completely out of a metaphor that is essentially spatial
and still have it be useful? In Robertson’s statement as in statements of other similar
theorists, concerns with the particular and the universal are translated into a spatial
metaphor—one that packs in temporal metaphors as well—losing analytical leverage in
the transformation.

Other theorists proposed that the dramatic cultural changes accompanying economic
globalization were constituted through an altogether different kind of system. Forsaking
the structured economic interdependency of world systems theory, sociologists such as
Manuel Castells and Saskia Sassen conceptualized a network system (Castells, 2000;
Sassen, 2001). A network approach focused on the interconnections and exchanges
between locations or nodes in different parts of the globe. Thus, nodes of power and
powerlessness could be located either in the “center” or in the “periphery.” The net-
work metaphor allowed for geographic location and material location to be analytically
distinct in some sense. Still, “the global” comprises a coherent economic and cultural
system, despite the unevenness of the system’s landscape. In Castells’s notion of the
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network society, actors connected through electronic information networks replace social
networks to constitute a global society. Those who cannot participate in those networks,
due either to geographic or material location, are left out of the system and marginalized.
Similarly, for Sassen, economic and financial ties cross borders, but come together in the
intensified nodes of global cities. Here too, material and geographic location holds the
key to accessing the global economic system; the majority of the world’s population is
marginal to it. Although similar to world-systems conceptions of culture because of the
primary place afforded economics, network theories gave rise to new kinds of questions
for the cultural dimensions of globalization that moved away from economics: might cul-
tural networks exist independently of financial and electronic ones? Are cultural networks
always simply overlaid on economic ones?

Still other theorists found that the rapid cultural change of globalization indicated no
system at all, but rather indicated the fragmentation of culture, wherein identities and
locations no longer resided together. Arjun Appadurai conceptualized the culture of
globalization in terms of fragments, disjunctures, flows, and “scapes,” presenting a dra-
matic break from other approaches to the culture of globalization that pivoted around
primarily the economic dimensions of globalization, with culture following (Appadurai,
1996). Appadurai’s approach instead focuses on the movement of culture across geo-
graphic locations. Global capital, then, 1s just one more moving scape or flow among
many. Through Appadurai’s framework, then, we can trace, at a relatively broad level of
generality, everything from diasporic nationalism to the proliferation of ideas about
democracy all over the world. In this sense, Appadurai is not as embedded in the local/
global formulations as others mentioned above. Yet, the local/global tension appears at
the heart of his focus on movement; indeed, the movement of identities, goods, ideas, and
capital serves as a way in which to trace and interpret local/global interactions, often coded
as the interaction between the national and the global. In some sense, then, Appadurai’s
conception offers us a reinvigorated, dynamic view of particularity, while conceiving of the
universal only in the broadest of terms.

Finally, the rapidly growing literature around global ethnography, led by the work of
Michael Burawoy, offers a distinct approach to cultural theories of globalization by focus-
ing very specifically on the ways in which “the local” constitutes “the global,” defined
not as a singular ethos, but as a phenomenon viewed alternately as forces, connections,
and imaginations (Burawoy et al., 2000; Burawoy, 2001). Scholars associated with global
ethnography do not posit an overarching theory or framework for thinking about the
cultural dimensions of globalization, but instead focus on the ways in which globalization
forces ethnographers to rethink the ethnographic site itself. The location of global eth-
nography might be singular, as in Sedn O Riain”s examination of Irish technologists or
Teresa Gowan’s examination of homeless recyclers in San Francisco (Gowan, 2000; O’Riain,
2004). It might also be multi-sited, however, as in Sheba George’s work on Indian migrant
nurses (George, 2005). Such a diversity of methods explodes the local/global dichotomy
to some extent, acting on the conviction that the global is not intelligible outside its local
articulation and expression. More specifically, with regard to culture, scholars of global
ethnography do not necessarily look to the ethnographic site as the source of culture, but
rather use traditional ethnographic tools to examine specific phenomena, which might
include a cultural component. Studies that share the tools and theoretical presumptions
of global ethnography tend to ground their analyses in the empirical, thus setting this
body of work apart from other cultural theorists. In this sense, although still embedded
within the search for the local and the global that is still not quite examining space per se,
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global ethnography tends to refrain from drawing conclusions about the culture of globali-
zation in general, a point I will return to later as I further consider the role of the empirical
in cultural theories.

The disparate group of theories I have examined here are similar in that they all regard
in some way the local/global metaphor as a critical lens through which to examine the
cultural changes wrought by globalization all over the world. I have suggested that often
the spatial metaphor belies the profoundly aspatial approach to theorizing cultural phe-
nomena, and becomes a way in which to embed sociological inquiries about the rela-
tionship between the universal and the particular within the rubric of “globalization.”
Some approaches are systemic, while others forsake a systemic core, yet all of these the-
ories grow out of a critique of modernization theory, aiming to de-center the West in
the study of globalization. By taking into account cultural phenomena in the global
South as well as in the industrialized world, and looking at the interconnectedness of
these locations, these theories are linked to critiques of a postwar development paradigm
for which unidirectional modernization was imperative.

Yet, not all theorists of globalization were focused on the kinds of cultural changes
framed by divisions in power and geography. For many important sociological thinkers,
globalization was constituted centrally by the social and political, rather than by the
economic. In this view, the industrialized world comprises the starting point of cultural
change by offering a glimpse into a future for the rest of the world, or at least a potential
trajectory of social reconfiguration and change. In these theories, the postwar develop-
ment project of modernization in the global South is far away, yet a narrative of progress
located in the industrialized world underpins their theorization of culture.

Tradition/modernity: the logics of individuality and culture

For many, the significance of the 1980s and 1990s was not the expansion of capital
markets or the movement of factories overseas, but rather the disintegration of the Soviet
Union. That is, a new global political landscape, marked by the ostensible triumph of
liberal capitalist democracy, provided the key catalyst of global cultural change (Beck et
al., 1994). The collapse of the Berlin Wall in 1989 was seen as being linked to other
kinds of social collapses: the shift away from collective identification, and eventually, the
collapse of the state as the primary provider of social services. Theorists focusing on these
shifts rather than purely economic shifts gave rise to a parallel strand of theorizing, largely
separate from the local/global debates, and centered primarily on the industrialized
world. Rather than focusing on themes of cultural hybridity and accommodation, these
theories have tended to emphasize the ways in which countries in the global North have
been culturally reconstituted as their economies and societies have shifted in response to
global trends. This body of theory is centrally concerned with individual and societal
responses to the scaled-back state emerging from neoliberal economic regimes, and views
globalization as constituted importantly through modernity as constituted through the
experience of the West. In this literature, globalization is defined as a new phase of
modernity—often a hyper- or postmodernity—thus privileging a temporal mode of
interpreting culture over a spatial one (Giddens, 1990; Beck, 1999). Concomitantly,
these theorists provide explanations for cultural change that stem from shifts in social
logics and rationalities, rather than from systems, thus providing an altogether distinct
exploration of the cultural dynamics of globalization.
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Unlike the local/global literature, tradition and modernity are less concerned with
specific issues of the nation that stem from a preoccupation with space and territory.
Instead, a temporal focus that looks for changing logics and rationalities examines pro-
cesses of individualization, wherein “new” modes of being and interconnection in a
world disrupt and replace “old” modes of social connection and belonging. Power is no
longer defined within a global economic system, but rather within an often unspecified
society, either drawing from Foucauldian concepts of knowledge and power or a more
Weberian focus on state power (Barry et al, 1996). More recently, ethnographers
working primarily in the global South have adopted these ideas to explain the changes
that global capital has brought to parts of Asia, reconstituting ideas of the nation through
the notion of “alternative modernities” (Ong, 1999; Gaonkar, 2001). This latter variation
of this type of theory moves towards expanding the scope of these ideas by grounding
the temporal in specific national histories. In practice, however, the traditional and the
modern are difficult to identify as analytically distinct, limiting the empirical traction we
can get from it in lived settings and reinforcing a progressive narrative of modernity in
which the experience of the West remains the implicit reference.

In contrast with those theorists focused on linking a changing culture to spatial and
systemic dimensions of globalization, these thinkers examine shifts in the organiza-
tional logics of society as the role of the individual is heightened and the responsibility of
the state declines. Anthony Giddens and Ulrich Beck both explain globalization in terms
of modernity. Rejecting claims towards postmodernity, these theorists propose instead
hyper-modernity or radical modernization, in which a new form of modernity has dis-
placed an older one. Specifically, a “risk society” emerges from the success and sub-
sequent obsolescence of modern industrial society (Giddens, 1990; Beck, 1999; Beck et
al., 1994). In a modification of Marx’s progressive model of history, risk society is then a
new stage of modernity, centered around the threats presented by industrial modernity.
A new kind of modernization, “reflexive modernization,” displaces the old industrial
modernity, arriving “on cats” paws, as it were,” rather than on the heels of revolt or
upheaval, to signal the transition from an industrial society to a risk society (Beck et al.,
1994).

This transformation has particular implications for the notion of the individual, which
becomes the focal point of examination for many cultural theorists of modernity and post-
modermity. For Giddens, individuals are “disembedded” from their local contexts and
attachments; social relations are “restructured across indefinite time-space.” For Beck, the
central implication of reflexive modernization and risk society is the reconstitution of
the individual as the most important manager of risks, displacing the importance of the
tamily group and social class, which previously absorbed widespread risk. This “indivi-
dualization,” as Beck calls it, is not a reference to fragmentation and isolation, but rather
to a new social form in which “individuals must produce, stage, and cobble together
their biographies themselves” (13). The implications of this shift are decidedly political.
Indeed, Beck argues that the 1980s has given rise to a renaissance of political subjectivity,
evidenced by the new political power of citizen groups.

Although approaching modernity from a completely different set of theoretical pre-
sumptions, Nikolas Rose’s Foucauldian approach to modernity, also focused on the
logics of individuals, has dovetailed with the work of Beck and Giddens to influence an
altogether new type of globalization theory. Rose’s analyses focus largely on what he
calls “advanced liberal societies,” such as the US and Britain. These post-industrial
societies are undergoing dramatic changes in their political, social, and economic conditions,
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especially in response to neoliberalism as a political and economic philosophy (Rose,
1999). Following Foucault, Rose views freedom as a technique through which indivi-
duals are governed, rather than as an absence of government. The “political rationality”
of freedom enables, supports, and pushes forward the dominance of the free market in
every aspect of social life, while in parallel, state-sponsored programs and works are
dramatically scaled back. These trends radically shift the ways in which individuals relate
to their societies, as they rely increasing upon themselves for calculation, thought, and
planning. Rose argues that individuals in advanced liberal societies develop individualized
expertise that helps them to make decisions without the help of trained experts, but at
the same time, forms of legitimate authority proliferate. Beyond the expectation of the
isolated, independent individual emblematic of liberalism, these political subjects govern
themselves through a culture of the self that is pervasive in social and political realms.
Whether through confessional talk shows or niche marketing, every aspect of personal
and political life becomes shaped to fit an individual focused on the development and
actualization of herself, thus fundamentally transforming meanings of citizenship, com-
munity, and autonomy. Rose connects these specific patterns to the de-legitimization of
the welfare state and the rise of new technologies of expertise.

In relation to other theorists of tradition and modernity, Rose’s framework similarly
emphasizes the temporal over the spatial, while focusing his analysis more explicitly on
the ways in which a new social and political temporality brings with it a new orientation
between the individual and society. In this way, Rose’s analysis engages with classic social
scientific questions while not necessarily making broad statements about globalization per
se, although the trends he describes in Britain and the US are an important part of the
cultural phenomenon of globalization as it is examined by other scholars. Rose does not
seem to make claims about the post-colonial world nor about a generalized global con-
dition. Yet, Rose’s Foucauldian approach, especially as it links with the work of such scho-
lars as Beck and Giddens, has given rise to a new focus within globalization studies that
uses the lens of individualization and cultural logic to examine new cultural phenomena.

Stephen Collier and Aihwa Ong’s important edited volume Global Assemblages oftered
a new framework for thinking through new cultures of globalization by focusing on
technologies of the self in multiple locations (Ong and Collier, 2005). In many ways, the
specific anthropological approaches advocated in this volume attempt to straddle the
attention to the spatial privileged in the local/global literature while also attending to
temporal aspects of the tradition/modernity literature. Collier and Ong’s definition of
“global assemblage” (of which each of the various topics explored in the book is an
example) bridges the gap between the general, transferable, abstract aspects of globaliza-
tion’s cultures on one hand, and the grounded, specific, rooted aspects of these cultures
on the other hand. Indeed, they purposely highlight the inherent tensions these two
dimensions in any given object of study. Such a framework allows for an empirically
grounded anthropological examination of new objects of cultural analysis: stem cell research,
the global organ trade, financial markets, and urban planning, to name a few. These objects
of analysis are similar in that they are governed by the neoliberal political rationality that
Rose describes; Collier and Ong’s approach highlights these common (albeit abstract)
logics that underpin global objects.

Collier and Ong’s approach certainly enables us to examine new objects of study
through a cultural lens tooled to interpret a landscape constituted through the slipperiness
of transnational flows and shifting subjectivities. Unlike other theories, “global assem-
blage” appears to offer an analytic language that can connect meaningfully to empirical
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settings. Despite these advantages, “global assemblage” as an approach seems to rely upon
the same local/global, traditional/modern binaries that other theorists have battled with,
albeit with a more clearly specified and demarcated language. Moreover, by privileging
neoliberal political rationality—a logic meant to explain conditions in post-industrial
societies like the US and Europe—the concept of global assemblage seems to presume
the ubiquity of this logic rather than investigating the possibility of that ubiquity. While
the authors seem to have neither an explicitly systemic theory of culture here, nor a
linear narrative of modernity, their formulation is already embedded in all of these the-
oretical ancestors. Still, global assemblage, like global ethnography, offers the advantage
of a specified theoretical language that could be used to interpret a wide range of new
cultural phenomena.

In grounded empirical studies, then, how are theories of cultural globalization engaged
and how are they kept at a distance? What can we learn from these interactions?

Partial theory: emerging from the empirical

Following the people: cultures of migration

Although the international migration literature in sociology has historically been focused
on questions of assimilation or lack thereof, a new disciplinary focus on globalization has
transformed the field, making it less US-centered and more multi-sited in its approach.
Transnational studies of migration focus on groups of migrants in multiple places; due to
advances in travel and communication, migration seldom means that migrant groups
sever their ties to their home country. Unlike the theories of globalization discussed
above, studies of migration tend to be focused on the empirical details and realities of the
people whose lives they are engaged in; its implications for a broad theory of culture of
globalization are seldom examined (Waters, 1990; Mahler, 1995).

Peggy Levitt’s landmark book The Transnational Villagers examines the rich transna-
tional exchanges that take place through the lives of migrants between Miraflores, a small
village in the Dominican Republic, and Jamaica Plain, an area just outside of Boston
where many Dominican migrants live. Her study begins from the premise that these
transnational villagers maintain such close ties with family and friends in their home vil-
lage that “it is as if village life takes place in two settings” (2). Responding to the
inadequacy of conventional assimilation paradigms in the migration literature, Levitt
examines the sharing of ideas, fashions, products, and money between Dominican
migrants in the US and their friends and family in their home village of Miraflores. In
her rich ethnographic analysis that draws from interviews and fieldwork both in Boston
and the Dominican Republic, Levitt details the various aspects of these transnational
lifestyles, explaining how ideas and information are shared, how economics shapes their
everyday lives in the US and in the Dominican Republic, and the various practices
through which the transnational villagers she analyzes maintain a sense of belonging to
two locations, constructing a circuit of goods, ideas, and information that moves easily
between these locations.

Levitt’s work directly engages questions of globalization’s cultural impact. By follow-
ing people who have the opportunity to move away from their home countries for work
from their home to their host country and back again, Levitt captures key empirical
realities based on the everyday experiences of those individuals who are on the front lines
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of globalization and cultural change. Her key theoretical innovation coalesces around the
idea of “social remittances”: normative structures, systems of practice, and social capital
that move between Boston and the Dominican Republic. By using this approach to
specify those cultural facets that travel, Levitt develops a tool with which to think
through similar kinds of transnational exchanges in other communities with similar
migration patterns. In her approach, Levitt builds her theoretical apparatus carefully to
analyze the wealth of empirical evidence she brings to bear. Avoiding the macro-language
of local/global cultural change, she instead asserts that social remittances are evidence of a
kind of cultural globalization that is occurring through communities on an everyday
basis, rather than through political or economic institutions.

Although clearly a rich illustration of the very processes of globalization that cultural
theories of globalization are meant to theorize, it is difficult to employ the conceptual
framework of these theories to analyze the evidence she provides. Although she does
hint at notions of progress and modernity in her use of the term “social evolution” to
describe the changes that migrants experience, it is difficult to specify or identify the
elements of “global” culture or “local” culture in her story without making a number of
conceptual leaps that are not borne out by the empirical evidence. Indeed, by linking
two locations (Miraflores and Jamaica Plain), all of the processes she describes are simul-
taneously local and trans-local; yet it is these “local” processes that come to define glo-
balization. The economic dynamics of the world system are certainly at play here; it is
the continued economic dominance of the US and the relative lack of economic oppor-
tunity in the Dominican Republic that draws Dominican migrants away from their homes
in the first place. Her analysis also could be interpreted as revealing perhaps a corre-
sponding hegemony of American behaviors, attitudes, and fashions, all of which get
transplanted and adopted on the island. Yet, such an analytic frame would belie the give-
and-take relationship that engages people in each of these locations. Even w