Globalizatiop
and Culture

Understanding Global

Interconnections

IN THE EARLY 1980s, Walpiri (Wal-peer-ee) Aborigines living
as hunter-gatherers in the remote Central Desert of Australia began

\watching movies and television in their temporary camps near cattle

stations. By 1985, one observer wrote, “the glow of the cathode ray

Eme had replaced the glow of the campfire in many remote Aboriginal
| ements ... Of all the introduced Western technologies, only rifles
| ‘our-wheel-drive Toyotas had achieved such acceptance” (Michaels
<91). During the past century of contact with Europeans, the
/1 had maintained their distinctive culture and language. Many
vers began to worry, however, that the introduction of mass
would finally destroy their traditions.
that was not what happened. The Walpiri turned this alien
ology toward more familiar ends, by incorporating the genre of
nd filmmaking into their own traditions of storytelling, and by
Ing their own meanings on the videos they watch. In Walpiri
ments, viewing a video is a social event where people participate
llaborate in ways that are similar to how they view their trad-
' sand paintings or tell stories. If a movie like Rambo—that con-
* 1o dirculate on DVD—fails to say who the main character’s
‘mother is, or who is taking care of his sister-in-law—meaningful
P information for this hunting-gathering people—they debate
"atter and fill in the missing content (Michaels 1994:92). Walpiri
+“ view films in socially appropriate kin groups, on video players

"fsenting the Walpiri Landscape. Walpiri people of northern Aus.:ra.ha have.'c
“Hehing—and producing—their own television programs._'rhenr cinemati -
reflect particular social dynamics and cultural perspectives. (image cou
“alWarlpiri Media Association)
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\134 CHAPTER 6 Globalization and Culture  Understanding Global Interconnections

that are collectively owned and shared according to traditional patterss
practices help to reinforce rather than diminish their culture. . |

Walpiri also began making films to tell their traditional stories. Their
disappointing to or misunderstood by Western audiences because-e 'o,f t .
and subtle way they unfold, taking their meaning from the Walpiris'g i
tural style and aesthetic criteria. The camera pans slowly across a lan X
and the long, still shots seem empty of meaning to Westerners. it
examine these films closely for the important stories they are SUPPosefi tor
with the camera tracking locations where ancestors, spirits, or historical ch;
ters are believed to have traveled (Michaels 1994:93). Walpiri also pay Clofe‘
tion to what happens behind the scenes, because to them the authenticity

world, people living in even the most remote places now have television_
connected to video players or satellite dishes, on which they watch CNN In
national and movies from dozens of other countries. They also participate]
globalized world in other ways, by drinking Coca-Cola, wearing Western clg
ing, or migrating to and from distant lands. These international borrowiﬁg
happening everywhere, but does this mean that the world is losing its rich
tural diversity? Examples such as the Walpiri lead us to the question at the ¢
of anthropologists’ interest in globalization: Are all the world’s different cultu
becoming the same because of globalization? Embedded in this larger queéf
are a number of problems, around which this chapter is organized:

Is the world really getting smaller?
Are there winners and losers in globalization?

Doesn’t everyone want to be developed?

If the world is not becoming homogenized, what is it becoming?

What strategies can anthropologists use to study global
interconnections?

We aim to deepen your understanding of culture as a dynamic process b

showing its importance for understanding contemporary global processes. F¢

anthropologists, the cross-border connections we refer to as globalization at

no 3 . . 3 o
t simply a matter of cultural homogenization., It is a process that illustrate

ultures because of their connections witl

inequality.
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s the World Really Getting Smaller?

dan hip-hop in L‘ond:)n. American retirement fund inves
Longlomerate: Indian : Bollywood” movies in Nigeria. M
food in 2 North Carolina restaurant. Each of these situations
orld is gerting smaller and cultural mixing is on the rig confirms our sense that the

: e. This sen
o . s
ogists, W ho recognize that the people whose lives we study ar efextends to anthro-
€ often prof.
ound

cu ixi i
1 lgulr:jml mixing, Durmg the past
global interconnectjon affect cul-

tments j
exiCnts m.a South Korean stee|
AN migrangs cooking Thaj

ol
oted by global interconnections, migratory flows, and

several decades, understanding how those processes of

ute has become an important issue for all anthropologists. For a discip|;

o understand the differences and similarities bCche;-l A ur a discipline that has long

he idea that the world is getting smaller might suggest that then;?; groups 'fmd cultures,

are melting away. But is the world really getting smaller? To answ;r i;ci::s, in particular,
ue

A sti
wed o understand what globalization is. Unfortunately, defining globalizaci on, we first
on is, as one

«cholar has observed, like eating soup with a fork (Nederveen Pieterse 2004). Why?
i . Why?

ly af-

| Defining Globalization

Qcﬁning globalization is a challenge for two reasons. First, different academic disci-
olines define globalization differently because they study different things. Economists
tocus on investment and the activity of markets, political scientists on international
| ies and interactions of nation-states, and sociologists on non-governmental orga-
~ions (NGOs) and other international social institutions. But there is a second
“.m. Is globalization a general process or a trend of growing worldwide intercon-
Iness? Is it a system of investment and trade? Or is it the explicit goal of particular

" baloney,” something that does not actually exist at all (Veseth 2005)?
opologists define globalization as the contemporary widening scale of cross-
interactions owing to the rapid movement of money, people, goods, images,
s within nations and across national boundaries (Kearney 1995; Inda and
1 2002). But we also recognize that social, economic, and political intc.rcon-
ind mixing are nothing new for humanity. Archaeological and historic re-
Jow that humans have always moved around, establishing contacts with
« of other groups, and that sharing or exchanging things, individuals, and
¢ deeply rooted in human evolutionary history. o

* American anthropologists also recognized these facts. Franz Boas an h;ssiszed
ens Alfred Kroeber and Ralph Linton developed a theory of culture that emp

i diffusionists,
interconnectedness of societies. The Boasians thought of thcmselv?:s as D
om either internal historical dyna

hasizing thar culcural characteristics result fr ! 2 (Figurs 6.1
pread (diffusion) of cultural attributes from one soflf—‘tY e ‘;’(‘;’tlffr uegd aguinst
beginning in the 1950s, Marxist anthropologists !1k.e Eric I ZOt bfun il
on of societies, suggesting that non-\Westcr.n S(:\CICIICS «::ouWhich 2
eference to their place within 2 global capitalist syst™ " themes of inter
I boundaries wich abandon. And yet until thc_ 1980s, su!

¢ culeural anthropologists- esearch in face-to-face
ily foct.l.s:;(ii; slf:‘f ngmrcd to increase, anthro-
i

ess rarely interested mos
anthropology was loca
But as encounters among soc
realized that paying attention only 1
of people’s lives. It also gives an 11'1compf
differences. As we will sce; differences OfF

rconnections.

nents or international trade bodies that promote free trade? Or is it, as some

® Globalization. The
widening scale of cross-
cultural interactions caused
by the rapid movement of |
money, people, goods,
images, and ideas within
nations and across national
boundaries.

e Diffusionists. Early
twentieth-century Boasian
anthropologists who held
that cultural characteristics
result from either internal
historical dynamism or a
spread (diffusion) of cultural
attributes from other
societies.
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- obal The World We Live In :

ene. The Greeks referred
to an ecumene as the inhabited
earth, as this map shows. Much
later, anthropologist Alfred
Kroeber (1876-1960) used the
term to describe a region of
persistent cultural interaction.
The term became current again
in the 1980s and 1990s a5
anthropologists adopted it to
describe interactions across the
whole globe,

® Transnationa],
Relationships that extend
beyond nation-state
boundaries without
assuming they cover the
whole world,

How do anthropologists characterize the world in which we live today? Several
stand out, including the scale of human interconnections and a growing aware
these interconnections (Nederveen Pieterse 2004). But even if we acknowle
intense interconnections, anthropologists know thar these changes hardl
everybody is participating equally in the same globalizing processes. Furtk
word “globalization,” unfortunately, tends to make us think of the entire glob:
gerating the scale and expanse of financial and social interconnections, whic
often more subtle than the word implies.

soods and people instead of the word “global” becauge transnational imagin
tionships that extend beyond nations without assuming they cover the whol
(Basch, Schiller, and Blanc 1993), Nevertheless, it i useful to think of globall

as indicating persistent interactions across widening scales of social activity
such as communication, migration, and finances.

Communication

A.t the hearr of globalization are rapid increases in the scale and f

nication. With cell phones, the Internet, and email possible jn ot pog (f): he
1t is clear that the scale of contact has made 4 quantum leg Hfl'OSt pacrits vl
generation. Such rapid and much more frequent communic:iio(:‘:;an(s)::a:
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remote places can be in contact with people almost anywhere on the globe
.2). Never before has this capability been possible.
¢ss to these innovations is extremely limited for some, while readily access-
¢ wealthier and better educated. In sub-Saharan Africa (excluding South
or example, only one in 5,000 people has computer access. As a result, some
to highlight real inequalities of access—prefer to talk about the globaliza-
ymmunication in terms of wealth and poverty.

v teature of the changing scale of globalization is the mobility of people.

‘ ~ migrants (who leave their homes to work for a time in other regions or
cour . or immigrants (who leave their countries with no expectation of ever re-

. tumnin: ). or refugees (who migrate because of political oppression or war, usuall.y
E ‘D‘It lcoal permission to stay), or exiles (who are expelled by the authorities of their
~ hor untries) (Shorris 1992), people are on the move. These m?vemcnts of pe.oPll.e
" ruer numbers of people in contact with one another, offering many possibili-

ies 101 inter-culeural contact (Figure 6.3).

i i limination of
the modern era, financial globalization involving the reduction or ; i =
ffs to promote trade across borders began in the 1870s. Alt};:)ugh the twoncc .

‘ : their re-emergence.
dis | those processes, the past sixty years have seen

| m’ Eilmu m Y 'Onal bOundal’iCs
it i one aCI‘OSS natt

edoo move another. A generation
od ' i m one country 0
| o BT China, but now many of

e : : Mexico and X .
: mWWMﬁxrsﬁﬁﬁn;? relocated to Honduras or Viemnam be

A . 1 nd China- . e
Qo o0 Mex o many transnational corporations hav

these conditions of globalized capital, £ these corporations nOW exece
ik $ i A number of € gt ; [-Mart,

SIOA VNS SLIENATIEY Ofapl.tal o ic size and power- For Cxam.Plc’ 11:Warld ;St
¢ governments in terms of their econom! it would rank 24th in the "f‘f" i’n s
world’s hxpumiks.m its own mu;n:ny’ erful corporat® B temt; oo:::r away
2 1 . Because powert ot p
A FM de (D. S. White 2010) in this situatl ade are also highly
i m the policies of ssoghi s:e economic and tr

from nation-states (Korten 1995). But this
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Figure 6.2 Bollywood in
Africa. “Bollywood” movies—
musicals produced in India,
which has the largest film
industry in the world—have
become popular in countries
like South Africa (pictured here)
and Nigeria because of recent
increases in the global
distribution of media.

e Migrants. People who leave
their homes to work for
a time in other regions
or countries.

e Immigrants. People who
enter a foreign country with
no expectation of ever
returning to their home
country.

e Refugees. People who
migrate because of political
oppression or war, usually
with legal permission to stay
in a different country.

e Exiles. People who are
expelled by the authorities
of their home countries.
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GLOBAL VOLUNTARY MIGRATIONS : 1815-1914
Number of Migrants »
- —u—- 2 million or less s More than 2 million

GLOBAL VOLUNTARY MIGRATIONS : 1945-1980 AciatEd
&7 sooomi

S

0

Number of Migrants
= More than 2 million | F————t=———" P k.,
0 [ 1

- #| —— 2 million or less 5000 ki
m

S7 Fi 6.3 Global Voluntar 4
N igure 6. y « . . . s . . L
Migrations, THESE£WInaDS uneven. '_H'"ur}’kmg Like an Anthropf)l.oglst. Understanding Global Integratlon_
it neesib Commodities” explores the complexities of contemporary economic globalization
Such analyses raise a key question: who benefits from and who pays the ¢

the directions of migratory
flows. In Map A, during the global interconnections? We turn to this important question in the next sectio

European colonial era,

Europeans were motivated to 0000000000 00000000000000000000000pp00 .oooo..ooooti
migrate out of Europe because ]
of opportunities in the colonies. :
In Map B, after the Second THINKING CRITICALLY ABOUT GLOBALIZATION

World War, decolonization
saw a reversal in the flow, as Beyond communications, migration, and finance, what are some othe

non-Europeans and non-U.S. —

B o began moving into culturally significant forces that make the world feel smaller?
urope and the United States in

arch of new opportunities for "
Bseives. 0000000000000000000000000000000000000000000000008¢

ol
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IS THE WORLD REALLY GETTING SMALLER? 139

Thin
UnderStandmg
LOGISTS BEGIN THEIR research by
king questions. In this box, we want you to learn how
]; 15k questions as an anthropological researcher. Part One

escribes a situation and follows up with questions we
ould ask. Part Two asks you to do the same thing with a

different situation.

pART ONE: THE T-SHIRT ON YOUR BACK

ncepts like the “global economy,” “economic integration,”
en "globalization" are pretty abstract. Here, by consider-
. the common t-shirt as a concrete example of economic
_lization, we can show how your life is touched by
~mingly remote and abstract economic, social, and polit-
forces.
“e things people want and need depend increasingly
‘he interactions of numerous institutions, individuals,
o5, and corporations, many of which are anonymous to
imers. To understand these diffuse interconnections,
helpful to start with some concrete object that circu-
through and between these actors. All objects, such as
Lumble t-shirt, have biographies, that is, particular life
¢s and trajectories. You can learn a lot about a social
em—especially global integration—by following the
.ctory of an object such as a t-shirt: who produced it,
« it has changed hands, who has used it, and the uses to
ch it has been put (Kopytoff 1986).
Let us begin in the most obvious place, the tag on your
shirt. Chances are pretty good it says “Madein ..” followed
by an exotic port of call: Bangladesh, Malawi, Malaysia, the

ﬂ Chinese Garment Factory. T-shirts aré made in thrs‘

garment factory. \

MAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAALAAAAALALLLAL
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king Like an Anthropologist

Global Integration Through Commodities

Philippines, Mexico, or maybe China, which since 1993, has
been the world's fargest producer and exporter of clothing,
about 30% of the world's share. Each year, Americans buy
about one billion garments from China, four for every U.S.
citizen (Rivoli 2005:70).

To tell the full story of your t-shirt, though, we have to get
the whole picture, which includes understanding the com-
modity chain, or the linked elements—Ilabor, capital, raw
materials, etc.—that contribute to the manufacture of a
commodity. Quite likely, your t-shirt originated in a cotton
field around Lubbock, Texas. The United States has domi-
nated cotton production markets for two hundred years,
thanks largely to our ability to be highly productive while
controlling labor costs. Before the Civil War, slavery kept
these costs down; now tractors and government subsidies
do. Raw cotton is then shipped off, quite likely to China, to
be made into thread and cloth, and then, if it does not stay
in China to be manufactured into a t-shirt, off to somewhere
else to be cut and sewn. The manufacturer then sells the
t-shirts to a distributor, probably a U.S.-based business, and
maybe after changing hands once again for silk-screening, it
goes to the retailer who sells it to you.

But let’s keep going. After you wear it for a while, you
might toss it in the trash, where it finds its way into a land-
fill. Or you might donate it toa used clothing charity bin like
those in the parking lots of grocery stores. The charities
themselves rarely handle your clothing, but in turn sell it to
companies like Ragtex or the Savers Company that sort,
bundle, and ship used clothing in 1,000-pound bales to sub-
Saharan Africa (the largest market for used U.S. clothing),
Eastern Europe, East Asia, or Latin America. A whole new

series of wholesalers and small traders take over from there

(Veseth 2005).
In these markets, people rarely think of these clothes

as cast-offs or rags, as we do. For example, in Zambia, in
southern Africa, where anthropologist Karen Tranberg
Hansen (2000) has researched the local trade in used cloth-
ing, people call this clothing salaula, which means opportun-
ity, choice, and new chances. At the same time, the arrival of
so many inexpensive t-shirts and other clothing to places like
Zambia undermines the local clothing industry, which
cannot compete with the low cost of these used items.
What questions does this situation raise for anthropo-
logical researchers?
(continued)
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Thinking Like an Anthropologist (continued)

1.

Is the supply chain that created your t-shirt
really “global”?

Why are t-shirt production facilities no longer
in the United States, and why are these facilities
in the places they are? i
Who are the different actors who participate in
the processes of manufacturing and using your
t-shirt, both before and after you own it?

What are the consequences for local people of
this global trade in t-shirts?

World systems theory.
Ihe theory that capitalism
0as expanded on the basis

Nt “periphery.”

—_— M40 CHAPTER 6 Globalizati
Addadanaa,, A
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AT 1179000009000 800000000000091
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Are There Winners and Losers
in Global Integration?

In public debates, the most common way of framing globalization is in terms
ners and losers. Globalization’s promoters focus on winners, arguing that gr at
nomic integration brings unprecedented prosperity to millions. They cite =
thar the more open a country is to foreign trade, the more rapidly its econon
(Norberg 2006). Critics focus on losers, invoking images of sweatshops and‘r
i They offer evidence that the gap between rich countries and poor countries hz
I ‘ ally widened, and we are witness to a “globalization of poverty” (Chossudovsky

In the face of such arguments, it is useful to remember that both sides are o
i ‘ cussing fairly narrow economi

outsourcing of jobs, and so on.

cultural nuances of global interconnections, which includ
domination, accommodation, and resistance.

World Systems Theory

nding Global [nterconnections

PART TWO: CHILEAN TABLE GRAPES»

ies i ited Stag
In industrialized econorr.ues like tr:;? f:):;t:ar aiv
Europe, food is also quite likely to ct(;bles o
especially true of fruits and vege d;ring "
vested in the Southern Hemisphere e
winter when domestic fruits and Yegeta o fru{
in the United States. Chileisa majqr expo i harv .
United States and Europe, becal.xse its sumrl:l e ‘jf
cide with the winter off-season In the Northe| i inf
If you wanted to understand global econo;n' p :
through table grapes such as those produc'e I|n ;_
questions would you ask as an anthropologica researt

¢ policy questions such as free trade, labor co, d
"These are imporrant issues, but they tend to ign

¢ inequality, confron

v

faw materials for
terr(rjl poverty, Underde\relopment, and der
Made a particy]y, contribution to world 8
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Classic Contributions
eric Wolf, Culture, and the World System

#IC WOLF (1923-1999) studied issues of power, inequali i

america. He insisted that the discipline needed to discover historY.”and. politics in Latin

xccount for the ways in which the social system of the modern M)I,;Jrrdhmory'that C(?uld

(1984:ix). He was interested in the origin and workings of peasant and ¢ FSTE |nlto' being”

Jlways in relation to the powerful governmental and business interests ;Ih e

seasants poor. In this selection, Wolf presents why anthropologists shoulde:'ties\?vt:ritoesrt] :(:Et
i

oties over the past five hundred years as societies linked to other societies, often with tragj
consequences for some of the people involved. : g

Eric Wolf,

While some anthropologists thus narrow their focus to

' : continued to hunt for game as “cari " wi
the ever more intensive study of the single case, others s et e

people continuously chan;ging from caribou eating to

hope to turﬁ c.mthropology intoa saencc.e by embarking carrying and back?. .. What moreover, of Africa, where
on the statistical cross-cultural comparisons ... drawn the slave trade created an unlimited demand for slaves,
from large samples of ethnographically known cases. . . . and where quite unrelated populations met that

What, however, if we take cognizance of processes demand by severing people from their kin groups
that transcend separable cases, moving through and through warfare, kidnapping, pawning, or judicial pro-
heyond them and transforming them as they proceed? cedures, in order to have slaves to sell to the Europeans?
Such processes were, for example, the North American In all such cases, to attempt to specify separate cultural
‘ur trade and the trade in native American and African wholes and distinct boundaries would create a false
Jlaves. What of the localized Algonkin-speaking patri- sample. These cases exemplify spatially and temporally

shifting relationships, prompted in all instances by the
effects of European expansion. If we consider, further-
more, that this expansion has for nearly 500 years af-
fected case after case, then the search for a world
sample of distinct cases is illusory. (Wolf 1984:17-18) {

ineages, for example, which in the course of the fur
‘rade moved into large nonkin villages and became
tnown as the ethnographic Ojibwa? What of the
Chipewayans, some of whose bands gave up hunting
‘0 become fur trappers, or “carriers,” while others

Questions for Reflection
E _ :
. What happened about five hundred years ago that changed the relations betweel

" societies from what they had been?

in touch with Europeans and

ieties have been
T dred years?

for the past five hun

r sister why Wolf feels anthropolo-
to other societies?

" Why does Wolf feel that most
others outside of their society

rother 0

ounger b
ry 8 and unconnected

: lain to you
would you exp & boumde d

should not view societies

his world system

: . How hast

ion ial scientists }Ea: n:::riphery? E
osing a questio the : ologist Eric

k- oples 2 sehout FistoT)s anthrop gl inter-

td the native peop b, . e trade and culeural int

his influential bool'c fu(;}”o‘l Fargued thac lo %;c:;i?;;ism' bu that the expansion

ok on this question- mento

around long b
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sm drew non-European peipleal:;lst:l
5 ve the C O
tarkes, In which, as producess of commodicies d;f? );;:322202?;). These proces
accumulation as a subordinate work?ng classl(\W;)999) : 1
rupted, even destroyed, many societies (?f’d ey a-ke between “West” ang
But Wolf rejected the customary dmsxc?ns . 1711 have helped shape th
West.” He insisted that people in the perl[_.)hcry anso italist expansion. In fa
system because they have not responded passively to capi yismeeiiy o
have often resisted it. These are the common PCOPIf’hUSua };eg 4 0 pay 1R
elites when they wrote their histories. Wolf argued that weAs A
to the peripheral people’s active role in world history. oAl
Contributions: Eric Wolf, Culture, and the World System., S dg s
challenged popular stereotypes of indigenous peopli asil lSO_atCthc trac}ﬁticna
also challenged anthropology’s lEias tov;flard the local, that is,
i n villages and other small groups. _
graBil;;ilf;:C\Ecsjzd sy‘ste%ns theory focused on the rise of caPiralism asa lLiglol:ualll :
this perspective did not readily lend itself to ethnographic research o lsm? ;
munities and non-global economics. But the theory heIPcd anthropo ogists
explain the historical emergence and contemporary persistence of uneven de
. ment patterns around the world and has been of crltlc':al incerest to schl
stcolonialism. The field postcolonialism, the field that studies the culcural legacies o.f' colonialism
udies the cultural perialism. It has also helped anthropologists understand the linkages betwe
i€s of colonialism and social relations (families, kin nerworks, communities) and other levels of pol
gelism. economic activity, like the regional, national, and transnational.

of European colonialism and capitali

: Ttz
‘(d
fai

I Resistance at the Periphery

3 tre

As Wolf observed, expansion of the ca

the peripheral peoples affected. Anthr

to this resistance, finding examples th

zations to more subtle forms of protes
Many forms of resistance may not

iy Malaysia, spiric possession episodes
|

pitalist world system did meet resistance
opologists have devoted considerable atte
at range from open rebellion and mass mi
t and opposition.
be obvious to us. For example, in one fact
have erupred, disrupting work and produ
factory women of Malaysia,

Ci
to
lo

the facility vio

ation. The creation
ertion of highly

often Place-baseq,
_cornmum’ties.
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(Fricdman 1994). ‘This is cvidcn'crd by the recent rise of autonomy
aiian separatists a nd the Zapatistas in Mexico, movements that
acionalist and ethnic movements like the Basques in Europe;
s engaged in reinforcing local control, such as community-
. and local currencies (Friedman 1994). Each of these move-
and protect local identities and places in the face of greater
s cultural integration within a nat’ion or a transnational network.
- evidence of localization lies in people’s patterns of consumption, which is a
o 8 .y people express their local identities and ways of being. In our own soci-
“lm””.llltlz-\;iu[m*‘»' certain clothing and shoe brands because they believe it says some-
& P.H:linm[ them as individuals: their social status, lifestyles, and outlook on the
[I|::| ‘.m P,micul‘df- People in othe.r countries do th?s too, but because of local culture
J history, pateerns of consumption can communicate very different things.
i {or example, among the Bakongo in the People’s Republic of Congo, a former
ony in Central Africa, poor Bakongo youths in urban shanty towns of
v Brazzaville, compete with each other to acquire famous French and
[ lian designer clothes (Figure 6.4). Calling themselves sapeurs (loosely translated as
_the most ambitious and resourceful go to Europe where they acquire
{ v cJothes by whatever means they can. By becoming hyper-consumers, sapeurs are
. mercly imitating prosperous Europeans. Europeans may believe that “clothes
"« the man,” but Congolese believe thar clothes reflect the degree of “life force”
wed by the wearer (Friedman 1994:106). The sapeur’s goal is not to live a
Spean lifestyles his goal is to accumulate prestige by linking himself to external
o wealth, health, and political power. In highly ranked Congolese society, the
akongo urbanite ranks lowest. By connecting to upscale European fashion
. the sapeur represents an assault on the higher orders of Congolese socicty who

i
nong Haw

L
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! aron; n

o Jetermin
novemel

5 wecks o recuperate
me 1 )
r\‘,“nl]'ll
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Jrench col
the upil.ll city,

“d nn{ic\")

[

Lilly dismiss him as a barbarian.
scther they are Walpiri Aborigines watching video, Malay factory women, or

le continue to define their identities locally. What is different
ple increasingly express their
th transnational processes, such as com-
such as transnational businesses.

olese sapeurs, peop
from previous generations, perhaps, is that peo

‘dentities through their interaction wi
\Cations or consumerism, and with institucions,

¥ Figure 6.4 Bakongo Sapeur,
The Sapeur's engagement in
both transnational fashion
worlds and local processes of
social stratification destabilizes
any strong local-global
dichotomy,
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CHAPTER 6 Globalization and Culture Understanding

rocesses and local communitig
qual footing, be

global p

In today’s world people participate lnin Clebal processes on

GESEGEl BUEL OEY e L g in their own countries. Neve
their subordinate place in the world system or 1

i in st ither wi
many anthropologists feel that to identify them in smric t-crm;fa:h:ir :irmu
losers of global integration greatly simplifies the complexity u

lization and localization processes‘. -
ple can be accommodating to outside Infiu

meanings and social relations, whether be
form the alien into something more famil
1999). In these circumstances, culcural differences exist not in spitf‘:”(?f, butfb
interconnection. But it still seems difficult to deny Fha.t so many niu 1lons Z pe
striving to become developed and pursue lifestyles similar to middle-class Ame

involvement in globa

As these examples show, peo
while maintaining culturally specific
defiance or because they actively trans

THINKING CRITICALLY ABOUT G LOBALIZATION
Who should define who is a winner or loser in the processes of global i ¢
gration? What kinds of criteria (financial, social, political, etc.) do you thir
are most appropriate for defining such a thing? r

Long before the current globalization craze, discussions about global integration
often framed as the problem of bringing “civilization” (Western, that is) and

fined the role of the United States in the poste—World War II world, when the
confronted the communist nations. He said, “We must embark on a new prog ar
making the benefits of our scientific advances and industrial progress available foi
improvement and growth of the underdeveloped areas” (Truman 1949). He defi
two-thirds of the world as “underdeveloped” and one-third as “developed.” Tru
believed that if poor people around the world participated in the “American d e
of a middle-class lifestyle, they would not turn toward communism (Esteva 199
The Cold War is over, but development is still wich us. It is a worldwide enterp
tl:nat was never solely American. Many European nations give aid to their former ?
nies. The stated goals of this aid range from expanding capitalist markets through ¢
and new building to alleviating poverty, improving health, and conservin na?u
sources. Kcy actors include the United Nations, the government aid a erf:ic of 1
mdust.nahzed countries, lending agencies like the World Bank, and no > ol
of‘og nizations (NGOs) like CARE International. , B
ontemporary internati ill ai i
world andpcorr:a wh’;?‘;:‘}ii:’;i‘;f’;: CLT;SHI'I 5 brmg popisin iy :
esirable and undignified conditio
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of modern conveniences. And, just as in the colonial era, “advanced”
. os scill provide the economic and social nmdﬁcls for development.

sglstces biguity to the concept of development. Is it a means to a particular
< lb[dfllnd itself? Who defines the shape and course of development? More

[:-(::(,L” purposes, development has an ambiguous rclatiunsh‘ip with cul-
o g i goal to foster the unfolding potential and purposeful improve-
iral nll‘t“‘?“:;ic__t'ron1 their own local cultural perspective? Or is it a program of
et 10t~]1[-:1(:}c’ chat is eliminating cultural diversity to create a world ordered on the
-J chang

oI | principles of capitalist societies? s it an effort to remake the world’s diverse

pivers: g .

0 sle to be JUSt like us? i

LHI ' are two distinct anthropological approaches to development: development
Nere

hropology and the anthropology of development (Gow 1993). While develop-
- -15[}]r0p0[0gi5t5 involve themselves in the theoretical and practical aspects of
slmpiﬂ‘:l and implementing devt:if)pment projects, anthropologists of dCVt.tlopIncnt
rend 10 study the cultural conditions for proper development, or, alternatively, the
cative impacts of development projects. Often the two overlap, but at times they

11 and lack
V¢

-ountrl

ment

ne

are in direct conflict.

Development Anthropology

Development anthropology is a branch of applied anthropology. It is a response to a
_ple fact: many development projects have failed because planners have nor taken
| culture into considerarion. Planners often blame project failures on local peoples’
~used ignorance or stubbornness (Mamdani 1972). But it is often planners them-
v whao are ignorant of local issues or set in their ways. Projects are more likely to
their goals when they are fine-tuned to local needs, capacities, perspectives, and
Uals.
-lassic example recognized by many anthropologists is the work of Gerald Murray
“forestation in Haiti. In the 1970s and 1980s, the U.S. Agency for International
lopment (USAID) invested millions of dollars in Haitian reforestation projects
-onsistently failed (Murray 1987). Poor farmers resisted reforestation because it
ached on valuable croplands. Worse yet, aid money directed to farmers kept
‘pearing in the corrupt Haitian bureaucracy. Murray saw that planners misunder-
I the attitudes and needs of local farmers, not to mention the most effective ways
ot the resources to them. He suggested a different approach. Planners had con-
“d of this project as an environmenral one. He convinced the United States Agency
International Development (USAID) instead to introduce it to farmers as planting
- eash crop, and to avoid involving the Haitian bureaucracy. Farmers would plant
valong the borders of their lands, allowing crops to continue to grow (Figure 6.5).
“I'several years, they could harvest mature trees to sell as lumber. [t was a very suc-
“tul project: within four years, 75,000 farmers had planted 20 million trees, and
¥ discovered the additional benefits of having trees on their land.
Development anthropologists often think of themselves as advocates for the people
Mg at the grassroots—the poor, small farmers, women, and other marginalized
“ple—who could be most affected, negatively or positively, by development but
0 lack the political influence ro design and implement projects (Chambers 1997).
" tresule of pressure from anthropologists and other social activists, governments
“‘:‘-1_ Major development organizations like the World Bank began to commission
Ucial impacr studiesitojutlerSTAnti e potential impacts of their projects, and to try
alleviate the negative effects on local populations. Today, many anthropologists
”’rk :;:]<t;'flopmt‘:'nt agencies, both in:crfmti.onally (SUCi.l as_in I'JSAIfD}z and domcsftii
. nmunity development orgamzauons). One indication of how successfu

o Developmentanthropology.
The application of
anthropological knowledge
and research methods to
the practical aspects of
shaping and implementing
development projects.

e Anthropology of
development. The field of
study within anthropology
concerned with
understanding the cultural
conditions for proper
development, or,
alternatively, the negative
impacts of development
projects.

ﬂ Figurtz 6.5 Haitian Farmers
Planting Saplings for
Reforestation,
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anthropologists’ contributions to development have been is that the current dip,

of the World Bank, Dr. Jim Yong Kim, is an anthropologist.
And yet there are limits to what anthropologists can do. Policy makers and g, |
opment institutions may not pay attention to their advice. Or the anthropologise p,,

not have enough time to fully study a situation before having to make recommen |

tions (Gow 1993).

- W\\

Anthropology of Development

A number of anthropologists have supported the work of development anthropg

by analyzing the social conditions that might help projects succeed. Other anthrop,

gists have examined the development enterprise itself, and challenged its unpredictat,,
on local cultures. These critics argue that no matter ho,

and often harmful impacts
well intentioned the developers, the outcome of most development projects is to gjy.

er control over local people to outsiders, or the worsening of existing inequalitic

great
political and economic interes;

as elites shape development projects to serve their own
(Escobar 1995). They also charge that the notion of development itself is ethnocentri,

and paternalistic (Escobar 1991).
Anthropologist James Ferguson applied some of these perspectives in his study o
the Thaba-Tseka Rural Development Project. This project was a World Bank anc
U.N. Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) project that took place betweer
1975 and 1984 in the southern African country of Lesotho (J. Ferguson 1994), s
goal was to alleviate poverty and increase economic output in rural villages by build.
ing roads, providing fuel and construction materials, and improving water supply and
sanitation. But the project failed to meet its goals.
Ferguson argued that intentional plans like this one never turn out the way their
planners expect, because project planners begin with a distinctive way of reasoning
and knowing that nearly always generates the same kinds of actions. In this particular
case, the planners believed that Lesotho’s problems fit a general model: its residents
are poor because they are subsistence farmers living in remote and isolated moun-
tains, but they could develop further if they had technical improvements, especially
roads, water, and sanitation.
But, according to Ferguson, this perspective has little understanding of on-the-
ground realities. He noted that people in rural Lesotho have been marketing crops
and livestock since the 1840s, so they have already been involved in a modern capit-
alist economy for a long time. They are also not isolated, since they send many mi-
grants to and from South Africa for wage labor. In fact, most of the income for rural
families comes from family members who have migrated to South Africa.
Ferguson’s point is that people in rural Lesotho are not poor because they live in2
remore area and lack capitalism; they are poor because their labor is exploited in
South Africa. But by viewing poverty as a lack of technical improvements in the rural
countryside, the project failed to address the socioeconomic inequalities and subordi-
nation thar are the underlying causes of poverty in rural Lesotho. All of this misuf
derstanding led to one major unexpected consequence: the arrival of government
development bureaucrats to put the development project’s technologies in place um
dermined the power of traditional village chiefs. Ferguson concluded that develop-
ment exists not to alleviate poverty, but to reinforce and expand bureaucratic sta¥
power at the expense of local communities.
.Not all anthropologists, especially those working in development, are c:omfort:!h‘k
vfurh.such critiques. Some anthropologists counter that we cannot sit on dcvelopmcm's
sidelines, that we have a moral obligation to apply our knowledge to protect the int"
ests of the communities we study. Others insist that critics ignore the struggles withi?

4___-A
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sstitutions that indicate that there is not simply one discourse SEdeid
o but avariety nf}wr.\ipccti.\rt‘s among developers (Little and Painter 1995). Sr:]}
List that development is less paternalistic and more accountable to local
Junities than it has ever been (Chambers 1997).
N;EJL‘W Jebates remain unresolved, but now that we have some .
i 10 A0 the bigger question: do people really want to be developed? Th; answer
CL fepends on how much control over development processes people will have,

~WbW”“""
¢

UL

Lihers il

plicn ¢

Change on Their Own Terms

I indigenous and poor communities around the world, it is not uncommon to hear
riacions on the following phrase, originally attributed to Lila Watson, an Australian
Aboriginal woman: “If you have come here to help me, you are wasting your time.
B¢ if vou have come here because your liberation is bound up with mine, then let us
w ik wgether.” According to this perspective, outside help is not automatically virtu-
o« and it can undermine self-determination. Some scholars view this basic desire—
Jegotiate change on one’s own terms—as a fundamental challenge to development’s
or perceived paternalism and negative effects on local culture (Rahnema and
‘ree 1997). As confirmation of that fact, they point to the explosion of grassroots
. movements throughout the Third World that challenge capitalist development
1es and seek alternatives such as social justice and environmental sustainability
bar, Alvarez, and Dagnino 1998).
dcrstandably, in the face of forced change, people want to conserve the tradi-
1nd relationships that give their lives meaning. This point is one of the keys to
«tanding culture in the context of global change. Culture helps people make
of and respond to constant changes in the world, and is itself dynamic. But cul-
150 has stable and conservative elements, and different societies have different
- of tolerance for change, both of which mean that cultural change is not a uni-
- process for every society. This situation of uneven change partly explains why we
-l persistence of cultural diversity around the world in spite of predictions that it

o d disappear.

[
2
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THINKING CRITICALLY ABOUT GLOBALIZATION

i iti op if
Are anthropologists ethically obligated to help communities develop
members of the community want it?
.".'!..

sgoeoeaed®
n.""C'o.......03.000000000o.....l.

f The World Is Not Becoming ?
Homogenized, What Is It Becoming:

his one has
ts development, t

veryone wan
ut whether €

i .. The interaction of
10 si logists r€ divided on this question.
simple answer. Anthropolog!

Cy i in many ways
i complex, and in y
p hum with pOlitical economic, and soc1al pt'o<:t':[ssc:siclssare I;)C : " ol
world 1 :.red technolo becom “gi‘ mogeneou
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rld’s material culture an
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CHAPTER ¢ Globalization and Culture Understanding Global Interconnections

g i ver, see conflict and a |y
convergence theory, Other anthropologists however,

‘ A ot
tures. And still others see hunter-gatherers like the Walpiri us}; n,;; iss};szts .
technology in their own ways and on their own terms. These schola .

o “
. . H S el

called hybridization theory. In this section we examine the strengths and r
each theory, '

#

Cultural Convergence Theories

philosopher and social anthropologist Ernest G
d of industrial society

example, believed the sprea created. a common world Wi
ture, based on similar conditions of work within the same industry. Meiking -
a factory s going to be similar whether situated in Hondttras, Tanzania, or V
Gellner wrote that “che same technology canalizes people into the same types
ity and the same kinds of hierarchy, and that the same kind of: leistire’ styles v
niques and by the needs of productive life (1983:1;

tions will gradually fade as \

ideas replace those in non

Another version of cop

, sumer preferences and corporate practices,
: Advocates of this version assert thac the
efficiency (quick service a¢ 4 lo

® Cultural imperialism, The tight eontrol el rocluction

Promotion of one cultyre American Society and, increas

over others, through formal Still another variarion on
licy or less forma| means, called Westernization or Am

culturally influentia] nation
products and beljefy on the |
as cultural imperialism, or

-Western communities.

vergence theory envisions a worldwide converg

invoking the image of “McD

principles of the fast food
W cost), calculabil;

> and using e

ingly, the rest of the world (Ritzer 1996),
this theme imagines “Coca- ,
ericanization. This model proposes thar the powerfy
s of the West (especially the United Stares) impose
ess powerful nations of the w,

orld, Creating what s ky
the promotion of one culture

ence |
onaldiz

Colonization,” altern;

fld culture., Norms and

over others, through fe ]
policy or less formal means, like the spread of technology and materig| culrure.® It
Ues that extend acrosg The appeal of these theories js thar they address the underlying causes of wh
ational boundaries world feels smaller, as we|] a5 how rich societies Systematically exploit poor soc ol
Yy drawing them Into a commoen political-economic sys B
They also appear to explain the dppearance of 3 common tt
culture, based o norms and knowledge shared across pat a2
oundaries (Lechper and Boli 2005 Figure 6.6), N
ut many anthropologists disagree with the basic assump b
convergence theorjsts make aboy culture, and i, fact mos x
ponents of convergence are nog anthropologists. As we dis .
earlier in this chapter, the fcr that People mighy consu Y
same goods

» Wear the same clothes, or €at the same foods dox i
fecessarily mean thy, they begin to ¢

: re
hink ang behave the n
. . . - !
ways. A major limitation of convergence theories is tha
unlderestimate variability and plasticity as key features of hu 1
culture and evolutionar histor )
and the Olympic Games Y g U ash 1981)
tessential glopg| event: .
Cipate in the Olympic Games RYH K :
£ f the Uniteq s Clash of Civilizations X
ES'—COmpe[lElVEHESS ; al
™ €tc.—they foster an One altern gy i 2
‘ mate. atj ies i ¢ ivili
VIng in a singje world Culture, tions” theory ‘:d:fo Condvergence theoncs ki ‘daSh o v
| ance

by politica] scientise Samuye] Huntingt
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ifferences have not disappeared. It a

g greater around the world, and that states a

f cultural similarities, not because of ideol

Huntington 1996). As a result, the world s divided j IS, as in thelps
uleural tension with each other, For example, Hy Lo Civilizationg in PCl'pcl:u;i; u
ion against Islamic and Confucian (Chiﬂes;;) ntington pigs Western AR N

! . . civilizatj g
ivergent values and worldviews generate geopolitica| tl(;lns, arguing that thej,
conflicts,

AmcrimP ncciconservatives used this theory durin the ear]
War on Terror” as a clash between whar they saw asgan ¢ iaf ¥ 2000s to justify the
est versus a closed and autocratic Islam, Although ae}? ightened and democratic
accept Huntingron’s premises (Wax and Moos 2004), most ?1ndful' of .anthrOpoIOgis[s
and its mosaic vision of the world as crude, ethnoct,:ntric ‘“: '.Sllsmlssed this theory |
does it assume thart cultural difference automatically gener’ a:; c::l";‘izlrate.hN}c:t only 4
—Wwhich is not

s overwhelming evidence of culrualt i
! |

{4

ridization
dternative theory thar many anthropologists prefer is hybridization, which s Hﬁbridiu-ﬁ-o W
 to open-ended and ongoing cultural intermingling and fusion. The word is ;t:e?er::ﬂi::j :j?:c:? snno
Iy drawn from nineteenth-century racial thinking, which idealized “racial” end-point. i
v and abhorred racial mixing as hybridism (Nederveen
.rse 2004). The difference is that anthropologists have re-
:ined the word so it is no longer perceived as a negative pro-
but descriptive of a key feature of human existence. While
_onvergence and clash of civilization theories imagine a world
J on or moving toward cultural purities, hybridization em-
.izes a world based on promiscuous mixing, border crossing,
persistent cultural diversicy (Garcia Canclini 1995; Piot

i (Figure 6.7).
{vbridization has several aliases,
1tion. Anthropologists have usually appIied tljle word syncre-
1o the fusion of religious systems; creolization is usc;li o _met;:
intermingling of languages. Still an'other mc't;g Or(IZSOOS)
tion of “friction,” which anthropologist Anna :smll:; ht and
“ploys: just as rubbing two sticks togethc{;-cc:i?r sociil inter-
1cat. the coming together of diverse andegn {"in g’s broader as-
fions creates movement, action, and CEZC:; iinPgOrtant effects
rtion is that glOb““Zing prOSESSES P rel Prcdictabfe given

rround the world but that these effectsare 2 4

i H cal cultures
. eople situated in cheir lo ive useful-
ties of how peop the relative U
es con

, P tinue over s that
ite to those effects. Debat But anthropologists recognize

u

n theme: th

. . istinct
“ss of each of these terms: e synthesis ol
d pos

«h revolves around a Coglm(;xpecm sibilities-
n
Cments to create new and u 7 Some 6.7 Kabuki Meets Shakespeare. Asan
Hybridization theory i illustration of hybridization, consider how in recent
is mcrel)’ 2 S en K 5 ygarsaquintessentialJapanese theater form,
tion being € i Kabuki, has been used to stage the plays of William
Shakespeare, such as this performance of Twelfth Night.

sing
dary-crossifs .
g at?cmzl, socials € h

riedman

including syncretism and cre-

“he pardiculari

54 Figure

iral mixing
inderlying condi
I the ralk about
it that boundaries—"1
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criticism is the charge that hybridization theory ignores real polttlcaI:.‘
nomic power and inequalities. Others assert thar these three approache
have to be mutually exclusive, but that convergence is happening in som

cultural conflict in others, and hybridization everywhere, all at the same!
Although these debates can be contentious

: ol
cal vantage point (che stereotype of t.hc anthropg D

AAd.
vy
AALA.
vvYy

scud)
up exciting new possibilities for research, :
...."0.'....0‘.'.....'.....'...Q......'... it IN APR
] century
the Che
THINKING CRITICALLY ABOUT GLOBALIZATION '. cloud s|
: Europe,
Can you identify any examples of culcural hybridization in your conr_l m radiatio
: i nity? How does the example you came up with connect to transnati a jst ecor
1 dynamics and processes? S country
i with the
1 active cc
‘.....................‘..............‘..........7 X Iion Ukl
the effe
Unive
. . g ryna wa
What Strategies Can Anthropologists i and so8
. 1 2002). S
Use to Study Globa] | nterconnections? entific,
4 the disa
Nowadays nearly every anthropologist accepts that it js impossible to make sel the peo
local cultural realjgjes without some understanding of the broader political, ecop How
and socia] conditions thar also shape people’s lives (Kearney 1995). The as the w
that anthropologists haye typically cond ies i

4
the role of culpype in that system, Others who ¢
a global system more or less for

il 8ranted have focysed on specific componentg witl
at system money, and ; . “ci n

s »and ideas thae and “circylage”
. ulate” aroung
(Appaduraj 1996), or the « i ‘

‘Aow”
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Fieldwork
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“hernobyl’s Aftermate
s *
the worst nuclear disaster of
ccurred in the Soviet Union, when Un :
' .'.-t».obd nuclear reactor e)(FﬂOde"EL s . sis of the
3 Lad over Belarus, Ukraine, Russi f ! “ e
" posing millions of people t0.@ and 1997, she lived and worked
- Three years later the Soviet U n oftime in Kiev, the capftal
~omy collapsed, leaving the new ucted' participant observation
of Ukraine, where the ruined reac i osed workers, and
‘eactor’s technical maintenance, 4 _ , she interviewed Wﬂ-_.
,-\;-wiamina[ion. and a major health cr its in charge of deahns W'ﬂ"
_ainians (one of every 20 people); non-governmental disability
Facts of radiation poisoning. 9 me of this time she also d'fj
orsity of Pennsylvania anthrop esearch in the state-supported Rm:i"
.25 one of the first to examine here she st the everydap &cqs
cial aftermath of the disaster medical mmonndmgamnm
She was particularly intere iev, the research am 5
and political actors understoc t to Russia to study the s ‘ ifi
saster as well as its impacts ¢ xperience Bucleegy and radl_ :
o aster. She conducte’djnte ews T._-_I i 2
. did Petryna go bR in the Qnited States at tl'.re- ;% _ J
way science, politics, and p \€fgy Agency in New York and in "
oS ies such as the Lawrence Berkeley
here she learned techniques for
pact of radiation at the cellular
Iped her better understand the
e matters.
ike Petryna’s requires following cer-
es and processes across widely dispersed
Its goal is not to study the world system in
ntify the connections that link these dis-
s. The settings can be geographically dis-
jithin and across nation-states. But they can
lly dispersed, asin the social distance that exists
ate-run resea h clinic and a neighborhood
d families
vided rich perspectives on the
s lives that came following the
Ism following the collapse of
dden rise of global capitalism
itizens gaj
)pportunities, including the right tg::ua ::::r::;:: T:(;
to pr ‘thei
i top emﬁ their government o provide bene-
or their suffering. On the other hand, to dea] with the
/ (continueq)
N 1 i
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Doing Fieldwork (continued)

suffering, the Ukrainian state’s welfare system had to
expand instead of contract, defying any predictions that the 5
end of state socialism would automatically lead to a capital- have lost?

ist, free-market economy,

These complex changes have expressed themselves through
what Petryna calls “biological citizenship.” In the normal sense
of citizenship, citizens bear certain natural and legal rights as sited research?
their birthright. But in Ukraine, themes like biological damage, \ :
scientific knowledge, and suffering have become the grounds 3. Do you think that multi-sited research raises a Y
upon which many people claim citizenship. particular ethical issues? b

e Multi-sited ethnography.
An ethnographic research
strategy of following
connections, associations,
and putative relationships

from place to place.

Questions for Reflection

What would Petryna have gained if she had sta

1. '
in one place to do her research? What would sh_

Mohammed in a highly negative light. These riots ended in many injuries an|
deaths. While American officials scrambled to communicate their agreement ¢h

invoked a longer history of frustration with what they perceive to be a pa
Western disrespect of Islam throughout the twentieth century.

participation and observation in the everyday life of a single place over a long p
of time, ethnographic research has yielded incredibly rich insights into how ps
live and make sense of their lives. Yet ethnographers also assume that to learn ab
community one should stay in one place. But what if the community or the issues

wants to study extend beyond that place?

Multi-Sited Ethnography

One technique is to use multi-sited ethnography, which is a strategy of follow
connections, associations, and putative relationships from place to place (Ma
1995). Its goal is not a holistic representation of the world system as a totality. Ratl
it seeks to track cultural themes as they express themselves in distinct places and
tings that are typically connected in some concrete way. Its goal is to describe
tionships and connections between these different places. In this sense, multi-8
cthnography offers a comparative method. Comparisons emerge from juxtapos
phenomena that were once thought “worlds apart” (Marcus 1995:102). “Doing Fie
work: Studying Chernobyl's Aftermath With Adriana Petryna” considers how 6
anthropologist has taken advantage of the opportunities multi-sited ethnogr
presents for studying culture in transnational contexts. 1
Multi-sited fieldwork has been productive for studying transnational phenomé
like environmentalism and other social movements, the media, certain religious 5
eties whose membership extends across the borders of many countries, and the spre
of science and technology. As the object of anthropological research has expande
include topics like these, more and more anthropologists are doing multi-sired £
search. Multi-sited research is not appropriate for every research topic, but it is n

becoming a common anthropological research strategy.
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Conclusion

N anthropologist can claim to have easy answers to the dilemmas, dislocations, and
problems raised by globalization. But anthropological research can provide critical
penpectives on how and why people relate to large-scale social, economic, and polic-
.| changes in the ways they do. !

_onstant changes in the world, which is itself dynamic. Bur culeural change is not a
“worm process. There are many reasons for this. Different societies have differing levels
olerance toward change, and some are more protective of their cultural traditions
+others. In addition, as the story abour Walpiri watching television demonstrares,
ole can be open to outside influences even while maineaining culturally specific
nings and social relations. They do this by actively transforming the alien into some-
« more familiar. Even more important, perhaps, is that not all people participate in
+! processes on equal terms. Their position within broader political-economic pro-
~ helps shape their consciousness and experience of global cultural integration.

1 these reasons alone, it is possible to see why cultural diversity continues to exist
«wworld. But there is another key reason. It is because cultures are created in con-
on with other cultures, not in isolation, as many anthropologists had previously
vght. This is not to say that there are not certain elements that make the world feel
ller, including empirical changes in communications, migration, and finances.
- does this mean we live in a global village as Marshall McLuhan once claimed?
v if we think of a village as a place in which diversity, and not uniformity, is the
ming feature of that village.

“EY TERMS

Anthropology of Globalization p. 135 Postcolonialism  p. 142
development . 145 Hybridization  p. 149 Refugees p. 137
Cultural imperialism p- 148 {mrhigrants p. 137 Transnational p- 136

DeveIOpment ‘Localizatioﬂ p. 142 World culture  p. 148
anthropology  p. 145

: World systems theory
. Migrants p. 137
Diffusionists p. 135 . . P40
Exil Multi-sited ;
xles  p, 137 ethnography  p- 152_‘

\» we have established in this chapter, culture helps people make sense of and respond

i
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Chapter Section

Is the World Really Getting Smaller?

Are There Winners and Lo
Integration?

Doesn't Everyone Want to Be Developed?

f the World Is Not Beco
What Is It Becoming?

What Strategies Can Anthropologists Use
to Study Global Interconnections?
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CHAPTER 6  Globalization and Culture Understanding Global Interconnection

What We Know

Itis impossible to make sense of local
cultural realities without some
understanding of the broader political,
economic, and social conditions that also
shape people’s lives.

Anthropologists do not have easy ap
for the cultural, economic, and PO':
dilemmas raised by globalization,
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destructive and dominating effects of
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societies, others have argued that th'
expressions of resistance and creatiya
localization are meaningful and imp

responses.

Not everybody participates equally in the While some anthropologis
diverse kinds of interconnections that make
up globalization, and taking globalization
seriously means taking power relationships

and social inequality seriously,

.
e ply divided oy
positive and negative impacts of
development, and they continue to del
the merits and drawbacks of anthropglj
involvement in development and othey

projects that promote globalization,

Development raises complex and politically
charged issues about socioeconomic and
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ural convergence,

Multi-sited ethnography is one approach for
tracking cultural themes as they express
themselves in distinct places and settings,
and it seeks to identify concrete connections
between those places and settings.
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" anthropologists have written
any - 5 ~
eworthy ethnographic ~ mono
' hs exploring the intersections of
[E.lrc and globalizntion. Among the

| i Anna
ore thought-provoking are

Tsing’s book Friction: An Ethnography
of Global Interconnection (Princeton,
NJ: Princeton University Press, 2005),
which asserts the many global institu-
tions and interactions that shape the
problems facing Indonesian rain for-
ests and indigenous peoples; Charles
Piot’s Remotely Global: Village Mod-
ernity in West Africa (Chicago: Univer-
sity of Chicago Press, 1999), which

explores how village life among the
Kabre of Togo is shaped by a complex
mixture of local traditions and colo-
nial and postcolonial histories; and
Adriana Petryna’s Life Exposed: Bio-
logical  Citizens Afier ~ Chernobyl
(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University
Press, 2002), which is described in
the “Doing Fieldwork” box.
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