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. Is globalization fundamentally predicated on a form of spatial apartheicli

. What role did the Third World play during the Cold War? How did
'fhird World states seek to resist Cold War divisions?

. l)id the ending of the Cold War lead to a radical shift in North-South
lclationsf

. What factors have shaped US-Latin American relations in the post-Cold
War era?

'|'hc collapse of the Cold War (1989 onwards) íocused attention once more on the
stnrcture of the global political economy and the possibilities of ameliorating divisions
rlí' lvcalth between North and South. The l990s demonstrated, howeve1 that these
tlivisions between rich and poor are worsening and some of the most extreme pockets
rlí'1loverty are now to be found within the former Soviet Union in places such as Armenia
rrrcl Azerbaijan (Bradshaw and Stenning 2004). The Human Decelopment Report pvb-
lishccl by the United Nations in 2003 makes for depressing reading: over 50 countries
witncssed drops in national income over the 1990s, 30,000 children continue to die
rlaily from preventable illnesses, the richest 1 per cent of the world's population now
lcccives as much income as the poorest 57 per cent. Twenty-eight million people
irrc thought to have contracted AIDS in Africa and over l3 million children died of
rlirrlrhoea (an utterly preventable illness which would reduce dramatically if access to
clcrrn water were secured) in the 1990s. Even allowing for a certain margin of error,
thcsc ;rre unquestionably shocking statistics which demand to be addressed. How can
thc world can remain so incredibly divided within the North and between North and
South more generallyl (UN 2003).

It has been argued by many Third World writers, and progressive writers in the North
such as Richard Falk, that the global political economy remains premised on a form
of global apartheid. This presents a very different sense of globalization (with associ-
rrtcd characteristics such as global homogeneity) because it is based on an assumption
tll Íundamental inequality and difference rather than uniformity and mutual benefit.
It rlso has implications for how we might understand geopolitics as a theory and
practice.
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'l'he origin of the term 'apartheid' rcfcrs t<t a policy or svstem of segregation or
tliscrimination on grounds of race and was introduced by the white minority regime
in South Africa in 1948 (see In focus 3.1).

& rs $"ca'cx$ $i Aparthěiďl;'South Africa
tn 1948 thé''Srruth]Afričaí,government underlPresident D;,,]F'; ,Malan introduÓed a
set of policies and practicéíll,whi{rh became known ln,,Áfrikaans as,]apártheid (separate
development):]] ovel !he,]íext .40',yg_ars1' elabor'qte planB were conštr,'ucted ,not on!y,,.l1o

identify different racial groups (whites, blacks, coloureds and Indians) but also to develop
the South Africán economylánd.socieťy.:alang'ncial andlethnic lines. Politically, whité
South African citizens were the only caregory of people able to vote and participate
in governrrlent.,,,In'iárÁi]oí, ádodtio.', h;usiíg; social' sérvices],]and, tlansbort strict
segregation was enforced. Marriage between 'black' and 'white' South Aíricans was
lilrbidden and residenrial areas were demarcated by racial classification. This system
of apartheid was corldemned b;y ,many iountriéí in,the United Nationš becausé it activel1'.
and often vio|ent]y;.]iuppressed the basic human'] rights of black] ánd]other íon-white

In 1990, the most famous polidcal prisoner in the world, the black lawyer (and
condemned terrorist) Nelson Mandela was released from detention in South Africa.
C)ver the following years, the white minority government was forced to bow to
domestic.'ííd internationál piessuié,to, 1eleasé,l:,hundreds of political prisoners, thereby
beginning',,t'be procešs of dismánt1ií$,,ap-arthb.ld ,as a prelude 1o ,const|lutional 'chaíge.
In 199{; the first ťree and,'non.racíal e1ectioní]l]wei.e held in:South:,Africa with the result
that NelŠon Mandela bečami,, -ie.,fiísqblaek íiesidént orthe country. }{owever, in spite
of the formal ending of apartheid, profound inequalities remain between *i,;t. .na
black South'Aťripans; Un_dei,lhs...lendershiploÍArčhbishop l)esmond,Tutu, the Truth
and Reconeitiaíion CommišŠion{TRC)' cÍeated']in the afternrath oťthe 1994 elections,
has attempted to expose the violent nature of apartheid to wider critical scrutiny. In
1999, Thabo Mbeki was elected as the second post-apartheid president of South Africa
and Nlandela remains a global icon of hope and humility.

We live in a world, as the American strategic thinker Thomas Schelling once notecl,
rvltere one fifth of the world is rich and predominantly lighter-skinned and four-fifths
.u'c poor and darker-skinned. The richer peoples also enjoy an overwhelming militarv
srrperiority and often seek to prevent the poorer folk (often formally colonized in
tlrc past) from'penetrating'and/or'swamping'their developed regions (see Schelling
It)t)2). Ntlilitary force combined with surveillance technologies continues to be usccl
rtt <lrder to prevent movement of 'economic refugces' and/or 'illegal migrants' fr<lnr

r cg-ions such as Latin America and North Africa to North America and Western Eur<lpc

' 
ťspcctively. Unsurprisingly, various international ctrmmissions and reports such as thc:
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UN-appointed South Commission have concluded that the unequal character of the

global political economy had to be acknowledged and tackled:

While most people of the North are affluent, most of the people in the South are poor;

while the economies of the North are generally strong and resilient, those of the South

are mostly weak and defenceless; while the countries in the North are, by and large, in

control of their destinies, those of the South are very vulnerable to external factors,

lacking in functional sovereignty . . . And the position is worsening, not improving

(South Commission 1990: 1-2).

Absolute poverty and lack of educational opportunities, especially for women and

girls, have combined to ensure that millions of people in East Asian countries such as

Carnbodia, Laos, Mongolia and China have to survive on less than one US dollar a day.

l{ural and agricultural communities in the East and South Asian region were perceived

to be particularly vulnerable to abject poverty. India, for example, has at least 350 mil-
lion people living in extreme poverty. Non-governmental organizations have, however,

rlÍtcn been critical of Northern_dominated international institutions such as the

Wrrrld Bank (WB), the World Trade Organization (WTO) and the International
Monctary Fund (IMF) because of their failure to address village-scale development

rrncl urban slum regeneration (Desai and Imrie 1998). In contrast, large-scale proiects

such as dam construction have tended to dominate the funding profile of international
Íinrrncial agencies for the last 50 years. In the 1990s and beyond, World Bank and United
Nrrtions Development Programme reports on poverty and underdevelopment have tended

ro crnphasize the significance ofindigenous education spending, gender and infrastructure-

lctl invcstment without ever considering how North-South relations might impinge upon

tlrc capacity of the South to invest in these particular sectors. Moreover, the continued

l)t'cscllcc of trade barriers and subsidy regimes in the North (such as the Common
Aglicultural Policy within the EU) perpetuates profound inequalities as the Global South

is insrructed by the IMF and WTO to'open up'its economies to international flows

trÍ'cit1lital.
'l'lris chapter is founded upon a belief that Northern debates on global geopolitics

(cspccirrlly with the current concern for 'global terror') and the unequal impact of
gkrbrrlizltion have either neglected or marginalized the experiences of the South and

ttrlw Íilt'nrcr mcmbers of the Soviet Union. The future of regions such as Africa, Asia

lrtttl tllc Paciíjc in any new world order will depend upon the interaction of States co-

cxisring within a globalized system of financial flows, social actors, militarization,
rrlrrkcts, intcrnational organizations and unwanted ideas and threats. The position of
coultlics in Sub-Saharan Africa such as Malawi and Uganda is all the more precari-

orrs rrs it bccumcs evident that not even so-called Great Powers such as the USA can

strrrpc lhc intcrnational system to suit exclusively American needs. This discussion of
tlrc Soulh dLrring the post-Cold War era concludes that the North-South cleavage can

orrly bc tacklccl by the progressive strengthening ofa global civil society bolstered by

ltlt itgt:tttlit rlí' dcmilitarization (see Chapter 5), cultural security, sustainable develop_

rrrcnl, cnvironmcntal protection (see Chapter 6), human rights (see Chapter 7) and global

Hov('rnrncc (scc Walker 1988, tralk 1995).
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'l'he invention of the 'Third World' by Western social scientists in the early 1950s
toincided with the geographical extension of the systemic-ideological struggle between
tlrc two superpowers. It was perhaps no coincidence that new categories such as'First
\'V<rrld' and 'Third lVorld' were being deployed at a time when the United States and
the Soviet Union were directly involved in supporting opposing sides in the Korean
Pcninsula and at a moment when the USA was overthrowing the elected government
rlí'Mossadegh in Iran in 1953. Subsequent events in Korea, Vietnam and Central
America were increasingly evaluated and judged within a narrative which stressed the
significance of the ideological struggle between the superpowers. The geopolitical
irnagination of the Cold War was characterized by:

Geopolitical space [being] conceptualised as a three-fold partition of the world that
relied upon the old distinction between traditional and modern and a new one between
ideological and free. Actual places became meaníngful as they were s]otted into these
geopolitical categories, regardless oftheir parricular qualities (Agnew 1998: 111*12).

In the United States, successive administrations from Truman to Reagan adopted
thc geopolitical view that the'Third World'had to be saved from the enduring evils
rlí'communism and totalitarianism. In some cases, this concern resulted in armed inter-
vcntion in various parts of the world, ranging from the widespread carpet bombing of
(.arnbodia in the 1970s to the dispatch of 20,000 marines to the Dominican Republic
in 19 5. Moreoveq other countries such as Israel, Egypt, Taiwan and South Korea received
cxtensive financial and military assistance from the 1950s onwards because the Soviet
[.]nion was considered to pose a threat. Taiwan, for example, derived 5-10 per cent of
its national income from American financial aid in the 1950s (Ward 1997).

However, American commitments to the Third World were not geographically uniform.
'l'l'rroughout the Cold War, the Middle East, Latin America and the Caribbean were
t:onsidered to be highly significant whilst other regions such as West Africa were
r:onsidered to be of lower geopolitical importance (see In focus 3.2).

This geographical variability has been noted in an analysis of the presidential State
rlÍ_the Union addresses between the 1940s and the 1980s (o'Loughlin and Grant l990,
cited in Agnew 1998: 116 and Fig. 3.1). In the early srages of the Cold War, presidenrs
tcnded to stress the threat to the so-called rimland states which surrounded the Soviet
lJnion and China. In the 1960s, attention tended to be focused on the two socialist
slrtes of Cuba and Vietnam. By the 1980s, however, Presidents Carter and Reagan were
cxpressing concern for the Ntliddle East, Southern Africa and Central America.

While the overall pattern of concern may not be surprising given the geopolitical
(:ontours of the Cold War, this analysis includes the consistently high priority given to
l;rtin America and the Caribbean by American administrations. This concern for a neigh-
lr.uring region was rarely benign, however. From 1945 onwards, American adminis-
trittions developed a range of policies and strategies designed to protect Latin America
Íi'tlm socialism and to promote American commercial and security interests. These includecl
tlrc creation of an inter-American security community (under the 1947 Rio Pact), which



llt fittrli, 1.Ž: US support for lsraej and the lsraeli-Palesline
d ispute

One of the most controversial elements of US geopolitical strategy during the Cold
War was the Íjnancial and military support offered to Israel after its formation in l948.
l"ollowing the l917 Balfour Declaration, which declared that a Jewish homeland
should materialize, the British as the imperial power were forced to leave the region
in the mid-1940s. Jewish terror gangs such as the Stern Gang were highly effective
in securing tbe ousting of British forces.

After the 1948 Independence War, which witnessed the mass expulsion of
Palestine Arabs, lsrael consolidated its territorial presence armed with the Zionist
slogan'A land with no people for people without land'. In 1967 following a war with
Arab neighbours;,Isine'l ,oicup,ieď',:tbe' 3ffi,,,,.i,é.nínwld la1:,:.[,;gyp!:111ll;:':,fbe](iolan Heights
in Syria. In 1982 it invaded and occupied South Lebanon. According to supporters
of Israel, the USA (and France) was right to help Israel maintain its political existence
given the expe$xiog' oťfutewilsfi',HolÓc'$iť.'ín ,.p isíírcíť hostiliry,::fiom surround*1

ing Arab states. Israel remains an undeclared nuclear power and unlike its Arab
ncighbours, a parliamentary democracy.

For the critics of Israel and its support from the USA, this policy has allowed the
counrry ro ignore UN Resolutio n Z+i 1tSOl1, which calls for a 'iust settlement', Seven
hunrlred thousŤl Palestinian Arabs were exiled into Jordan and millions more live
in miserable conditions'in,,the Wešt:Bánk....end,,,,,Gá'*,,,,Strip, Pales1inian 1error 8roups
tirrgctcd Western and Israeli individuals and the state apparatus as part of their
carnpaign for international recognition. The Palestinian leadership continues to push
íill'a full and final territorial settlement with Israel'

As part <-rf the gradual improvement in relations between Israel and the Arab world,
ligypr rccognized lsrael's right to exist in 1982 and in return Israel left the Sinai Peninsula.
'l'hc Oslo Peace Process (1993) and subsequent negotiations such as at Wye (1998)

hirvc bccn plagued by terrible violence as lsrael seeks to consolidate its grip on the

Wcst llank and the Gaza Strip in response to Palestinian resistance known a^s the Intifada.
Strici<lc bornbers have target; b"r.íi, (ofterr on commuter buses) and thus many Israelis
lil"ll)l)ort t repressive]]policy against the Palestinians. Ia i$.,.hoped::::lth{ť i '?005l6'an
irrtlc1rentlent Palestine will exist in return Íor guarantees regarding Israel's right to exist
in thc lcgion. The prospects remain bleak, not least because it remains unclear
wlrcthcr both sides Q4n,agree on territorial boundariesr f.}re...,eoí!rot,ÚflJorusilem, tba,
right of rcturn for Palestinian exiles, and the fate of illegal lsraeli settlements in the

Wcst llank and Gaza.
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rrrrolvt'tl nrutr-lrll clcfence in the Americas and the provision of financial and military
rssistrrnt'c through programmes such as Alliance in Progress in the 1960s.

Irr rrrorc cxtrcmc cases, however, the American military and intelligence agencies were
prtp;r't'rl lo undcrmine governments in the Latin American region considered to be
L ;rrrirrg lowrrruls the political left. In 1954, for example, the Central Intelligence Agency
(( 'lA) 1lr'rlvitlctl rcbcls in Guatemala with íunds' arms and combat training so that they
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could successfully overthrow the reformist government of Jacobo Arbenz Guzman
(lmmerman l982). In 196l the CIA also encouraged rebels to attempt an overthťow
of the socialist regime of Fidel Castro. The Kennedy administration of the time pro-
vided arms to Cuban rebels and promised US air support to encourage a coup against
l)resident Castťo. In April l961 a rebel force landed at the Bay of Pigs only to find that
C,irstro's military forces hopelessly outnumbered thcm. US air support never material-
ized and the subsequent failure of the so-called 'Bay of Pigs' venture was not onl,v a

crushing revelation of the limitations of American power but also contributed to the
worsening relations between the superpowers over Cuba. The decision by the Soviet
Union to place missile installations on Cuba precipitated one of the tensest moments
oť the Cold War when it appeared that the United States was prepared to launch
military strikes against Cuba if the installation work continued. The crisis eventualll,
cnded when Soviet missile transporters were returned to their home bases and thc
Americans agreed to withdraw their Jupiter missiles from l'urkey.

In the same year as the Bay of Pigs fiasco, 'I'hird World states came together as
a political force. The creation of the Non-Aligned Nlovement (NAA{) in 19 1 was an
illustration of how some Third World states attempted to resist the international
politics oť the Cold War (\Villetts 1978 and In focus 3.3)'

Composed of states such as India, Egypt and Ylrgoslavia, it was hoped that the NANt
would contest the geopolitical pressures of thc superpowers. Non-alignment is not
the same as neutrality because the latter is r.rsurrllv ir conclition which is recognized or
guaranteed by other states. Non-alignment is conccrncd with developing an indepencl-
cnt political space which is secure from supcr1lrlwcr irrtcr'Í'cr'encc. The founders of thc



ln lirr:us i.i: The Tricontinental Conference

After,,,,,í,,,suicessful,lšoíftÍence,iívďrin&áííÍi(ďo'nia| states in 'the Indoneqian iqity]',o{,
Bandung in 1955, the 19 6 Tricontinental Conference held in Havana was perhaps
the mqšt,],vi$ible,:elpťeqŠion of',ntitiqaut]''sbiťdlil'1V,brldl,palik1bš'::,in the,,,t960š.i]]l.Hosted b}'
the socialist leader Fidel Castro, the conference attracted delegales from the three
continents of Latin America including the Caribbean, Africa and Asia. The purpose
of the conference was to consider the collective fate of newly independent nations in
the midst of the Cold War. A journal ca\led Tricontinental*", founá"d, and published
the writings of many well-known post-colonial writers and activists such as Frantz
Fanon, Che Guevara and Ho Chi iVlinh. The aim of the conference and journal was
no1 16,prÓdíce one pa1ticuloi,political arn.6:7,41' éÍíiáll'1rciíiion.but]to promote the ,

general aim of national,/popular liberation and the material and cultural well being of
all peoples. As Che Guevara noted in April 1967:

What is the role that we, the exploited people of the world, must play?
'l'he conrribution that falls to us, t-lre exploited and backward of the world, is to

eliminate the foundations sustaining imperialism: our oppressed nations, from
which capital, raw materials and cheap labor (both workers and technicians) are
cxtracted ;:i ].,.,,sinkine,us,,liíto.*6šÓ!ute,,d'opcadence1,.$},!l,Íundamě ,,p'|9me1t of that
strategic obiective, then, will be the real liberation of the peoples.

I )csctiptions such as 'tricontinental' are not just geographical labels but they also serve
t<l rcmind us that there are alternative viewpoints and knowledse svstems about the
strtc of the world. Tricontinental
wc live.

vi031poiíts.,,í6ď..,lknowted$e:, syste.$1s| ebout the
šius ....lo...!h'í$e, o...ve!uesl aiid terms, undéi] which

Saairlll' Youn$,,l200$;;,tŤ:1 8
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u
NANI in 1961 tried to create a political forum in which common problems such as the
lrrrlltlirrg ttí't ncw state in the midst of the Cold War could be discussed. Over the years,
tlrc NAN4 mct at intervals of over three to five years to consider the political and
,.'r'onolrric issucs: Cairo 1964, Lusaka 1970, Algiers 1973, Colombo 1976, Havana 1979,

Ncrv f )clhi l9tl3, Harare 1986, Belgrade 1989, Bogota 1994,for example. South Africa
jorrrcrl lhc NAM in the same year that President Mandela was elected the country's
lilst lrlrrc k prcsiclent in 1994. Although the NAM had no central headquarters, the group
tlitl co ortlinatc activities on technical co-operation, development, disarmament and
irrtt'r'rrrrlionrrl sccurity Summit meetings were the major venues for debate and policy
lorurrrlrrliolr (Singham and Hune 198 ).

At tlrc 1973 NAN4 Summit, the parties committed themselves to pursuing a New
lrrlclnrrtionrrl lrconomic Order (NIEO) in order to reduce the North-South divide.
'llris NANl Srlmmit in conjunction with the raising of oil prices by OPEC in 7973

;rrorrrlrrcrl rliscussion of the NIEO at the UN in 1974. Despite the high profile of the
Nll'.() tlcllrrlcs, the NANÍ never really enjoyed high_level political Success because its
lll('llll)ťl'S wcrc clivided on the ultimate objectives of non_alignment. Some countries

'l'lrc "l'hird World' and thc Colcl War' 57

srrch as Cuba and l.,ibya wanted the NANI to align itself more closely with the Eastern
llloc, whilst others argued that the movcmcnt should look to the West for political
support. By the late l970s, arguments Íbr a NII:.o had declined in political salience
not least because the re-emergence of a Sccond C<-rld \Var had shifted the political agenda
rrwav from economic issues. With the ending of the Cold War in the late 1980s, the
political significance of NAN,I largely disappeared. 'l'he organization continucs to meet
in ordcr to discuss the politics of non*alignment (arguably in a context shaped by the
US-led 'war on terror') in the early part of the twenty*first century.

These Struggles Íbr survival should not be underestimated given the scale and
intensity of violence in many parts of the Third \Vorld (see In focus 3.4).

In South East Asia, for instance, over 600,000 local people died due to confronta-
tions between rival American and Soviet-backed military forces between 1969 and 1975.
lntelligence agencies such as the CIA also pursued an assassination programme,

& gt á'{y {: g' g Chilel:s:r,lS,eptemb er 1 1 lh

The United States is not the ronllrr,,iountry to have suffered extreme cultural trauma
ašsočiated with 'Septenrber 1rh!''" ch'l ''s particular trauma occurréd,with the over*
throw of the elected socialist government of Salvador Allende by a military coup on
1l September'1973' Supported by the CIA and Ámerican corporations such as IT'T,
the military golpe le estaiu was prompted by a fear amongst the Chilean military
and business sectors that Allende's socialist social and economic programmes would
either ruin Chile's economy and/or ensure that Chile became a client state of the
Sovier Union. The Americans, already fearful of Castro's Cuba in the Caribbean, were
determined that socialism should not gain a loothold in I.atin America. As former
secretary of state l-lenry Kissing.. onJ. remarked, a country like Chile would not
be allowed to 'go Marxist' iust because 'its people were irresponsible' (Hitchens
2001: 55). On ll September 1973, the presidential Palace in Santiago was stormed
by Chilean armed forces under the leadership of General Augusto Pinochet and
Allende l:was:,láter killed. Pinochet assumed the']political lsadprship of the country
anrl gověrned ' Chile for the íext seventeen yearr. R, pni' of his determination to
prevent any future 'political Allendes' he pursued a vicious campaign against any
individuat or group suspected of having left-wing leanings. It is estimated that at least
3,000 people wpÍe ínutdeÍed by'fhg m;litary' regime and in neighbouring Argentina
the death toll was even higher as a military regime pursued its own 'war of terror'
in the late 1970s.

Ironically, in Decembcr 1998 íormer president Pinochet was arrested in London
for the purpose of facing charges from a Spanish court relating to mass murder and
human rights abuses. He was eventually relecsed by Britain on the grounds of severe
ill health. Notwithstanding his escape from intcrnational justice, the episode did
demonstrate that former heads of state no hrnger enjoy automatic immunity from
prosecution.

"lriarre: Hitchens 2001
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'Operation Phoenix', against Vietcong supporters in the early 1970s. In other parts of
the world, socialist and military regimes in Africa, I-atin America and Asia strove to
consolidate the powers of the state within a rapidly changing world economy. Socialist
governments such as Mozambique and Angola were racked by civil wars and sup-
crpower intervention (in Southern Africa) in the 1970s. Over I million peoplc are believed
to have died between 1975 and the early 1990s in Mozambique alone (Sidaway and
Simon 1993, Power 2003). Internationatr agencies such as the \Vorld Bank had to

1lrovide emergencY Íinancial aid in order to Save these states from total collapse due to

civil war which also destroyed the early achievements in health care and education
provision.

'l'he NAN'Í Succeeded in changing the often violent profile of North-South relations
tlrrough its adoption of a campaign for a NIEo based on Íinancial and technological
trlrrrsÍ'ers from North to South and through the promotion of peaceful co_operation
bctwcen states (Thomas 1987, Halliday 1989). The initial impetus for a NIEO
stcrnmecl from the development at the United Nations Conference on Trade and
l)cvclopment (UNCIAD) and the creation of the Group of 77 within the United Nations
irr l9(r4.'l'he Group of 77 represented the poorest member states of the UN and was
rlcsig'nccl to bring Southern voting power to bear on Northern member states of the
( )N Sccurity Council. The meetings of the UN General Assembly and the UNCTAD
rvo'e usccl to raise the issue of unequal trading relations between North and South.
l )ctltattrls Íbr a NIEO were based on a belief that radical change was needed in order
to irrrpr<lvc the condition of the South. Basic demands included: a new general system
rrl'1lrcí'crcnces to enable the South to break into the manufacturing markets dominated
lrl,thc N<lrth; a commitment from the NorthÍl devote at least l per cent of GDP to
ollit:irrl aicl; the cancellation of the'South"rn',i*t; technology r.rnrf... to be executed;
:rrrtl llrc improvement of control and regulation of multinationals to prevent the
crploilrrtion of Southern resources and labour markets.

'l'lris wrrs an ambitious agenda, which demanded radical reforms of the international
tcorrrrrric orcler. It was also conservative in the sense that co-operation between states
rvrrs still considercd to be the best means of promoting economic development for the
Sorrth within thc capitalist world economy. However, it was also grounded on a belief
llrrrl slructural obstacles within the global political economy would have to be over-
trrlrrttl. In thc late 1970s, there appeared to be some evidence that the South was mak-
irrg plogrcss ancl that even the UN-appointed Brandt Commission (named after the
lolrrt'r' ( iclnrtn Clhancellor Willy l3randt) recognized the significance of these inequal-
itir's bctwccrr North and South. Furthermore, the South proved to be an effective
rrcp,otirrlirrg bkrc during the oil price rises crisis of 1973-4 and the United Nations
( rrnlcntion on thc l-aw of the Sea in the 1970s and 1980s. The declaration of the ocean
lLrols irs conlrnon hcritage (and therefore the property of the global community) was
;r r orrsi<lclrrlllc political success despite American and Northern opposition. However,
Irrrtlrrrrorlirl chrrngc in the world economy was elusive in the 1980s as priorities
r lr:rrrgt'rl ;rlrtl lhc onset of the Second Cold War ensured that Northern states were more
,,rrttlrrctl with rising superpower tension than North-South relations. By the time
r,Í llrt' l()l'l2 \\brld Summit of Northern and Southern leaders in Mexico, it was
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irbundantly clear that Northern leaders such irs President Reagan and Prime Nlinister
'l'hltcher had no inteťest in meeting thc dcmands of the NIEo'

Thc Northern states'apparent lack of interest in fundamental reform led Southcrn
strtes and their commentators to talk of a so-called 'lost decade of development' (see
(irecn 1995). T'hroughout the 1980s, the political and economic condition of manv parts
tlÍ'the Third World began to Worsen as economies collapscd in Sub_Saharan Africa and
(.entral America rvitnessed the long-term clestabilization of Nicaragua and the 1989
irrvasion oíPanama. The renewed geopolitical confrontation between thc Soviet Union
:rnd the USA had, therefore, dire consequences for the economic ancl political welfarc
rlí'the Third World. Armed intervention in combination with rising clebt burdens and
public-scrvice sector collapse prompted discussions of so-called 'failecl states', a term
íirst introduced in the 1980s to convey a Sense of places where the basic mechanisms
tlÍ'governance had simply evaporated. Fbr Mozambique, governance WaS increasingly
clctcrmined by international bodies based in Washington I)C rather than in the
national capital of N'Iaputo (see In focus 3.5).

By the end of the Cold War, the NANtt had lost its economic and political appcal
because of the changing relationships between its members, the superpowers ancl

the wider international community. The onset of the debt crisis in 1982 (see below)
further compounded the South's inability to demand fundamental change in spitc <lí

the initial shock to the Northern financial community. Within the Southern coalirion,
collective demands for radical reform were also beginning to fragment as it becanrcr
itpparent that some states such as South Korea and N{alaysia hacl enjoyed consideraltlc
sLlccess in terms of economic growth ancl ratcs of inclustralization. Fbr world-systcnrs
theorists, the growth of a Southern semi-peril.rhcry wrrs n natural outcome in thc scnsc
that the world economy needed economic ancl prlliticlrl snÍ'oty valves. It was thcreÍilrc

*xx &'m*'rx$l,$"$; Polítícal conditionalities and the 'Washington
Consensus'

,:

In 1991 the''Unitéd States;:-B1igin ond multiiateral donors introduced so*called
'potitical c0_íditionalities'':,., flr tl1g ']purpose of ]securing {good governance'. Thgse
demands wero labelled thelWashington Consensuso because they originated in the United
States and US-based international institutions such as the IMl.'. ln order to qualify
íor toans;,'couniiies had to' amongst other things, curb budget deficits, reduce public
spending, protect property rights, liberalize trade, privatize state-owned corporations
and promote foreígn'direct iníástment. The Štip'ulations regarding ''good governance'
were defined by the donors,'and,'l,,thus in conjunction with the 'econÓmic condition-
alities' attached to structural adiustment programmes (SAPs), this could be seen as
yet another attempt to undermine the sovereign authority of impoverished states in
the Global South.
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in the North's interests that some Southern countries developed successfully whilst
others remaincd underdeveloped. The rapid political changes of the 1980s induced some
analysts and political leaders to argue that the South or the 'Third World' had eÍfectively
cnded because of the diversity of experience in the regions. New times demanded new
political programmes ancl new forms of analysis.

ll'štt- l"llt{ *li' l$xt" '$'*tix"aii \} tlx'*rr{?

Sincc thc cnd of the Cold War and the collapse of the Soviet Union, increased atten*
tion has been paid to the intellectual utility of Cold War categories such as First and
'l'hrrcl \Vorlds. It has been widely suggested that the term'Third \Vorld'is no longer
rrrr appropriate label for the complex and varied regions of North Africa, South Asia,
Strll-Saharan Africa, Latin America ancl the Caribbean, South East Asia, South West
Asirr irncl the Pacific (Berger 199'1, Ayoob 1995, Grant 1995, Haynes 1996). During the
l()()0s, critical observers in the North and South advancecl three major objections to
thc corrccpt of a Third World (Fig. 3.2).

'|'hc Íirst could be described as a philosophical objection to the implicit assumption
llí'llrrcc clifferent worlds (Hosle 1992).The concept of a'fhird World erroneously implied
I hrr { I lrc livcs of human beings in Africa, Asia and Latin America were entirely separate
Íi rlrll tlttlsc living in the First and Second worlds. As globalization theorists have stressed,
rrll hrrnrrrn bcings live in one and only one interdependent world. The formation of an
irrrlrrstrializccl North and an underdeveloped South was intimately related rather than
tlt'rivctl ítrlm scparate economic and political processes. Moreover, the differentiation

D
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l)ctween F'irst/Second/Third worlds irnplicitll' assumed a value hierarchy where the
lirst is considered superior to the third.

During the Cold War, the term 'Third Worlcl'had an apparent analytical value because
it seemed to refer to states which not only shared a common colonial experience but
lvcre also intent on economic development. N'Íainstream development approaches in the
t.Jnited States ensured that such a categorization also implied that the Third World
slrould bc seeking to follow the example of the First World. Walter l{ostow's manifesto
ítlr a non_communist approach to economic development, for example' assumed that
lltere were five major stages of development, which would involve a substantial trans-
lirmation in the cultural, economic and political life of developing nations (see Desai
rrncl Potter 2002).In the process, it was generally assumed that development would be
rr relatively uniform process for the Third World states regardless of their particular
lrtcation and history. The division of the world into three separate spheres meant in
practice that Western observers tended to neglect the interrelationships between thesc
allegedly separate worlds.

The second point of objection is concerned with the ending of the Cold War. 'l'hc
concept of the'fhird World was developed in the 1950s by Northern social scientists
1o refer to a world dominated by the bloc politics of the Cold War. A tripartite divi-
sion of thc world made some sense in the 19 0s when the world was characterized by
il superpowe r confrontation and the emergence of newly inde pcndent nations in Africa
and Asia. However, these circumstances changed radically and in alliance with thc
rrcceleration of political and economic globalization, the world has witnessed the rapicl
transÍbrmation of the earth's political geography. Some parts of the 'fhird World have
become highly developed while others have floundered. Until 1997*8, the so-called Easr
Asian tigers of N{alaysia, Singapore and Thailand experienced some of the highest
cconomic growth rates in the last twenty years (sce In focus 3.6).

The collapse of 'Second World' federations such as the Soviet Union and Yugoslavia
has meant that some of the former Soviet republics such as Armenia and Azerbaijan
:rre alleged to resemble Third \Vorld economies (see Bradshaw and Stenning 2004). Nlorc
generall1,, a shift of geo*cconomic inÍluence from the Euro*American realm towarcls thc
Asia_PaciÍic basin has mcant that the political geography of the post_Cold \\hr era is
quite different from that of the 1950s and 19 0s.

One major element of change in the political geography of the world economv has
been the rising profile of China, which has been described as the next economic ancl

lrolitical supcrpower after the USA and Japan. As early as 1975, the Economisl maga-
zine was predicting that China's expanding economy woulcl be a major force in the worlcl
cconomy. To date, China's economy has grown at around 10 per cent per annum sincc
1991 and it now procluces half the world's toys, two-thircls of its shoes and most of its
bicycles and power tools. China is also the largcst recipient of foreign investment afrcr
the USA. Economists estimate that China's GNP (Gross National Product) could erccccl
that of the United States (the largest economy at present) by the end of the twenty-
Íirst century. Since the l990s, China has engagccl in a massive programme of markct
lcform and commercial development. 'lhere is littlc cloubt that standards of living havc
improved for many Chinese people in terms tlÍ-ltcccss t<l clean Watet possession rlí'\-') 'l'lu cc lvorlrls?
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I ixl *"spclrs The 1997*8 Asian tiger crisis

'tl1lcn up' these economies to foÍeign direct investment.

'()nsunlLrr goocls and better food and housing. However, the environmental and social
'()srs lllrvc bcen high in terms of poor employmcnt conditions for many workers, water
.lrrrtrrgcs, cnvironmental degradation due to industrial pollution and continued con-
ltttrt't'sics rlvcr fhc statc of human rishts i1Ů|e country including the disputed region
rl'l ilrt'I.

'l'hc lirrrrl point of objection to the term'Third World'concerns the elites rvithin
rll(s( strrlcs.'l'lrc promotion of Third Worldism in the 1970s and 1980s disguised the
l.rt I llnt 'l'hir-cl \\brld clitcs (often Western-educated) were not always acting in the
lrt'st irrtclcsls of thcir own societies. Notorious political leaders such as former
I'rcsirlcnl lrli Arnin of Uganda (trained at Britain's elite militarv college, Sandhurst)
,trllt'rrrillirltls tlí'1-lounds and dollars from their governments and cleposited the money
rr s( ( r'('t .Srviss brrnk accounts. In the early 1970s Amin attempted to either kill or expel
rll tlre ctlrrric Asian Ugandans in a bid to ethnically cleanse Uganda of 'foreign'
''lt'tttt'ttls. llr s1litc of its rich natural fesouťces and exports such aS coffee' Uganda is
llll\\ ()ll(' rlÍ'lltc rtrost heavily indebted countries in the world relative to the size of its
'(i)n()nr\'. ln thc (,cntral African Republic, the former self-styled'Emperor'Bokassa
,yrcrrt $20 rrrillion (equivalent to 25 per cent of the total GDP) on his coronation
( r( nlonv tn 1.()l'7. ln Zaire, former President Nlobutu stole several billion US dollars
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over a period of 20 years' which was clcrivcd Íl'om the country's export in oil and
cliamonds (Reyntiens 1995). Categories such as ''lhird World'effectively homogenized
conditions within these parts of the world rirther than exposing the enduring and
contradictory complerities of these post-colonial societies. Within the socialist world
of 'I'hird World states, high levels of violence dirccted against an internal population
often overwhclmed appeals to equality and socialist forms of development. The 'killing
íields' of Kampuchea (now Cambodia) in the 1970s are a chilling remincler of how a
socialist regime led by the Khmer Rouge leader Pol Pot participated in the massacre
of 2 million people.

Far from ushering in a new global order based on uniform economic development
rrnd liberal democracl,, the conditions of the Third \Vorld remain so varied that the
standard social science categories such as 'developing countrics' and the 'periphery' increas-
ingly do not make sense for countries ranging from Camboclia to Ycmen and from
Singapore to Togo. Robcrt Gilpin noted in 1987 that the 'I'hird World 'no longer
cxists as a meaningful entity' (Gilpin 1987: 304). l{apid politicirl change has, therefore,
rrpparently called into question the capacity of mainstream concepts and theories to explain
rrnd interpret the world around us. As Cedric Grant has claimecl:

Since the collapse of communism and the end of the Cold War, the scepticisrn as to
the existence of the Thircl World has increased. This is because the term "lhird World'
was clerived in the context of a bipolar r,vorld as a labcl to dilferentiate the nervly
indepcndent countrics of Africa and Asia from the rival powcr blocs, the Western and
the Soviet, which in their competition rvith each other had focusecl their arrcnrion on
thesc newly independent nations. Even those who were inclined to agiree that there was
some substance to the concept of the Third World are now more ready to accept the
contcntion that the global transformation which is occuring is renclering the concept
anachronistic (Grant 1995: 5 7-8).

'l'he actual delimitation of a 'Third World' during the Cold War descrves Íurther
claboration because it touches upon some of the enduring controversies surrounding
lhose countries in Africa, Asia and Latin America which have yet to achieve economic
rr,calth comparable to that of Western European and North American states and Japan.
ln addressingthese questions, this discussion will broach the intcllectual and academic
context which gave rise to the concept of a Third World. The purpose of this invest-
igation is to demonstrate that the conceptual challenges posed by the concept of a Third
\\brld are far greater than a simple presentation of the changing political map in the
lrost*Cold War era. In an era of increasing globalization, the advocacy of a concept
such as the Third World could be used to promote a spurious impression of homo-
gcneity, thereby reproducing an unhelpful distinction between a First and a Third
\\brld. On the other hand, the term 'Third World' can be useful in highlighting the
;rcrsistent inequalities within the world system and the enduring aspirations of several
billion people.

With any label such as'Third World'or'Dcveloping \Vorld'or'Low Income World'
lltcre are always inherent difficulties in reprcsenting cithcr vast areas ofthe earth's sur-
í;tce or complex socio-economic situations in tcrms tlí'singlc categories (Barton Í997:6).

In July 1997 'the Thai qurrencyl,ihe bahť; collapsed in t]re midst of a $enerál economic
clownturn involving the largest Asian economy, Japan. Annual GDP growth for the
South East and Easi Asian region in 1997-8 went into rapid decline 

", 
, los of investor

confidence meant thai$100 billion was withdrawn from $outh F.ast Asian economies,
Wirhin a malter of months, Indonesia, Malaysia and the Philippines suífered further
rcductions in economic growth as currencies collapsed and international financial
confidence evaporated. Indonesia. despite an abundance of population and resources,
lrail a debt of $l8tl billion at the same time as it underwent a massive political
uphcalal with the overthrow of the authorirarian government of President Suharto.
ln Malaysia, the Mahathir government imposed capital controls during 1997*8 in an
'Jrtclnpt lo prevent international capital flight. In the Philippines, a weak goveťnment

lcrl by Joseph Estrada failed to prevent a large-scale reduction in GDP and the
rratirrnal curťency' the peso, plungecl to an all-time low while poverty levels increased
rnirrLt'dly. Foreign exchange reserves of countries such as the Philippines were used
in rur attcmpt to halt the collapse in domestic currencies. Singapore was able to respond
nrole clfcctively to the cconomic crisis than the Philippines because a stable national
govcrnment was able to halt the subistantial decline in the Singapore dollar and
corrtrirction of its cxport sector by raising interest rates and bolstering investor
crlnÍitlcnce.'|'he lMF had to provide international financial crcdit for the region in
orrlrr to assist its general economic recovery, although there lemains considerable
('()ntrovcrsy over the wisdom of this intervention in the light of earlier IMF advice to
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I'he term 'Global South' is preferre<l because it is a geographical reference to the
southern hemisphere, which in spite of the inclusion of countries such as Australia,
South Africa and New Zealand, is overwhelmingly the poorer hemispheric region of
thc world. The Brandt Commission acknowledged this feature in the early 1980s when
it identified a North-South divide in reports on world development. The term 'Global
S<luth', therefore, is intended to highlight similar economic, environmental, social and
political conditions whilst recognizing that Southern regions are complex and diverse
(irncl that the populations oí India and China live north of the equator!).

$'-t$* {';* 1 i el'{ lllq.: l'i t:il yl t'*ll*x ť & *'lll *l, t{ t: Nl { h xx N'*&tl lls
arqrr! {llc rlrrlillg' r'l{' &!tc {lo{t{ W rar"

'l'hc llritish geographer Doreen Massey employecl the term 'power-geometry' to high-
liglrt thc unequal and paradoxical nature of globalization (Nlassey l99l). On the one
lr:rnd, N<,rrthern governments and financial commentators frequently depict the earth
rrs rr rvrlrlcl of unfettered spaces, whilst on the other hand they also seek to control and
rt'gulatc movement and flows within bounded spaces (see In focus 3.7).

'l'hc irnmigration controversies in the USA and Western Europe reveal the desire
rlÍ't'ich ctluntries to restrain the movement of poorer peoples while simultaneously demand_
irrg tlrc Íl'cc movement of capital and investment. In California in the 1990s, íor
ittsllttlcc, Votcrs weťe debating Proposition l87, which set out to prevent illegal immig-
r'ltrtls íl'tlm accessing any form of public service such aS health and welfare. Yet at the
s;rrrrc tir)rc, these illegal immigrants provide services such as office cleaning and straw-
lre r rv picking which the local populace was unwilling to perform because of poor pay
rrrrtl, irr tlrc casc of soft-fruit harvesting, the'back-breaking'nature of the work. These
sp:rtiirl incqualities ensure that the poorer regions of the world are held in place and
rrrv:rrlctl llv the rich in terms of economic investment and political interference. For
lx)ore r rcgions such as Latin America, the ending of the Cold War has not radically
clrrrrrgcrl thc political-economic condition of the population. As a Nlexican political
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scientist has noted: 'l,atin America. . . fincls itsclf in a sadly paradorical bind.'lhe end
rlÍ'the Cold War has brought greatly broadenecl geopolitical leeway' but economic glob_
:rlization and ideological uniformity have rendercd that at least partially meaningless'
((.astaneda 1994:48).

Investigating the role of the South in the post*Cold War era is a necessary com-
;ronent of any critical evaluation of globalization. The South, as Jonathan Barton has

'u'gued, cannot be considered to be peripheral to such an investigation (see Barton 1997).
lrr Nicaragua, a country caught up in the ideological and territorial struggles of the
(.old War, per capita income has fallen in real terms as a result of economic pressure
liom the North, geopolitical destabilization br, rebel forces and US military support
rlí'irnti_government forces. In Guatemala' where 2 per cent of the population own 60
70 per cent of the most productive land, the ending of thc Cold War did not lead to
rr transformation of land ownership. Ntloreover, the US invasion of Panama in 1989
r'clnindcd Central Ámericans that the sole remaining Superpower has nevcr been averse
to violent intervention in the region when it wished to re-secure regional hegemony.
'l'he removal, with the help of 10,000 US troops and loud rock music (used to
'bombarcl' the presidential palace), of the country's leader General Noriega (whom
thc US accused oť condoning an extensive drugs trade), was ironic given the US's
prcvious support for the military leader. Other commentators have also pointed to
thc fact that the US was concerned about growing levels of Japancsc investment in
thc Panamanian Isthmus and was thus anxious to restore its geopolitical authority
ovcr the area. The Panama invasion was a significant development as it was the first
lrostile post-Cold War incursion. As the Honduran newspaper La Tientlto noted in
l)ccember 1989:

It rvas a coarse grotesqr.rc euphemism fOpelation Just Clause: the code name for the
American invasion], neither more nor less than an impcrialist invasion of Panama . . .

We live in a climate of aggression and disrespect. . . hurt by our poverty, our rveakness,

our naked dependence, the absolute submission of our feeble nations to the service of
an implacable superpower. Latin America is in pain (cited in Chomsky 1991: 158).

'Ihe invasion of Panama coupled with massive destabilization of Central American
governments by the superpowers contributed to the so-called'lost decade'ofdevelop-
r)rent and social progress in the 1980s.

'lhe failure to eradicate the debt burden of the Global South is probably the singlc
rtrost enduring inequality between North ancl South. In 1990 it was estimated that thc
total debt of the South/'I'hird World had reached $1.5 trillion dollars. In Latin
America, the debt burden accounted for a substantial amount relative to total exporl
ctrnings: Mexico $85 billion, Brazil $105 billion and Argentina $ l billion (1998 figurcs).
'l'he most indebted continental region remains Sub-Saharan Africa when measurccl
lly total external debt in relation to the expoťt ofgoods and services (Simon et ul' 1995).
'l'hrough a combination of factors including thc rapid rise in lending by Northern banks
rtnd states in the late 1970s, Southern states accumulatecl substantial debts by the l9tl0s
llccause of their incapacity to repay loans ancl granÍs. Global economic depression in
thc 1980s further contributed to this so*callccl krsl dccirclc of development for Latin

Arlvocirtcs of hyper-globalization espouse a'borderless'model of the world in which
ttrlitlnal lrorders should not' irnpede ,'th!' free, t of , capiťil' ]trade and jdeas.
Nrrrthcrn sfates frequently condemn others, especially in the Global South, for pre-
vt'rrling the free flow of trade and capital.

Altcrnalively, when it comes to the free movement of people, borders often take
tltt ll tcttcwerl significance. PÍoponents of 'Fortress Europe', for example' contend that

;rctl;lle (tlÍicn defined as illegal immigrants or economic migrants) cannot be allowed
l() cross borders in order to seaÍch foť.,work. Itappears'acťeptaple. ,for{apita.|aíd,,trade
trr Ílrrw Íiccly but not for people to move across borders.
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America and Sub-Saharan Africa. T'he suspension of debt repayment by Mexico in August
l9tl2 precipitated the biggest financial crisis in the history of the international finan-
ciirl system. Shortly afterwards, other states such as Brazil and Argentina suspended
their debt-repayment schedules too.

Ovcr a period of 15 years, the international community has promoted a range of
clebt rescheduling packages for countries such as Mexico. With the assistance of the
LJS, the Mexican government was instructed by the World Bank to follow an auster-
it-v package which sought to devalue the national currency and cut public spending in
ortlcr to reduce thc annual burdens on the Mexican treasury. However, after a decade
rlÍ'ltusterity the country was hit by furthcr financial crises which led to the collapse of
the pcso, the withdrawal of fureign investment and a decline in economic growth. In
l()(ili the Mexican debt was estimated to be $85 billion, at a rime when a new debt-
r'clicÍ'clcal with the \Vorld Bank and IMF had been envisaged.

'l'hc rccent experiences of Mexico have been repeated, admittedly in different ways,
:rrorurd the countries of the South. Attempts to structurally adjust debt*ridden eco-
rrornics have not been successful in promoting sustainable development or reducing
povo't-y ancl hunger in the South. The idea of structural adjustmcnt policies was to
llllt'rlrlc cxtra nronies Íbr debt repayment through public_sector reductions in spending.
'|'lris has ntlt been effective in terms of building a moťe sustainable future ťor Southern
socictics bccausc cconomic plans tended to emphasize reductions in consumption
ntlrcr.thrrr.r investment for people in the future. In Latin America, the US has been
;rt'tivcl"v invtllvcd in reducing debt levels (in a somewhat piecemeal Íáshion) because of
tlrt gcographical and political*economic proximity of countries such as N'[exico. It has
llt't'tt ltt'gt'tccl, Íbr instance, that American plans to create a North American Free Trade
Associirtion (NAtrTA) depended, amongst other things, on N{exico's financial position
lrt'irrg irrrplovccl by the 1980s. Debt*rclief plans for Nlexico were implemented by the
l{t'rrgrrrr :rclnrinistration to incrcase confidence in the Nlexican economy. President
( .;rrLrs Salinirs clc Gortari of Nlerico later claimed that an 'economic miracle' had occurred
lrt'tu't'crr l9llll and 1994 because of the rise in foreign investment in the form of
spt t rrlrrtive clrpital.

'l'lrc srrbscqucnt financial crisis in Nlexico in the mid-1990s sparked off a wave
ol ;rrotcsls rrgrrinst structural adjustment and debt burden. InJanuary 1994 a guerrilla
rrlrrisrrrg bl' thc Zapatista National Liberation Army (EZLN) in the southern state of
( ,lrrrrpls coinciclccl with Mexico's formal entry into the North American Free 'l-rade

,\ssot irrtiorr (scc Chapter 8 for more details). Such expressions of dissent and resistance
ncrr' lrcllrill.rs unsurprising given the accumulating evidence that structural adjust-
lll('lll l)f()Íarilmlnes (SAPs) and free-market reform packages were worsening the
:;or rrrl rrrcl cconomic condition of the poor, rural inhabitants and the plight of women
.rrrrl t'hiltllcn. Lcvels of inequality and opportunity, have worsened in reformed
( r on()nri('s suclr rrs Nlexico. The current president, Vicente Fox, continues to press ahead
rrrtlr 'l't'Íill'tttirtg'the Mexican economy (as part of international and regional pressures
lr.rrr tlrt' lNl lr lncl the US and NAFTA respectively), assisted by political support from
rlrr llnilt'tl Strrtcs clespite worsening social polarization (see In focus 3.8).
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!i Nt &'**r:rcs The collapse 0f Argentina?
In Argentina,'thé application,of a SAP in combination with a high:debt burden led
to widespreod,rioting and p'oliíícal meltdown ín 2a0l*2.Ironically, former Argentine
president, Carlos Menem''lti1d'6.* acclaimed Íbr the successful economic transfor-
mation in thg 1990s when'the'loial curlency (the peso) was pegge<l ro the US dollar,
inflation was]controlled and á ,widesp1gad pl'lva1ization piogÁ**. was initiaterl;
Within two years of his leaving politicat omc",lÁigentina-was plunged into turmoil
as foreign děbt reached $l30 billion and uíemployment' *** ou.. 20 p., cent. The
IMF, backed,by the us government, demanaea thai the Argentine ,ou".n.*rri
radically redu(9 public expenditureland'énsure that spending octually matched rev.
enue collection in the form of public taxation. With cuts in expenditure on eclucation,
health, unemployment benefit ahd social security, mitlions of Argentine cirizens
found that essential social seryiqeí'were reduced and many public.sectlr workers weresimplynotpaid.,,..)....,,,.,''......

All sectors of Argentine' so'ciety we1é affected and - many mlddle*class .public*
seQtor professionals such as áoctors m'd academics engaged in widespriaj public protests
that led to the collapse of,the Argéntine political system' Within the spáce of two Áonths
in 2p0l'2, Aigentina had five differentr presidents. The Italian andspanish embassies
in Buenos Aires were besiegqd'is many middle*class Argentines with secona paiiíorts
sought to escape the economic and political crisis. Án extraordin41y iniellectual
and financial flight occurred aíd 'mi tong-te'- prospects for the country (the sixth
richest in the,'world in 1900),remaií bléak' ' ' : 

:

$ť! li { :i} {'$";i} q' j l' lt l tt*li * qll,l'ialtr: *::t<' ;t i, lt ll *"*qg

1r'ril1il't :l'"gl! tl}{' .','''1 l {l'ť"

|'br the last fifty years' oÍficial development policies have tried to promote development
through the political and economic transformation of states in the South (see Escobar
1995, Rist 1997).It could be argued that, by any conventional indicator ofdevelop-
rrrent, these policies have failed. In1997 it was recorded that in 19 countri., p"...pi,n
income had fallen below the 19 0 figure. Poverty ancl hunpler conrinue ro affect vasr
;rrcas of the world including ethnic minorities, the disabled ancl the elderly in the North.()ver 1 billion people still do not have access to clean water supplies and it has been
cstimated that in terms of global .income distribution, well over iÁ...-qur.t.rs of total
irrcomc is owned or enjoyed by the richesr quarrer of the global population (uN 2003).
ln that sense, World Bank figures for GDP (which do not consicle. patterns of clis-
t|ibution) tell us little about the lives of people living in slums, nor clo they remind us
rhat far more people have died from disease and hunger than the lg7 million peoplc
rvho perished through wars and conflict in the last century (Hobsbawm 1997).'I'here is a lengthy if neglected tradition concernccl with the actual conditions tlí'
tlrc south within the global political economy (Galeano 1973, L,ove l9g0).,southcrn'
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views of international politics have been constructed on a more general account of
the centre-periphery relationship within the world economy. These accounts are

'Southern' in the sense that the writers hail from Latin America, Africa and Asia rather
than the Euro-American world. In the 1950s, for example, the economic writer Raul
Prebisch, an Argentine economist working at the United Nations Economic Commission
for Latin America, proposed that the North and the workings of the capitalist world
economy were restraining the industrialization of the South. He argued that the South's
dependence on the production of primary products for the North coupled with the
consumption of goods manufactured in the North was inherently disadvantageous
to the South. In the long term, trading conditions force the South to derive ever more
credit from primary exports in order to retain purchasing power. Unlike manufactured
goods and services, primary products do not provide much scope for innovation and
increased profitability. For many Southern states, therefore, there is little alternative
than to retain their economic and political position in a Northern-dominated inter-
national economic order.

In the 1960s, new writers such as A. G. Frank and E, Cardoso (a former president
ofBrazil) directed the focus ofanalysis towards class relations and patterns ofexploita-
tion. One of the key areas of debate was the extent to which Southern capitalists and

llovernments were junior partners in a global system of exploitation and domination.
In his path_breaking analysis Capitalistn and Under-Deaelo|lmen! in Latin Ámerica
(1971), Gunder Frank presented a detailed account of the systematic underdevelop-
mcnt of the South. In essence, Frank claimed not only that the promise of economic
dcvelopment for the South was inherently false but also that the South was actually
participating in íts own underdevelopment' The structural constraints on the South
wcre such that economic development was always likely to be minimal and precarious
bccruse of the Northern domination of the world economic order. These kinds of ideas,
though later criticized for their economic and political assumptions about class, the
statc and the world economy, were emblematic of a wider concern for the condition of
thc South. The demands for a NIEO in the 1970s could be attributed to the work of
structuralists such as Frank and Cardoso.

Although these accounts of the global political economy have been criticized over
thc years, the dependency writings contributed to a rather different series of per-
s1'rcctives on international relations. For much of the post-war period, the disciplines
<lí'gcopolitics and international relations have been resolutely Anglo_American in the
scnse that most of the Northern-based writers were concerned with either the North
iurcl/or the international system per se. Following from this body of literature, world-
systcms theorists such as Immanuel Wallerstein and Peter Taylor argued that social
rnd political relations between the North and South need to be considered within a

krnger time frame of an evolving capitalist world economy (Wallerstein 1980, Taylor and
Itlint 2000). The conditions of the Global South in the twenty-first century, therefore,
havc to be investigated as part of a longer historical process. Governments in post-
colonial Africa and Asia have tried to secure their v4lnerable national territories and
cconomies in the face of weak state sovereignty' Durinf Íf,e Cold War, for example, many
nations of the Third World experienced direct interference and military intervention
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from outside powers seeking to undermine a particular regime. The human cost of these
interventions was very high as nations such as N,Íozambique and Angola were destab-
ilized with dire consequences for civilians, particularly women and children.

Northern debates over globalization have been intensely concerned with the erosion
of state sovereignty and transboundary political and economic flows. In the South, experi-
cnces ofthis kind have been routine (since the fifteenth century) in terms ofthe under-
mining of state jurisdiction and the penetration of Western influences into national
cultures. Mohammed Ayoob and Caroline Thomas have argued that the economic
climensions of national security such as access to secure systems of food, health, money
and trade are major concerns for Southern states (Thomas 1987, Ayoob 1995). No
wonder then that governments of the South have often been staunch supporters of the
principle of non-intervention, mindful of the fact that the international system is not
based on the premise of equal and self-determining sovereign states (see Chapter 7).
States such as the USA have been far better equipped to deal with the demands of inter-
national politics and globalization, whereas others such as Sudan and Nlozambique might
bcst be described as quasi-states in the sense that their continued existence and legitimacy
Itave more often than not been derived from international relations rather than internal
support (Sidaway 2002). Recent debates over human rights, societal security and
humanitarian intervention in the 1990s had substantial implications for the South and
its capacity to prevent further erosion ofthe right ofSouthern states to conduct their
own affairs. Perhaps we should talk of in-dependence rather than independence.

It has became apparent that a number of pressing issues confronting the South
rrnd South-North relations have still not been resolved in a satisfactory manner:
the political and economic consequences of development, gender and human rights,
enrrironmental protection, debt reduction and the protection of ethnic and religious
rrrinorities (Haynes 2002). At the same time, mainstream development approaches have
í'ailed to tackle the underlying structural causes of poverty' hunger' disease and chronic
indebtedness. Maior international conferences and meetings such as the 1992 Rio Summit,
tlre 1995 Conference on socio-Economic Development, the 2002 world summit in
.fohannesburg and the 2003 WTO meeting in Cancun have tended to reaffirm a public
t:ommitment by the North to the promotion of free trade, market integration and
liberal democratic governance, but for 'Southern' critics and NGOs, these forums do
rtot confront the profound inequalities of the global political economic system. The
2003 WTO meeting collapsed because states such as India, China and Brazil complained
tlrat the US and Europe were not prepared to end subsidies to domestic farmers. Moreovel
Southern critics have expressed anger at Northern critics who blame Southern popu-
littion increase for global environmental change rather than acknowledging the massivc
(onsumption of raw materials by the North.

In contrast, attention in the South has focused on promoting local forms of develop-
rrrcnt which stress local needs, self-reliance, ecological sustainability and community
survival. Southern NGOs in alliance with Northern NGOs and progressive com-
rttcntators have called for new forms of development strategies. Local groups such as
lhc Chipko movement in India and the rubber tappers'movement in Brazil have becn
I'ruded for their campaigns to protect access to their environments and resources. Other
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groups in Guatemala and Ecuador have highlighted the importancc of land reform
in these countries, where the vast majority have no means of growing their own crops
and developing sustainable lifestyles. South Korean farmers have protested against the
r.rnregulated flows of American_subsidized ríce, which has had a devastating impact on
local farming incomes. For the poor of the South, sustainable development is a fiction
wl.ren rich minoritics control most of the fertilc agricultural land, leaving the poor in
places such as Brazil (where I per cent of the population owns 48 per cent of the land)
rrncl Zimbabwe (where 2 per cent claim 0 per cent of the land) to exploit fragile uplands
ancl/or rain forests in order to meet their needs.

&.lorlt*"irxsirlrtpr

ln tl.re South, the recent transition towards market-based economies and liberal
tlcmocracies has often been fraught. For one of the poorest countries in the world,
\'lozambique, the transition from a socialist developmental project to capitalism has
lrccrr deeply problematic given the state of the country aÍter 20 years of civil war and
e rtclnal intervention. N,Iozambique's economic and political condition remains parlous
cvcn with the ending of the civil war in the early 1990s and recent elections. The destruc-
litltt rlÍ'basic education and health provision provides a grim reminder of the profound
tlil'Ícrcnces between North and South. Although forms of entrepreneurship and private_
s('cl()Í gr()Wth occur in Maputo, the majority of the population remains impoverished
illl(l tlllWanted by South Africa, which constructed an electriÍied boundary fence in order
t() l)r'cvent illegal migration from the state.'Fortress South Africa'co-exists uneasily
lvitll tlrc ilppaťently unregulated flows of refugees and migrants from southern Africa.

ln tclms of globalization and geopolitics, this chapter on North-South relations
rlisltu'lrs sirnplistic assumptions about a world divided (in the form of global apartheid)
into rur irnpoverished South and a rich North. The architecture of division is more com-
plt'r, irs somc parts of the North are as disadvantaged and socially excluded as the South.
\\/lrilc l.os Angeles is the second largest tMexican'city, the movement of immigrants
lonlirrrrcs to blur the spatial and imaginative boundaries between the North and
Sorrth.'l'hc mortality rates for Afro*American children in the United States are as

lrolrcntkrus rs in many parts of the Global South. Likewise, some of the elites found
irr Sorrthcrn cities such as Mumbai and Sao Paulo would compare favourably with their
Nollhcln countcrparts in London, New York and Tokyo regarding access to consumer

1i,,otls rurcl lilcstyles.
I knvcvcr, thcse words of caution should not disguise the fact that profound economic

:rrrtl politicrrl clivisions between North and South will persist well into this century, notwith-
sl:rrrtling changes in particular countries and economies such as the East Asian tigers.
l'irl sorrrc sccl.ltical commentators, the prospects for the Third World appear bleak because
rrl lilttr lrlltjrlr'Íáctors: a reduction in aid and investment from the North to the South,
,r rist' in rircism and anti-immigration politics in the North,la increased tendency by

1rrrtt'ct'í'ttl sl1llcS to pressurize the South over debt rescheduling and trade access' and a

r t'lrrr't:urcc on the part of the North to dismantle subsidy regimes which offer over $300
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billion a yeal' to Northern farmers alonc. lly way of contrast' the G8 crÍferecl only $8
billion in aid to Africa in 2001-2. lior man1, commentators in the South, the current
penchant fcrr securing 'market access' to the world cconomy will ensure that Northern
states continue to exploit the vulnerable and poorer zones. Although the rationale for
the Cold War may have disappeared, the forces of economic globalization and supra-
national capitalism will ensure that the power-geometrics of North-South relations remain
unequal and fractured.

iia'.r r;*i"siie:ra*

' \Vhat do geographical labels such as g'loha,l ultartlterrl suggest about the nature of
globalization?

. Why have inequalities worsened betwcen the North and the Global South?

. Why is capital supposed to Í]ow freelv and people notl

. What was the purpose of the Non-Aligned N{ovement? Does it still matter in a

post-Cold War era?
. Why did the Septcmber 2003 WTO meeting end in apparently abject failurcl

l]or very goocl summarics of North-South relations and the Cold \Var see !'. Ilalliday, Coll
l'l/ur, Tlrird Ifitrld (London, Verso, 1989), C. 'lhomas, In Seurch ol'Securit.y: Thc Tltird lI/orltl
tn Intcrnu,lionul ReluLions (Brighton, I-Iarvestcr, 1987). On non-alignment see P. Willetts, 7ll
Non_'lligned Mocemen! (Londorr, Pinter, l978) and A. Singham and S. Hlne, Non*ÁligtnlenL
in un .{ge o.l'Álignment (London, Zed, 1986). Orr development see A. Escobar, Enulunlcring
DťTťll'l)mťnt (Prirrceton, Princcton University Press, l995), G. Rist, History ol'I)exelopmcnt (Lonclon,
Zed,|997) and D. Simon and K. Dodds (eds.), Rethinking Ceogruphies of'Deulopn7ť,Il' specixl
issue o[ Thu'l World Qturter|y 19 (1) 1998. On the condition of the former Soviet Union scc
N'1. Bradshaw and A. Stenning (eds.), East Ct:ntrul Europe u.nd lhe Former Soaiet Union (Harlorv,
Pcarson Edrrcation, 2004).
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