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Development, conflict and globalization

There is no universally accepted definition of
development, but a neutral statement such as proc-
ess of innovative structural change in the economic,
political and cultural fields, gives many advantages. It
allows historical interpretation of past processes
and understanding of current ones, constantly
calling attention on the true motor of develop-
ment: internal innovation (something that no exter-
nal aid can replace). Globalization tends to be
reified by many authors: one hears that “globaliza-
tion does this or does that”. It is not so. Globaliza-
tion, like any other development process (such as
the agricultural “revolution” of the Neolithic or
the Industrial Revolution), by itself does nothing.
Rather, globalization is moved by the innovative
activities of dynamic actors. It is not in itself a
prime mover, although it may act as multiplier of
these activities. Last but not least, a neutral defini-
tion leaves space for the negative sides of develop-
ment, as no one can guarantee that innovations
will not have adverse outcomes.

The main points to be borne in mind in a gen-
eral theory of development are: the nature (static
or dynamic) of the society, the interaction of hu-
man activity with the physical environment, the
Centre-Periphery relationships (essential for his-
torical interpretation), the stages of development
(it is rather surprising that some geographers still
make reference to the stages of old Rostow), and
the unavoidable and ubiquitous conflict. Globali-
zation is a process (or the process) of the highest
importance, not only economic but also political
and cultural. It is still an ongoing process. In
rough approximation, we can say that, out of six
billion human beings, only one billion people

(belonging to the most advanced countries) are
truly active globalizers. Three more billion (in
particular India, China, Brazil and some others)
can be regarded as passive globalizers, in that they
are getting increasingly dynamic and being gradu-
ally included into the global world (although
some of their regions might be more dynamic
than the some comparatively static regions of de-
veloped countries). Only two billion people are
still in a marginal position and unglobalized. Un-
derdevelopment means precisely having too little
dynamism and innovative capability to be includ-
ed (yet) in the globalized world.

What about the enemies of the global world? In
the poorer countries people seem to be aware of
the advantages of globalization rather more than
those of developed countries, a fact which no en-
emy of globalization has ever explained or even
tried to explain. The enemies are mainly two: the
noglobal movement and Islamic fundamentalism.
Their conflictual relationship to the globalizing
centres of the world is the leading theme of this
volume, wich tries to attract attention to facts, not
to vague “discourse”. A dominant, and most unfor-
tunate, trend of today’s “human” geography is
precisely “discourse”, “relativism”, “weak think-
ing”, with the result that “geographers have devel-
oped a disturbing — even dysfunctional — habit of
missing out on important intellectual and politi-
cally significant debates” (Dicken 2004). What is
globalization? Beyond a vague perception of
something having to do with “imperialism”, and
therefore “bad”, a great many geographers and
non-geographers are unable to go.

It is doubtful that such “weak philosophizing”
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