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Geopolitics and globalization

Riassunto. - Geopolitica e globalizzazione

Con la “guerra fredda” si delineava uno scenario nel
quale le tre maggiori superpotenze (USA, URSS e Cina)
spostavano la competitivita sul piano dell’informazione
e dell’innovazione tecnologica, con l'ausilio di ‘quinte
colonne’. 11 conflitto cosi controllato si trasformava in
vantaggio, confermando il principio sistemico che la
lotta fra le parti non ¢ distruttiva ma ¢ funzionale al
mantenimento dell’ordine del sistema. Ma in USSR la
crescita del complesso militare-industriale era ipertrofi-
ca a danno dell’industria civile, con diminuzione della
produttivita, stagnazione tecnica e impoverimento del
paese, causa della scomparsa dell’URSS. A sua volta la
Russia entra in crisi per gravi problemi etnici e politico-
sociali. Anche la Cina entra in crisi: alla politica di rifor-
me economiche e di apertura all’estero si accompagna-
no lotte politiche di vertice, campagne contro corruzio-
ne e criminalitd, scontri sociali e conflitti etnici (rivolta
di Lhasa del 1987, movimento islamico nella provincia
autonoma dello Xinjiang-Uygur), mentre persiste il
nodo di Taiwan. Negli USA al successo politico interna-
zionale si unisce quello economico. I Paese diventa
I'unica superpotenza mondiale, ma si aggrava lo scon-
tro ideologico-culturale con movimenti di oppositori,
interni ed esterni, con esplicito riferimento alla globa-
lizzazione. La dissimetria delle forze in campo ¢& sola-
mente in apparenza a vantaggio dell’attore “statale™: la
nuova guerra asimmetrica produce “la disfatta del vinci-
tore” se quest’ultimo non capisce meglio il suo avversa-
rio e non sa opporglisi con flessibilita, in maniera coe-
rente su spazi diversi. E una guerra soprattutto di infor-
mazione e comunicazione. Se la “disfatta del vincitore”
sembra cominciare ad esser compresa dall’attore “stata-
le”, nella conduzione politica non si vede ancora una
capacita di capire meglio 'antagonista, probabilmente
perché la rete a maglie aperte di quest’ultimo, consen-
tendogli congiungimento e scioglimento di elementi
non sempre omogenei, ne maschera identita e strategia,

trovando anche copertura nelle manifestazioni di dis-
senso interne all’Occidente. Comunque si vogliano in-
tendere la dicotomia islamica del mondo (diviso in
“casa della pace” dominata dagli islamici che vi applica-
no la “sharia”, e “casa della guerra” dove gli islamici non
comandano), lo spostamento dell’origine del conflitto
dal piano ideologico a quello economico indebolisce
l'attore “politico”, obbligandolo a impegni considerevo-
li di energia per obiettivi potenzialmente anche contro-
producenti.

Introduction

The present writer has pointed out earlier (Da
Pozzo 1985) that it was only possible to keep in-
vestigating geopolitics by bearing in mind Raffes-
tin’s (1980) lesson on power geography, thereby
turning the old political geography into a geogra-
phy of territory viewed as a system arising from the
interaction of energy and information displayed
by the various actors. Within that context, the
world system could be conceptualized as a set of
subsystems integrated in various ways and at differ-
ent levels of intensity, each subsystem reaching out
with a different range of action, reflected by terri-
torial control as well as by the internal energy-in-
formation balance and by the strategies adopted.
The most effective indicator of such capabilities
was given by the technologies employed in territo-
rial control and warfare.

It is a well known fact that the greatest concen-
tration of global range, highly destructive weapons
belong to the USA and the USSR, and it is also a
fact that China is swiftly catching up with the other
two powers, thanks to its efforts in the field of mis-
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The need to strengthen the role of politics

The collapse of the Berlin Wall, besides mark-
ing the disappearance of one the great world pow-
ers, marks the fall of the prevalence of its model of
priority of the “political actor” upon the “econom-
ic”, and the latter is further strenghtened by the
territorialization  generated by globalization,
which the “political actor” seems unable to gov-
ern. Moreover the “economic actor” enjoys the
advantage, like the “ideological actor”, of an open
and flexible network, and also capitalizes on the
notion that his “economic support” is “indispensa-
ble” to the “political actor”. It follows a feedback
whereby, as the economy rules, politics is regarded
as responsible for new or lingering problems, in-
ternal or external, and therefore becomes the tar-
get of farflung attacks which weaken it and in-
crease its submission to the economy.

It is a perverse feed back, on the same line as
that eccess of economicism which, as already
stressed several years ago (Da Pozzo 1991, 1992),
marred an understanding of ecosistems and, after
producing multiple disasters, claimed to be able
to solve problems by further “economic” inputs.
In conclusion, if the idea that innovative informa-
tion capable to bring about a replacement of oil
with a different energy source will deprive the “an-
tagonist” actor of his main support is probably
true, a different pattern of relationships between
the “political actor” and the “economic” is called
for, lest another “antagonist actor” emerge, sup-
ported by some other pressure group linked to the
new energy source.

It is therefore plain, in systems logic, that in-
creasing allometric growth plunges the system
into a crisis: but the ideologization of problems
mentioned above is obscuring the economic al-
lometry. In other words, many do not realize that
phenomena of "concentration”, “specialization”,
“continuous growth” (of income or population,
no matter), and so forth, are all processes moved
by the present logic, but opposed to those ruling
the ecosystem. Bearing in mind that the same eco-
nomicistic approach is applied to the measures for
environmental protection, which calls for a reori-
entation, including a speedy recover of strength
and credibility of the “political” actor, not in ide-
ological terms denying the value of globalization,
but aiming at reorganizing space on the basis of
rational strategies.

Besides the large scale processes outlined
above, the economic literature of Anglo-Saxon
countries increasingly stresses the need of “glocal’
(global+local) development to give space to the

local ability to manage rules and global flows. I am
persuaded that a geographic glocal should be de-
veloped, based on a renewed governance of the
territory, the seat of local day to day activity. This
is where the political actor has, nowadays, the
greater practical opportunity of balancing the eco-
nomic actor, thereby tempering market logic with
a planning practice grounded on scientific ration-
ality, introducing zoning controls and building a
network of local success stories. This may allow the
realization of the overworked (to nausea level)
“sustainable development” not in its belittling eco-
nomic meaning, but in the broader and desirable
sense of way of life sustainability.
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