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Prompt: Today in the age of the pandemic, are we seeing the end of globalization? And how can we understand the rise of defensive nationalism?

Globalization in Crisis: Has the End Arrived?
The date of February 11, 2020, is a day to remember forever as it was the most recent pandemic we had so far in the 20th century. It was the day Coronavirus Disease 2019, also known as COVID-19, was announced to the public as countries were closing their borders, various supply chains were affected immediately, and various individuals beginning to follow policies that made their country to come first for their own needs than to deal with international cooperation. It was also the beginning of an era where individuals started to question and believe globalization was coming to an end. According to Peterson Institute for International Economics, they define Globalization as “the growing interdependence of the world’s economies, cultures, and populations, brought about by cross-border trade in goods and services, technology, and flows of investment, people, and information” (Kolb). Scholars like Manfred Steger, William Scheuerman, Joseph Stiglitz, Kofi Annan, and Etienne Balibar all have an opinion on what they believe globalization is doing to our world and how much it is affecting the risk of defensive nationalism. However, Manfred Steger and William Scheuerman disputed the belief that globalization is coming to an end. “In the 21st century, it has become virtually impossible to ignore the fact that people everywhere on our planet are inextricably linked to each other through the air they breathe, the climate they depend on, the food they eat, and water they drink” (Steger, p. 95). While the recent pandemic of Covid-19 has brought out fears of globalization ending, this is being reshaped as this pandemic brings out how many issues there are yet increasing the rise
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of defensive nationalism as it is making countries prioritize their safety than cooperating with other countries.
Manfred Steger has defined globalization as something that isn’t just going to stop or be shut down, during a crisis, it can slow down or be shifted into a different direction. An example would be that when covid-19 happened, the borders were closed because everyone was trying hard to make sure this virus didn’t come into their countries. This led to limited travel, but digital globalization like remote working and online communication had the chance to grow stronger.
People now are using Teams or Zoom to have work meetings or communicate with long distance friends. They also use it to talk to their doctors or watch shows and movies on Netflix or other streaming services. These tools are helping people connect with others and it is showing that digital globalization is becoming stronger as the day passes. “Today’s financial markets reach around the globe, and electronic trading occurs around the clock. Gigantic and virtually identical shopping malls have emerged across the globe, catering to those consumers who can afford commodities from all regions pf the world including products whose various components were manufactured in different countries” (Steger, p. 13). Instead of ending, it was able to change forms and adapt to newer ways. There are new ways to do even the simplest things, and it affects how much technology we use.
There are now more ways to shop online instead of going to the stores or even if you don’t have the store nearby then you are still able to get what you need. “Or they might mention the burgeoning video-postings on YouTube; ubiquitous social networking sites like Facebook and Twitter; the blogosphere; cloud-based voice services like Amazon’s Alexa; satellite- and computer-connected OLED TVs, Netflix movies streaming; interactive 3SD computer and video games” (Steger, Pg. 3-4). Shopping sites like Amazon or Shien are what keep global trade alive. Schools even have improved as in NYC they give iPad to the kids in case there is a snow day

then they can do school online. “The linking together and expanding of social activities across borders is predicated on the possibility of relatively fast flows and movements of people, information, capital, and goods. Without these fast flows, it is difficult to see how distant events could possibly possess the influence they now enjoy. High-speed technology plays a pivotal role in the velocity of human affairs” (Scheuerman). Globalization is just a group of social changes being made to make countries feel more connected to each other in various areas like economy, politics, and culture wise.
Other individuals like Economist Joseph Stiglitz have pointed out that globalization often helps the rich more than it helps the poor as it does have an unfair side to globalization. During the pandemic, it was the richer countries to get the vaccines first as well as medical supplies like the N95 Masks while pooper countries struggling to protect their people. “You see the US face the problem of competition from countries that are poorer, from countries that don’t have any safety net, have no unemployment insurance. We should be more empathetic to the stresses that globalization imposes	and part of the problem is the benefits have not been shared either here
or in many other countries” (FORA.tv). This makes it clearer to understand that globalization isn’t equally benefited for everyone. While it is not the end, it demonstrates that it makes countries fight with each other and how much of a problem it is when working together. “One of the reasons there is unhappiness in the United States is that median income there's the people in the middle 50% below 50% above Median income today is lower than it was seven years ago.
So, most Americans today are worse off than they were seven years old” (FORA.tv). This support the idea of the reason why Americans are so unhappy was because they had to deal with the actions of their government not getting help from other countries because they see them as competition. As time passed by from covid-19, many had lost tons of money and wasn’t able to

get up from it even though the government tried to help as much they still demanded the money back as it was just a temporary pause like with school loans.
William Scheuerman even agrees that globalization can be complex as it can have good sides to it while also having bad sides. He talks about how while countries were working together to get through this pandemic, they tend to focus more on themselves. “At worst, it constitutes a disingenuous refusal to grapple with the fact that the material existence of those fortunate enough to live in the rich countries is inextricably tied to the material status of the vast majority of humanity residing in poor and underdeveloped regions” (Scheuerman). Richer countries will try to make other poorer countries do all the work while they just live in peace and away from everyone. It shows that many don’t see the connection between wealth and the poor as the wealth has all resources needed to live comfortably but the poor are the ones doing the hard work leaving them to have defensive nationalism. Instead, they are left to deal with their struggles alone and they feel hurt by globalization and that is when they will look up to their government to see what they can do to ensure their safety in times like this.
Scheuerman also talks about how some thinkers from the mid-1900 were supporting realism and didn’t really reject the idea of working with other countries but they did see future problems as they become more connected with other countries. “Significantly, some prominent mid-century proponents of international realism rejected this position’s deep hostility to international law and supranational political organization, in part because they presciently confronted challenges that we now typically associate with intensified globalization (Scheuerman 2011)” (Scheuerman). This emphasizes that while globalization hasn’t come to an end, it tends to be more of a one-sided, leading various countries to focus on their countries instead as building connection only leads to more problems, making it a key reason for the rise of defensive nationalism.

A Former United Nations leader called Kofi Annan, once said “few States can fully protect either the economic or the physical security of their citizens against environmental problems, which increasingly cut across frontiers - from acid rain and other forms of pollution to climate change, not to mention competition for water and other scarce resources, as population pressures increase and cultivable land shrinks” (Annan, p.242). The reason why various countries go into defensive nationalism is because they want to protect their people but in reality, there is no way to completely protect them. The government has to know that they are doing an important job and that things need to be done but it does come with consequences for the citizens. “States need robust policies. They must have the capacity to resist aggression, to detect and punish crime, to protect their citizens against terrorism, and also to provide basic services and safety nets. All for all these things they need to raise revenue through taxation” (Annan, p.243). If they need to collect taxes, then it would be the lower class to suffer more than the upper class as in this society, it will make the people think their government doesn’t care about them or see it as they do. This supports the risk of defensive nationalism because it encourages isolation, not accepting to cooperate with other countries so that they can share resources and be allies. It is being built out of fear and how they are able to use that to lead more toward the defensive nationalism because the government knows they need to protect their people even if it means to be alone without any help to get resources or have ‘friends’.
Even Etienne Balibar has talked about how other places like for an example in Europe, for a time they did support the idea of working together with others but now switch to seeing more about nationalism. The reason behind this is that they are being switch that way due to fear about immigrants and don’t want to think about the economic troubles. “By keeping silent on the crimes of the Algerian army (which seem to match the crimes of the Islamic terrorist groups) and backing the repression of democratic movements by other authoritarian regimes in northern

Africa, while at the same time racially and culturally discriminating against their own “immigrant” populations from the Maghreb, they provoke a disastrous collapse of the “Euro-Mediterranean” project, to which I will return” (Balibar). This is basically saying that they didn’t treat immigrants fairly due to their race and culture, and they try to step away from violence and this goes more into the risk of defensive nationalism as this also support the ideas to go into isolation. Countries believe that isolation is better for their people and that they won’t have to go through risks like these with the Algerian army.
This is something we see to be trending around the world and how now with the U.S. former President Trump, he was the first to blamed China for giving the virus to the whole world and with that everyone followed. The media also plays a big role into everything as it is just one way to spread fake news and misinformed everyone about what is going one. It is also a place where bias can exist and be displayed but many don’t know that snice it is a news media. Still, to have defensive nationalism isn’t all bad. There are governments who just want to protect their people and the way they do things like stock markets is a huge thing and it is something that could be done all over the world. “The emergence of “around-the-world, around-the-clock” financial markets, where major cross-border financial transactions are made in cyberspace at the blink of an eye, represents a familiar example of the economic face of globalization. Global financial markets also challenge traditional attempts by liberal democratic nation-states to rein in the activities of bankers, spawning understandable anxieties about the growing power and influence of financial markets over democratically elected representative institutions” (Scheuerman). This being a 24-hour market leads for big money to be moving around quickly and shows how globalization works when ti comes to the economy side. However, it makes it harder for the government to control where the money goes and what comes in and this is one of the safety issues they want to deal with to protect their people.

Being alone isn’t something that should be as countries always need allies to help them in situations. While there is still a problem to work out, being in groups can be great and bad. “Political scientists typically describe such supranational organizations (the European Union, for example, or United States-Mexico-Canada Agreement, or USMCA) as important manifestations of political and legal globalization. The proliferation of supranational organizations has been no less conflict-laden than economic globalization, however. Critics insist that local, regional, and national forms of self-government are being supplanted by insufficiently democratic forms of global governance remote from the needs of ordinary citizens (Maus 2006; Streeck 2016)” (Scheuerman). Groups like these organizations can help see how much law and politics are being more global and what can help countries out, but it does lead to more problems and that creates conflict between countries. Some people believe it is taking power away and that it shouldn’t be making other governments be controlled by others. “In contrast, defenders describe new forms of supranational legal and political decision as indispensable forerunners to more inclusive and advanced forms of self-government, even as they worry about existing democratic deficits and technocratic traits (Habermas 2015)” (Scheuerman). There are others who think being strict and having it be more inclusive is just better, in the end, there are still many problems to be solved but that doesn’t mean that globalization is ending, it just changing as time goes by and how much the world is advancing.
In conclusion, as Scheuerman states “one of globalization’s key prongs seemed destined to transform human affairs in seemingly permanent ways: economic globalization, as well as the growth of a panoply of international and global political and legal institutions, continued to transpire at a rapid rate. Such institutional developments, it should be noted, were interpreted by some cosmopolitan theorists as broadly corroborating their overall normative aspirations. With the resurgence of nationalist and populist political movements, many of which diffusely (and

sometimes misleadingly) target elements of globalization, globalization’s future prospects seem increasingly uncertain” (Scheuerman). While globalization isn’t really ending, it mostly definitely is changing fast as Covid-19 has shown us that the world is deeply connected with each other, it can also be unequal with each other. Some of the thinkers saw their ideas coming true but with nationalism on the rise, it is hard to know the future of globalization. Digital technology is something that is keeping the globalization alive but there are still unfair amount of resources that are not being shared, in fact, they are being gatekeep as a way of rebellious due to poorer countries suffer to manage on their own and how they are the ones always doing the labor work. Scholars like Steger, Scheuerman, Annan, and even Balibar who help understand what was happening and how much we know with globalization. In the end, the goal is not ending globalization as it is not really possible to do it, only slow it down but it should become more fair, safer, and more inclusive. It is time we started to work together as one and not be so apart that we are isolated.
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