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Globalization and Culture
As globalization takes its helm in the societies we reside in, we see the flattening of our planet. A child in Beijing chomping his McDonald’s dinner, a Wall-Street executive practicing yoga for stress management, the secrets of the karma sutra on bookshelves in Berlin; in the midst of our diversity, globalization brings about a harmonization of our cultures. On the other hand, globalization also brings about mass modes of production, the demise of local farming enterprises, aggravates the division of rich and poor. Thus, from this angle, globalization seems to bring more harm than good. Black or white, holy or evil, the reality is that it is here to stay and we must learn to tap the best of it. Unfortunately, it seems as though societies have taken the universal turns to cultivate what seems to be the most successful trend to extreme ends. Globalization is inevitable. The question is, is it altering the world into a direction of the empowerment of all substances? Are people using globalization as a means to exploitation? Is international trade impairing traditional business and cultures? Indeed, we can distinguish that franchises and free-market trade has hindered uniqueness and left little incentive for individuals to be try the exclusive. From the tiniest realms we can observe today, globalization is placing our earth into that zone. 
	The slave trade from Africa to the Americas and Europe in the start of civilization times marked the beginning of global bartering. The effects of the trade in the eighteenth century indirectly built trades between Europe and particularly Asia which were once extremely segregated from the other (Harms 2003). The European revolutions that marked the start of major industrialization and the boom of technological creations has turned almost all developed countries and pressure less-developed ones to chase that entity. In the past half century, the United Kingdom introduced modes of transportation, Japan and Germany take on as the leaders in the automobile, engine and electronics manufactory while the internet, satellite, software and computer discoveries have been founded in this side of the globe. Globalization has taken its fastest growth after the world wars that has brought our nations closer in diversity than before and yet, while at it, has managed to divide the richest and the poorest to their opposite ends.
	One of the defects; income equality, has moved simultaneously along with globalization. Take China for instance. The fastest growing developing country has modified their policies maintaining a socialist-based system to a better development that is suitable to their characteristics and traditions (Zha 2003). China signed agreements with the World Trade Organization (WTO) in September 2001 and since then has been radically involved in free trade. Overpopulation of the country has shaped a low-cost labor structure that makes their trading article prices appealing for foreign investors (Zha 2003). Gains and increases in income from these markets are earned by organizations that employ the skilled population who mostly have access to higher education, naturally (Luo et. al. 2008). This means that while growth is occurring in the urban and coastal areas, the unskilled and less educated citizens continue to have limited development in rural areas. Overall, China is reiterating a capitalist movement of its society that it has strived to astray from in the past decades. Undoubtedly, the country has progressed in an outstanding manner we have yet to notice in other nations but did not escape the unjustness of income and wage. Bardhan (2003) reported in his article Inequality in India and China: Is Globalization to Blame? that the Gini coefficient measure of inequality of China has outmatched that of the United States. That part of China, the one which we can call the flourishing society has set the country in controversy as being the recent most rising free-trade source has brought closer universal gaps but is harming another part of its nation from a different angle. Is this not abuse of free market trades enough? Isn’t China contributing to the exploitation of a global desire that impairs traditional business and cultures?
	Another negativity that has derived is the lack of uniqueness in movements. Developed and developing countries that run their mindsets in absorbing globalization appears to forget the importance of individuality, culture and traditions. What seems to be more appealing to the general crowd such as a particular cuisine, for example, is a token that it should be maneuvered in the hopes of profiting. A popular trading commodity is the automobile. Regardless of where one may be in the world today, it is almost impossible not to spot a foreign vehicle, say notably, Japanese manufactured. Japanese-made cars have established a kind of status that they possess exceptional quality-cars in various terms be it the gas mileage comparison, engine system etc. The spectacle of this event occurs not only because Japanese-manufactured automobiles are known to be top-notch but the abstract that a significant crowd will, if they are able, to buy a Japanese car to another. Therefore, another exploitation results as communities bind to sell-trade Japanese automobiles that irrevocably shadow local-made ones. People in that same industry of a country will find that there is little incentive to produce an item that competes with a strong established brand or name. Should they continue to produce local-made cars that are deemed by majority, true or not, to be incomparable to that of Japanese-made cars? The comparison of the sales between brand new American-made cars to Japanese-made ones in this region is a significant number itself. Let’s take a less complex example; the keyboard. Everyone who has faced any kind of typing gadget is accustomed to the ways the keys are set up in a keyboard. There is no use for deviating a new kind of keyboard for this simple structured model sole’s purpose is merely, a typing instrument. Thus, advancement in technology has allowed us to enjoy the best of what another nation has created for our comfort. 
Postrel (pg. 23) gives a notable exemplar in her book The Future and Its Enemies (1998)
	“The story of silicone-gel breast implants illustrates how technocracy can be 
	captured to achieve reactionary ends. There is nothing traditional about enlarging 
	one’s breasts; the act defies fate, asserts individual will. Implants are highly 
	artificial – overt attempts to overthrow nature, to use the mind to reshape the 
	body, to alter genetic destiny without giving a good reason. They serve no 
	purpose or “vital need.” They would not exist without the pursuit of profit, the 
	ambition of technology, and the instinct for self-improvement.”
It is true. In this case, not so similar with that of automobiles, there is nothing traditional about something like breast implants. Globalization has made a pathway through media and internet that now, more than a singular society who initially came up with commercializing breast implantation or plastic surgery is accepting these utilities as normal.
	There cannot be more global exploitation of any kind of good other than the fast food business. The idea of fast food is simply, that providing volume is fast to compliment the fast-paced lifestyles people live in today (Barber 2003). However, fast food chains have been reconstructed, through time, to suite the taste buds and habits of the people in a certain region. If you’ve been to a McDonald’s in Malaysia, you can find instead, spicy chicken nuggets and then several levels of choices to spiciness in the food. Similarly, a McDonald’s in France has facilitated their customers to able beer purchase. The innovation of simple fast food chain restaurants to suite the customs of their citizens has counter-effected the direction of exploration in their economy. Even when censuses show that a large population delights in eating spicy fried chicken, there still appears to be less extract of original businesses to provide the demand in contrast to franchising restaurants. The human nature that settles us in a comfortable area only encourages us to seek established markets that receive much applause. In return, we are losing our individuality and lacking perception that uniqueness and exploration can be more rewarding. The benefits of diversity have turned into cancer for the human mind to insensate any form of scrutiny.
	Labor abuse is a common counteractive protocol of this issue. Hardy (2007) reports the exploitation of labor where “slavery and indentured servitude is apparent in India’s garment industry, child exploitation in Indonesia and Latin America and substandard material is present in China.” He further elaborates that Western companies who are the major trading sources of goods exchanged from these developing nations do not care about these practices. The demand of international trade supersedes labor control. Nazombe (1999), another source provides insights of the reason women labor is in high demand to transnational investors.
	“Poor nations and communities recruit women workers in order to compete for 
investors by keeping wages as low as possible and safety requirements at a minimum. Women are very often temporary, part-time workers and/or home-based workers, with little access to benefits, no job security in a low wage service sector job. This is the sector of largest job growth in many countries. Where is a woman worker’s right to a freely choose a job which pays equal pay for work of equal value? Where is a woman worker’s right to safe and healthy working conditions and just and fair wages that will make possible an existence worthy of human dignity? Does globalization give her equal opportunity for employment and protection from unemployment? There appears to be little or no room for the rights of women workers under globalization.”
The fact that transnational trade decreases the value of people’s lives in under-developed countries has indirectly created these kinds of slave wages. Child labor in Africa and India are not pardoned. Globalization has once again brought out the worst of human kind on an unplanned basis.
	Finally, invents of media and the internet play the largest role yet in connecting the planet into a big circle. One can only think about how societies have indirectly devoured Hollywood and Disney. The absorbing of Western modernization has never appealed more to any other crowd than the developing public of East Asia. For Asia, the Westernized prosperous culture in fashion sense and vibrant lifestyles has transformed to its own, a slow mimic. 
Our society today has propagandized our mentality to believe that we deserve to be at optimum standards in life, thus, as Postrel (pg 23) stated, the continuous drive for improvement and the greed for richness. This phenomenon did not begin overnight but through a course of centuries and has picked up to a near peak in the past decades. If there is not enough awareness that globalization is swallowing the world into a mass of exploitation, that “the rich is getting richer too fast and the poor is getting richer too slow” (Hampton 2009), our social order is on the brink of living in a conventional feature in a near time to come before it is irreversible. From these miniscule to macro details, the growing impact of globalization has taken its turn in affecting societal issues in an eventual economical decline more than growth in an outer sense. Governments of traditional countries, developing and even Western and modernized countries should find ways to cutback on sources of international trade gradually and move on a moderate pace of globalizing development. This way, communities that suffer from the negative effects of globalization can improve in a progressive manner, bringing closer the gaps of inequality yet give an eye-opener to restore traditional attempts that are substantial. 
I’m sure we already have plenty if not more than enough McDonald’s restaurants in a city like Beijing. If you ask me, at this point, the invisible hand is getting out of hand.
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