Critically assess how ‘globalisation’ challenges the sovereign authority of a nation


It’s my aim in this essay to examine notions of nationalism and globalization and the challenges posed to national sovereignty by globalization in contemporary society. Through this assessment I hope to place these notions in context with the use of ethnography of European states and matters of austerity i.e Knight & Stewart (2016) and the influence of capitalist bodies such as McDonalds and such a bodies’ position in modernity to draw on a relationship between nationalism, globalisation, capitalism and popular culture, Murray (2011). Through this I hope to give a clearer understanding to the reader about how globalization through capitalism manifests itself in relation to nations and nation-states. Through this I will examine the right of a sovereign nation and from where this power is derived, and contrasted with the institutional and economic power of the global banking institutes, IMF ECB.
Primarily drawing on theory presented by Anderson (2008) contrasted with Eriksen (2007) and how nationalism is not just a political ideology or a theory that follows “the transition from agrarian society to an industrial one” Gellner (1997 cited in Eriksen (2007), but a socio-political perspective which aims to embody peoples of various cultures willingness to exist as a socio-political entity Pratt (2003). I aim to expand the understanding of what constitutes a nation and establish how nationalism exists in a multiplicity of cultural and political forms regardless of statehood. Although nationalism is akin to culture in that it shares similar characteristics such as common past, common culture, common language and even common geography, nationalism is not inherently cultural but does share a contingency. Through this I will detail how a nation state-differs from a nation by contextualizing the nation is partnership with technology and explain the role of a nation state in context of economics and globalisation.


Technology
The printing press was the single most liberating piece of technology to be invented as it allowed most European cultures regardless of class to break away from the elitism of Latin script (as well as dynastic ruling classes) Anderson (2008:44). This allowed the vernacular to extend its influence over the written word, and industrialised nation-states to control their own literature, Anderson (2008: 46) “the convergence of capitalism and print technology on the fatal diversity of human language created the possibility of a new form of imagined community”.
 Eriksen (2007:2) Gellner (2006:11) Pratt (2003:12) argue also this crucial aid in the creation of a national consciousness.  However perhaps it is not the technology itself that is the crucial factor but the essence of technology, Heidegger Krell (1993:323) that was the crucial factor in the formation of a national consciousness. This ability given by the printing press to communicate across class in a unified language is one of the features of establishing the national consciousness very highly associated with class, Pratt (2003:13-14). Attributing a sense of community now associated with nationalism, to a piece of “communicative technology” Eriksen (2007:3),  It was against this same essence of control, that the national consciousness emerged, to establish its own notion of control over its own destiny. Gellner (2006.11) “ the tendency for liturgical languages to become distinct is very strong. It is as if literacy alone did not create enough of a barrier between cleric and layman…it as if the chasm between them had to be deepened by making the language not merely recorded in an inaccessible script but also incomprehensible when articulated.”  
In the same way technology has an essence, so too does globalisation, we can identify what it is through comparison with technology and manifestation of its nation-hood. i.e Economy. That it lays groundwork to form a ‘global nation’ a form of “imagined community” Anderson (2008:7) based on that we all live in a global world and subject to a global economy, whether we like it or not Eriksen (2007:11). The world speaks a single language, Economy. As Heidegger Suggests (Heiddegger & Krell 1993:309) “technological framework is inherently expansionist”, it is that “essence of technology” that moves towards a totalitarian system of control (ibid:323), the essence of technology is “nothing itself technological” (ibid:329) it is however expansionist and includes (especially in modernity) everyone and everyone is subject to it.  The example given is the contrast between technology and “modern” technology, in the form of a saw-mill to a hydro-electric damn(ibid:312-13). There is no opt out of technology due to its “expansionist” and “enframing”/ “Ge-stell”- nature. (Ibid:309).
The alignment of the essence of modern technology as a “mode of revealing” (ibid:329) in economics and politics might translate into Heideggers terms, ‘a dangerous destining of humans will to set upon and order the orderable, transforming the actual into standing reserve’.  This essence is that which is shared by globalization, nationalism and capitalism such that it is not technology or globalization or even capitalism that is inherently destructive, but the entanglement of this essence with the instrumentality of “modern technology” and political power of nationalism mixed with Human “destining” which gives rise to a dangerous situation, quite ironically a reduction of sovereignty in a nation and more authority to the global economy. Michel Foucault addresses somewhat the same issue, in that he shows that expansionist nature of police institutional power “in order to be exercised, this power had to be given the instrument of permanent, exhaustive, omnipresent surveillance, capable of making all visible, as long as it could itself remain invisible.” Foucault & Sheridan (1995: 233). The Global economy however does not remain invisible, but it is inherently structurally Violent, Subjecting nation-states to the flow and fluctuation of world economics.
 I would say that through examining Heidegger’s perspective on technology we can establish that the essence of technology is expansionist but not malevolent, in the same way that there is nothing innately malevolent about nationalism and globalisation. However, with the lack of “opt in/out” choices, in the era of globalisation the theory suggests an oppressive tone. That the manifestation of technology in the era of globalisation, could be defined as Heidegger defines, the “destining” of “revealing” Heidegger & Krell (1993:331) which is to bind ourselves to the fate of the essence of technology which is the inevitability of the ordering of the actual into standing reserve which only further “enframes” our perspective to that of the essence of technology i.e mode of viewing, which is destructive in its manifestation. “the essence of man in its relationship with technology has set upon ordering nature as a standing reserve.” Heiddegger & krell (1993: 329). Through an alliance with global network trading systems the meaning of “nation-hood/statehood” has transformed into “ordering of the standing reserve”. The essence of a nation state and it’s source of power has transitioned away from the poetic, the beautiful and meaningful into mere resources that can be produced and harvested from what was the former “emblem of freedom” Anderson(2006:7).
As Heidegger defines an aspect about technology is “ultimately that which reveals” Heidegger & Krell (1993:323), through technology while we have transformed the nation-state into a standing block of resources, we have also “revealed” a global interlink for communication, Eriksen (2007:1-6).

Globalisation and nationalism are of the same essence of technology, as it compels the formation of community and aid of community, Heidegger & krell (1993:330). To further explain, I’ll draw a comparison with the essence of freedom (Ibid: 331) defined as to “encapsulate all beings with freedom” and this we can compare with the essence of technology (Ibid:309), of nationalism and of globalisation in that it’s “nationalism” Anderson (2006:7) as if a “kinship or religion”, it’s technological-ness, is to encapsulate all beings with technology i.e “the destining of humans” Heidegger and Krell (1993:331). Through Technology, we have revealed the nation state in scope of globalisation to be no more a “government of free space” Heidegger & krell (1993:330) but instead the “ordering of the revealed” (Ibid:330), thus freedom and the sovereign nation-state is no longer the “emblem of freedom” Anderson (2006:7).







Globalisation
Capitalism is a “technical mode of thought” Heidegger & Krell (1977:309), or a political technology, it is in examining Heidegger’s notions of “essence” and “actual” Heiddder & Krell (1977:309) that I will assess the agency of Globalisation to culture and the nation-state in relation to capitalism, its relationship to the instrumentality and essence of technology and its role in globalization and the nation-state.
Writing about the cosmopolitan middle classes, Gellner comments that they (the global elites) ‘‘speak each other’s language’’, even if they do not speak each other’s language’, meaning that they adhere to an internationally shared grammar of interaction and signification” (Gellner 1964 cited Eriksen 2007:4)
This can be also stated from the view of werbner considering cosmopolitanism, that there is a Global class structure based of various cultures, simply because of an access to it. However, it also breaks the authoritarianism of ones’ indigenous culture and opens the possibility to be a global citizen,
 “one might also suggest that there has emerged a global class structure, an international elite made
up of top diplomats, government ministers, aid officials and representatives of international
organisations such as the United Nations, who play golf, dine, take cocktails with one another,
forming a kind of cultural cohort.” Friedmen 1995 Cited in Werbner 1999:2
The problem this faces, is how it is perceived in relation to the global community which it effects, and it’s clear that nations are subject to the will of the Global economy, a political technology. Globalisation like Technology is a mode of viewing and in essence is inherently expansionist.
Through technologies like the printing press, which feed into the increased awareness of global communities through communicative technologies has opened a pandoras box, of cultural influence in all corners of the world. “Seen together, the increased mobility of people and the rapid spread of new communication and information technologies contribute to creating new
conditions for collective identity management” Eriksen 2007:7
More than ever we have the availability as ordinary citizens to be a part of a cosmopolitan world and be Trans-national citizen. Whilst this seems liberating to someone who sees their culture or nation as an oppressor or even dull, it can equally be authoritarian to the cultural nationalist.
“The grouping overlaps with an international cultural elite of art dealers, publishing and media representatives, the culture industries, VIPs . . . producing images ofthe world and images for the world . . . a proliferation of interpretations of the world” Friedman (1995: 79/80) cited in Werbner (1999:2). Whilst Werbner implies that a global community, or cosmopolitan community didn’t exist prior to the existence of modern technology, this does coincide with Andersons consideration of the sociological influence of the printing press, Anderson (2006:44) in what can be viewed as a world owned by the major industrialised countries or “de-territorialised” nations, Gellner(1997:107).
The question remains Do minor national cultures thrive? No. “Moreover, as the Rushdie affair tragically demonstrated, diasporic intellectuals ar eoften alienated from the transnational cultures evolved by compatriot migrant-settlers; their artistic works are directed towards an English-reading international intelligentsia rather than fellow diasporics” (van der Veer 1997 cited in Werbner 1999:2).
 Watson (1997:19) would suggest that Yes they do, in fact some seem to adopt the global capitalist Economy as if it was their own culture. The example Watson gives of the assimilation of McDonalds as an indigenous culture of Hong-Kong forgetting that is American is in much the same way how the printing press, was adopted by the lay community of Europe in the time of the Industrial Revolution (forgetting it was Chinese) through it formed a class consciousness, Anderson (2006: 44). Perhaps we can view this Cultural Hybridisation as much as the formation of a new kind of “imagined community” as the re-imagination of the current global community.  However again in contrast to this Werbner (1999) offers retort “Cultural self-identifications are, ultimately, Friedman argues, like those of class or gender, a matter of social position” (friedman 1995.: 88) cited in Werbner 1999:3). Ultimately it is to the perspective of the individual that this dichotomy will be viewed, unable to escape cultural influence and bias. “Diasporic elites are in reality as socially and culturally encapsulated in their cocktail-sipping worlds as are ghetto dwellers in theirs.” (Ibid). In much the same way that Bourdieu (1984) outlines his theory of Habitus that we in our social reality are subject to both our individual point of view and objective surroundings in which we place ourselves (Cited in Murray (2011:18)
 

Nationalism

“All I can say I can find to say is that a nation exists when a significant number of people in a community consider/imagine themselves to form a nation or behave as if they formed one” Seton Watson (1977 in Anderson 2006:6).
 When comparatively examined with Anderson(2006:5) who substitutes Gellners’ definition (2006:1) "primarily a political principle that holds that the political and the national unit should be congruent" with one of his own, which contradicts but also adds to Gellners’ initial thesis however when faced with Andersons notion of nationalism we are forced to reflect seriously on the context of nationalism put forth in both Gellners’ (1983) Nations and Nationalism and Thought and Change (1964) this also causes us to reflect seriously on all former aspects within, “it would make things easier if one treated it(nationalism) as if it belonged with ‘kinship’ and ‘religion’, rather than with ‘liberalism’ or ‘fascism’”  and in doing this Anderson finds a way around the difficulty of the three paradoxes of nationalism, Anderson (2006:5). As the states, are territorial, and in Gellners’ Nations and Nationalism firstly defines nationalism as ‘primarily a political principle, which holds that the political and the national unit should be contingent’ (Gellner 1983: 1 in Eriksen 2007:3). 
However, Gellner speaks of the ‘de-territorialisation of nationalism’, adding that the power of a nation now “depends on its annual rate of growth . . . and not on how much of the map it manages to paint with its own colour” (ibid). In other words, the world is no longer subject to the will of nations of the democratic, or poetic but instead it is now nation-states that are subject to the will of the world, of the Global, of the economy. No authority is cross contingency other than economy. In Bolivia José M. Gordillo et al (2007) performed ethnography of power structures of pre-revolution Bolivia-Cochobamba(1952), in the research he defines the power structures at present and compares how they’ve transitioned from the traditional prior to 1952 into the global imperative i.e Economic.  To summarise the shift in the Bolivian Revoltion which shows striking resemblance to the traditional and cultural power structures formerly of Europe, which have now been transformed and ordered into standing reserve through the global economy Knight & stewart(2016)
“the shareholders’ surnames we see that in many cases they are the same as the landowners’ surnames, leading us to think that they belonged to a generation of the landowner’s family who lived in the capital city of Cochabamba, perhaps no longer much involved in farming but well on their way to establishing themselves in finance.” Gordillo et all (2007: 9). In summary of the breakdown of power, many of the regions traditional and elitist family’s control was broken with the revolution in 1952 and did not return. “Despite their monopoly over natural resources and their hegemony in the exercise of economic, political and symbolic power, we knew that this powerful elite was intrinsically weak and that, furthermore, dissident family groups had detached themselves from its bosom and were challenging the principles of its patriarchs’ rule from the field of politics and intellectual product
ion” Gordillo et al (2007:12) Interestingly Gordillo notes in conclusion that(ibid:18) “Finally, the intellectual group is the only one that has managed to re-accommodate itself in today’s power structure, based on its use of knowledge and its practice of urban-based professions.” What I find interesting is despite economic fluctuations it is ultimately the intellectuals and their culture which emerges at the end of the revolution and economic downturn. 
“the social and cultural principles legitimising nationalism and instilling loyalty among its adherents may well operate across a “non-contiguous territory” (Eriksen 2007:3). For such an example I believe incredibly foretelling that this doesn’t far miss the mark when we look at the effect of what is the Troika of Banks i.e ECB, EC, IMF and the clear demonstration of power, effect it had on Greece and southern Europe and what has been referred to in ethnography by Knight and stewart (2016) as “PIIGS”- “Portugal, Italy, Ireland, Greece, Spain”. The ethnography follows the socio-political effects of austerity in these countries mentioned above the most measurable effect of the economic downturn of 2008 economic crisis and treatment by the other European central states is in the numbers. These countries needed a bailout. For a brief example Greece was bailed out in 110 billion in 2010, 130 billion in 2012 but evidence of the cruelty and authoritarianism of this system is that Greece was given a further 86 billion euros for implementing “stringent austerity measure” Knight and Stewart 2016:2
 Why was the situation is Greece so important? because it saw the dichotomy of the formerly poetic and thus emotionally charged embodiments of the nation “emblems of freedom” Anderson (2006) clash with the globalized and in many way enforced notions of state-hood , in relation to the European and Global central powers i.e ECB,IMF,EC. The result of the ideological clash was a symbolic expulsion of the romantic and poetic, or a ordering of the actual into a standing reserve for Europe. It isn’t a coincidence that the first “democratic” state of western Europe, was subject to Austerity after the democratic rejection of this mandate. ”the imposition of austerity in return for the loans of has had the effect of converting the southern part of the EU into an area unified by shared problems, emergencies and exigencies” Knight and Stewart (2016:3).  Even here we see the culture and nationalism of the country has in effect been reduced to the debt it now owes to European Central Bank, we could also interpret this as assimilation. For this reason these former nations must “navigate the structural violence (economic and political) to which they are all now subject(ibid).” in many ways they have no right of sovereignty. A nation and its sovereign authority are things derived from a multiplicity of “limited imaginings” as Anderson(2006:7)would call it, “it is an imagined political community and imagined both inherently limited and sovereign” it is imagined because despite the concepts of  what makes up a nation i.e bordered communities based on language, geography, history and culture. Outside of which, exist other nations, nations are subject to elasticity of the population, politics or immigration, and socio-politically aspects of the willingness of the population to participate in the country of its sovereignty. These are now the global economys limited imagining subjecting nations to their will.
 “nationalism is not the awakening of nations to self-consciousness: it invents nations where they do not exist” (Gellner 1983 cited in Eriksen 2007:9) Is this not also applicable to the Global economy? When contrasted with the notion of a global network based on monetary fund of the “troika” we can quite easily identify features that bond nations together through ntoions of Tran-nationalism ans culturalism as opposed to the thin threads of an authoritarian economic system which the ecb, imf, ec have demonstrated through Knight and Stewart(2016:3)ethnography i.e “shared problems, emergencies and exigencies”. Concepts which are embedded and enframed within nationalistic communities such as liberty, patriotism and nobility were preceded by religious imaginings, and cultural imagining prior to these, Anderson (2006: 11). These boundaries and notions of power were re-imagined, in the sway of the enlightenment, population across Europe saw the absurdity of salvation through religious institutions and the dynastic realm, this transformation as Anderson(2006)examines “what then was required was a secular transformation of fatality into continuity, contingency into meaning”(2006:11) what this means, is the formation of nations in lieu of the former dynasties and replaced kings and princes with somewhat democratically elected governments ”representative of the people” Pratt (2003:13). Transforming the former conception of a nation-state into a newly conceived idea. This emboldened the sense of community, of common past and common perspective. However, nationalism must be understood by aligning it not with the dynastic realm and religious community but with “the people” and “culture” who lived before a system which assimilated cultural identity into a religious one, and now national identity is being transformed into a global economy.

Conclusion
The will of nation-states is wholly subject to the Fluctuation of the Global Economy. Through using Technology as a mode of viewing, we have revealed the nation state in scope of globalisation to be no more a “government of free space” but instead the “ordering of the revealed”. Thus freedom and the sovereign nation-state is no longer the emblem of freedom within the context of Globalisation. Economic abundance is. In the same way that technology is a “mode of viewing” Heidegger(1997)  so too is globalisation a political technology which transforms the actual into standing reserve. Many of the cultural embodiments of the nation remain as an ideological and perhaps romantic context behind the existence of modern nation-states, however what I hope has been established is that Nations exist regardless of nation-hood, but ultimately do so as a political entity or a cultural one and thus, however with the existence and concept of globalisation, nation-states are subject to sway and influence of other political and global entities, such as how population across Europe saw the absurdity of salvation through religious institutions and the dynastic realm, perhaps through austerity and the economic crisis which it follows that we will in the future see the absurdity of the salvation of the Banks Troika, and establish an evolved national and global will, based on the integrity of a nation from the individual to the collective, in the sharing of values, communicative and other technologies and a realization of those romantic notions of liberty and state-hood, these notions of freedom and of state-hood lay subject to the culture of the nation-state, when subject to globalisation, the nation-state ceases to exist and becomes a body of resource subject to global influence. 
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