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Examine in depth the implication of globalisation on a group/context of your choice
[bookmark: _GoBack]In popular discourse, a plethora of opinions concerning globalisation exist - varying from those who recognise it to be a concept which has and will have positive implications on society, those who believe it is predominately negative, to those who adopt the standpoint that globalisation doesn’t exist, because of this defining such a concept has proven difficult (Eslake, 2000). The consensus, however, agrees that globalisation refers to the increasing social, economic, political and cultural connectedness, which is readily occurring throughout societies, and across the globe (Siriner and Nenicka, 2011). Describing not only human connectivity, but the connection and expansions of services and goods (Petcu, 2017). The term sometimes also being perceived with fear, and for many as a political category of blame (Ericson and Stehr, 2000, cited in Franko, 2013). 
Contemporary globalisation theorists, also believe that globalisation is constantly, sub consciously, influencing our societal paradigm and the way in which we perceive communities and culture.  It seems only inevitable that such expeditious growing connectedness, can only result in consequences for all areas of society, whether they be positive or negative (India and Rosaldo, 2002 cited in Franko, 2013). One context which can be considered to have been significantly affected by globalisation and the existence of a contemporary global world, is crime (Karofi and Mwanza, 2006). 
Crime has been variably defined as an act which is prohibited by law, which can subsequently result in being incarcerated, fined or both (Bartol, 1980 cited in Karofi and Mwanza, 2006). A crime can be considered a global crime, when it is having prominent effect in most or all nations across the globe. Global crime often describes infringements of the law which involve more than one country in its organisation, implementation or impact (Petcu, 2017). Transnational organised crime is a term also often used to describe some crimes of this nature, the term has been defined by Franko (2013) as ‘the cross-border activities of organised crime groups, arguably exploiting to their advantage increasing global connectedness’.
Pectu (2017) explains that transnational crimes are evolving at a faster pace than the implementation of global governance. This has been argued to be a result of easier and cheaper access to travel along with the expansion of technology, the internet, social media and mobile communication. Although it is often assumed that such developments work to assist society in achieving freedom, sustainability and peace; it also effects growing rates of poverty, social fragmentation, marginalisation and social exclusion. This, in turn, increases the prevalence of engagement with unlawful activity, violence and conflict (UNESCO, 1999 cited in Petcu, 2017; Ritzer, 2007 cited in Viano, 2010). This essay aims to critically explore the implication that globalisation is having on crime. It aims to focus on drug trafficking as a global issue, the county lines illicit drug industry in the UK, and cybercrime. 
With globalisation creating easier opportunity, for transnational activity to take place at a considerably heightened velocity compared to in the past (Viano, 2010), drugs are now travelling across borders, and across the globe more than ever before. With countries which don’t have a particularly troubled history in relation to drugs and drug abuse, now reporting issues of such, as a result of becoming popular transit routes for drug trafficking. Subsequently, posing risks to public security and health (Natarajan, 2019). 
Drug trafficking can be defined as a ‘global illicit trade involving the cultivation, manufacture, distribution and sale of substances which are subject to drug prohibition laws’ (United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime, N/D). on a Macro scale (Bronfenbrenner,1979), in relation to political, social and economic implication the next section of this essay will examine the impact globalisation is having on drug trafficking focussing on the transnational cocaine industry.
The largest percentage of the worlds cocaine and opium supply is produced in the Andean regions such as Columbia, Peru and Bolivia (Natarajan, 2019). However, the effects of globalisation have revealed significant shifts in the destination of consumption, which is relative to the supply and demand for the product. A process entitled the balloon effect appears to have occurred over the past century in relation to the cocaine industry (Petcu, 2017). 
This process involves the forcing down of drug production in one area, which results only in the expansion of it in another area (Council on Hemispheric Affairs, 2020). This process was apparent during the period following World War Two up until the 1980’s, when the US war on drugs catalysed in cocaine cultivation shifting from Peru and Bolivia, to Columbia by 2000. These changes in production and in supply and demand for products were the consequence of both globalisation and trade liberalization (Pectu, 2017). 
Trade liberalization being the reduction of barriers which pose a risk in production, and the supply of illicit drugs, for example open, and less restrictive borders. This accessibility subsequently leads to a rapid decline in the price of illicit drugs (Viano, 2010). Also, resulting in millions more deprived and marginalised groups and individuals, involving themselves in the transportation of the products across borders. Thus, increasing the amount of people involved in the illegal drug trade (Sorti and De Grauwe, 2008 cited in Pectu, 2017). Furthermore, making it more difficult for countries to instigate approaches which control and reduce the illicit drug use. Conversely, open borders have resulted in better drug enforcement cooperation and communication between countries and across the globe. However, also have resulted in drug cartels, and traffickers constantly discovering and using new routes foe their production and supply (Pectu, 2017). 
Although drug trafficking is a global issue, the consequences are felt at a more intense level locally by individuals and communities. For example, the high profits involved incites many individuals living in poverty, and many groups and individuals already involved in other criminal activity such as terrorism and violence to become involved with the drug trafficking industry (UNODC, 2010 cited in Petcu, 2017). This kind of activity is more probable in countries with weak law enforcement agencies. In these countries bribery and corruption is often rife amongst police and judicial officials, who may be under threat of murder if refusing to accept bribes. Thus, raising questions concerning where the power and control lies in deprived countries in relation to such issues (Viano, 2010). 
Poorer countries are often unable to find the means to implement strategies of law enforcement to deal with the complexity and extensity of drug trafficking. For this reason, they are frequently compelled to become reliant on assistance from the international or global community (Bagley, 2012). Although the solution is complex, various methods of intervention must be employed. These interventions include, from one extreme, eradication of drug cartels, to another, prevention, treatment and rehabilitation of drug users. If implemented successfully, it is assumed a global anti-crime network will be created. It is notable however, that often these interventions are unsuccessful, and the drug industry and drug trafficking remain a considerable threat to global crime and justice as a result of globalisation (Hanna, 2016). 
Conclusively, although optimistically, it is understood that globalisation has enriched the flow of commodities, trade and services, which has developed a significantly modern and enhanced level of interconnectedness between countries and across the globe (Petcu, 2017). Its also notable that the pace in which these changes are occurring makes it difficult to control. In practice this is creating easier opportunity for criminals to engage in global illicit drug trafficking (Viano, 2010). Also, although globalisation and the increase in organised transnational crime has forced better cooperation between countries in law enforcement, it’s clear that law enforcement in many deprived areas is feeble, and it is questionable in these areas where the power truly lies (Pectu, 2017). Globalisation, however, has not only influenced the illicit drug industry on a global scale, but between smaller communities across the UK, the next section of this essay aims to explore this in further detail, the next section of this essay will explore this idea in relation, to the county lines drug industry across the United Kingdom.
On a micro scale, it is estimated by the Home office that the UK’s illicit drug industry alone is worth five billion pounds and drug crime is the most prevalent organised crime across the country (Bronfenbrenner, 1979; Mclean, Robinson and Densley, 2019). It is understood that there is no single illicit drug market in the United Kingdom, but many smaller markets, which exist at local levels and are connected through developments in transport, technology and essentially globalisation (Pearson et al, 2001 cited in Mclean et al, 2019). 
‘County lines’ is a term used to describe the process of drug gangs from larger cities across the UK such as London and Manchester expanding their operations to smaller and often more rural areas. This process usually involving exploitation of vulnerable individuals - primarily children and adolescents - for the movement and sale of class A drugs such as heroin and crack cocaine, these individuals often coined as ‘drug runners’ (National Crime Agency, N/D). 
This industry has become easier for those involved following advancements in technology and mobile phones (Mclean et al, 2019). Mobile devices with end-to end encryption are utilized by leading drug dealers throughout the UK, this allows them to organise obtaining and distributing drugs. The distance and limited face to face interaction between leading drug dealers reduces risk of being detected by law enforcement (International Narcotics Control Board (INCB), 2001). The drug runners however, who are responsible for the transportation and delivery of illicit drugs are provided with pay as you go mobiles, which are used for an operation and disposed of following its completion (Mclean et al, 2019). 
The National Crime Agency estimate approximately one thousand branded mobile phone numbers exist in the UK, one line alone has the capability of earning eight hundred thousand profit in a year, a number which has drastically risen in the last decade, emphasising the importance of the influence of globalisation and new technologies on the modern illicit drug industry in the UK (Grierson, 2019). 
Although globalisation, advances in technologies and better connectedness in terms of transport  are all factors that are often considered positive for both businesses and for society; the increased sense of connectivity is generating significant risk for vulnerable children and adolescents and furthermore, creating easier opportunity for exploitation to occur (Windle and Moyle and Coomber, 2020). Since 2015, the number of vulnerable children becoming involved and exploited by the county lines illicit drug industry has increased dramatically. Consequently, the consciousness amongst law enforcement has grown and child criminal exploitation has become a national priority (Children’s commissioner, 2019 in Mclean et al, 2019). On the contrary, however, with the county lines drug industry being a contemporary issue, research concerning its prevalence and impact is sparse (Mclean et al, 2019). 
Although research is partial, that which exists, elucidates that young victims are initially often lured into the industry following the infatuation of the perceived glamorised lifestyles that gang leaders and members adopt on their social platforms accounts such as snapchat and Instagram (Heale, 2012 cited in Mclean et al, 2019). Children and young people living in poverty and those who lack or desire social and financial capital are often attracted to the symbolism connected to these lifestyles, such as flashy cars, expensive jewellery and excessive amounts of cash (Strood and Densley, 2017; Porritt, 2007). Once involved, although many are often victims of physical violence and harm, others are often controlled or ‘mothered’ via social media and messaging platforms. The location of these individuals tracked using social media and GPS by leaders or those above them, taking away any sense of privacy they had prior to involvement (Gambetta, 2009 cited in Strood and Densley, 2017). Once again, emphasising the vitality of new technology in the industry, the control and power in which social media has and the impact globalisation is having on the changing face of drug criminality (Windle et al, 2020). 
It is now estimated approximately 46,000 children are readily involved in the industry, with 313,000 on the periphery of becoming involved (Strood and Densley, 2017). Child criminal exploitation has become a focus for policy makers and legislation across the UK, though limitations in research and literature make it difficult to understand and to govern the issue to extent they desire (Mclean et al, 2019). 
The county lines drug industry is being examined with major concern under the Serious and Organised Crime Strategy (HM Government, 2018). The strategy aiming to; create resilience against vulnerabilities in individuals and organisations, to ensure all systems such as the police, social services and public health work together to recognise those involved at early stages, and to work together on methods of prevention (HM Government, 2018). 
Conclusively, it is evident that patterns of globalisation are constantly influencing the establishment of new methods in drug movement, distribution and sale in the UK, and that strategies are being devised all the while in order to tackle these issues. However, it is clear that because of the combined; lack of knowledge and understanding, the fast pace of change in technology and the high number of individuals already involved in the industry, in practice, this is extremely complex, and unlikely (Mclean et al, 2019). Technology, arguably being the fastest evolving contributing factor to globalisation, and the component having the largest influence on the changing face of crime and criminality the next section of this essay will explore this, focussing on cybercrime, (Karofi and Mwanza, 2006). 
Globalisation and the better sense of connectedness that it creates across the globe, has developed a rapid increase in crimes, which in their nature, are reliant on computers and technological advancements in the twenty first century (Wall, 2007). For most of the population, owning a computer and having access to the internet in the home, is now considered a social and cultural norm in first world countries such as the UK and the USA. This is generally used only for knowledge, entertainment and pleasure. For some individuals, groups or institutions however, easy accessibility to such a powerful tool only subsidizes exploitation, danger and corruption (Karofi and Mwanza, 2006). 
Crimes reliant on technology and the internet have been coined as cybercrimes. In popular discourse, many agree that cybercrime poses a significant global threat, however, similarly to globalisation, there are also theorists who deny that cybercrime exists. The consensus between nations regarding methods of dealing with and governing these crimes is also less unified (Wall, 2007). There is also uncertainty as to what it is that makes a crime ‘cyber’, with many cybercrimes being essentially the same as traditional crimes. For example, fraud pornography and paedophilia exist in the real world and online. However, what goes on to makes them ‘cyber’ crimes is the medium in which they are committed. It is understood nevertheless that globalisation, technology and a heightened global connection assists these crimes in being more accessible both for those who are particularly computer savvy and increasingly in the past decade, for the average citizen (Barone, 2004 cited in Wall, 2007). 
Wall (2009, cited in Franko, 2013) proposes that three main types of cyber crime exist. The first being traditional crimes where a computer has been used as assistance of the crime. Secondly, crimes which again are traditional types of crime, however the internet and technology has created both easier access and given them the ability to be committed at a global level, for example pornography, this type coined as hybrid crimes. Lastly, crimes completely reliant on technology and cyberspace, coined as true cybercrimes, examples of this being phishing or spamming (Franko, 2013).
In the past culprits of crimes had to be physically present at the scene of a crime, cybercrime however, is establishing opportunity for crimes to be committed globally through satellites and radio waves, without a single trace of identification of the perpetrator. Thus, not only making prospect of committing a crime easier, but detection and prosecution of the crime considerably more difficult, thus, raising issues for criminal justice systems (Sharma, 2010). For example, the first two cybercrime types mentioned previously can be governed under legislation and procedure which exists for its traditional counterpart. True crime nonetheless produces challenges in its governance and by law enforcement. This is firstly because in recent decades laws governing such crimes didn’t exist and have had to be established. Secondly because, these crimes commonly occur over more than one legal jurisdiction. Over these regions legislative practice sometimes differs, and something that in one area may be considered a crime, in another can be deemed legal (Andrews, 2007 cited in Franko, 2013). Although moving jurisdiction area has been used by criminals throughout history to flee from sanction, the rate at which this happens in cyberspace has increased to a velocity difficult and often impossible to control. Law enforcement and governance has failed to keep up with the speed of technology and globalisation advancement (Brenner, 2010). This creates challenges in controlling and prosecuting against such crimes, again emphasising that globalisation isn’t simply altering the ways in which crimes are carried out but also having implication in governance of crime (Sharma, 2010).
Although early theorists of the internet perceived that it should be maintained as a place of freedom which shouldn’t be governed; the obvious vulnerabilities and dangers of the internet and cyberspace made it near impossible for it be unrestricted from government intervention or law enforcement (Franko, 2013). Although authority of the internet is particularly distinct from law enforcement in the real world, it does exist, again as a result of globalisation, through a range of advanced government and commercial technologies. These include surveillance investigation and technologies which control identification (Castells, 2001 cited in Franko, 2013). A lot of the fear surrounding the requirement for such advanced surveillance is the moral panic that exists in relation the dangers of the online world, particularly concerning the welfare and safety of children (Simon, 2007 cited in Franko, 2013). 
In 2015, UK government appeared to be acting against such internet crimes. Section 67 of the Serious Crime Act (Legislation.gov.uk, 2015) prohibited online sexual communication with a child, which on the offset appears positive. However, police revealing an eighty eight percent increase between 2012 and 2015 in recorded online sexual abuse of minors; the following year saw a plethora of articles exposing that although the law had been passed in parliament, delays meant that the legislation had not been implemented (Dodd, 2016). Subsequently meaning within this period, vulnerable children and victims of online grooming were unprotected. Newspaper articles should be considered with speculation, because of their biases and their ability to ignite and fuel moral panics. Despite this, this does again, emphasise conclusively, that the speed of globalisation and advancements in technology is altering significantly faster than the speed of legislation and law enforcement to protect those who fall victims to these types of crime (Dodd, 2016; Sharma, 2010).
To conclude, while studying globalisation and crime it has become apparent that although globalisation is a process which has been transpiring for centuries; the twenty first century and the advancements in new technologies, access to travel and significant rise in the use of the smart phone and social media which it has seen, has resulted in the global world becoming more connected than it has ever been before (Siriner and Nenicka, 2011).
The effect that this is having on crime is also significantly apparent. For example, the elimination of barriers to trade has resulted in the illicit drug industry growing at a rate which has become exceedingly difficult for nations to control, despite the fact they have enabled nations to become more connected than ever (Petcu, 2017). Social media and technological advancements also having considerable impact on the growth of the illicit dug markets in the UK. In both cases it is evident that the growth of the industry, results consequently in deprived and socially excluded individuals involving themselves or being forced to become involved in the illicit drug market (Franko, 2013 and Sorti; De Grauwe, 2008 cited in Pectu, 2017). 
In the case of the global illicit drug trade, the county lines drug market in the UK and cybercrime a commonality was clear. The effect globalisation has on these industries and subsequently the challenges it is creating for law enforcement. In all three cases the pace in which the globalisation is causing the industries to grow is simply to expeditious for legislative practice and law enforcement to keep up with. This is despite better cooperation between nations globally in law enforcement (Mclean et al, 2019; Petcu, 2017; Sharma, 2010).
Evidently progress must develop in strengthening existing legislation and policies which govern these crimes. Establishment of law enforcement to tackle new crimes must occur at a quicker pace also, in order to keep up with the demands of globalisation (Mclean et al, 2019). It will be interesting to see in another twenty years’ time, the further developments of globalisation, and the effects of this on criminality, policing criminal justice system.
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