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ABSTRACT

The Christian faith offers important perspective in the discussion of policies that lead to the improvement of the common good. As Christians we are called to love our neighbors as our self. We may be tempted to question who is our neighbor; however, the parable of the Good Samaritan (Luke 10:25-37) reveals that everyone is our neighbor and we should seek to help all people from around the globe. Christians from rich countries need to seriously think through how we practice our faith. As Americans, we have grown accustomed to a life of wealth and privilege. As noted in Matthew 19:16-30 it is not easy for wealthy individuals to make the sacrifices necessary to earn eternal life. Perhaps we, as citizens of the United States, are willing to make the sacrifices necessary to love our neighbor and create a self sustaining global economy that benefits everyone.
INTRODUCTION


The Christian faith offers important perspective in the discussion of policies that lead to the improvement of the common good. As Christians we are called to love our neighbors as our self. We may be tempted to question who is our neighbor; however, the parable of the Good Samaritan (Luke 10:25-37) reveals that everyone is our neighbor and we should seek to help all people from around the globe. 

25On one occasion an expert in the law stood up to test Jesus. "Teacher," he asked, "what must I do to inherit eternal life?" 

26"What is written in the Law?" he replied. "How do you read it?" 

27He answered: " 'Love the Lord your God with all your heart and with all your soul and with all your strength and with all your mind'; and, 'Love your neighbor as yourself.'" 

28"You have answered correctly," Jesus replied. "Do this and you will live." 

29But he wanted to justify himself, so he asked Jesus, "And who is my neighbor?" 

30In reply Jesus said: "A man was going down from Jerusalem to Jericho, when he fell into the hands of robbers. They stripped him of his clothes, beat him and went away, leaving him half dead. 31A priest happened to be going down the same road, and when he saw the man, he passed by on the other side. 32So too, a Levite, when he came to the place and saw him, passed by on the other side. 33But a Samaritan, as he traveled, came where the man was; and when he saw him, he took pity on him. 34He went to him and bandaged his wounds, pouring on oil and wine. Then he put the man on his own donkey, took him to an inn and took care of him. 35The next day he took out two silver coins and gave them to the innkeeper. 'Look after him,' he said, 'and when I return, I will reimburse you for any extra expense you may have.' 

36"Which of these three do you think was a neighbor to the man who fell into the hands of robbers?" 

37The expert in the law replied, "The one who had mercy on him." 
Jesus told him, "Go and do likewise."

So how do we “go” and “do?” I believe that “go” implies that we do not settle with where we are but rather that we try and stretch out and expand outward. “Do” implies that it we must take action and make a conscious effort to improve the well being of others.

GLOBALIZATION


Globalization is a complicated term that means different things to different people. Marber (2005) defines globalization as all economic, political and cultural cross-border interactions. Bhagwati (2004) defines economic globalization as “the integration of national economies into the international economy through trade, direct foreign investment (by corporations and multinationals), short-term capital flows, international flows of workers and humanity generally, and flows of technology” (p. 3). To me, globalization is part of the “go” in the command to “go and do likewise.” Globalization is the stretching out and expanding of ideas, technologies and processes to the entire world. With respect to the term “do,” we need to ask if the ideas, technologies and processes are leading to the well being of others? Is globalization being done in a way that improves the common good. I would like to consider two questions.
Is Globalization a Source of Peace or Conflict?


After the fall of the Berlin wall many believed that the spread of capitalism and democracy would bring about world peace. There were obvious economic success stories in West Germany and Taiwan following World War II that could be used as models for the future. Fukuyama’s The End of History (1989) was an idealistic way of looking into the future.


However, Chua (2004) shows that Americans have been “confidently exporting free market capitalism to the rest of the world, oblivious to the ethnic hatred and instability we are systematically helping to breed” (p. 20). Chua (2004) uses several examples to demonstrate that “free markets outside the West do not spread wealth evenly and enrich entire developing societies. Instead, they tend to concentrate glaring wealth in the hands of an ‘outsider’ minority, generating ethnic envy and hatred among frustrated, impoverished majorities” (p. 16) and “in the numerous countries around the world with a market-dominant minority, the simultaneous pursuit of prosperity of free markets and democracy has led not to widespread peace and prosperity, but to confiscation, autocracy, and mass slaughter” (p. 125). 


Additionally, Gray (2005) notes that “over the past two hundred years, the spread of capitalism and industrialization has gone hand in hand with war and revolution” and that globalization can bring about revolutionary change for the good; but at the same time it also can inflame “nationalist and religious passions” and trigger “a struggle for natural resources.” 

Thus, we must find more peaceful ways of introducing ideas, technologies and processes to the rest of the world. We need to be more aware of cultural differences and try to ensure that the benefits of globalization are spread more evenly.

Is Globalization Flat or Spiky?


Some view globalization as a positive force. Friedman (2005a & 2005b) believes that globalization has created a “flat” world which makes it possible to do just about anything with anyone from all over the world. Friedman sees the current stage of globalization as creating a level of the playing field for individuals to compete from all over the world. 


On the other had, Florida (2005), sees globalization as creating “spiky” clusters of economic activity where “cities and regions that drive the world economy are growing every higher, while the valleys mostly languish” (p. 48). Gray (2005) is disturbed that Friedman in many ways fails to recognize that globalization in many ways make the world less flat. To point out this almost “comic” failure, Gray (2005) cites the following passage from Friedman’s work:

The Infosys campus is reached by a pockmarked road, with sacred cows, horse-drawn carts, and motorized rickshaws all jostling alongside our vans. Once you enter the gates of Infosys, though, you are in a different world. A massive resort-size swimming pool nests amid boulders and manicured lawns, adjacent to a huge putting green. There are multiple restaurants and a fabulous health club. 

Advances in technology certainly have made global communication much cheaper and have the potential to have “flattening” effects. However, Ghemawat (2007) points out that the current level of cross-border migration is much closer to ten percent than to 100 percent when using the following measures of migration: telephone calls, private charitable giving, patenting, stock investment, foreign direct investment. Cohen (2006) believes that the “paradox that economists have been late to understand is that reducing the costs of transportation and communication does not promote wealth but instead favors its polarization. . . today’s information economy and today’s modes of communication favor the major players and do not give new entrants a chance. . . far from delivering the free entry and that transparency dreamed of by economists, the so-called information society creates its own barriers, replacing those that technology breaks down” (p. 4 and 5).

Prahalad (2006) sees the unequal distribution of wealth that results from globalization; but, believes that “the bottom of the pyramid” is potentially the world’s fasted growing new market. What then is the best way to service the bottom of the pyramid and stimulate economic growth? Wolf (2005) believes that the “market is the most powerful institution for raising living standards ever invented: indeed there are no rivals. . . the problem today is not that there is too much globalization, but that there is far too little” (p. xvii).

MARKET CAPITALISM


Mainstream economic thought as to whether governments or markets should control the commanding heights of the economy has varied dramatically over the course of the 20th century cycling from markets to governments and back to markets (Commanding Heights, 2002). Most recently, the West has encouraged the spread of ideas and technologies through market-based economic systems.

All economies must determine how to allocate scarce resources. An economic system determines what goods and services will be produced, how these goods and services are produced and who gets the goods and services. In a market-based economy, profits are the driving force for determining: What? How? and for whom? Goods and services that can be produced at a profit are what are produced. The existence of profits in a given industry will attract more firms and more innovation into that industry. Firms seeking to increase their profits determine how to produce their good or service most efficiently. Consumers’ willingness to pay determines who gets the goods and services that are produced. 

Market-based transactions are primarily voluntary where both parties are made better off through exchange. In a market-based economy it is often argued that the pursuit of individual self-interest provides the greatest good for society as a whole. The roots of this belief can be traced to the famous "invisible hand" quotation from Adam Smith (1776). There are at least two types of problems with market-based transactions. One problem is that some transactions are ultimately destructive to society as a whole but mutually agreeable to the parties involved (e.g. prostitution and pornography, gambling, drug use). A second problem with an economic system based primarily on market-based transactions is that some goods or services that are necessary for an economies infrastructure (e.g. education, roads, sewers) are difficult to build without some collective public action.

There are additional concerns with how globalization is currently being conducted. Cobb (1994) believes that “the farther we go in the direction of free trade, the more unequal this contest becomes. Those who live from capital become richer. Those who live from labor become poorer” (p 101). Many argue that market based economic globalization and the privatization of common goods is creating a non-sustainable global economy. Through the commoditization and patenting of common goods (e.g. water and seeds) large corporations are creating a dependency on corporations rather than fulfilling the needs of society (The Bottom Line, 2002). Cobb (2007) argues that “the indefinite continuation of this globalization is not even possible. The global economy will collapse.”


Others have a more optimistic view. Marber (2005) notes that indexes such as the United Nations Development Program’s human development index show increased well being for developed, developing, and least developed countries and the gaps between the developed and the least developed are closing. In fact, “in the most intense period of recent globalization, from 1993 to 2002, these gaps closed even further” (Marber 2005, p. 34). Marber concedes that globalization is a “messy, complicated web of interdependent relationships, some long-term, some fleeting;” however, “wholesale rejection of globalization –without acknowledging its tremendously positive record in alleviating poverty-is shortsighted” (Marber 2005, p. 37). 


Cohen (2006) believes that it is not so much the exploitation of poor countries (economic domination) or the imposition of western values on traditional cultures (cultural domination) that creates enemies of globalization; but rather the unfulfilled promises of prosperity where the poorest countries are often forgotten and excluded. “For the majority of the poor inhabitants of our planet, globalization remains an inaccessible idea” (p. 166). The educational (human capital) and physical (roads) infrastructures do not exist that would allow one to participate in global trade and competition.


Globalization is problematic; but, it is one way to reach and integrate the world. Globalization is part of the solution. Globalization is the “most powerful force for social good in the world today” (Bhagwati, 2004). Yet this force must be controlled in order to prevent negative outcomes and promote positive outcomes.
THE ROLE OF GOVERNMENTS AND INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

Lal (2006) advocates a pro-market (laissez faire) system based on free trade and limited intervention as the only true way to solve the problem of poverty. Mishkin (2006) disagrees with this approach and believes that strong, intentional guidance is necessary for developing economies with individually incentivized plans tailored to each country. Dunning (2003) believes that global capitalism is “the most efficient wealth creating system known to man” but this system must “be buttressed and challenged by a strong and appropriate moral ecology” (p. 1). Who then decides what this moral ecology looks like? 

Global organizations are needed to ensure that globalization is a source of peace rather than conflict and that markets are used for the benefit of all and the exploitation of no one. There currently exist many global organizations that are designed to promote economic growth and help in times of need (e.g. World Bank, International Monetary Fund, World Trade Organization).

The World Bank is “a vital source of financial and technical assistance to developing countries around the world” with the “mission of global poverty reduction and the improvement of living standards” (World Bank website, 2007). The International Monetary Fund (IMF) is an “organization of 185 countries, working to foster global monetary cooperation, secure financial stability, facilitate international trade, promote high employment and sustainable economic growth, and reduce poverty” (IMF website, 2007).
The World Trade Organization (WTO) is “the only global international organization dealing with the rules of trade between nations. At its heart are the WTO agreements, negotiated and signed by the bulk of the world’s trading nations and ratified in their parliaments. The goal is to help producers of goods and services, exporters, and importers conduct their business.” (WTO website, 2007)

Adam Smith (1981) famously noted that he has “never known much good done by those who affected to trade in the public interest.” Some believe that global corporations and the organizations that govern them have been designed to protect profits and exploit people (Tynes, 2003, The Global Exchange, 2005). Many are concerned that corporations have hijacked the global governing bodies for their own purposes without regard for the common good (McNally 2007). Additionally, Norberg (2007) believes that developing countries need to overcome their own domestic barriers (e.g. stable government) in order to reap the benefits of globalization.  


Stiglitz (2002 and 2006) has identified problems with existing international organizations; but, also proposes improvements in the policies and transparency of these organizations. 

Stiglitz (2006) advocates developing and strengthening international government agencies to oversee the global market place in order to prevent the stronger economies from taking advantage of the weaker economies. 


The forces of globalization should be embraced but managed through international institutions to provide a legitimate and collective approach with a common set of rules (Bhagwati 2004, Kapstein 2006, Lodge and Wilson 2006, Mishkin 2006, Sachs 2005a & 2005b). Bhagwati (2004) believes that international non-governmental organizations “can play an important role in the design of appropriate governance to improve outcomes from globalization.” After all, the purpose of these international organizations is to promote sustainable economic growth for the entire global economy (Larsen, 2003). Fischer (2003) may have said it best when he paraphrased Winston Churchill by saying the “pro-market pro-globalization approach is the worst economic policy, except for all the others that have been tried” (pp. 26-27).

CONCLUSION

Christians from rich countries need to seriously think through how we practice our faith. If we believe in market based competition, how can we continue to allow trade tariffs and quotas on goods where we clearly do not have a comparative advantage (e.g. sugar)? As Americans, we have grown accustomed to a life of wealth and privilege. Are we willing to sacrifice some of our wealth for the benefit of others? Are we willing to enter a global economy with free and fair trade for all? As noted in Matthew 19:16-30 it is not easy for wealthy individuals to make the sacrifices necessary to earn eternal life. Perhaps we, as citizens of the United States, are willing to make the sacrifices necessary to love our neighbor and create a self sustaining global economy that benefits everyone.

Luke 12:48 states, “From everyone who has been given much, much will be demanded; and from the one who has been entrusted with much, much more will be asked.” Sachs (2005b) notes, that from a historical perspective, everyone used to be poor. The industrial revolution and technological advances have allowed about five-sixths of the world to grow out of extreme poverty. However, the “poorest of the poor, notably in sub-Saharan Africa, are not held back by globalization; they are largely bypassed by it” (Sachs 2005 b, p. 60). We need to take collective action to “do” something about this and enable to entire world to participate in the global economy.

The poorest countries of the world do not have the financial means to provide the necessary infrastructure that would allow them to compete in a global economy. Intentional, focused and closely monitored aid is needed to develop education, healthcare, and transportation systems in the regions that are ensnared in a poverty trap. I am reminded of I John 3:17-18: “If anyone has material possessions and sees his brother in need but has no pity on him, how can the love of God be in him? Dear children, let us not love with words or tongue but with actions and in truth.”

We who are wealthy must play a role in alleviating the circumstances of those who are poor by oppression or by circumstance. America was founded on the ideal of self sufficiency and personal responsibility. However, a self sufficient society will not be created from benign neglect. If self-sufficiency and individual responsibility are the goal, then individuals, governments and international organizations have the responsibility to provide the physical infrastructure and educational support systems that will allow any individual who wants to work their way out of poverty the chance to do so. 


Benefiting the common good will take a combination of individual, government and international organizations working together. When all parties are working together toward a common goal, then everyone will have a true opportunity to make the choices necessary to work their way out of poverty. When each party looks outward rather than inward and tries to find ways that they can serve instead of being served then we can all reach our preferred outcome of a peaceful and growing global economy.


The United States has been blessed with an abundance of resources and a population that uncovered these resources at a rate that has allowed for phenomenal growth. We live in a world of scarcity and must make choices. God has given us the freedom to choose. Yet, we are all citizens of one world.  May we all think about ways that we can choose to use our wealth to help change the world and love our neighbors, as we say in the Lord’s prayer, “on earth as it is in heaven.”
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