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As we speak here, there is a Multi-Choice Ethiopia’s commercial 

that is running on EBC (Ethiopian Broadcasting Corporation) and 

hailing the viewers to subscribe for its programs. This 

particular commercial refers to the seasonal tournament of the 

giant UK premier league clubs and urged us to buy DSTV decoder 

card. 

Now, with a little simplification, I would say, the commercial 

has presumptuously assumed that all EBC viewers are eagerly 

waiting the commencement of the UK premier league and tend to 

identify us all, as enthusiastic fan of either the Manchester 

City, Manchester United; Liverpool, Arsenal, or Chelsea; you 

name it.  

The advertiser is unmistakably right to take that assumption, as 

their claim could be evinced by countless belligerent fans we 

could see in villages, towns and cities of Ethiopia. One can 

witness the forceful captivating influence of this tournament by 

simply looking the wide coverage of the media to the daily 

events of the premier league.  

The substantial portion of our daily news-hours is catering 

extensive information on various players, coaches and brokers 

involved in this league and others. It is really dazzling to 

contemplate on how much energy and time we are investing in 
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these tournaments, and how enticing the premier league is. In 

fact, it won the hearts and the minds of viewers who spent much 

of their time gluing their eyes to TV screens. Hence, one can 

assume with absolute certainty that the whole world is the 

audience to the league. That everybody would happily join the 

chorus of the UK clubs.  

At any rate, I cannot help but consider that commercial to have 

a little bit presumptuous tone, as it has taken all of us for 

granted and judged us to be fan for this or that football clubs.  

So be it. 

The names “Manchester and Liverpool,” apart from being the 

household items of the contemporary world, they have deep 

historical significance. And I start to marvel at the curious 

historical significance of these two names.  

The news about the training being given to students learning in 

various public universities coincidentally conjoined with this 

DSTV commercial and draws my attention to the historical baggage 

of Manchester and Liverpool. Then, without knowing the contents 

of the training being delivered to these students learning at 

the higher education, I declared its importance.  

These clubs are unsurprisingly named after cities that had 

served as the workshop of the western capitalist ‘civilization’ 

and the powerhouse of the colonialist adventure. I think they 

are still serving as the same purpose, being a Trajan horse for 

yet another capitalist adventure.   

After all, we are living in the era of globalization. In my 

view, universities are homes for the most belligerent and ardent 

fans of the UK football clubs. These university students would 
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remain to be awkward squad without having a deeper understanding 

on how our globalized world is structured and functioning. They 

need to have some informative training before they will be 

competent enough to perform the tasks they will be assigned to 

do in the future.   

What is Manchester?  

Starting from the 16
th
 century, European colonialists and traders 

travelled along African coasts to the New World and across the 

Indian Ocean and China Sea seeking fur, precious metals, labor, 

spices, tobacco, cacao, potatoes, sugar and cotton.  

The European colonial powers -Spain, Portugal, Holland, France, 

and Britain- and their merchant companies exchanged manufactured 

goods such as cloth, guns, and implements for these products and 

for Africans taken into slavery and transported to the 

Americans. In the process, they reorganized the world as primary 

goods provider and manufactured goods suppliers. The purpose was 

to establish in the colonies specialized extraction of and 

production of raw materials and primary products that were 

unavailable in Europe.  

In turn, these products fueled European manufacturing as 

industrial inputs and food stuffs for its industrial labor 

force. On a world scale, this specialization between European 

economies and their colonies came to be termed the colonial 

division of labor.  

While the colonial division of labor stimulated European 

industrialization, it forced non-Europeans into primary 

commodity production. Specialization disorganized non-European 
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cultures, typically undermining local crafts and mixed-farming 

systems and alienating their lands and forests for commercial 

exploitation. Not only non-European cultures surrender their own 

handicraft industry in exchange, but also their agriculture was 

often reduced to a specialized export monoculture, where local 

farmers produced a single crop, such as peanuts or cotton, for 

export.  

Handicraft destruction was often deliberate and widespread. 

Perhaps the best-known destruction of native crafts occurred 

through Britain’s conquest of Indian. Indian muslins and calicos 

were luxury imports into Europe (as were Chinese silks and 

satins). But in just few years, the East Indian Company (which 

ruled India for British crown until 1858) undermined this Indian 

craft, or in its own words, “succeeded in converting Indian from 

a manufacturing country into a country exporting raw produce.”  

The company had convinced the British government to use tariffs 

of 70 to 80 percent against Indian finished goods and to permit 

virtually free entry of raw cotton into England. In turn, 

British traders flooded India with cheap cloth manufactured in 

Manchester. Industrial technology (textile machinery and steam 

engine) combined with political power to impose the colonial 

division of labor, as British-built railway systems moved Indian 

raw cotton to coastal ports for shipment to Liverpool and 

returned to Indian countryside with machine-made products that 

undermine a time-honored craft. This colonial division of labor 

devastated the producing communities and their craft –

agriculture-based system.  

When the British first came to India, in the mid-nineteenth 

century, Robert Clive described the textile city of Decca as 
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“extensive, populous, and rich as city of London.” By 1840, Sir 

Charles Trevelyan testified before a British parliament 

committee that the population of Dacca “has fallen from 150,000 

to 30,000, and the jungle and malaria are fast encroaching upon 

the town…. Dacca, the Manchester of India, has fallen off from a 

very flourishing town to a very poor and small town.” 

Now, you know what I am getting at; and let me continue with the 

history of Manchester.  

While native industries declined under the colonial system, 

local farming culture lost their best lands to commercial 

agriculture supplying European consumers and industries. In 

India, production of commercial crops such as cotton, jute, tea, 

peanuts, and sugarcane grew by 85 percent between the 1890s and 

1940s. In contrast, in that same period, local food crop 

production declined by 7 percent while the population grew by 40 

percent, a shift that spread hunger and social unrest. Using 

revenue and irrigation policies to force farmers into export 

agriculture, Britain came to depend on India for almost 20 

percent of its wheat consumption by 1900. Londoners were in fact 

eating Indian’s bread. This is how colonial division of labor 

came into being.  

Colonial division of labor developed European capitalist 

civilization, at the same time disrupted non-European cultures. 

In short, the colonial administration had de-industrialized 

India. This was common experience of the people of the third 

world.  Colonialism has disrupted ever thing of the peoples 

living in the third world.  

The Africans have epitomized this experience in their famous 

saying: “when the white man came he had the Bible and we had the 
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land. When the white man left we had the Bible and he had the 

land.”   

Under colonialism, when Africans lost control of their land, 

their spiritual life was compromised in so far as it was 

connected to their landscapes. For it is difficult to sustain 

material and cultural integrity under that degrading extractive 

processes and condition. African societies were fundamentally 

transformed through the loss of resources and craft traditions 

as colonial subjects were forced to labor in mines, fields, and 

plantations to produce exports sustaining distant factories.  

Are we loosing another “land” now?  

As the late MP Meles Zenawi had once said “we have so many 

blames to go around. But that would be a mindset of slaves and 

not the liberating stance of a fighter.” We can only liberate 

ourselves through knowing the disposition of the new world 

order, which we call globalization. And the youth must have 

through knowledge of the globalized world he/she is living in.  

Globalization 

These days, the term globalization is on practically every one’s 

lips. 0ne of the distinguishing feature of this century is the 

powerful apparatus of communication that presents an image of a 

world unified by global appeal and the inequalities it brought 

about. We know that whole 75 percent of the world’s population 

has access to daily Television reception. But only 20 percent of 

the world’s population has access to consumer cash or credit. We 

know that the 20 percent of the world’s people who do have 
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consumer cash or credit consume 86 percent of all goods and 

services, while the 20 % consume just 1.3 percent.  

The distribution of the world’s material wealth is 

extraordinarily uneven. Hence globalization both in its cultural 

and commercial, political senses as well, is disappointing to 

the people who do not consume the material benefit of 

globalization. 

As the 1989 united Nations Human development report has indicate 

that 4.4 billion people in developing countries, about 60 

percent of the world’s population lack access to safe sewers, 67 

percent, have no access to clean water, 25 percent have 

inadequate housing, and 20 percent have no access to modern 

health services of any kind. On the other hand, $176 billion 

spent in United States and Europe on pet food. This amount 

exceeds the estimated annual additional cost of providing basic 

health and nutrition for everyone in the world by $4 billion. 

Richard Neville, a consultant to business on alternative 

futures, in his article titled “The Business of Being Human” has 

said: “it is a kind of fun. Look at the queues outside Planet 

Hollywood… Each year, the total corporate expenditure on 

advertising and marketing is more than $US 620 billion, making 

it the boldest psychological project ever undertaken by the 

human race. It works out to more than $100 for every person on 

the planet, most of whom will never have the means to acquire 

the BMWs, the microwaves, the designer labels.”  

Globalization is encouraging a culture of consumerism. Those who 

cannot reject consumerism and affirm their culture will by 

comparison, have diminishing feeling. For insistence, in New 

Guinea, we have a well-known “cargo cult” which instructs its 
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followers to get prepared for a shipment of goods from “the 

outside.”  Cargo cult construct millennial fantasies about seen 

or unseen foreign goods or gifts being bestowed on non- Western 

peoples, in the absence of being able to conceive of 

reorganizing their own culture to actually produce such items. 

The notion suggests that divine providence is somehow connected 

to artifacts of industrial civilization. The empty aspiration of 

some Africans has taken this kind of manifestation. 

 As Helena Norberg-Hodge’s in her book Ancient futures described 

another impact of the western culture through globalization. 

Ladakhi people, whose economy is not governed by money, perceive 

western culture through contact with tourists, armed with 

cameras and seemingly infinite amount of money for which they 

evidently do not have to work.  

In one day a tourist would spend the same amount of money that a 

Ladakhi family might in a year. Ladakhis did not realize that 

money played a completely different role for the foreigners; 

that back home they needed it to survive; that food, clothing, 

and shelter all cost money - lot of money. However, compared to 

these strangers they suddenly felt poor. This comparison occurs 

through quite artificial contact. Ladakhis cannot so readily see 

the social or psychological dimensions -the stress, the 

loneliness, fear of growing old. Nor can they see environmental 

decay, inflation or unemployment on the other hand they know 

their own culture inside out, including all its limitations and 

imperfections. 

Renato Ruggiro, the former director general of the world Trade 

Organization (WTO) expressed the view of the proponents of 

economic globalization when he remarked in the late 1990s. He 
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said: “More than ever before, the world’s prosperity… rests on 

maintaining an open international economy based on commonly 

agreed rules. What is at stake as we contemplate the future of 

multilateral system is much more then trade and economics. It 

involves question of political and economic security. It is 

about how relations among countries and peoples are to be 

structured. It determines whether we foster international 

solidarity or decent into spiral of global friction and 

conflict.”  

In fact the point of business is to provide profit, while the 

point of culture is to provide meaning. And these two cannot 

entirely be reconciled. The 21
st
 century appears to be shaping up 

an elemental conflict between profit and meaning. This is one of 

the key sources of tension attached to “globalization.” In 

particular it signals the conflict between market culture that 

unify the world and the popular cultures that differentiate the 

world as a mosaic of localized life styles. Of course, these two 

cultural types intermingle, but their horizons are “global” and 

“local” respectively. 

Global market 

Another related tension concerns the social and environmental 

impact of the global market culture. For instance, the decline 

of bird’s life in Central America is related partly to the boom 

in coffee drinking. Rain forests have disappeared, as coffee 

drinking intensifies for framers remove the shade trees and 

substitute sunlight, and chemicals to accelerate bean growth 

there by reducing bird habitats. 
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This kind of environmental impact is widespread and indicates 

conflict between rising market demand for globally produced 

goods and sustainability of ecological and social systems at the 

point of production. It would be shocking to note widespread 

natural disaster all over the world caused by such unsustainable 

exploitation of natural resources. Over-logging of rain forests 

for timber, commercial cropland, and pasture in Central America 

had resulted in disaster Central America had resulted in 

disaster. Central America was losing 180 acres of trees an hour.  

When people read about these disasters and their link to the 

market culture, inevitably they feel a sense of powerlessness in 

the face of such huge transnational dilemmas. However, as 

awareness of this connection grows, people will find ways and 

means to respond. Therefore, they adopt various political 

measures to arrest social and ecological harms arising from 

unregulated market practice. The university students should know 

this problem and discuss the survival strategies, both material 

and cultural, Ethiopia has adopted. 

Much of what we wear, use and consumes today has global origins. 

Even when a product has a domestic “Made in …” label, its 

journey to market probably combines components and labor from 

production and assembly sites around the world. For instance, 

the fast food eaten by US Americans may include chicken diced in 

Mexico or hamburger beef from cattle raised in Costa Rica. 

No National Economy 

In the past we understood development to be a process of 

economic growth organized nationally, but today, global economic 

integration is transforming development into a process of 
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globally organized economic growth. Globalization is now 

perceived as indispensable to development. This is a powerful 

idea that informs developments policies made by national 

governments and international development agencies such as the 

World Bank.  

Most governments across the world are participating in opening 

of their economies to global competition or, in the case of 

European Union synchronizing their macroeconomic policies by 

adopting a common currency, the euro, to streamline the European 

economy and give it a global competitive edge. This initiative 

was triggered when the United States, Canada, and Mexico singed 

the North America Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) in 1994, 

providing the US with huge open market as a home base.  

The point is that development and globalization have become 

synonymous for business and political elites across the world. 

The global market is a tapestry of net works of commodity 

exchanges that link producers and consumers across the world. In 

any one network there is a sequence of production stages, 

located in a number of countries at sites that provide inputs of 

labor and materials contributing to the fabrication of a final 

product. This is called commodity chains; chains that link each 

input stage, as a local combination of commodities, and together 

these phases form a finished good to be sold in the global 

market place.  

The chain metaphor illuminates the interconnections among 

producing communities dispersed across the world. And it allows 

us to understand that when we consume a final product in a 

commodity chain, we participate in a global process that links 

us to a variety of places, people and resources. While we may 
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experience consumption individually, it is a fundamentally 

social (environmental) act.  

In fact, not everything we consume has such global origins, but 

the trend toward this worldwide supply network is powerful. For 

instance, the ingredients of a container of yogurt- from 

strawberries and milk to the cardboard and ink for the carton- 

travel more than 6,000 miles to the market in Germany and yet 

all good could be produced with in a 50-mile radius.  

As more and more goods and services are produced on this 

transnational scale, development assumes a different meaning. In 

the past it was understood as a process of economic growth 

organized nationally. However, today development could no more 

be understood as such. It is also important to understand that 

the global marketplace is quite uneven in its consequences.   

In the context of globalization and rising global inequalities 

many marginalized communities are responding by developing their 

own survival strategies, both material and cultural. We must 

begin to devise this survival strategy by enlightening the youth 

on the characteristic features of the globalized world in which 

they are living.  

In today’s world, the interdependence among people, communities 

and nations are ever present. When we consume, we consume an 

image as well as materials and labor from many places in the 

global marketplace. Just as all humans eventually breathe the 

same air and drink the same water, consumers enjoy the fruits of 

another’s labor. 

The global labor force is dispersed among the production links 

of the commodity chains. For instance, in the US-based athletic 
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shoe industry, the initial labor is related to the symbolic side 

of the shoe design -and marketing. This step remains primarily 

in the US. Then, there is the labor of producing the synthetic 

materials; of dyeing, cutting, and stitching, and of assembling, 

packing, and transporting. These forms of labor are all 

relatively unskilled and often performed by women especially 

South Koreans, Taiwanese, Chinese, Indonesians, and Filipinos.  

Companies such as Nike subcontract with such labor forces 

through local firms in the regional production sites. South 

Koreas and Taiwan are among the more reliable sites, generally 

having greater capacity and greater quality control than some 

other countries. But a shoe that costs Nike $20 on export from 

South Korea may cost $15 if made in Indonesia or china. Hence, 

relocating production is a routine part of any competitive 

firm’s operations today. Firms reroute the production chains to 

stay competitive. Globalization is ultimately experienced 

locally.  

It is difficult to imagine the changing web of social networks 

across the worlds that produce our market culture. We do not 

think about the global dimensions of the product we purchase at 

a supermarket or store.  We do not think about the power of 

transnational firms that shape the global market and its rules. 

The market, as well as its far reaching effects on our lives, 

seems almost natural. But we disregard these connections at our 

peril for various reasons.  

First, we can no longer understand the changes in our lives 

without situating them globally. Second, we are likely to 

misinterpret social upheavals across the world, if we ignore the 

contributions of global processes to political and economic 
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instability. Third, we cannot understand the consequences of 

disturbances in our complex biosphere without taking account of 

world scale social transformations and stress on natural 

resources. 

Rain forest destruction, for example, is linked to expanding 

global market, although the connections are not always direct. 

We are doing our best to overlook the fact. This denial fuels 

our thirst for distraction and glorifies the ugly and engenders 

the ecosystem. Since the 1970s Brazilian peasants have been 

displaced as their land has been taken for high-tech production 

of soybeans for export to feed Japanese livestock.  

These people then migrated en masse to settle on rain forest 

land. Less obvious, however, is the precipitating connection 

between rising demand for animal protein in the Northern 

Hemisphere and rain forest destruction in the Amazon region. And 

this connection is obscured by our customary view of development 

as a national process, making it even more difficult for us to 

view this episode as a global dynamic with its particular local 

effect. 

In any case, the more a social links are made, the more 

interdependent become the fortune of laborers, producers and 

consumers across the world. A change in fashion can throw a 

whole producing community out of work, while it make the social 

link often tenuous and unsustainable. A footloose firm seeking 

lower wages can throw the entire producing community out of 

work. A new food preference in one part of the world will 

intensify export agriculture somewhere else. Affluent consumer 

access to global food supplies reduces the supply of fresh, 

local and healthy food, choices everywhere. 
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Once communities are integrated in the global market, they are 

increasingly subject to decision made by powerful market 

agencies such as governments, firms, and currency or commodity 

speculators. Now, we have seen the global nature of economic 

activity through examples of commodity chain and their social 

and environmental impacts. Perhaps, development may still be 

pursued by individual nation-states, but less and less does it 

resemble the conventional definition of development as 

nationally organized economic growth. 

We are now rethinking development, given the evident failure of 

many countries to fulfill the promise of development and the 

world’s growing awareness of environmental limits. In this, 

context sustainability has become a popular issue forcing 

reevaluation of the development enterprise. 

Hence, the development debate is re-forming around a conflict 

between privileging the global market and privileging human 

communities. Do we continue expanding industry and wealth 

indefinitely, or do we find a way that human communities 

(however defined) can recover social intimacy, spiritual 

coherence, healthy environments, and sustainable material 

practice? 

However, as it stands now, globalization has resulted in 

elemental conflict between profits and meaning. The dilemma, 

partly, resides in the unequal power between western states and 

firms and non-western states, firms, and communities. This 

inequality is often expressed in the tension between the “haves” 

and the “have-nots.” To make these tensions more intelligible 

let us see the issue by situating them with in a world 

historical framework. 
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Development emerged during the colonial era. At first, it was 

experienced by 19
th
 century Europeans as something specifically 

European. However, overtime it came to be viewed as universal 

necessity. But what is development? 

In the nineteenth century development was understood, 

philosophically as the improvement of human kind. Practically, 

development was understood by political elites as social 

engineering of emerging national society. It meant formulating 

government policy to manage the social transformations wrought 

by the rise of capitalism and industrial technologies. So 

development was identified with both industrial and market 

expansion and regulating its disruptive social effects. 

As a matter of fact, this social engineering impulse framed 

European colonization of the non- European world. Not only did 

colonial plunder underwrite European industrialization, but also 

colonial administrators assumed the task of developing, or 

controlling, their subject population Here, development served a 

legitimating function, where, compared to European, native 

peoples appeared backward. 

 

Colonialism 

Then, the proverbial slogan of the colonizers was “white men 

burden.” It was an interpretation of this apparently natural 

relation of superiority and an invitation to intervene in the 

name of development. Development became, then, an extension of 

modern social engineering to the colonies as they were 

incorporated in to the European orbit. This draws our attention 
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to the process of industrialization. While industrialization 

produced new-class inequality within each society, colonial 

development produced a racialized form of industrialization.  

In fact, non-European cultures were irrevocably changed through 

colonialism. Therefore, the post-colonial context was founded on 

inequality. In post-colonial period, when newly independent 

states emerged, political leaders had to operate in an 

international framework that was not of their making but through 

which they acquire political legitimacy. 

European colonialism was built largely around stereotypes that 

have shaped perceptions and conflict for five centuries. One 

such perception was the idea among Europeans that non- European 

native people or colonial subjects were “backward” trapped in 

their tradition. The experience of colonial rule encouraged this 

image, as European and non-European cultures compared one 

another within a relationship in which Europe had a powerful 

social- psychological advantage rooted in its missionary and 

military- industrial apparatus. This comparison was interpreted, 

or misinterpreted, as European superiority. 

Colonialism is the subjugation by physical and psychological 

force of one culture by another- a colonizing power-through 

military conquest of territory and caricaturing the relation 

between the two cultures. Such a powerful misinterpretation- and 

devaluing- of other cultures appears frequently in historical 

accounts. Europe viewed itself as bearer of civilization to 

darker races- in this case Africa.  

French colonial historian Albert Sarraut claimed in 1923 “it 

should not be forgotten that we are centuries ahead of them, 

long centuries during which… a magnificent heritage of science, 
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experience and moral superiority has taken shape, which makes us 

eminently entitled to protect and lead the race lagging behind 

us” 

The non-European world appeared ancestral to the colonizers, who 

assumed that non- Europeans would and should emulate European 

social organization. Development came to be identified as the 

destiny of humankind. The systematic handicapping of non-

Europeans continued. Non-Europeans were encouraged to pursue the 

European way, often without resources to accomplish that goal.  

This paradox was experienced daily by the non-Europeans. This 

paradox fuelled the anti-colonial movements asking independence 

from western occupation. Colonial subjects powerfully 

appropriated European discourse of the “rights of man,” rising 

it as a mirror to their colonial masters and adopting it as a 

mobilizing tool for their independence struggle. 

The European colonial masters have the knack to come up always 

with a riddle that would boggle the mind of the non-European 

peoples. They will come with the noble scripture -the Bible in 

one hand, while having gun with the other. Their call for 

freedom will come along with the agenda of enslaving non-

European peoples. They are becoming a paradox, even unto 

themselves. In any case, what are Manchester and Liverpool for?  

 

 


