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SUNY Paritime 14 The Impact of Security and Culture on International Lagitics

A further look at the culture

Dimensions of Culture Cultural Groups
*  Assertiveness *  Anglo
*  Future Orientation * Arab
*  Gender Differentiation +  Confucian
*  Uncertainty Avoidance +  East Europe
+ Power Distance +  Germanic
*  In-Group Collectivism * Indigenous Africa
*  Performance Crientation * Latin America
* Humane Orientation + Latin Europe
*  Nordic
+  South Asia

Project GLOBE htwp fhwww. uoalgary: carmg/GLOBEPublic inksAessons_project globe.pdf
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Thedigital divide is the gap between those with regular, effectoeesas to digital
technologies and those without.

The digital divide is related to social inclusiamdaequality of opportunity. It is seen as a
social/political problem and has become increagingllevant as the industrialized
nations have become more dependent on digital tdodies in their democratic and
economic processes. Larry Irving, a former Unitéate® Assistant Secretary of
Commerce and technology adviser to the Clinton Axstriation, made the term digital
divide popular in a series of reports in the mi@@'9. The digital divide results from the
socio-economic differences between communitiesithtatrn affects their access to
digital information mainly but not exclusively thrgh thelnternet Broadly speaking, the
difference is not necessarily determined by the sizdepth of the user group. Any
digital media that different segments of societly aae, can become the subject of a
digital divide.

With regard to the Internet, ease of access isidanental aspect, but it is not the sole
factor. Effective access also depends on abilitys® ICT [nformation and
Communications Technologiesffectively, and on the quality of digital conté¢hat is
available and can be provided. The quality of catioa, auxiliary services and other
factors that affect effective use are also impdr{Bavison and Cotten, 2003). Access
can be through a range of devicBsS\N TV, WebphonePDA, mobile phongand each
provides a different level of support. Once an appate level of access is achieved, the
individual then requires an education that inclulitesacy and technological skills to
make effective use of it. From this point on, pap@tion becomes possible because of
the wealth of usable information that becomes atbel coupled with the equally
important capacity to provide information to others

The digital divide is often discussed in an intéior@al context because of the widely
varying social and economic conditions in differeatintries. The concept of a digital
divide has resonance with views that the revolargmpower of thénternetand the
emerging utopiamformation societys also subject to a downside but this has to be
balanced by the evidence of rapidly increased tgkef the Internet in the developing
world.
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The digital divide is not a clear single gap thaidks a society into two groups.
Researchers report that disadvantages can takd@uth as lower-performance
computers, lower-quality or high-priced connectigirs. narrowbandr dialup
connections), difficulty in obtaining technical estance, and less access to subscription-
based content.

In the early days of digital divide analysis, thaigability of Internet access at an
affordable cost was the key issue. However, thesmdition became less important with
the social penetration of the Internet and techgiold advances in developed economies.
Many people can get low cost access in ldagdrnet Cafesbut the evidence still suggest
that people are much more likely to make regularafsan Internet connection at home
than anywhere eld¥. Today the discussion is moving from the techn@sghemselves

to skills and literacy. Training people in compus&ills entails teaching them to read and
write first and then how to search and use inforomagffectively but regular practice and
the access to practice will still be a limiting tiaic

Another key dimension of the Digital Divide is th®bal digital divide reflecting

existing economic divisions in the world. This ghbhligital divide widens the gap in
economic divisions around the world. Countries veitiwide availability of internet
access can advance the economics of that countmylaral and global scale. In today's
society, jobs and education are directly relatetthéointernet. In countries where the
internet and other technologies are not accessblg;ation is suffering, and uneducated
people cannot compete in our global economy. Tdads to poor countries suffering
greater economic downfall and richer countries adiray their education and economy.

Other issues include the following:
- - - & - .- 8-8 8.
- $ - & -

TheUnited Nationds aiming to raise awareness of the divide by ofayeWorld
Information Society Dayhich takes place yearly dviay 17.
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There are a variety of arguments about why closiegdigital divide is important. The
major arguments are as follows:
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The theoretical concepts efdemocracyare still in early development but in practice
BLOGs, Wikis and mailing lists are having signiintaffects in broadening the way
democracy operates. There is no consensus amoalgus;habout the possible outcomes
of this revolution in the realm of state operatio@se of the main problems associated
with the digital divide and liberal democracy,irskled to the capacity to participate in e-
government. At the extreme, exclusively ICT basechdcratic participation

(deliberation forums, e-voting etc) would mean thaiaccess meant no vote. There is
therefore a risk that some social groups will bearrrepresented or others over-
represented in the policy formation processes hisdatould be incompatible with the
equality principles olemocracy

C& - & .02C%% $* C B *

Many devotees of th@pen contentFLOSSandOpen accessiovement hope that the
outcome of their activities will help or has alrgdtkelped decreasing the digital divide.
Projects likeOne Laptop per Childim to reduce the digital divide, yet they woultdiy
be possible without the existence of open standandsree open source software.
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This entry is from Wikipedia, the leading user-cdnited encyclopedia. It may not have
been reviewed by professional editors (ggledisclaimei)
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Joseph Stiglitz is a Nobel laureate in economicss fatest book idMaking Globalization Work .

Copyright: Project Syndicate, 2006.
www.project-syndicate.org
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The new Penn World Table, Version 6.2, compariagd#rds of living across
countries, has just been released. The latestefsgare for 2004, and, because of data
lags, not all countries are included. Yet these Imens are valuable because they are of
exceptional quality and they correct systematictaiyrelative price differences across
countries, which sometimes leads to surprisingltgsu

Among the 82 countries for which 2004 data are awailable, there has been really
good news: real per capita GDP has risen by arageasf 18.9% between 2000 and
2004, or 4.4% per year. People generally are ldtier off than they were just a few
years ago. At this rate, real per capita GDP walllale every 16 years.

Many people who could not afford a car in 2000 riawe one, and people who could
afford only one car in 2000 now have two. People wbuld not afford to send their
children to a good school or college now can. Amd & with many different goods and
services that people consume.

One surprise is that there has been relativelg ithtange in the ranking of countries by
real per capita GDP since 2000. Despite all tHeahbut the Chinese economic miracle,
China’s ranking has risen only slightly, from 6dst of 82 countries in 2000 to 60th in
2004 — even though per capita real GDP grew by Bdé&een 2000 and 2004, or 9.6% a
year, the highest of the major countries.

The reason China has not risen higher is that athwntries have been growing too, and
because the gaps between countries are enormagisaiitpe between the poorest and the
richest countries in the world is a factor of mtivan 100. The average real per capita
GDP of the top 25% of countries is 15 times thahefbottom 25%.

Watching these countries progress is like watchimgarathon. At first, one is impressed
by most of the runners, almost all of whom seeipet@oing fast. As they pass by, all
spread out, one sees that some runners seem toreggrapidly. And yet they do not
often overtake one another, because the distamte®én them are so large. Indeed,
other runners are out of sight, perhaps miles ahead
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China isn’t the only success story. Other big wisne terms of real per capita GDP
between 2000 and 2004 are Lithuania (up 48%), Rar(ap 41%), Estonia (up 40%),
Chile (up 33%), Hungary (up 32%), Greece (up 31%&w Zealand (up 28%), Australia
(up 25%), Korea (up 23%), Ireland (up 23%), Southca (up 23%), and Nigeria (up
22%).

Some of the worst performers among the major caméare Israel (a beleaguered
country, with real per capita GDP up only 2% betw2800 and 2004) and Argentina
(hit by a terrible financial crisis in 2001-2, uply 9% between 2000 and 2004).
Economic performance in several Latin American ¢oes was relatively weak in this
period, with Uruguay’s real GDP per capita actuadigording a fall by a fraction of a
percent. But the overall picture is amazingly good.

If such growth rates continue, we will see reldiy@oor countries like India, Indonesia,
the Philippines, or Nicaragua reach the averageldesurrently enjoyed by advanced
countries in 50 years. But, of course, they will have caught up with these countries,
for those countries will have moved ahead too.

It is hard to imagine now what that world will bkd with a doubling or quadrupling of
just about every country’s GDP. What would all #nesuntries do with all that money?

In 1958, the economist John Kenneth Galbraith witiéebest-selling bookhe Affluent
Society, in which he argued that the advanced world agi¢goby the United States had
by that year finally emerged from “grim scarcitwhen dire necessity dictated our lives,
to a “world of affluence.” He wrote: “So great Hasen the change [in standards of
living] that many of the desires of the individ@ake no longer even evident to him. They
become so only as they are synthesized, elaboaatkdurtured by advertising and
salesmanship, and these, in turn, have become aowngost important and talented
professions.”

But real per capita GDP in the US is now three $iftnigher than it was in 1958. What
have people been spending all that extra moneysoih2ll dictated by advertisers and
salesmen who are inventing needs?

According to my calculations comparing 1958 and®0ata from the US Department of

Commerce, Americans spent 27% of the huge incrieaseome between 1958 and 2005
on medical care, 23% on their homes, 12% on tratesipan, 10% on recreation, and 9%

on personal business activities.

The kinds of things that advertisers and salesiyi@ndlly promote were relatively
unimportant. Food got only 8% of the extra mondgthing only 3%, and personal care
1%. Unfortunately, idealistic activities also read little of the extra money: 3% for
welfare and religious activities, and a similarrehfmr education.

Thus, most of the extra money was spent on stadyadthy, having a nice home,
traveling and relaxing, and doing a little business
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That sounds like what really happened in the USybdahat is the way it will be around
the world. As long as we can keep worldwide grogaing at its current rate, billions of
people can look forward to the same kind of improgat. And that should be truly
inspirational.

v % @p -Bemt $ -&

Robert J. Shiller is Professor of Economics at Yalaiversity, Chief Economist at
MacroMarkets LLC, which he co-founded (see macrorkats.com), and author of
Irrational Exuberance and The New Financial Order: Risk in the 21st Century

Copyright: Project Syndicate, 2006.
www.project-syndicate.org
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Bruce Braley

3.7, L0)
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DUBUQUE, lowa -- Bidding for a congressional sealidhby a free-trade Republican for
nearly two decades, Democrat Bruce Braley has dane=dge by taking the opposite
view: bashing globalization.

In one of the most closely watched congressior@dsaMr. Braley has made opposition
to the Bush administration's free-trade agendantegaiece of his campaign. He has run
ads blaming the state's job losses on Presiderit 8umfair trade deals.” He has urged
more focus on labor rights in national trade pohkeyl talked of using economic
sanctions to keep America competitive. "Our worlaen't on a level playing field," he
says.

Mr. Braley's stance has helped propel the 49-y&hlavyer, who is running against an
unabashedly free-trade Republican, into positioret@rse recent trends and secure a
Democratic win in lowa's First District. His stroagowing not only underscores how
trade concerns have emerged as a central issuany of this year's races but also
suggests a more-protectionist U.S. trade poli®eiocrats take Congress.

Even if Democrats don't win control, the campaigetoric may have a lasting effect,
because some Republicans are finding it more plgbafitically to defend free trade.

The trend is worrying the business community. Tiopricial-services executives
identified "protectionism" as the biggest threattmtinued economic growth, after
terrorism, according to a recent Financial Servie@sim survey. The U.S. Chamber of
Commerce is spending about $10 million nationwidéhie final days of the campaign to
rally supporters for candidates sympathetic tormss priorities, including free trade.
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Democrats must pick up 15 seats to regain confrileoHouse, and in more than a dozen
districts up for grabs, trade issues are givingla@ edge over Republicans damaged by
Irag and the scandal involving former Rep. Markdyahnd messages he sent
congressional pages. Similar forces are roilingfidgite for the Senate, where six
additional seats would put Democrats in charge.

In western New York, Tom Reynolds, head of the Répan House campaign
committee, is fighting a protectionist businessraad may lose. Richard Pombo, a
California Republican who cruised to victory twaoaye ago, is facing an eleventh-hour
challenge from a Democrat pledging to "change made policy" so American farmers
can better compete against foreign producers.drSdmate, which approves many trade
treaties, Democrat Sherrod Brown is poised to urf@b@ Republican Mike DeWine by
capitalizing on worker resentment over globalizatio

Pew Research data show the sense of vulnerabiiong workers. A recent poll shows
low-skilled U.S. workers are over 40% more likedybielieve their jobs could be sent
offshore.

Mike Whalen

Trade is a perennial political dividing line. Bhktissue is taking on importance this
year, amid increased public anxiety over globaimaand activism by trade opponents.
The political committee formed by the Citizens Tegdlampaign, a labor, farm and
environmental coalition, dispatched organizersrdftdor Day to a dozen battleground
districts to rally free-trade opponents. Protedibeentiments and economic nationalism
appear to be emerging as symbols of a broadeebsitwell-defined sense of economic
unease, which is particularly apparent in the Mislwibis year.

The Republican-controlled Congress has already stats sensitivity to the issue,
helping derail a deal by Arab-owned Dubai Ports M/tw purchase the commercial
operations at five U.S. ports and approving mikiar dollars to build a wall to stem the
tide of illegal immigrants from Mexico. Republickraders have put aside initiatives on
the Bush free-trade agenda, delaying action oadetpact with Peru and pushing the
White House to commit to a plan to possibly curtaports from Vietnam.
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The trend may become more pronounced if Demoaiesdne or both houses of
Congress. In the 1990s, a bloc of House Democegtdarly supported free-trade
initiatives like the North American Free Trade Agmeent. These numbers have fallen as
doubts increase about globalization, with only Jnidcrats backing the Central
American Free Trade Agreement in 2005. The emerggehcandidates like Mr. Braley
could accelerate the Democrats' transformation.

2:)(C4
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Tennessee

Trade policy may be the biggest issue in which emBaatic majority in the House could
make headway against the president in the next@eagThat is because President
Bush's ability to send trade deals to Congresa faste without amendments will expire
in July. Congress will decide whether to renewauthority, with action beginning in the
House.

That would give Democrats leverage to seek Bushhaitmments to help U.S. workers,
such as putting labor rights and environmentalgutixdn alongside corporate concerns
like patent protections in negotiations with otheuntries. Democrats might seek an
overhaul of programs to help workers who lose jobfereign competition.
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In lowa, Mr. Braley's antiglobalization theme islahg a chord among voters in this
rural district, which wraps from Davenport up thésMssippi River to Dubuque and west
to Waterloo, Mr. Braley's hometown. Since 1990,dIstrict has been represented by
Republican Rep. Jim Nussle, a supporter of fregetr@ho is now waging an uphill battle
for governor.

Mr. Braley's own story has helped frame the poptihismes of his campaign against his
Republican opponent, businessman Mike Whalen. Ivalely grew up in a small farming
community, where his parents struggled to make emgist after his father shattered his
leg on the job. The younger Mr. Braley washed disdred drove a dump truck to help
pay for college.

lowa's uneven economic performance has warmedsvtuevir. Braley's message, which
also emphasizes protecting Social Security anthgatee minimum wage. While pockets
of the state are prospering, the number of manurfiact jobs remains far below its 2001
peak, as companies have pared work forces in teedbforeign competition. A May
announcement by lowa icon Maytag, a unit of WhidlpGorp., that it plans to lay off
2,000 workers in the state added to residents'ssnea

Even Mr. Whalen, who scoffs that Mr. Braley is ffigiin a "protectionist fantasyland,"
concurs that "deep down, there is that kind of 8nmger trade and the economy.

This is the first bid for public office by MessBraley and Whalen. The race is tight, but
Mr. Braley's stance on trade appears to be winovgg swing voters like Ken Brimeyer,
who could make the difference tomorrow.

Mr. Brimeyer runs the loading dock at Flexsteelusigies Inc., a furniture maker in
Dubuque. He twice voted for Rep. Nussle, but naanglto vote Democratic. One
reason: President Bush's free-trade agenda. Ipatstefour years, the number of jobs at
Flexsteel has fallen 60%, to 250, as much of thelgbering work once done at the plant
has been shifted to China, where labor is chedjpenakes you angry,” Mr. Brimeyer
says.

Messrs. Braley and Whalen have aired dueling aatsstiarpened their differences on
trade. In mid-October, a Braley television ad famisn the state's job losses and accused
Mr. Whalen of supporting Bush-backed "trade deads ship lowa jobs overseas” and
being "out of touch with working families."

Commerce Secretary Carlos Gutierrez, campaignitigaristrict for Mr. Whalen, issued
a rebuke several days later. "These trade agresmenmk,” Mr. Gutierrez said. "We're
talking about real jobs here, and we should nqilaging with protectionist polices that
put these jobs at risk."

Mr. Whalen's radio ad alleged Mr. Braley's approachild harm lowa farmers and
manufacturers who depend on exports. He pointégeté\lcoa Inc. plant in Davenport,
where 2,000 workers make aviation parts for Bo&ongand Airbus. "Without
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international trade, those lowa jobs would be gokk, Whalen, who toured the plant in
mid-September, said in his ad.

Last week, a U.S. Chamber of Commerce team cardéissalistrict and blanketed it
with mailings touting Mr. Whalen's free-trade cretials. But chamber strategist Doug
Loon acknowledges the race is tight and frets atimueffect on trade policy if Mr.
Braley wins. The seat "is clearly in jeopardy,"dags.

Write to Greg Hitt atgreg.hitt@wsj.com
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