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The Globalizing World
How has globalization affected religion? Provide some examples in your answer.
Religion and globalization have shared a relation of fight and clash. Generally, globalization has been associated with financial and governmental interdependence which eventually has brought individuals closer and consequence of no occasion is secluded however is felt in distant places also. It has moved the traditional buildup of the world and resulted tocreation of an ‘international culture’- a mutual minimum which is acknowledged by all. Globalization means bigger and everyday contact whereas religions are developing into more insecure for themselves as being the global religions. The elementary doctrines of globalization stand against spiritual insularity. Through lessening the barriers between diversenations, globalization lands religion in a predicament of battles which strengthen social personalities as some do not admit the new certainties and turn to religion to re-experience their own uniqueness. Religion offers a sense of belongingness to a group in the world (Beyer, pg. 23). Religion has stood the complications and attack of the contemporary world and is understood to be strengthened under the circumstances of modern growth. Even though several groups have made religion as a weapon to both assimilate and terrify masses, usually individuals have become more understanding of other religious philosophies and practices and have come to link all acts of horror as anti-religious.
In third world nations, for instance, where the defenseless units find themselves more relegated by the globalization forces, religion takes a major safety part and acts as a social protection for these sectors. Religion therefore plays a public role through assisting in communal causes and effectively gets greater acknowledgement. Here it presents a straight test to globalization. India, for instance is home to anenormous rural populace to whom the gains of globalization will take time to spread. In life, religion acts as home for individual harmony and provides a peace message during crisis. Urbanization has engrossed several country youth and keeps on bringing them to towns for better life. Religion can apply the new opportunities presented by the international forces to extent to more people and besides,remember the importance of other faiths (Beyer, pg. 60). Every religion has fixed texts however none has permanent opinions. Religions can join and stand for improved peace in the world with joint acceptance and reverence. Globalization forms social as well as financial changes, due to increased exchange of alien information and talents. My opinion is that subsequently, globalization inclines more into the substantial, advanced, questioning and analytical doctrines. This is counter to most spiritual creeds that depend more on customary philosophies and given (handed down) doctrine. Globalism is preferred to develop, as global traders see that generally it does make the entire financial pie greater, though the slices are still irregularly dispersed. So the general effect, I perceive, is a decline in long-term effects of the customary religions.

What are some of the similarities and differences between Immanuel Wallerstein’s World Systems Theory and Colonialism?  
I contemplate one way to comprehend the two is to look at the chronological and historical backgrounds of their growth. Dependency theory advanced in the perspective of Latin America and its connection to the universal political-economic structure in the postwar period; so it can be imagined how the modern systems of colonialism and expansionism powerfully influenced the philosophers who shaped and supported it. World-Systems philosophy can be viewed as a further growth of dependency theory during the "neoliberal" period, with the philosopher Immanuel Wallerstein being the mainphilosopher who progressed it. The concrete principles are similar, as one must suppose given that world-systems concept is fundamentally building on top of and with dependency theory. The dissimilarities are more in the settings of their expansion and the emphasis that every field does. Dependency concept was in the perspective of the decolonization movement in Latin America and the argument happening at the time over growth strategies like import-substitution; world-systems exploration was advanced as a way to discuss the significance of viewing the world as one big and cohesive political-economic structure, as opposed to the more predominant way of examining nations and regions as if they were remote actors distinct from one another, or from a international system. 
World Systems Theory emphasizes on a bigger division of effort that occurs countrywide, locally and inter-continentally with states inhabiting an "essential," "edge-function" or a middle ground semi-periphery. These roles can be helpful and the characters of a precise state can alter over time. While Dependency Theory says the poor edge countries are subjugated for the benefit of elevating primary countries.  World Systems recognizes the unfair nature in Capitalism but furthermore identifies that the world is not as binary as rich nation vs. poor state. Dependency Theory is an originator of World Systems, and whereas it is principally obsolete as political concept, a lot of the simple ideas can be found in more modern political and economic models. They correspond rather a bit in that they both examine how statemarkets are inter-reliant, and both categorize nations based on the degree to which they are suppliers of raw goods, industrialists, of post-industrial. Both apply broad metrics to strengthen their studies. Where they vary is on whether or not raw goods nations are subjugated by other states. Dependency philosophy holds that they are demoralized; more sectors of this philosophy deal with how much this manipulation is deliberate and driven by hatred, and how much distant help assists or demoralizes less-developed nations. World systems theory concentrates more on the outcomes and less on the inspiration behind those outcomes. One variant holds that the diverse economies are an ordinary by product of globalization, another holds that it is usual both within and among republics, but most supporters avoid scrutinizing purposes at all.

Globalized cities across the world often appear quite similar. Is homogenization a necessary bi-product of globalization? Is it beneficial? Why or why not?
In several ways, the modernization process of developing nations, and, furthermore, the westernization process that is related to it, has continuously been pushed and strengthened by mass media. Today, the new technologies of information and communication (NTIC) are extending this course. The communications uprising has made the world an international community. Media enables globalization. The issue is that the modern sensation of globalization means globalization of profuse entrepreneurship and selfish innovation. In numerous ways, one can say that it is the “evil” features of capitalism and modernism that gain more from this practice and are diffusing all over the world (Jackson, pg. 88). That brings about the subject of impartiality of technology and its part in the globalization course. Homogenization is among the vital issues of globalization. Media, satellites, and videotapes back it. After the fall of Soviet Union, the collapsing of the Berlin Wall, and the encirclement of market philosophy, the whole world has developed constitutionally uni-polar with United States ruling in most parts. In various ways, the planet is being underwired, due to US financial influence, into American invention: music, cinemas, broadcast, and television programs. The impression of this process on society’s cultural multiplicity has not perhaps yet been totally understood. Its key characteristic and the toughest tool is that the majority of customers of this homogenized culture are young persons. Families and customary social organizations are losing or have by now lost their educational character. Pop superstars have developed as ethical specialists. They do not question much, merely to consume. 
Opposition to this sensation appears impractical. It can evidently be comprehended in Islamist nations where forbidding American values only extend the request to acquire it. Islamic Republic of Iran, where American manufactures are forbidden, is a state where everything is circulating secretly (Wallerstein, pg. 45). Several artists and philosophers are concerned about the allegation of this homogenization on their domestic manufacture and of course about the threat it can before work chances. Generally, globalization does mean uniformity but it likewise still means variance. Even though the world does have strong homogenizing trends, that does not mean the eventual extermination to the different “cultural rainbow” as we know it. Lastly, it is significant to reflect that the impression of comprehensive homogenization accepts there is only a one-way drift from the West to the rest of the world. Similarly, it fails to spot that people have intervention and control over our actions. We are not all only submissive customers or stylish in the marketplace. Meanings and morals are discussed, not basically absorbed.  Generally, there is an intricate collaboration of homogenizing worldwide trends in pressure with cultural diversity. One does not automatically mean the end of another. 

Does globalization challenge traditional perceptions of sovereignty? If so, how?  Provide examples. 
It is usually supposed that processes related to globalization are affecting the sovereignty of states. Whereas the extent and effects of such processes may be controversial, globalization presents even the most influential states with new tests to their independence and power. In Southeast Asia, where the value of sovereignty has been a vital and covetously protected part of local supremacy structures, globalization is a particularly severe challenge for state governments. Corporate-driven globalization has not sustained the self-governing commanding of public and financial growth. The high-tech commercial world advances itself to a new system of "control and operation, and to crooked, unfair market consequences, as well as better output.  The consumer culture and the open culture are not quite identical.  Democracy has been restricted to the polling booths, however individuals have had no say over the financial systems and organizations which impact their lives; it is companies and the global economic organizations that rule, not the governments. Corruption can assume several features, and although it exists at a high level in various developing nations; in Western countries, it assumes the form of tainted market forces leading the self-governing process. The oppositions to such a fusion system are austere (Hill, pg. 67).  It is exposed to ask if it provides any answers to the major problems of contemporary political thought which have been engrossed by, among other things, the justification and basis of command and liberality, of equality and responsibility, and of sincere rule.
Nation-states no longer embrace authority on their own; relatively they have become strategic performers playing their welfares and the welfares they should represent, in an international system of collaboration in a situation of systemically shared power.  On one side, they support themselves diligently with international economy so as to nurture efficiency and effectiveness of their markets; on the other, they collaborate in a multi-dimensional world with each other irrespective of the ambitions of their citizens. In contemplation of this contemporary system becoming more of a battleground than a fruitful rivalry for a better world between its ever-growing circles of contributors, one might have grave uncertainties whether it is a harmless world for the human race. The existing trends of the world order are tenuously self-governing in instinct; neither requires equality, neither stimulates democracy.  The decency of the actors on the global scene, far from controlling the fight for authority, gives the tussle of cruelty and power not known to other ages. It is like the weak rays, just observable above the perspective of cognizance, of a sun that has already set. Thinking of options is no longer a choice but a duty. The challenges facing the current world are many and very intricate in nature; massive international forces are at work, and several nations are moving into unexplored waters. 
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