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BENJAMIN BARBER
Jihad vs. McWorld, 1995

Not everyone views the world as coming together, for better or wors
under the umbrella of globalizarion. Benjamin Barber, a politi
scientist, uses the terms fihad and McWorld to refer to what h
the two poles of the modern global system. McWorld is the force o
Mollywood, fast-food outlets, jeans, and Amencamzatmn _hha_

Source: Benjamin Barber, Jitad vs. McWorld: How Globalise and Tribalism Ar
the World (New York: Ballantine, 1993), 3-3, 17-20.
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Arab word for “struggle”) is used to symbolize afl the nationalist,
sfundamentalist, ethnocentric, and tribal rejections of McWorld,
:Barber’s argument is that these forces have fargely shaped modern
culture and that despite their opposition to each other, they both
prevent the development of civic society and democracy. According
-to Barber, in whar ways do both Jihad and McWorld stymie this
-development? What do you think of his argument? Can the world
irealfly be divided into these two groups? What sort of future does
-Barber predice?

THINKING HISTORICALLY

Barber argues that Jihad ariginated in opposition to McWorld and
that the two play off each other in a way that gives them both
substance and support. Which is a greater force toward glabaliza-
tion? Does Barber see fihad and McWaorld as primarily cultural or
economic forces? How is Barber’s idea of the process of global
change different from that of the previous authors?

istory is not over.) Nor are we arrived in the wondrous land of rechné?
ymised by the futurologists. The collapse of state communism has not
elivered people to a safe democraric haven, and the past, fratricide and
| discord perduring, still clouds the horizon just behind vs. Those
ho'look back see all of the horrors of the ancient slaughrerbench reen-
tted in disintegral nations like Bosnia, Sri Lanka, Ossetia, and Rwanda
they declare that nothing has changed. Those who look forward
phesize commercial and technological interdependence——a virtual
aradise made possible by spreading markets and global technology —
they proclaim thar everything is or soon will be different. The rival
servers seem to consult different almanacs drawn from the libraries
ontrarian planets.
et anyone who reads the daily papers carefully, taking in the front
¢ accounts of civil carnage as well as the business page stories on the
echanics of the information superhighway and the economics of com-
ication mergers, anyone who rurns deliberately to rake in the
le 360-degree horizon, knows that our world and our lives are
ught between whar [frish poet] William Butler Yeats called the two
ities of race and soul: that of race reflecting the tribal past, that of
niicipating the cosmopolitan furure. Our secular eternities are

This 5 a response ro the argument of Francts Fukayama in “The End of History™ {1989)
with the downfall of conmumunism, there were no more fundamental conflicts o challenge
Universalization of libers| democracy, {Ed.]

Tachnology. [Ed.}




-':'corrupted however, race reduced to an insignia of TeSent

:threatened baikamzanon of nation- stares in Whlch-'_
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sized down to fit the demanding body by which ir.now
needs. Neither race nor soul offers us a furure that is: ‘oth
nejther promises a pohry thar is remotely democratic:
- The first scenario rooted in race holds out the. grim-p
retnballzanon of large swaths of humankind by war:an

name of a hundred narrowly Concewed faiths against ev,
terdependencc, every kind of artificial social cooperation.
against techﬂologv against pop culture, and agalnst mte

The'second paints that future in shimmering pastels, ‘a bir
Dnrushmg economic, technological, and ecologlcai fore
integration and uniformity and chat mesmerize peoples’
fast music, fast computers, and fast food —MTV, Macdinta
McDonald’s—pressing nations into one homogenous_- :
park, one McWorld tied rogether by communicartions, infor
tertainment, and commerce. Caught berween Babel and Dlsn""
planer is falling precipitously apart and coming ruluctandy-
the very same monient.

Some stunned observers notice only Babel, comp[unm
thousand newly sundered “peoples” who prefcr to address th
hors with sniper rifles and mortars; others — zealots in Disneyia
on futurological platitudes and the promise of vireuality, excl
a small world after all!” Both are right, but how can that be

We are compel]ed to choose berween what passes as “the twilight
sovereignty” and an entropic end of all history, or a return. T
most fractious and demoralizing discord; to “the menac
anarch), to [ John] Milton's capital of hell, I’andaemomum, i
torally “out of control.”

The apparent truch, which speaks ro the paradox at rh
book, is that the tendencies of both Jihad and McWorld .
both visible sometimes in the same country at the very sd
Iranian zealots keep one ear tuned ro the mullahs urging holy
the other cocked to [Australian media mogul] Rupert Murd
television beaming in Dynasty, Donabue, and The Simpsons on
ing satellites. Chinese entreprencurs vie for the attention of part
in Beijing and simultaneously pursue KFC franchises:i
Nanjing, Hangzhou, and Xian where rwenty-eight outle
100,000 customers a day. The Russian Orthodox church;
struggles to renew the ancient faith, has entered a joint:ventur
California businessmen ro bottle and sell natural waters und
Saint Springs Water Company. Serbian assassins wear Adl__ :
and listen to Madonna on Walkman headphones as they ta
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hrough their gunscopes ar scurrying Sarajevo civiljans looking o fill
amily watercans. Orthodox Hasids and brooding neo-Nazis have both
urned to rock music to ger their traditional messages out 1o the new
eneration, while fundamenrtalises plot virrual conspiracies on the
nternet.
Now neither Jihad nor McWorld is in itself novel. History ending in
he eriumph of science and reason or some monstrous perversion thereof
Mary Shelley’s Docror Frankenstein} has been the leitmotiv of every
philosopher and poer who has regretted the Age of Reason since the
nlightenment. [W. B.] Years lamented “the center will nor hold, mere
narchy is oosed upon the world,” and observers of Jihad today have
little but historical detail to add. The Christian parable of the Fall and of
the possibilities of redemption thar it males possible captures the
ghteenth-century ambivalence—and our own~—about past and future,
want, however, to do more than dress up the central paradox of human
istory i1 modern clothes. Ir is not Jihad and McWorld but the relation-
ship between them that most interests me. For, squeezed between their
pposing forces, the world has been senr spinning out of control. Can it
e that what Jihad and McWorld have In common is anarchy: the
bsence of common will and that conscious and collective human con-
rol under the guidance of law we call democracy?
.+ Progress moves in steps that sometimes lurch backwards; in history’s
wisting maze, Jihad nor only revolts against bur abets McWorld, while
AeWorld not only imperils but re-creates and reinforces Jihad. They
roduce their contraries and need one another. My abject here then i
ot simply to offer sequential portraits of McWorld and Jihad, but whife
xamining McWorld, to keep Jihad in my field of vision, and while dis-
cting Jihad, never to forget the context of McWorld. Call it a dialectic?
of McWorld: a study in the cunning of reason that does honor to the
radical differences that distinguish Jihad and McWorld ver that ac-
knowledges their powerful and paradexical interdependence.

“There is a crucial difference, however, berween my modest attempt
at-dialectic and that of the masters of the nineteenth century. Still se-
duced by the Enlightenment’s faith in progress, both |G, W E] Hegel

d [Karl] Marx believed reason’s cunning was on the side of progress,
utit is harder to believe that the clash of Jihad and McWorld will issue
n some overriding good. The outcome seems more likely to pervert than

nurture human liberty. The two may, in opposing each other, work to
e same ends, work in apparent tension yet in covert harmony, but de-
ocracy is not their beneficiary, In East Berlin, tribal communism has
telded to capitalism. In Marx-Engelsplatz, the stolid, overbearing

i ntesaction; dizlectic is a term borrowed from the German philosopher G. W B Hegel and
2 philosapher and revolutionary Karl Marx thar described Bistorical change as the product of
mpating systemns—aof ideas for Hegel, and of social-econpmic systems for Marx, [Ed.}

=
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statues of Marx and [Friedrich] Engels face east, as if seeks
solace from Moscow: but now, circling them along the streers
round the park that is their prison are chain eateries like T
international hotels like the Radisson, and a circle of neo
mocking them with brand names like Panasonic, Coke and G
New gods, ves, but more llberty’

equal strength in opp051te dlrectlons, the one driven by
treds, the other by universalizing markets, the one. recreat
subnational and ethnic borders from within, the oLhe'r-;ma

in consumption and profit, leaving ro an untrustworthy, if
fictitious, invisible hand issues of pu blic interest and cornrr__l_dni

agbresswe]} interv enmg What was once understood as protecr_mg
publlc interest is now excoriated as heavy-handed regulatory broy
ing. Justice yields to markets, even though as [New York banker] Fe
Rohatyn has bluntly confessed, “rthere is a brutal Darwinian log
these markets. They are nervous and greedy. They look for stz
transparency, but what they reward is not always our preferred
democracy.” If the traditional conservarors of freedom were deme
constiturions and Bills of Rights, “the new temples to liberty
critic and philosopher] George Steiner suggests, “will be_._ {cDon
and Kentucky Fried Chicken.” '
In being reduced to a choice between the market’s univers
and a retribalizing politics of parttculanat identities, peoples al
globe are threatened with an atavistic return to medieval poli
local tribes and ambitious emperors together ruled the worl
women and men united by the universal abstraction of Christiani
as they lived out isolared lives in warring fiefdoms defined _b)
tary (ascriptive) forms of identity. This was a world in whic
and kings had little real power until they conceived the id
nartionalism. Nationalism established government on a scale
than the tribe yet less cosmopolitan than the universal churc]
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ime gave birth to those intermediare, gradually more democratic insti-
arions that would come to constitute the nation-state. Today, ar the far
nd of this history, we seem intent on re-creating a world in which our
nly choices are the secular universalism of the cosmopolitan market
nd the everyday particularism of the fractious iribe.
- In the tumulr of the confrontation between global commerce and
arochial ethniciry, the vircues of the democratic nation are lost and the
istrumentalities by which i permitted peoples to transform rhemselves
to nations and seize sovereign power in the name of liberty and the
ommonweal are put at risk. Neither Jihad nor MeWorld aspires to re-
cure the civie virtues undermined by its denationalizing practices; nej-
ther global markets nor blood communities service public goods or
ursue equality and justice. Impartial judiciaries and deliberare assem-
ies play no role in the roving killer bands thar speak on behalf of newly
iherated “peoples,” and such democratic institutions have ar best only
marginal influence on the roving multinarional corporations thar speak
1 behalf of newly liberated markers, Jihad pursues a bloody politics of
atity, McWorld a bloodless economics of profit. Belonging by defaulr
McWorld, everyone is a consumer; seeking a repository for identity,
veryone belongs to some tribe, But no one is a citizen. Without citizens,
w can there be democracy? . . |

Jibad is, 1 recognize, a strong ternt. In its mildest form, ir betokens
eligious struggle on behalf of faith, a kind of Islamic zeal. In its stron-
est political manifestation, it means bloody holy war on hehalf of par-
san identity thar is metaphysically defined and fanatically defended.
hus, while for many Muslims it may signify only ardor in the name of
eligion that can properly be regarded as universalizing (if not quite
umenical), I borrow jrg meaning from those militants who make the
aughter of the “other” a higher duty. I use the term in its militant con-
uction to suggest dogmaric and violent particularism of a kind known
Christians no less than Muslims, to Germans and Hindis a5 well as to
abs. The phenomena to which 1 apply the phrase have innocent
0ugh beginnings: idenriry politics and multicultural diversity can rep-
ent strategies of a free society trying 1o give expression to its diversity,
hat ends as Jihad may begin as a simple search for a local identity,
me set of common personal attribures to hold out against the numbing
d neutering uniformities of industrial modernization and the coloniz-
ng culture of McWorld. . | .

McWorld is a product of popular culture driven by expansionist
mmerce. Ies template is American, its form style. Irs goods are as much
8ts as matériel, an aesthetic as well as a product line. It is about
ure as commodity, apparel as ideology. Its symbols are Harley-
idson motorcyeles and Cadillac motorcars hoisted from the road-
ays, where they once represented a mode of rransportation, to the
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marguees of global market cafés like Harley-Davidson’
Rock where they become icons of lifestyle. You don’t dr
feel their vibes and rock to the images they conjure up from ol
and new celebrities, whose personal appearances are: the
wildly popular international café chain Planet Hollywood. Mus
theater, books, and theme parks—rthe new churches of
civilization in which malls are the public squares and
neighborless neighborhoods —are all constructed as imag
ating a common world taste around common logos, adyertising
stars, songs, brand names, jingles, and trademarks. Hard po:
soft, while ideology is transmuted into a kind of videology th.
through sound bires and flm clips. Videology is fuzzie
matic than traditional political ideology: it may as a conse
more successful in instilling the novel values requu’ed for"global
to succeed.
McWorld* s \'Ideology remains jihad’s most formldabl

whnpped listeners into a killing frenzy As New York Time,
Jon Pareles has noticed, “regionalism in pop music has become as
as microbrewery beer and narrowcasting cable channels; anc
same reasons.”’ The global culture is what gives the local cult
medium, its audience, and its aspirations. Fascist pop and Hasid:
are not oxymorons; rather they manifest the dialectics ofM
particularly dramatic ways. Belgrade’s radio includes statior
broadcast Western pop music as a rebuke to hard-liner Milo
supernationalist government and stations that broadcast na
tunes laced with antiforeign and anti-Semitic sentiments. Eve)
et | has its neo-Nazi bulletin boards and Turk-trashing Armenian
ers™ (who assail every use of the word turkey, fair and fowl
speak), 5o that the abstractions of cyberspace too areinfe
peculiar and rabid cultural territoriality all their own.
The dynamics of the Jihad-McWorld linkage are deeply
Japan has, for example, become more culturally insistent
traditions in recent years even as its people seek an ever greater pur
on McWorld. In 1992, the number-one restaurant in Japan mea

* This is a reference 1o the artempted genocide of Tursis by Hurus in Rw:mda
of Muslim Bosnians by Serbian Bosnians in what was Yugoslavia (199"—1995
the “other” was so indistingaishable that the perperrarors demanded identity ¢

! Jon Pareles, “Striving 1o Become Rock’s Nexr Searde,” The New Yark_
1994, Section 2, p. 1. o
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volume of custamers was McDonald's, followed in the aumber-two spot
by the Colonel's Kentucky Fried Chicken. [n France, where cultural pus-
sts complain birterly of a fooming Sixiéme Républigue (“la Répu blique
Américaine™ ), the government arracks “franglais” even as it funds
‘urolisney park just outside of Paris, In the same spirit, the cinema
industry makes war on American film imports while it bestows upon
Sylvester Stallone one of France’s highest honors, the Chevalier des arrs
et lettres. Ambivalence also stalks India, Just ourside of Bombay, cheek
by jowl with villages still immersed in poverty and notorious for the in-
formal execution of unwanted female babies or, even, wives, can be
found a new town known as SCEEPZ — the Santa Cruz Elecironic Ex-
port Processing Zone-—where Hindi-, Tamil-, and Mahrarti-speaking
COMIPULCT programmers write sofrware for Swissain, AT&T, and other
abor-cost-conscious multinationals, India is thus ar once a major exen-
plar of ancient ethnic and religious tensions and “an eMerging power in
he international software i adustry.” To go to werk ar SCEEPZ, says an
mployee, is “like crossing an internarional border.™ Not inte another
ountry, but inro the virrual nowhere-land of McWorld,

More dramatic even than in India, is the srrange interplay of Jihad
nd McWorld in the remnants of Yugostavia. Inan affecting New Republic
eport, Slavenka Drakulic recently told the brief tragic love story of
dmira and Bosko, rwo voung star-crossed lovers from Sarajevor “They
ere born in the late 1960%,” she wrires, “They watched Spielberg moy-
ies; they listened 1o lzgy Pop; they read john fe Carré; they went o a disco
every Saturday night and fantasized ahour rraveling o Paris or London, ™
Longing for safety, it seems they finally negoriated with 2!l sides for safe
passage, and readied cheir departure from Sarajevo. Before they could
ross the magical border thar separates their impoverished land from the
seenting sanctuary of MeWorld, Jthad caughe up ro then. Their bodies lay
along the riverbank, riddled wich bullers from AnCuymous snipers for
vhom safe passage signaled an invitarion to target pracuce, The murdered
ung lovers, as befirs emigres 1o McWorld, were clothed in jeans and
neakers. So too, one mmagines, were their murderers,

Further cast, tourises seeking a piece of old Russia thar does not rake
hem too far from MTV can find eraditional Matrvoshka nesting dolis
that fir one inside the ather] featuring the nonrcaditional visages of
from largest o smatlestl Bruce Springsteen, Madonna, Boy George,
Jave Srewart, and Annie Lennos, : ' :

et is the Fifth Republic, {1d.]
dered, Decembor 3, 1 93, from rthe broadease

“Natwnal Fublic Radie, Af Thinps Cx
anscriprion,

" Slavenka Prakulie, “Lowe Story: A True Tale from Sarajeve,” The New Republic,
Ocober 16, 1993, pp. 14-16.
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In Russia, in India, in Bosnia, in Japan, and in France 1o
history then leans both ways: toward the meretricious ines
McWorld, bur also into Jihad’s stiff winds, heaving to and fro
heart both to the Panglossians and the Pandoras,? sometimes for
same reasons. The Panglossians bank on EuroDisney and
while the Pandoras await nihilism and a world in Pandaemo
McWorld and Jihad do not really force a choice between-such p
scenarios. Together, they are likely ro produce some stifling: imalga
the two suspended in chaos. Antithetical in every detail,
McWorld nonetheless conspire to undermine our hard-won |
won) civil liberties and the possibility of a global democratic furi
the short run the forces of Jihad, noisier and more obviously nihil
than those of McWorld, are likely to dominate the near fury
small stories of local tragedy and regional genocide on the fa¢
times and crearing a climate of instability marked by multimicrow
inimical to global integration. But in the long run, the forces'of A
are the forces underlying the slow certain thrust of Western' civili
and as such may be unstoppable. Jihad’s microwars will-hold the
lines well into the next century, making predictions of the end of hist:
look terminally dumb. Bur McWorld’s homogenization:is
establish a macropeace that favors the triumph of commerce a
markets and to give to those who control information, communicati
and entertainment ultimate (if inadvertent) control over human destin
Unless we can offer an alternative to the struggle berween. Jih
McWorld; the epoch on whose threshold we stand — postcomm
postindustrial, postnational, yer sectarian, fearful, and-bigoted
likely also to be terminally postdemocratic.

* Exereme oprimists and pessimists, respectively, [Ed.]

Sources The World Bank, 2012 World Developiment Report: Gender and Devefoﬁﬁt'é'rfi,
chapter &: “Globalization’s impact en gender equaliry: What's happened and what's
2153-72, :




