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Abstract
	Globalization. We hear this word everywhere. We tend to think that globalization is the invisible force of dissemination of new technologies, culture, and inventions. However, everything is not as positive as it seems. Monopolism, capitalism, and international trade tends to hide the people’s suffering from us. It is obvious that we want to continue enjoying the product of globalism, but what about the people who are oppressed? What about the millions of underpaid workers, people who loose their jobs or die because of terrorism? This paper will objectively evaluate both sides of the concept and try to find the solution to the actual problems of worldwide community that were caused by globalization. Furthermore, the deep-dive into the hidden, surprising negative impacts (such as global warming terrorism) will be done. Additionally, the people’s feelings, especially the oppressed group’s, were taken into consideration. It was shocking to get acquainted with all of the hazardous implications of the globalization that were never brought up before.  Globalization turned out as not just a simple organism that helps people to communicate with each other in terms of trade, but also a force that has enough power to make a political change or oppress the whole nation for a long period of time. Thus,  the influence and the mechanisms of globalization are highly developed in terms of profit, however, they should be elaborated in order to diminish the negative impacts of them.
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Globalization: complications for worldwide community
Globalization holds all-encompassing power over the whole humanity in this day and age. Globalization in its true definition is a process of interrelation among the world’s countries through international trade, which predominantly encompasses culture, goods, services, technology and data. This phenomenon has begun in 130 B.C. with the establishment of the Silk Road trade route from China to the West, and consequently experienced the quantum leap in the Age of Discovery, when Columbus explored America (National Geographic Society, 2019). It is obvious that in the result of impetuous technological progress of the Early Modern Time period (1600-1850), which includes improved transportation and communication methods, people started to interrelate a lot more, and this has led to inordinate cultural and economical interchange mainly between Western Europe and East Asia together with the Middle East due to the expansionism policy. (Hopkins, 2003). In terms of the established colonial system, vassal states, or states that have a mutual obligation to a superior empire became the source of infinite income for the empires, and globalization was an auxiliary tool in total commercial, cultural and economical subjection.  The most suitable example of this kind of dependence is The East India Company operated by British Empire. Britain’s exploitative, racist imperial project in India was awesome in its savagery and vindictiveness, and crucial in formulating the repercussions of globalization (Diarmaid Ferriter, 2017). The company the enslavement of the indigenous people, the use of the country's natural resources, the loss of national culture due to economic needs that were caused by globalization and the desire to increase the Empire's market. Nowadays, even if the colonialism has faded away, former colonies still experience the subservience and discrimination owing to the globalization, where the economical giants exploit the nation of developing countries.
However, globalization is spread “globally”, which means that each country is being under its control. The nationwide cultural and commercial exchange makes us the part of the process, because we are the main consumers of its products. It raises the key issue of the effect of globalization on worldwide community. It means that globalization can effect not only positively, but also negatively, which ultimately leads to social inequality. Obviously, we should consider the both sides of the assumption in order to evaluate it properly. As a result, we have extremely different impacts, where the abundance of various goods from all over the world can be reached at the nearest supermarket, whereas Chinese kids are being held in the unfavorable working conditions during the harvest (Child labour in China and Mongolia (ILO in China and Mongolia), 2012). 
There is one more key issue that deserves the attention. We can clearly see that globalization spreads its impact everywhere, but what about the politics? Mundialization, or the civil-law  side of globalization, effected the national governments, therefore they are changing the point of view on politics along with the spread of democratic globalization . The approach to international relations has changed, where the main goal is to find ways and means of integration with developing countries in order to get cheap labor. On the other hand, Western countries are ready to allocate financial resources to address the problems of the above-mentioned countries, as this is in the interest of both sides (3. Politicheskie aspekty processa globalizacii sovremennogo mira. - Politologiya: Uchebnik dlya vuzov, 2010). The best example of it is the cooperation of American  “Nike” and Vietnam workers, who come from two opposite nations who even had a war. However, they started to work together and provide beneficial services to each other. As you can see, globalization really impacts on politics and make people follow the profit in every aspect.
The issue I am concerned about is the threat of globalization to stable equality in society. There are various serious threats from globalization including energy insecurity, military conflicts and environmental destruction (Kovalčíková, 2014).Thus, I reckon that globalization causes discrimination and right violence, unfortunately humanity does give this problem the attention it deserves. It is wort noting that people do not particularly perceive the disadvantages of globalization. If we are content with its positive aspects, we forget about the dangerous negative ones that can cause severe discrimination society in the long run. 
My research will be concentrated on answering the following question: How can humanity neutralize the negative aspects of globalization and manage its development in the future? Objectives: 1) What are the most dangerous aspects of globalization? 2) Should global governments regulate globalization on a legal level? 3) How does globalization lead to inequality in the global community?
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‌







	Methods
In order to identify the most dangerous aspects of globalization, an article “Economic Globalization: Trends, Risks and Risk Prevention” published by UN author Professor Gao Shangquan was analysed. The data provided by United Nations research was useful in defining sides who are in profit, and who are subjugated by capitalism.  In addition, Real Vision Finance’s documentary “The Good and the Ugly Effects of Globalization | A World on the Brink” was investigated so as to find out    the hazardous implications of globalization.
Considering the regulation of globalization on a legal level, Catharin E. Dalpino’s “Does Globalization Promote Democracy?: An early assessment” was analysed. The article was helpful in identifying mechanisms of government’s globalization control. Furthermore, John Green’s “Globalization II - Good or Bad?: Crash Course World History #42”  educational video provided information relating to the connection between political regime and globalization. Nevertheless, an article posted by Michigan State Government shows how the regulatory norms are spreading owing to the globalization by the example of pyramid schemes(MLMs).
Lastly, regarding to the inequality, Krisztina Kis-Katos’s TED Talk “Globalization and the poor -- a look at the evidence” was used in order to find out more about the reasons of inequality. In addition, VOX analytic portal’s “The new globalisation and income inequality” article written by Sergi Basco and Martí Mestieri  was analysed so as to identify the revenue oppression due to globalization. Besides that, Yinka Shonibare’s “Post-Colonian Globe Man” installation was also taken into consideration to contemplate what society feels about the globalism and its policies. 
 	Results
What are the most dangerous aspects of globalization?
According to the UN(2006), even if the participation of developing countries in the globalization process can enable them to better utilize their comparative advantages, introduce advanced technologies, foreign capital and management experience, the fact of the expansion of the gap between North and South cannot be ignored. This means that globalization leads to the radical income difference, where “The difference of income per capita between the richest country and poorest country has enlarged from 30 times in 1960 to the current 70 times.” (Shangquan, 2006). As for brutal income gap between countries being the first aspect,  second is the risk of making the developing countries more unstable owing to the external factors. This alludes that  “with continuous innovation of financial instruments, rapid expansion of financial assets and the trend of privatization of international capital, a large volume of international floating capital has brought along enormous impacts on the economic safety and financial stability of developing countries” (Shangquan, 2006). In order to develop their trade rates, developing countries start to buy equipment or acquire financial instruments that would be too expensive for their budget.Consequently, developing countries tend to  borrow  money from  IMF  or economic giants and  the capital starts to flow. Even if  in some cases it can be assumed as worthwhile outcome, however, for developing countries it predominantly means that the budget and the people are not getting their money. Their income comes to the beneficiaries  such as multinational corporations and investors. As  we can observe from the source, globalization leads to the expansion of the  income difference between countries and impoverishment of developing regions.
Turning to Real Vision Finance(2019)  documentary,  the experts from the film pointed out the next  danger of globalization: “it would abolish the concept of borders and ethnicities”. The expert  Edward Goldberg also mentions the fact that globalization leads to  economic contagion, global warming and terrorism. In this case, economic contagion means that globalization increases the already high levels of corruption, inflation and national debts. However, the  upsides of globalization cannot be ignored.   Firstly, “globalization is a   political, economic, cultural type of  evolution” (Real Vision Finance, 2019). It means that globalization contributes into the development of various spheres, its influence is multidirectional. Apart from this, globalization helps people to become more stable in their income. The expert Edward Allen presents the fact that “the has been no period in human history  when more people were pulled out of poverty than that in last two decades”.  20 years ago the “halcyon period” of globalization took place. People were  the witnesses of  the end of the Cold War, the fell of Soviet Union, the borderless Berlin wall, but most importantly, they were fascinated by the volume of new technology that was disseminating all around the world. At this time,  technology was not able to replace people at their workplaces, but now, we can clearly see that the process is already happening. [image: ]Additionally, Edward Allen also explains the mechanism of globalization, which  is presented right below:
This scheme straightforwardly explains how goods and technology were spread globally due to globalization. It all starts with the simple, but interesting finding and interaction between people, and then, globalization takes place, and we can observe the humanity enjoying new inventions  and products. All in all, globalization has several advantages, which are:
1. The  worldwide spread of technology and inventions
2. It helps people to gain more wealth
3. It promotes the evolution of politics and economy.
However, the main concern is  what complications did globalization bring to our world. The most substantial of them are:
1. Oppression against developing countries
2. The expansion of income gap between North and South
3. Global warming
4. Terrorism
5. Economic contagion. 
Should global governments regulate globalization on a legal level?
Considering Dalpino’s “Does Globalization Promote Democracy?: An early assessment” article, it is important to recall that democracy advocates for people’s freedom of choice. It is a truly western manner, which was settling down there for years, and now, due to globalization, this tendency started to spread on the East.  As Dalpino(2001) assumes, “when democratic ideals sweep (or even trickle) across borders into authoritarian states, globalization makes democratization inevitable”. However, globalization has not enough power to overthrow the authoritarian regime. For instance, “The city-state of Singapore, rated as “most global” on the A.T. Kearny/Foreign Policy magazine Globalization Index in terms of cross-border contact between people, has remained resolutely semi-authoritarian for the past 30 years and shows few signs of greater democratization”. Apart from this, globalization has a lot more intercourse with totalitarianism, even if it seem controversial. As Dalpino(2001) continues further, “An authoritarian government agrees to a global regime to gain benefits of one sort (usually economic) but is forced to accept the political consequences (greater popular pressure for democracy) that follow”.  Autocracies tend to pick up the best of globalization and opt out the worst. It affects on the society in that way where the common people do not get any benefit from it. To support this view, Dalpino(2001) also points out that “Although it is possible to cordon off domestic populations in the early stages of such reform[globalization], the consequences of trade liberalization and marketization eventually require the regime to adopt a broader approach. But economic liberalization can also exacerbate problems that seem to outpace legal reform efforts and even encourage popular support for authoritarian or semi-authoritarian government”. It means that promotion of liberalization and democratization which is widely spread by the globalization can make the population of totalitarian country support their dictator even more, forgetting about the problems in the legal sphere. However, now it is needed to recollect the information about globalization’s impact on the spread of technology. Dalpino(2001) reckons that “technology’s advent has added a new dimension to the prospects for political change”. For instance, “In Tiananmen Square in 1989, Chinese demonstrators communicated with one another and the outside world by fax. In Bangkok in 1992, Thai professionals, dubbed “mobile phone mobs,” coordinated antimilitary demonstrations with student leaders and one another by cellular phone. In Indonesia in 1998, anti-Suharto resistance was largely directed via the Internet”. People use technology, which was brought by globalization, in order to make a political change. The fact that the way people communicate using the technology, especially the Internet, in authoritarian countries and more democratic ones cannot be ignored. “In authoritarian societies, the Internet differs from print and electronic media, because no government-dominated media exist for the regime to use as a counterweight”, writes Dalpino(2001). Opposition use Internet as the force to overthrow the regime and spreads the information with it. Thus, it can be clearly seen that:
1. Globalization can work in favor of dictatorship if it is beneficial, oppositely to its massive dissemination of democratic ideas
2. Globalization and technology that was spread by it has a power to make a political change
3. The elements of globalization differ from one society to another, especially the Internet.
Considering the nest source, John Green assumes the world and the humanity became much more individualistic due to the globalism policy. Individualism mostly promotes utilitarian values. However, individualism can be variously contemplated by the government. More democratic ones will use dissemination of utilitarianism as opportunity to give people more rights, whereas dictators will exploit it as more restrictions and regulation for the people in order to hold the regime stable. Also, Green claims that “Globalization has made the average humans richer” (CrashCourse, 2012). This resulted in the formation of new economical elites, e.g. oligarchs, who have enough money to promote specific political regime which will be beneficial for their business. Thus, globalization  depicts its connection with political regime via:
1. Spread of utilitarian values
2. Usage of elites in order to establish the leader who favors for their businesses.
Turning to the Michigan State Government article, the Attorney General provides the information about how the element which was developed and spread worldwide by globalization is being taken under control. First of all, the article states why multi-level marketing schemes are dangerous for the people: “Pyramid schemes are not only illegal; they are a waste of money and time.  Because pyramid schemes rely on recruitment of new members to bring in money, the schemes often collapse when the pool of potential recruits dries up (market saturation).  When the plan collapses, most people, except the few at the top of the pyramid, lose their money”, (AG - Multi-Level Marketing or Illegal Pyramid Scheme?, 2021). It is time to remind that MLMs were born in the US and have massively disseminated worldwide at halcyon period of globalization, and only now governments started to see a problem with it. In order to prevent the spreading of pyramid schemes and recruitment process, governments started to take restriction measures on their activity and began to warn people about such companies: “Avoid any program that focuses more on recruitment of new people rather than the sale of a product or service to an end-user consumer.  If the opportunity for income is primarily derived by recruiting more participants or salespersons rather than by selling a product, the plan probably is illegal.  Several courts interpret greater pressure on members to sponsor new recruits than to market company merchandise as evidence of an illegal pyramid” (AG - Multi-Level Marketing or Illegal Pyramid Scheme?, 2021). It is worth noting that people experience substantial psychological pressure while being recruited : “Recruitment meetings create a frenzied, enthusiastic atmosphere where group pressure and promises of a large sum of money play upon people's greed and fear of missing a good deal.  Promoters also openly discourage thoughtful consideration and questioning of the scheme.  Victims often find themselves tricked into participating” (AG - Multi-Level Marketing or Illegal Pyramid Scheme?, 2021). Thus, people are being immensely psychologically oppressed owing to the MLM recruiters. With that being said, the outcomes (taking MLM as the example) are being controlled by the government via:
1. Official warning signs
2. Making the harmful element illegal.

How does globalization lead to inequality in the global community?
Considering the next source, Krisztina Kis-Katos points out more reasons of inequality:  “the labor market’s rules very rigid so that the poor could not even enter this market, could not switch jobs and occupations if them shock hits them” (TEDx Talks, 2014).  Next, Krisztina takes Indonesian textile worker as an example of the harm economical liberalization for the poor. She reckons that “When the import tariffs get lower, and it is the essence of globalization, the imported textile goods get cheaper at the Jakarta market, and home market workers start to feel competitive pressure, they leave the business and become even more impoverished” (TEDx Talks, 2014). However, it is not only about the shirt that the worker is producing is getting cheaper, all of his instruments will also become low-priced too. At the same time, we can observe the mechanism that is useful for worker and can improve his productivity, and conversely, the conditions that make his business fall under the competitive pressure. Furthermore, Kis-Katos states that this man cannot be the representative of whole Indonesia, because we should take into consideration the economical differences between regions. The fact of inequality being highly comparative cannot be ignored. Thus, it can be clearly seen from the source that:
1. The poor people are not able to become wealthier due to the globalized market’s restrictions
2. The inequality is relative and should be precisely assessed
Turning to the next source, the authors managed to point the change described as “New Globalization”: “Before the 1990s, trade in final goods accounted for most of the value of world exports and international capital mobility was relatively low. In contrast, after the 1990s, trade in intermediate goods, or ‘unbundling of production’, has become more prominent over time (see Figure 1) and global supply chains have emerged – a phenomenon termed ‘New Globalisation’” (The new globalisation and income inequality | VOX, CEPR Policy Portal, 2019).
[image: ]
Source: Basco and Mestieri (2019a). 
It means that the process of production has substantially enlarged the amount of steps involved over the past 30 years. The major increasing difference between the price of intermediates and final goods as a result of unbundling of production can be clearly seen on the graph. Consequently, unbundling of production leads to the oppression of developing states and revenue gap: “These countries specialise in labour-intensive intermediates and have small amount of capital in the steady state with unbundling. However, since they have low productivity, they also had a small amount of capital in the old equilibrium. High-productivity countries are the winners of unbundling. These countries specialise in capital-intensive intermediates and accumulate capital in the new steady state” (The new globalisation and income inequality | VOX, CEPR Policy Portal, 2019). Again, it is obvious that economic giants are the ones who benefit from globalization, even if they shift parts of the production by unbundling. Eventually, the source depicts globalization as:
1. A driving force for the production unbundling, which is not profitable for the middle income countries, resulting in the huge revenue gap
2. A force that makes rich countries more richer by including steps that resemble beneficial measures.
The last source that have been analyzed was Yinka Shonibare’s “Post-Colonian Globe Man installation, depicted right below:
[image: Yinka Shonibare CBE | Post-Colonial Globe Man, 2018]
Source: Yinka Shinobare CBE, Art Basel Magazine(2021).
First of all, it is vitally important to mention the artist’s biography. According to Wikipedia Contributors(2021), Yinka Shinobare is a British-Nigerian artist living in the United Kingdom. His work explores cultural identity, colonialism and post-colonialism within the contemporary context of globalization. Apart from this, he is a disabled person, which means that his views represent the group of people who experience a substantially huge amount of multidirectional inequality: people of color and people with special needs. Turning to his artwork, it is lucid that details are significant. The mannequin is dressed into silk pants and a shirt with various prints. Silk is a common symbol of globalization, whereas the prints do not match each other, because it is a reference to stealing from other countries and cultural appropriation. The next detail that deserves attention is the pose and head of the sculpture. It can be seen that the man has a globe instead of his head, which means that people are thinking “globally” now. They are thinking not about themselves only, but about the humanity too. However, his pose is not so optimistic. The man stands on the globe, which is a reference to the supremacy and ignorance. With all of the aforementioned details, the sculpture does not represent the conquer of the world, it shows the supremacist who does not care about the other. Taking all the abovementioned details into consideration, it is possible to make a conclusion about society’s (especially the oppressed group’s) feelings about the globalization:
1. Ethnically oppressed groups feel even more pressure due to dissemination of cultural appropriation
2. More people tend to have a multidirectional, critical approach of thinking 
3. It leads to the spread of supremacy and ignorance.










Discussion
Finally, the conclusion to every objective is ready to be presented. Considering the hazardous aspects of globalization, I find the terrorism and global warming the as the most dangerous ones. In fact, expansion of income difference and social oppression cannot be ignored, however, at least they do not lead to massive death of the people in a long-term perspective. If there is something about globalization that can cause such a brutal repercussion as death of the common people, then, it definitely should be pointed out as the most hazardous implication. Apart from this, I want to consider the revenue gap, oppression and technologization as the most dangerous aspects of globalism for vulnerable group of humanity, such as POC, poor and disabled ones. Global governments should pay more attention in involving these people into stable labour market and try help them to self-fulfill. These conclusion were made including the positive aspects of globalization and analyzing if they can compensate the negative consequences. Unfortunately, the small amount of poor people becoming a lower middle-class and bigger enrichment of already rich people can not overweight the amount of multidirectional oppression taking place. With that being said, it is obvious that the level of danger that every negative aspect brings is relative, however, the implications that affect on the largest group of people are terrorism and global warming. Terrorism is a brutal massive murder of ordinary people, whereas the global warming is a death of our planet, which will also lead to the extinction of humanity, because we can not live without its resources. Furthermore, I assume that governments should not take control of globalization. The reason why I think in this way is because of realization that globalization has too much power already and this process is inevitable. Additionally, taking Singapore situation as an example, it can be clearly seen that globalization can make a huge contribution into political change in the society, acting as an instrument for better communication between the protesters. However, it is important to mention that even if globalization promotes democratic values and helps people to make their society more liberal, it does not hold enough force to overthrow the authoritarian regime. In fact, it can even support the dictator if his policy is beneficial for the international trade. The autocrats, as it often happens in the Eastern Europe, may even represent the globalization as “foreign agent” and cut all the international business off the country, as it happened in Belarus and Russia. Globalization promotes the democratic values and makes the worldwide community more liberal, however, it can also stimulate the dictator regime by fueling it with income from the international trade, which leader use only in personal purposes. Apart from this, even if the autocrat decides to share the minuscule part of his profit with his nation, the people will begin to support the regime even more because they are very likely to confuse the improvement of life level with the bribe that is a little bit smaller than it has been before. In this way globalization directly leads to the elongation of the dictatorship which results in the continuation of the oppression of the nation. In such cases, globalization starts to promote its western democratic values via Internet and mass culture. As a result, we can see the possible implication of making the society think in a more democratic way. Yes, the globalization do not have enough power to overthrow the regime, however, it can change people’s mindset and making them more liberal. This example proves the point of the inevitability of globalization. It is obvious that it does not need to be extremely precisely controlled on a legal level, because it will lead to the more oppression and more unnecessary laws. I reckon that the example of regulation of MLMs is perfect for showing the proper regulation. The people should be warned about the danger and the schemes that are illegal must be banned from the society. It is sorrowful to realize that it took governments about 30 years to realize that these massively disseminating pyramids are a pure fraud. However, there are a lot of harmful things that were spread by globalization and tend to cause more and more damage to the people, and they are still functioning. From this conclusion, it can be assumed that other dangerous elements that were developed by globalization must be legally eliminated by the government before it is too late. Nevertheless, the process of globalization is inevitable and cannot be fully regulated by the government. Globalisation should not be controlled on a legal level, because the political leaders, whether the are democratic or not, should not confine the globalization. Considering the last objective of my project, globalization leads to the inequality in the society multidirectionally. On the one hand, poor people are getting oppressed by the income difference, low wages and inability to expand their business due to the monopolization. On the other hand, there is an oppression which is offensive for the vulnerable group of people, such as cultural appropriation and supremacy, which leads to the ignorance of the problems of these specific people, and eventually, inequality. These complicated and developed mechanisms are being used and spread by the globalization, and as an outcome we receive inequality and oppression. In a long-term perspective, such substantial amount can lead to social discontent and massive protests against the globalism policy. Nowadays, protest tend to turn more brutal, and with the oppression of larger number of people, these protests may lead to street fights, mobs, arsons and police cruelty, which will make people suffer and even get them in trouble with law. As we can see, globalism makes people feel inequality and oppression.
Considering all of the above, I am clearly aware of  how humanity can neutralize the negative aspects of globalization and manage its development in the future. First of all, we should opt out the products of globalization which cause implications for the people. In fact, it is impossible to eliminate them fully, but the governments can create warning signs and make these elements illegal (taking MLMs as the example). These particular measures can be applied not to pyramid schemes only, but also to the activity of fake gurus, info business and betting companies. They locate their income predominantly in the offshore zones, which means that the international sanctions can be applied. Turning to the management of globalization in future, obviously we should learn from our mistakes and make the aforementioned negative elements extinct if we want globalization to work successfully in a long-term perspective. We should fight the oppression and give people more opportunities in order to save the international communication and profit. The timely solution of the actual problems is the best way for sustainable development of globalization. Apart from this, the threat for stable equality in the society can be diminished with the abovementioned methods. We can see globalism, capitalism, international trade as a driving force for the oppression, however, if we manage to give vulnerable groups of people more social and economical opportunity and reduce globalization’s effect on their income and life overall, the threat for the equality will go away. As a result, we should be more careful to people who feel inequal to others due to globalization, and help them to take the social elevator.
As I said before, the problem of the threat can be solved with more opportunities and quotas for the oppressed group of people. It may be the quotas for disabled people to get workplace which will have stable and high income, or opportunity for POC to develop their national business by giving them low-rate cash loans. We will try to compensate their suffering from the unfair globalization by giving them more social and economic opportunities.
The second solution I am going to present is the reduction of globalization influence on the society. Of course, we should not prohibit the globalism and hide from the outer world, but we can switch the purchases of the imported products to the export of national ones. The inner development of the country will give people more jobs and logically, a bigger income, because the substantial part of it would not go to the pockets of the owner of the transnational company. People will have more stable income and more opportunities to develop, which can improve the quality of life of the oppressed groups.
Eventually, the third solution to my problem is social entrepreneurship. Social entrepreneurship is a type of business where you as a owner predominantly  give jobs to people with special needs, or people who experience the inequality in the society. These type of business is profitable for both worker and owner, and helps the worker to maintain a stable income and do not feel inequal to his colleagues. In a long-term perspective, social entrepreneurship can significantly help in reducing the inequality in the society.
Turning to the evaluation, I think that my methods of analysis were deep and concise. I have managed to contemplate various types of resources(video, art, text) with different perspectives. I have made a substantial conclusion out of every source, and have successfully used it for my final answer. It is important to my mention that my Kazakhstani background, as being the citizen of developing country which has gone through the oppression from globalization, interfered me from being  a hundred percent objective. Apart from this, there are some biases in my resources. For example, E. Dalpino’s article was published in 2001, which means that the information is very likely to be outdated. Additionally to that, John Green’s Course have not provided any deep knowledge for my overarching research question – the data was partly superficial. Lastly, Kis-Katos TED talk helped me to identify deeper reasons of the inequality, however, the majority of the conference was dedicated to the statistic data which does not refer to my topic. It is all of the critique that I have for my sources. Consequently, I consider other sources highly credible, reliable, and efficient.
Turning to the evolution of perspective, I had several viewpoints that I have undoubtedly supported: 1) Globalization is a highly oppressive force which is profitable for economic giants only. As I said before, my background prevented me from being objective and considering the both sides of the concept. Apart from this, I had an opinion that 2)Globalization can be controlled and should not have big influence on developing countries. At that moment, I was not aware of the benefits of globalization and what a massive impact it has on the whole world. Lastly, I assumed that 3) Globalization is one which we should blame for inequality in our society. However, now my perspective has substantially developed. After the deep research and analysis of multidirectional data, currently I reckon that 1) Globalization makes profit for both sides. Even if the profit is not so big for the hired workers in the developing countries, we cannot ignore the fact that people became richer on average due to the globalization. Secondly, 2) In some cases, it can promote anti-democratic movements, however, in most of the cases, it prompts for more equality and rights. Of course, globalization is controversial, and it is impossible for it to have the same effect everywhere and work against its benefit. Eventually, I think that 3) Globalization does not need to be controlled, the process is inevitable. We should not and can not control the globalization because it already has immense power and dissemination even in the world’s closest state. We definitely can control the negative and illegal sides of the globalism, however, we should not control the globalization fully, because it will lead to more oppression that we have even now.
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