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P Field Note Independence is Better Than Servitude

| arrived in Ghana just after an as-
sassination attempt on the coun-
try’s first president, Kwame
Nkrumah. As | drove through
the capital city of Accra in f2

| saw a statue of Presi-| IVORY COAST/ Lake
dent Nkrumabh in the mid-
dle of the street. | have seen
plenty of statues of leaders
in my travels, but this one was
unique. Ghanians had dressed their o°
hospital-ridden president in a hospi-

tal gown and bandaged his head!

| stopped the car to take a picture (Fig. 8.1), and |
read the proclamations on Nkrumah's statue. Written
in English, they said, “To me the liberation of Ghana
will be meaningless unless it is linked up with the liber-
ation of Africa” and “We prefer self-government with
danger to servitude in tranquility.”

Ghana, the first black African colony to become
independent, gained its independence in 19§0. A
wave of decolonization swept through Afrlca' in Fhe
1960s (Fig. 8.2), with hopes that cjiecolom;atlon
would bring political and economic independence.
But decolonization did not eliminate polltlc‘al and
economic problems for Africa. Former colonies I;e-
came states, reaching po[itical independence under
international law; each new country was now sov;_'r;
eign, legally having the ultimate sayrgvell’ V:o;-
happened within the borders. New, polftica PE 4
lems arose within the sovereign countries. kac

had to deal with a mixtur

languages and religions ama
nialism. Economically,

Gulf of Guinea

|tures, == Figure 81
e of peoples. g Accra, Ghana, Statuc of Kw

[gamated c:;ujr;:gff;?c] of Ghana. ©11LJ. de Blij.
the new countr

CHAPTER 8

ame Nkrumah, the first president

1
219 I

|

Scanned by CamScanner



Scanned by CamScanner



Scanned by CamScanner



|

. _____x
0] (hapter 8 Political Geography

In this chapter, we examine how geographers study politics, the domaip of
political geography. Like all fields of geography (and the social sciences, more gen.
erally), political geographers used to spend a lot of time explaining why the worlg
is the way it is and trying to predict or prescribe the future. Today, politica| geo-
graphers spend much more time studying the spatial assumptions and structyre,
underlying politics, the ways people organize space, the role territory playsin Pol-
itics, and what problems result from all of these. '

S Key Questions ror Crapters.

1. How is space politically organized into states and nations?
2. How do states spatially organize their governments?

3. How are boundaries established, and why do boundary disputes occur?

4. How do geopolitics and critical geopolitics help us understand the world?

5. What are supranational organizations, and what is the future of the state?

HOW IS SPACE POLITICALLY ORGANIZED
INTO STATES AND NATIONS?

Political geography is the study of the political or-
ganization of the world. Political geographers study the
spatial manifestations of political processes at various
scales. At the global scale, we have a world divided into in-
dividual countries that political geographers call states. A
state is a politically organized territory with a permanent
population, a defined territory, and a government. To be a
state, an entity must be recognized as such by other states.

The present-day division of the world political
map into states is a product of endless accommodations
and adjustments within and between human societies. A
mosaic of pastel colors shades more than 200 countries
and territories, accentuating the separation of these
countries by boundaries (Fig. 8.3). The political map of
the world is the world map most of us learn first. We
look at it, memorize it, and name the countries and per-
haps each country’s capital. It hangs in the front of our
classrooms, is used to organize maps in our textbooks,
and becomes so natural-looking to us that we begin to
think it is natural.

The world map of states is anything but natural. The
mosaic of states on the map represents a way of politically
organizing space (into states) that is fewer than 400 years
old. Just as people create places, imparting character to
space and shaping culture, people make states. States and
state boundaries are made, shaped, and refined by people,
their actions and their history. Even the idea of dividing
the world into territorially defined states is one created
and exported by people.

Central to the state is the concept of territoriality.
Political geographers study territoriality across scales, cul-
tures, and time. In a book published in 1986, geographer
Robert Sack defined territoriality as “the attempt by an in-
dividual or group to affect, influence, or control people,
phenomena, and relationships, by delimiting and asserting

- control over a geographic area.” Sack sees human territori-

ality as a key ingredient in the construction of social and po-
litical spaces. His approach to territoriality differs from the
approach social anthropologist Robert Ardrey took in The
Territorial bnperative (1966). Ardrey argued that human
territoriality is analogous to the instinct in animals to con-
trol and defend territory. Sack, by contrast, argues that
human territoriality takes many different forms, depending
on the social and geographical context, and that it should
not be compared to an animal instinct. Instead, he callsfora
better understanding of the human organization of the
planet through a consideration of how and why different
territorial strategies are pursued at different times and in
different places.

Drawing from Sack’s observations, political geo-
graphers have studied how people have changed the w3y
territoriality is expressed and how ideas of territoriality vary
over space and time. Today, territoriality is tied closely to the
concept of sovereignty. As Sack explained, territorial be-
havior implies an expression of control over a territory. 1o
international law, the concept of sovereignty is territorially
defined. Sovereignty means having the last say (having o™
trol) over a territory—politically and militarily. At the world
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How Is Space Politically Organized Into States and Nations?

scale, the states of the world have the last say—legally, at
Jeast—over thefr respective territories. When the inter';la-
ﬁon.a] community recognizes an entity as a state, it also rec-
ognizes the entity as being sovereign within the state bor-
ders. Under international law, states are sovereign, and the

have t!u: right to defend their territorial integri;y agains)é
incursion &qm other states. These modern ideas of how
state, sovereignty, and territory are intertwined diffused
from the mid-seventeenth century state system in Europe.

The Modern State Idea

In the 1600s, Europeans were not the only ones who be-
l}a.vcd te::ntonallyt organized themselves into distinct po-
lmca.l units, or claimed sovereignty. Because territoriality
manifests itself in different ways, the idea of the state
looked different in different regions of the world 400 or
500 years ago. The role territory played in defining the
state and the sovereign varied by region.

In North America, American Indian tribes behaved
territorially but not necessarily exclusively. Plains tribes
shared hunting grounds with neighboring tribes who
were friendly, and they fought over hunting grounds with
neighboring tribes who were unfriendly. Territorial
boundaries were shifting; they were not delineated on the

ound. Plains tribes also held territory communally—
individual tribal members did not “own” land. In a politi-
cal sense, territoriality was most expressed by tribes
within the Plains. Similarly, in Southeast Asia and in
Africa, the concept of sovereignty and state-like political
entities also existed. In all of these places and in Europe
before the mid-1600s, sovereignty was expresed over a
people rather than a defined and bordered territory. A
sovereign had subjects who followed (and happened to
live in a place) rather thana defined space to rule.

The European state idea deserves particular atten-
tion because it most influenced the development of the
modern state system. We can see traces of this state idea
several millennia ago near the southeastern shores of the
Mediterranean Sea, where distnct kingdoms emerged
within discrete territories. Greek philosophy on gover-
nance and aspects of Ancient Greece and Rome play parts
in the modern state idea. Political geographer Rhys Jones
studied state formation in the United Kingdom dgrmg the
European Middle Ages. He found the first states in Wales

were small in size but had the attributes of the modern
ernments constructed

state. In the late Middle Ages, goV . :
more sizable states in what are now the United Klngdom,
France, and Spain. We cannot trace a clear evolution in the

¢ aspects of the modern

European state idea, but we can se ]
ts in European history.

state in many places and poin .
Th in European history that marks the begin-
e moder : Peace of Westphalia, nego-

ning of the modern state is the . )
tiated in 1648. The treaties that constitutegh this peace con-

13

cluded Europe’s most destructive internal struggle over re-
ligion (the Thirty Years’ War) and contained new language
recognizing statehood and nationhood, clearly defined
borders, and guarantees of security. The language of the
treaties laid the foundations for a Europe made up of terri-
torially defined states. They provided a framework through
which Spain, the Dutch United Provinces, France, and the
Holy Roman Empire gained regional stability.

Thus, the political-geographic map of Europe in 1648
was fractionalized and evolving. In the mid-seventeenth
century such states as the Republic of Venice, Brandenburg,
the Papal States of central Italy, the Kingdom of Hungary,
and several minor German states were all part of a compli-
cated patchwork of political entities, many with poorly de-
fined borders. The emerging political state was accompa-
nied by mercantilism, which led to the accumulation of
wealth through plunder, colonization, and the protection of
home industries and foreign markets. Rivalry and competi-
tion intensified in Europe as well as abroad. Powerful royal
families struggled for dominance in Eastern and Southern
Europe. Instability was the rule, strife occurred frequently,
and repressive governments prevailed.

Ultimately, the development of an increasingly
wealthy middle class proved to be the undoing of abso-
lutist rule. City-based merchants gained wealth and pres-
tige, while the nobility declined. Money and influence
were increasingly concentrated in urban areas, and the
traditional measure of affluence—land—became less im-
portant. The merchants and businessmen demanded po-
litical recognition. In the 1780s, a series of upheavals
began that would change the sociopolitical face of the
continent. Overshadowing these events was the French
Revolution (1789-1795), but this momentous event was
only one in a series of political upheavals.

The rise of the modern state system marks a change,
whereby territory defines society rather than society
defining territory. The modern state system incorporates
a distinctive view of territory as a fixed, exclusive element
of political identification and group survival. States define
exclusive, nonoverlapping territories, and they are sover-
eign over the territory and the people inside the territory.
This particular way of defining territory and placing peo-
ple in borders swept through Europe in the late 1600s.
From a hearth in Europe, European colonizers exported
their state idea throughout the entire world by 1900.

Nations

The popular media and press often use the words nation,
state, and country interchangeably. Political geographers
use state and country interchangeably (preferring state),
but the word nation is distinct. State is a legal term in in-
ternational law, and the international political community
has some agreement about what this term means. Nation,
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26 (hapter 8 Political Geography

the governments that run states desire a unified nation
within their borders to create stability and to replace other
politically charged identities that may challenge the state
and the government’s control of the state.

The goal of creating nation-states dates to the French
Revolution, which sought control by an imagined cultural-
historical community of people rather than a monarchy or
colonizer. The Revolution initially promoted democracy,
the idea that the people are the ultimate sovereign—that is,
the people, the nation, have the ultimate say over what hap-
pens within the state. Each nation, it was argued, should
have its own sovereign territory, and only when that was
achieved would true democracy and stability exist.

People began to see the idea of the nation-state as the
ultimate form of political-territorial organization, the right
expression of sovereignty, and the best route to stability.
‘The key problem associated with the idea of the nation-state
is that it assumes the presence of reasonably well-defined,
stable nations living within discrete territories. Very few
‘places in the world come close to satisfying this assumption,
‘but in the Europe of the eighteenth and nineteenth cen-
turies, many believed the assumption could be met.

In addition to striving for nation-states, the late

1700s and 1800s in Europe were marked by the rise of na-

_ Fl_guu 8.4

=

Political Fragmentation in 1648. A generalized map of the fragmentation of
1 Europe in the 1600s. Adapted with permission from: Geoffrey Barraclough, ed. The Times
as of World History, 5% edition, Hammond Incorporated, 1998.

tionalism. We can view nationalism from two vantyg
points: the people and the state. When people in a nagj,
have a strong sense of nauonaliS{n, they have a lOyalty |
the nation and a belief in the nation. This loyalty to a p,
tion does not necessarily coincide with the borders of g,
state. A state does not have a strong sense of nationaligy,
rather, the government of a state is nationalistic. In th;
sense, the government promotes the nation, and becays
the government is the representative of the state, it seck
to promote a nation that coincides with the borders of th
state. In the name of nationalism, a state with more thy
one naton in its borders can attempt to build a single ny
tional identity out of the divergent people. In the name ¢
nationalism, a state can promote a war against anothe
state that threatens its territorial integrity.

In nineteenth-century Europe, states used national
ism to achieve a variety of goals: in some cases they inte
grated their population into an ever more cohesive na
tional whole (France, Spain), and in other cases the
brought together people with shared cultural characteris
tics within a single state (Germany, Italy). Similarly, peopl
who saw themselves as a separate nation within anothe
state or empire launched successful separatist movement
and achieved independence (Ireland, Norway, Poland).
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(luj-Napoca, Romania

To Hungarians, Transylvania is signif-
jcant because it was an important
part of the Hungarian Kingdom for a
thousand years. Many of their great
leaders were born and buried there,
and many of their great churches,
colleges, and architectural achieve-
ments are located there too. For ex-
ample, in the city of Cluj-Napoca
(Kolozsvar in Hungarian) is St. Mich-
ael’s Cathedral and next to it is
the statue of King Matthias, one of
Hungary's greatest kings. Romanians
have long lived in the territory too,
tracing their roots back to the
Roman Empire. To Romanian nation-
alists, the existence of Roman ruins
in Transylvania is proof of their Roman ancestry an

Transylvania before those of the Hungarians. Whenarc

“-'___‘___4'__ s ihin < STl
mmm Figure 8.5

Matthias’ statue, they immediately began excavating them,
nia made me very aware of how important places are to

Transylva

d their right to govern Transylvania because t

heologists found Roman rui
which in turn aggrav

heir ancestors lived in
ns around St, Michael’s Cathedral and King
ated the ethnic Hungarians. Traveling in

peoples and how contested they can be.
Credit: George White, Frostburg State University

/

European states used the tool of nationalism to re-

fine the state—to make the state a more workable form of
political organization for them. The modern map of
Europe is still fragmented, but much less so than in tl'_xe
1600s (Fig. 8.4). In the process of creating nation-states in
Europe, states absorbed smaller entities 1nto therlr l?or-
ders, resolved conflicts by force as well as by negotiation,

and defined borders.

To help people
that meshes with the
curity, goods, and services

within the borders relate to a nation
borders of the state, States provide se-
to the citizens. States provide ed-

ucation, infrastructure, health care, and military to preserve
between the people and

the state and to create a connection

the state—to build 2 nadon-state. Furopean states even used
the colonization of Africa and Asia in the late 1800s and
carly 1900s as a way to promote nati’onaloisn.m People cou’ld
take pride in their state, in their nadon, in its vast colonial
empire. People could identify themselves with their F'rench,
Dutch, or British nation by contrasting themselves with the
people in the colonies—people whom they def’i’ ned as mysti-
cal or savage. By identifying againstan “od?cr, t_he state :u?d
the people helped identify the traits of their nation—and in
so doing, worked to build a nation-state.

Multistate Nations, Multinational States,
and Stateless Nations

The sense of belonging to a nation rarely meshes perfectly
with state borders. The lack of fit between nation and
state creates complications, such as states with more than
one nation, nations with more than one state, and nations
without a state.

Nearly every state in the world is a multinational
state, a state with more than one nation inside its borders.
The people living in the former state of Yugoslavia never
achieved a strong sense of Yugoslav nationhood. Millions
of people who were citizens of Yugoslavia never had a
Yugoslav nationality—they always identified themselves
as Slovenes, Croats, Serbs, or members of other nations or
ethnic groups within the state or region. Yugoslavia was a
state that always had more than one nation, and eventually
the state collapsed.

When a nation stretches across borders and across
states, the nation is called a multistate nation. Political
geographer George White studied the states of Romania
and Hungary and their overlapping nations (Fig. 8.5). As
he has noted, the territory of Transylvania is currently in

ni
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the 1991 Gulf War, the U

nited i eT
Kurdish Security Zone nort Nations established a

h of the 36th parallel in Irag,

S~ ¢ dashed any Kyrdic
that one day this might become a State'}%h:gi?léshfgﬁﬁj

the largest mi.nority in Turkey, and the city of Diyarbaki
is the unofficial Kurdish capital; however relat?:;lr ab :
tween the IO. million Kurds in Turkey an’d e Tzsk' c{
government in Ankara have bee volatile, Withouz :}Sl;

consent of Turkey, no Kurdish state w; -
anywhere in Kurdistan. ate will be established

European Colonialism and the Diffusion of the
Nation-State Model

Europe exported its concepts of state, sovereignty, and the
desire for nation-states to much of the rest of the world
through two waves of colonialism (Fig. 8.7). In the six-
teenth century, Spain and Portugal took advantage of an
increasingly well-consolidated internal political order and
newfound wealth to expand their influence to increasingly

r-flung realms during the first wave of colonialism.
Later joined by Britain, France, the Netherlands, and
Belgium, the first wave of colonialism established a far-
reaching capitalist system. After independence move-
ments in the Americas during the late 1700s and 1800s, a
second wave of colonialism began in the late 1800s. The
major colonizers were Britain, France, the Netherlands,
Belgium, Germany, and Italy. The colonizing parties met
for the Berlin Conference in 1884-1885 and arbitrarily
laid out the colonial map of Africa. Driven by motives
ranging from economic profit to the desire to bring
Christianity to the rest of the world, colonialism projected

European power and European organization of political
space into the non-European world (Fig. 8.8).

With Europe in control of so much of the world,
Europeans laid the ground rules for the emerging interna-
tional state system, and the modern European concept of
the nation-state became the model adopted around the
world. Europe also established and defined the ground
rules of the capitalist world economy, creating a system of
economic interdependence that persists today.

During the heyday of colonialism, the imperial
powers exercised ruthless control over their domains and
organized them for maximum economic exploitation.
The capacity to install the infrastructure necessary for
such efficient profiteering is itself evidence of the power
relationships involved: entire populations were regi-
mented in the service of the colonial ruler. Colonizers or-
ganized the flows of raw materials for their own benefit,
and we can still see the tangible evidence of that organiza-
tion (plantations, ports, mines, and railroads) on the cul-
tural landscape.

Despite the end of colonialism, the political organ-
ization of space and the global world economy remain.
And while the former colonies are now independent
states, their economies are anything but independent.
In many cases, raw material flows are as great as they
were before the colonial era came to an end. For exam-
ple, today in Gabon, Africa, the railroad goes from the
interior forest (which is logged for plywood) to the
major port and capital city, Libreville. The second
largest city, Port Gentile, is located to the south of
Libreville, but the two cities are not connected by road
or railroad. Like Libreville, Port Gentile is export-
focused, with global oil corporations responsible for

!
CUMULATIVE NUMBER OF COLONIES
& 8

[a]
(=]

B Figure 8.7

Two Waves of Colonialism between 1500
and 1975. Each bar shows the total num-
ber of colonies around the world. Adapted
with permission from: Peter . Taylor and Colin
Flint, Political Geography: World-Economy,
Nation-State and Locality, 4* ed., New York:
Prentice Hall, 2000.
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birth to a global economic order, the world economy.

United States expanded over land instead of over seas, prof-
exp. Wealth is unevenly distributed in the world economy, as

iting from the taking of territory and the subjugation of in-

di les. Japan was a regional colonial power, con- can be seen 1n statistics on per capita gross national product
mmummdjoﬁr e of Eastand Southeast Asiaas  (GNP): Haiti’s GNP is only $510, whereas Norway’s is
' $42,222. But to truly understand why wealth is distributed

well as Pacific Islands through colonization. But the con-
centration of wealth that colonialism brought to Europe,

parts d dominated by European settlers
?;ihmas the ]gfﬁtfl ‘;:;;les Coanada, an?iyAusualia), isatthe  learn how this country fits into the world economy. That is,
PR S e ’ distribution of power we  we need to see the big picture.
hoan: of the highly uneven el Think of a pointillist painting. Specifically, envision
the magnificent work of nineteenth-century French

A alism d role in knitting
i ﬂ;ﬂfmdimmmg painter Georges-Pierre Seurat, A4 Sunday on La Grande

unevenly, we cannot simply study each country, its re-
sources and its production of goods. Rather, we need to
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mmmm Figure 8.9

Chicago, Illinois. Sunday on La
Grande Jatte by Georges Pierre
Seurat hangs in the Art Institute
of Chicago. © Bridgeman Art Library/
SUPERSTOCK.

Fatte (Fig. 8.9). The painting hangs in the Art Institute of
Chicago. If you have the opportunity to see the painting
and if you stand close enough, you will see Seurat’s post-
Impressionist method of painting millions of points or
dots—single, tiny brush strokes, each a single color.
When you step back again, you can gain a sense of how
each dot fits into the picture as a whole.'

In the last few decades, social scientists have sought
to understand how each dot, how each country and each
locality, fit into the picture of the world as a whole. To
study a single dot or even each dot one at a time, we miss
the whole. Even if we study every single dot and add them
together, we still miss the whole. We need to step back
and see the whole, as well as the individual dots, studying
how one affects the other. By now, this should sound fa-
miliar—it is the geographer’s way of using scale, some-
thing geographers have done for over a century.

Political geographers took note of one sociologist’s
theory of the world economy and added much to it.
Building on the work of Immanuel Wallerstein, propo-
nents of world-systems theory view the world as much
more than the sum total of the world’s states. Much like a
pointillist painting, world-systems theorists hold that to
understand any state, we must also understand its spatial
and functional relationships within the world economy.

Wallerstein’s publications number in the hundreds,
and the political and economic geography publications

—

'We must give credit to former student Kelsey Lynd, who came up with
this metaphor for world-systems theory in a political geography class at
the University of Mary Washington in 1999.

tied into world-systems theory number in the thousands.
To simplify the research, we can study the three basic
tenets of world-systems theory, as Wallerstein defines
them:

1. The world economy has one market and a global divi-
sion of labor.

2. Although the world has multiple states, almost every-
thing takes place within the context of the world
economy.

3. The world economy has a three-tier structure.

First, the world economy is capitalist, beginning
around 1450 and encompassing the globe by 1900.
Capitalism means that in the world economy, people, cor-
porations, and states produce goods and exchange them on
the world market, with the goal of achieving profit. To
generate a profit, producers seek the cheapest labor, draw-
ing from the globe. As a result, a corporaton can move
production of a good from North Carolina to Mexico and
then to China, simply to take advantage of cheaper labor.
In addition to the world labor supply, producers gain profit
by commodifying everything. Commodification is the
process of placing a price on a good ard then buying, sell-
ing, and trading the good. Companies create new prod-
ucts, generate new twists on old products, and create de-
mand for the products through marketing. As children,
none of the authors of this book could have imagined buy-
ing a bottle of water. Now, we do it all the time.

Second, despite the existence of approximately 200
states, everything takes place within the context of the
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world economy (and has since 1900). Colonialism set up
this system—exporting the politically independent state
and also constructing an interdependent global economy.
When colonies ‘became independem, gaining the legal
status of sovereign states was relatively easy for most
colonies; the United Nations Charter even set up a com-
mittee to help colonies do so after World War II. But
gaining economic independence is simply impossible.
The economies of the world are tied together, generating
intended and unintended consequences that fundamen-
tally change places.

Lastly, world-systems theorists see the world econ-
omy as a three-tiered structure: the core, periphery, and
semi-periphery. The core and the periphery are not just
places but processes. Core processes incorporate higher
levels of education, higher salaries, and more technology—
core processes generate more wealth in the world economy.
Periphery processes incorporate lower levels of education,
lower salaries and less technology—peripheral processes
generate less wealth in the world economy.

The core and periphery are processes, but these
processes happen in places. As a result, some geographers
have defined certain places as core and others as periphery
in the world economy (Fig. 8.10). Others stress the
processes and try to avoid labeling places as core or pe-
riphery because processes in places are not static and they
are not confined by state borders. From the beginning,

EEN Figure 8.10
The World Economy. The three ter structure of the world-economy: the core, periphery,
and semi-periphery. Adapted with permission from: Michael Bradshaw, Warld Regional Geography,
McGraw Hill.

33

Wallerstein defined the semi-periphery as places—places
where core and periphery processes are both occurring—
places that are exploited by the core but in turn exploit the
periphery. By taking advantage of its cheap labor or lax en-
vironmental standards, the core exploits the periphery.
The semi-periphery acts as a buffer between the core and
periphery, preventing the polarization of the world into
two extremes.

Political geographers, economic geographers, and
other academics continue to debate world-systems theory,
with the major concern being that it overemphasizes eco-
nomic factors in political development. Nonetheless,
Wallerstein’s work has encouraged many to see the world
political map as a system of interlinking parts that need to be
understood in relation to one another and as a whole. As
such, the impact of world-systems theory has been consider-
able in political geography, and it is increasingly common-
place for geographers to refer to the kinds of core-periphery
distinctions suggested by world-systems theory.

World-systems theory helps explain how colonial
powers were able to amass great concentrations of wealth.
During the first wave of colonialism (which happened
during mercantilism), colonizers established planta-
tions in the Americas and the Caribbean and exploited
Africa for slave labor, amassing wealth through sugar,
coffee, fruit, and cotton production. During the second
wave of colonialism (which happened after the Industrial
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Revolution), colonizers set their sights on cheap industrial
labor and cheap raw materials.

~ Notall core countries in the world today were colo-
n{al powers, however. Countries such as Switzerland,
Singapore, and Australia have significant global clout
even though they were never classic colonial powers, and
that clout is tied in significant part to their positions in the
global economy. These positions were gained through the
access these countries had to the networks of production,
consumption, and exchange in the wealthiest parts of the
world and their ability to take advantage of that access.

World-Systems and Political Power

Are economic power and political power one and the
same? No, but certainly economic power can bring politi-
cal power. In the current system, economic power means
wealth, and political power means the ability to influence
others to achieve your goals. Political power is not defined
by sovereignty. Each state is sovereign, but not all states
have the same ability to influence others or achieve their
political goals. Having wealth helps leaders amass political
power. For instance, a wealthy country can establish a
mighty military. But political power is not simply mili-
taristic; it is also diplomatic. Switzerland’s declared neu-
trality, combined with its economic might, aids the coun-
try’s diplomadc efforts.

World-systems theory helps us understand how
Europe politically reorganized the world during colonial-
ism. When colonialism ended in Africa and Asia, the newly
independent people continued to follow the European
model of political organization. The arbitrarily drawn
colonies of Africa from the Berlin Conference became the
boundaries of the newly independent states. On the map,
former colonies became new states; administrative borders
transformed into international boundaries; and, in most
cases, colonial administrative towns became capitals. The
greatest political challenge facing the states of Africa since
independence has been building nation-states out of in-
credibly divergent (even antagonistic) peoples. The lead-
ers of the newly independent states continually work to
build nation-states in the hope of quelling division among
the people, securing their territory, and developing their
economic (as well as other) systems of organization.

The Nation-State Endures

The idea of meshing the nation and state into a nation-state
was not confined to nineteenth-century Europe or twenti-
eth century Africa. Major players in inte‘rnational relations
till see the validity of dividing nations with state borders—
of creating nation-states. As play-ers seek solutions to com-
plex political conflicts, they continue to turn to the nation-
state idea, believing that only it can bring long-term peace.
In solutions drawn for the Balkan Peninsula (the former

Yugoslavia) and for Israel/Palestine, the central question i
how to draw state boundaries around natons—hoy tz
make nation and state fit. In all of these ways, the Europeap,
state became the world model and is still shaping the politi-
cal organization of space in the world.
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Imagine you are the leader of a newly independent state in
Africa or Asia. Determine what your government can do to
build a nation that corresponds with the borders of your
state. Consider the roles of education, government, military,
and culture in your exercise in nation-building.

HOW DO STATES SPATIALLY ORGANIZE
THEIR GOVERNMENTS?

In the 1950s, a famous political geographer, Richard
Hartshorne, described the forces within the state that
unify the people as centripetal and the forces that divide
them as centrifugal. Whether a nation (or a state) contin-
ues to exist, according to Hartshorne, depends on the bal-
ance between centripetal and centrifugal forces. Many po-
litical geographers have thought about Hartshorne’s
theory, and most have concluded that we cannot take a
given event or process and declare it as centrifugal or cen-
tripetal in isolation from the context in which it is situ-
ated. An event, such as a war, can pull the state together
for a short time and then divide the state over the long
term. Timing, scale, interaction, and perspective factor
into unification and division in a state at any given point.

Instead of creating a balance sheet of centripetal
and centrifugal forces, governments attempt to unify the
state through nation-building, through structuring the
government in a way that quells the nations within,
through defining and defending boundaries, and through
expressing control over all of the territory within those
boundaries.

By looking at how different governments have at-
tempted to unify their states, we are reminded how im-
portant geography is. Governance does not take placeina
vacuum. The uniqueness of place factors in and shapes
whether any possible governmental “solution” solves of
exacerbates matters.

Form of Government

One way states promote unification is by choosing a g0V
ernmental structure that promotes nation-building 3%
quells division within. Two governmental structures O~
monly found in the world are unitary and federal.
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How Do States Spatially Organize Their Covernments?

To gddrcss multination states, governments, even
Jemocratic OVErnments, can and have suppressed dissent
py forceful means. Until the end of World War II, most
E'uropean governments were unitary governments: they
were highly centralized, with the capital city serving as the
focus of power. States made no clear efforts to accommo-
date ll'lil'lOI'itiCS or OUtlyillg regions where the sense of
state-scale national identity was weaker. Europe’s nation-
states were unitary states, with the culture of the capital
city defined as the nation’s culture. Any smaller nations
within (such as Brittons in France or Basques in Spain)
were repressed and suppressed. The administrative
framework of a unitary government is designed to ensure
the central government’s authority over all parts of the
state. The French government divided the state into more
than 90 départements, whose representatives came to Paris
not to express regional concerns but to implement gov-
ernmental decisions back home.

Another way to govern a mulitnational state is to con-
struct a federal system, organizing state territory into re-
gions, substates (States), provinces, Or cantons. In a strong
federal system, the regions have much control over govern-
ment policies and funds, and in a weak federal system, the
regions have little control over government policies and
funds, Most federal systems are somewhere in between,
with governments at the state scale and at the substate scale

each having control over certain revenues and certain pol-
icy areas. By giving control over certain policies (especially
culturally relative policies) to the substates, a government
can keep the state as a whole together.

Differences in culture within a country can be seen
when we examine maps of culturally relative policies that
are determined by States. In Nigeria, the 36 States choose
their own judicial system. In the Muslim north, the States
have Shari'a laws (legal systems based on traditional
Islamic laws), and in the Christian and animist south, the
States do not (Fig. 8.11). In the United States, the death
penalty, access to alcohol, and concealed weapons are lim-
ited by State (Fig. 8.12).

Federalism accommodates regional interests by vest-
ing primary power in provinces, States, or other regional
units over all matters except those explicitly given to
the central government. The Australian geographer
K. W. Robinson described a federation as “the most geo-
graphically expressive of all political systems, based as it
is on the existence and accommodation of regional dif-
ferences . . . federation does not create unity out of diver-
sity; rather, it enables the two to coexist.”

Choosing a federal system does not always quell na-
tionalist sentiment. After all, the multinational states of
the Soviet Union, Yugoslavia, and Czechoslovakia fell
apart, despite changing to federal systems.
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Countries in Africa with Shari’a Laws
(Either Civil or Criminal). Data from a
variety of sources, including: The United
States Department of State, the CIA World
Factbook, University of Pittsburgh Law
School, Emory University School of Law,
and All Africa.
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~ We want to proid' a safe place.
~ for children to plgy‘fand fearn, so
~ Minnesota
Children’s

_ Museum
NS guns in

mEmn Figure 8.12

St. Paul, Minnesota. A sign hanging on the front door of the
Minnesota Children’s Museum cautions visitors that the museum
“bans guns in these premises.” Under Minnesota’s concealed
weapons law, businesses that do not want concealed weapons on
the premises must post signs of a certain size, font, and color at
each entrance to the establishment.  © Erin H. Fouberg.

Devolution

Devolution is the movement of power from the central
government to regional governments within the state.
Sometimes, devolution is recognized as permanent by re-
working a constitution to establish a federal system that
recognizes the permanency of the regional governments,
as Spain has done. In other places, governments devolve
power without altering constitutions, almost as an experi-
ment. In the United Kingdom, the Parliament in North-
ern Ireland resulted from devolution, but the British gov-
ernment suspended its activities in 2002, Devolutionary
forces can emerge in all kinds of states, old and young,
mature and emergent. These forces arise from several
sources: ethnocultural, economic, and spatial,

Ethnocultural Devolutionary Movements

Many of Furope’s devolutionary movements came from
nations within a state that define themselves as distinct
cthnically, linguistically, or religiously.

The capacity of ethnocultural forces to stimulate de-
volutionary processes is especially evident in Eastern
Europe. Parts of the Eastern Furopean map have chan ed
quite drastically over the past decade, and two countric[;]—-
Czechoslovakia and Yugoslavia—succumbed to devoly-
tionary pressures. In the case of Cuechosc
process was peaceful: Czechs and Slovaks
country along a new international border,

wakia, the
divided their
As Figure 8,13

er, one of the two new states, Slovakia, i not
about 11 percent of the populatio, i
d that minority is concentrated along
n Slovakia and Hungary. The Hungarig,
minority, facing discrjminﬂT;OT'Y [;0]“3"3; inVoiv-ing lan.
age and other aspects of its culture, has at times ge.
manded greater autononmy (self-governance) to Protect it
tame | new state.
hentagglll?;:;d to the _constitl_lerft units of the forme,
Yugoslavia (discussed in detail in Chapter. 7), other
countries shown in Figure 8.14 have dealt with devo]y.
tionary pressures more _P‘?“CCFU“Y- fj\mong these are
Czechoslovakia, Lithuania, and Ukraine. Elsewhere jp
the world, however, ethnocultural fragmcnt&tion has
produced costly wars. Ethnocultural differences lie ot
the heart of the decades-long conflict between the
Muslim North and the non-Muslim South in Sudan,
Africa. Similar forces have given rise to a seemingly
endless civil war in Sri Lanka (South Asia), where the
Sinhalese (Buddhist) majority has been unable to sup-
press or to accommodate the demands of the Tamil
(Hindu) minority for an independent state. Moreover,
devolutionary forces are gaining momentum in places
that have long looked stable from the outside; China’s
far west is a case in point, where an Uyghur separatist
movement is gaining momentum. The pointis that eth-
nocultural differences are weakening the fabric of many
states in today’s global political framework, and if any-
thing the trend is in the direction of more, rather than
fewer, calls for autonomy, or even independence.
Ethnocultural differences can be highlighted whena
state government chooses to join a supranational organi-
zation. When the United Kingdom moved to join the
European Union, some Scottish nationalists argued that
Scotian.d would be disadvantaged by such a move. Within
the United Kingdom, Scotland was a major player, one of
the_four tf:rritorial components of the state. But with the
gﬁ:;‘f :f::id;)m b;ir}llg just one member of a Europjﬂﬂ
thi d-l’ 1 eared that Sf:otlanc} would .be: relegated 1
cu];orers tfilt:ug. The Umte(_l Kingdom joined thf:' Pf}f;
United Kin dmumlf{;:(lln o i B Ir-l 19??3 tns
whether the %ni:;d I?j } Bl :fsk_mg cmz'en
Over 67 percent of th“ngm should remain in theunfl?e_-
Maining in the wri e Vsoters cast ballots in favor 0 o
country, includine OS“' lupport came from ;1cr355 e
Secittiek Nationalii)a COLand. Also in the 197 S‘corf
Scotland’s disadvant - e undﬁs ite
Kingdom. If S(:(;tla?%je{l position even within the ]-fdcl's
claimtd, oil and n':t \:vlere e P, part}’ﬂt-w to
Edinburgh (the ca )(itu]r‘l fg? ~ JSVEnEe woulll] U(Fisz‘
8.15); Scottish tnxl‘)i :1 Jof Scotland), not 110"(|0r:d not
the Uniteq Kingdc;.): Th. _unds g ,bcf)t :uur.t of
the European Unim-.1 - - chtlnnds .suppc wert
CXpressions of Scor .I}nd' its calls for independen® ferent
O Scottish independence at two diffe
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