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Question 1










Pledge:

The End of Development


“The last 40 years can be called the age of development.  The epoch is coming to an end.  The time is ripe to write its obituary.”


This statement is part of the theory of Wolfang Sachs, which states that development has become outdated and has grown obsolete.  Development and the modernization process have changed over the years and I agree with Sach’s theory and believe it has come to an end.


The development process throughout history has been characterized by the struggle of the South to catch up with the North and first world countries imposing Westernization on the world.  I believe this process has been abandoned, and is shown in the case of Zambia and the failure of the African Development Project, and with the Kayapo and the preservation of their native culture.


One major shortcoming of the early modernization theorists was their assumption that a co-existence of a modern and a traditional lifestyle was impossible.  Their dismissive view of the culture of the “indigent natives” led them to believe in the desirability and inevitability of a shift from the traditional to the modern.  Economic development embodies an ideology that assumes that the culture and way of life of the core is universally desirable and should be imposed on the rest of the world (Robbins 184).  Missionaries and politicians alike truly believed the native peoples wanted to modernize and that it was the best thing for them to discard their traditional ways of life in exchange for Western ways.  What modernizers failed to comprehend was that “modern” and “traditional” were possible simultaneously.  Despite all the West’s efforts at modernization, native traditions have continued and indeed have become stronger in many areas.  Such is the case with the Kayapos, who have maintained their cultural identity and tradition despite the heavy influence of the surrounding Brazilians for them to modernize and adapt their ways of life.  The Kayapos have adopted some aspects of modern society, but they also have sustained a cultural pride and preserved their autonomy.  They have refused to succumb to development, and the modernization process has not been successful here.


Zambia reveals an end of development because of their shift backward instead of forward and the transformation of the modernist ideal from “a marvelous promise to a cruel hoax” (Inda and Rosaldo 137).  For Zambians, modernization has been a process that has pushed them out of the place in the world that they once occupied.  In its “Industrial Revolution” era it was copper that connected Zambia to the world.  As an “emerging new nation,” Zambia appeared ready to enter the world of “first-class” citizens and a membership in the “new world society” seemed at hand (Inda and Rosaldo 137).  However, with a decline in trade, over-worked mines, and a debt crisis, Zambia’s copper-based economy began to experience a profound contraction.  Zambia’s development and movement forward into the modern world came to a halt and the “Industrial Revolution” in Africa seems to have been called off.  Industrialization has been replaced by a “de-Industrialization.”  Layoffs have caused an “unmaking” rather than the making of a working class and there has been a “counterurbanization,” or an urban to rural migration (Inda and Rosaldo 137).  There has been a privatization of the state-held mining company and a rehiring of white, expatriates in place of qualified black Zambians, called “de-Zambianization,” as well as a decline in life expectancy and literacy.


The failure of development in Africa has signaled the collapse of the global modernist project that once seemed to define the future of what we used to call “the developing world” (Inda and Rosaldo 137).  James Ferguson states that this collapse has been a break-down of the developmentalist vision of the world that saw the “new nations” of the third world as Western nation-states “in embryo” and spoke hopefully of the “coming of age” of emerging African nations that would one day – through the miracle of political and economic development – somehow resemble England and France.  Today, the Western world has been forced to abandon this notion because through repeated failures, it has been realized that this vision is impossible and third world countries are not conducive to being transformed into first world nations.


The former vision of progress and a developing world through connectedness and a universal modernity has been discarded in place of privatization, fragmentation, and policies of abjection and disconnectedness.  Zambia is a case of abjection because its membership to the new world society was refused and Zambia was cast aside and disconnected from the modern world.  Privatization and fragmentation is shown in healthcare policies today.  The postwar modernist ideal of a universal polio vaccination for every citizen of every country is in stark contrast to the reality of the policy today in dealing with the treatment of AIDS.  AIDS treatment and medications are available only for those who can pay, which in Africa is only 30 out of the one million infected with the disease (Robbins 247).  The goal of global connectedness and modernity has clearly been cast aside.


Ferguson states that it is not only that development failed to deliver the economic growth and sociocultural modernization that it promised, but really the whole idea development can no longer carry any conviction.  The end of the development project in Africa was caused by a “rolling back” of the state, an abandonment of the goal of industrialization, a commitment to private enterprise, and the shattering of expectations for economic convergence with the West (Inda and Rosaldo 145).  Through the failures of various globalization and development projects it has become understood that the development of third world countries to Western standards is economically impossible and would be disastrous.  This realization has changed the view of development as a universal prescription for poverty and inequality, because it will not work.  The Western world has shelved the idea of industrializing the third world and instead has found it more beneficial to simply use and exploit them to further their own industrial endeavors.  


Ferguson states “modernization was always a myth, an illusion” (Inda and Rosaldo 151).  Whether universal modernization was ever an attainable goal or not, it is unclear as to whether the end of development is good or bad.  Globalization not only links together the world, but it also differentiates it (Inda and Rosaldo 143).  Though development did not create North-South inequalities, it legitimized them.  It turned people into wage earners and consumers, distorted peoples’ understandings of their own cultures, and imposed Eurocentric values.  Yes, development has had many disadvantages and has somewhat been a failure, which would indicate that its end is a blessing.  However, one must take a closer and also examine its benefits, because an end to development also means an end to the prospect of attaining equality for Zambia, and all other third world nations.

