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lt:lie-.ringt;:g Sen _h the continent leadership has keyed into as a platform f,,
2014). The focus 8 Aﬁ'lfln population from shackles of poverty .{ NEPAD
Em— n: of this chapter is to study the impact of glnblllzatmﬂ on the
ic security of African countries and to assess the extent to, which th,

rity 1 Africa. The chap

I.u.: protected or undermined economic secu : .
ter specifically examines the origin of globalization, its impact on ““‘}‘ co-
d the challenges confronting Africay

nomic security of African countries an e
economies within the globalization process. The work uses descriptive anal.
ysis and relies on secondary data.

Review of literature

As scholars grapple to establish the link between globali
ity amongst nations, globalization, as both a concept

being  subjected of different interpretations. Sulaiman (2003)
nexus between globalization, democratization and economic
found that globalization is coterminous with economic democracy because
the western idea of democracy relates more to freedom of choice of goods and
services within the framework of competitive engagement amongst many
service providers. This understanding of globalization accentuates the exist-
ence of a global political economy and industrial democracy in which the

for mutual benefits amongst

previously closed global economies are open-up
nations. The optimal participation of the state in such democratic economic
al security through improved foreign exchange

orientation gives them financi
carnings. Jose (2010) highlighted the relevance of globalization to the devel-
opment process and concluded that the process serves as a platform for joint

resolution of global issues undermining international peace and security that
are beyond state shores from diverse areas (economic, cultural and environ-
mmml] This assertion meant that no nation could be insulated from the glo-
Mmmmhmgmimmnmagmclﬁiﬁthﬂmtglobdinﬁun
u:spuulﬂphumm:nnnthatmnnnm‘Llulnczl’atunemdufdlcphmummun
to the “the global” at the other for the optimal benefits of the local. Thus, the
process and idea of globalization represents a local shift in the spatial form of
human activity to transcontinental patterns of interaction and the exercise of
power for the sustenance of global peace, security and socioeconomic devel-
mwd%“’“' %ﬂﬂﬁ:r:dh;pr_myummmhmmmgmmgmddup: 1
&mmrm W:mn¢x¢mﬂ&m¢nﬂﬂlﬂn—ﬂ
: byed"!"‘m-dﬂ'lﬂftmmmampmafthe glubemincrminghf' '
g snced by events happening on the other sid i
of local th _1¢,mdwhcred1epnct1c¢5
berations (Salai Zﬂﬂmﬁcsjm communities have significant global rever-

zation and economic
and a process, has
05) established the
security and
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E}:ﬁii thczhmdzrie:.r.s nature n_i'glnb:h::ltinu In support of this assertion,
ton £1, (9005 np:ned that since Hl‘-‘h"] P'Dl'ﬂfi] and economic 1NLCrac-
amongst states is a borderless process, such state should always prepare
to lose substantial degree of their autonomy because e traditional rles
of globalization are those international conventions, creaties and resolutions
that bind states. Dani (2010) conceives globalization as a process through
wh:ch hitherto sharp ethno-political differences amongst the populace are
!:-rjdgcd through collaboration amongst nations in the area of peace build-
ing and joint multinational security arrangement to combart international
crimes. Such efforts have largely sustained the economic security of many
nations, which cannot generate optimal performance under tension and

violence. Raji (2016) argued that globahization, which continues to sustain
Id, directly and indirectly

the development processes in the developed wor

undermines growth and development in the less adva nced countries through
exploitative trade policies.. In the specific African context, submutted that
the relationship between globalization and Africa’s economic security is that

between the oppressors and resisters. In this particular instance, globaliza-
colonization of Africa’s

tion is increasingly becoming coterminous with re
economic resources through unfair global trade policies, obnoxious laws and
. draconian conditionality for loan facilities to Africa by Western financial

institutions. The author posited that globalization represents the continua-
¢ inequality and economic

tion of international statuesque of socioeconomi
the economically advanced

exploitation of the underdeveloped countries by
countries of the world. Ake (1997) also explores the nexus between globali-
y in Africa, and asserts that globali-

zation, democracy and economic securit
main provider of the socioeconomic
needs of the people f most democratic governments to
improve the standard of living of the citizenry arc largely curtailed under
the globnliuriun—induned privatization and commercialization policies. Such
ian policies have laid-off many people from their jobs. Faji (2016: 8)
i conflict within democratic space

political n that emphasizes uni ;
misrega:d,Heldﬂﬂﬂ'ﬂ: 15}pﬂ:int]ﬂtthmisamihn3pind¢!tnnut=
' Wmmwmﬂfﬁm&ﬂﬂtﬁjﬂfﬂanEME
. b:ing;hampinnudinmm?cm:hniﬁbyupirinEMmdcnﬂmcim
X i :t:ﬁm:wh:nth&vcr}rcﬂimcrnfd:mﬂcncy,uth:pﬁmu?

va,idﬁﬂfpﬂbple'sn:ﬁdl.isinurhui doubt. Frieden (1991) submitted that
glnbﬂliﬂﬁﬂﬂhﬂmlﬁputmnfdrﬂlopingﬁnmmhii:ﬂmmble hav-
mwdmwm:mdmmmmw
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occasioned by the introduction of the structural adjustment policies ing,, the
economic planning of such nations, espec ially in the 1980s, leading 1 4, oh
crisis and stunted growth. His work thus emphasizes the negative impg,. 3

E]uba]tﬂﬂnﬂ

Cunningham (2003) wdentifies three overlapping dimensions of globg),. 2
tion, which are ethical, politico-economic and cultural in nature, The eth
ical dimension is concerned with the moral bankruptcy thar is inherent ;,
the globalization process such as the internationalization of phnnn-guph
materials through the World Wide Web. The politico-economic ASpect g
globalization deals with trans- nationalization of capitalist market forces &
which there is a global interconnectedness in trade and commerce that be,,
cfits the participating countries unequally. There is also the subjugatiop of
the culture of the less-advanced countries by the developed world Lhrnuﬂh
the ceaseless preferences of the citizens of the former for consumption
foreign goods and the overwhelming adoption of Western mode of dressing
rather than the local ones. There is also the adoption of Western intellecr,
reasoning to solve local socioeconomic problems in the developing countrie,
These dimensions mean that globalization is associated more with negauy,.
artributes.

Schwartzman (1998) discussed pemsistent conflict within the globaliza
tion process, describing such conflict as a social mechanism that links the
world-system to the national political economy dynamics. Within this under-
standing, the internal political structures of most states that are designed o
address special local needs sometimes generate conflicts that spread to inter-
national arena. The connection between the local and global development
aspirations has also become part of the evolving transnational fabric of politi-
cal economy relations that are foreign and antithesis to the local development
needs amongst weak nations. What has been distilled from this review is
that there are scholars who believed that globalization has benefited many
developing countries, while others argued that such benefit has been very
marginal and has largely undermined the economic security of weak nations.
These two opposing views on the relevance of globalization to the economic

mcuntynfmﬁmbermnmsmdgiohddwtlopmmprmmdma:d

Clobalization on the Econmomic "ﬁ'ﬁ;m"},

Thupnpcrndopuﬁepeudmy mu:llmerd:pendmc-r theories as its theoret-
ical foundation. The Dependencymhud.almkmwnu"ﬂhﬂd System the-
ory, was dnmq:uubﬁlml Prebisch, Peter Evan, Samin Amin, Claude Ake,
Wamba de Wamba, amongst others. The scholars present dependency syn-
drome as a condition in which the position of developing economy (periph-
ery) is tied to the growth and expansion of the developed economies (Center),
to which the former is subservient. The unequal economic development
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relationship beg
vorable 'E:'DELEIEI;:; :}?{.lhr o Tj:"'“ffﬂr-mrn'r poles exists because of the unfa-
global political Ecum.; mm?‘“t ion of the underdeveloped economies into the
Bm. While slaye t'f:ider;::':r tl.] r:uEh slave _tr-ldt. colonialism and neocolonial-
d'—'""tlﬂpmg b b ed the productive forces out of the economies of the

or the develo . . ;

and neocolonization saioeed BN pment of Western countries, colonization
accumulation of those resou f;f resources T-hl'_ﬁugh forceful and primitive
global development imhzlanmr; or the industrial needs of the West. This
R TS L2 Hnn]—,“ as prompted unﬂqu;.tl balance of trade and
ent relationship bErw;:cn s EE'I and Southern Hmephz_:tcs. Such depend-
the non-economic spheres e ] T.ttr _:nd the periphery is also prevalent in
characterized by pr t&mm;“‘; uding 1nre]1ec_n_ul and cultural dependency as
economies for foreign gﬂndsﬂr I:;:n}r ti;_;';,lutnrlza::l citizens from the undnd:vei]ﬂp:d
SRR RO prber ather than the ln;:l Dn.“' and thF adoption of
- “The dependency theori ning to solve domestic socioeconomic challenges.
2 W R A dml;l-'ru argued that t]'fc c::p:tnh:-.: processes that have largely
sy e thims (B lﬂpmzcgt process in the .l:hm:t Iwur]d could not harbor
s e b e o e
#Vﬂnpmgnt plan, which harbafs ccll:ct:'lvc E.:E[STI; of mﬂmﬂnemuf produc-
tion and distribution of goods and services. The interdependency theory was
propounded by Joseph Nye and Robert Keohane, and popularized by Richard
Cooper. The theory postulates that closeness, cooperation and joint political
~ €conomy management is very cardinal to all relationship, amongst nations,
for more rewarding mutual benefits. The theorists recognized that as interde-
Pﬁﬂ_dmﬂ? amongst nation increases, it redoces conflict, diminishes offensive
military action against one another and promote functional cooperation in
other diverse areas of development. Central to the accomplishment of inter-
dependency mmngstnaﬁnnsﬁ:nrmumﬂbm:ﬁuis cnupcratiun,which]ﬂch
to harmonization, integration and diversification of mutual benefits through a
quasi-government. The European Union (EU) is an example of international
demlnpmﬂwPhtﬁxmuhuhﬂinmdcpmdﬂw?umﬂ:mmﬁﬂdﬁund:m
The int:rdEpendcnt?anddcpﬁudenchh:ﬂrimthatm adopted for this study
required explanatory weight to ascertain the extent to which the

ed national

extent to which the globalization process
unequal access to global resources npmiteq_

Africa as th:p:mm.tt:din_th:

Ghbﬂiﬂﬂﬂﬂi!nm:n:wmﬂepiin
: Aﬁ-nzndodlﬂmnﬁnmﬁmhphrﬁurmsmdude
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he trans-Sahara and trans-Atlantic trades, and expeditions, su;l;_ 43 the og,

SR SN thers to Alrica in
b upon by Voo da s snd 20 D000 L
 earhy %ﬂn century (Babawale, 2014). There was 3 B ceonl r
e h lists' globalization which focused on slave trade, WRErE peopic from,

-mﬁ' '., ; _ d “.'EI- iﬂ]d b0 Eurgp::n m":l’ﬂhﬂnt* to
~ diverse regions of Africa were captured 3 being was replaced by colg_

wr?. on their ﬁrms. This evil trade in human o ey
“ﬂ““i;nﬁﬂg:ﬁt;:hl:; The cnnttml?ﬂ“:’}' ﬁjﬂbﬂiizatiuu
raw m re the centers on the i eralizatig,
ﬁ? 5 t::ur:]mt:i;:; F:::::Eu:.] benefits m}ﬂngﬂ nations. Thougj,
nfc:.%:ali: tTu::r is mot F:Few the contemporary glnbal_:zatmn process and th,
Eid m:r:mtilist practices could be di;tin;uishcd. Iflﬂl:j |=;1P¢T1:| E!ﬂb:;:iz %
tion was sectional in focus nd was not imposed 5:‘:::1 ta Euu ly u:;_; the
countries. Thus, the process does not have unive app caucmsl 1ke the
contemporary globalization. For instance, w:t!:mlﬂie European globaliza.
tension of empire in Europe with margin,|

tion, there was the war over ex ‘
involvement of Africans as constabulary fighters between 1919 and 1945
Slave trade was mainly carried out by the Furopean countries in Africy

Asia and North America, and the practice did not involve all European

=8 o5 25 slave raiders. Not all European countries are involved in the -
colonization process either. The cold war era divided the entire world into
" a bipolar globalization and two ideological world orders, which was cham.
pioned by the United State of America (USA) and the defunct Union of =
Soviet- Socialist Republic (USSR). However, the contemporary globali-
zation process is universal in design and implementation, and involved
virtually all the countries of the world willingly and unwillingly. The
mercantilist globalization laid so much emphasis on increase government
participation in the global political economy with government directly
involved in setting the rules as the primary manager of the global political
economy. Contemporary globalization process limits government interfer-
ence in the global economic management to just providing the enabling
environment for businesses to thrive. Imperial globalization strongly rec-
ognizes the sovereignty of the European states, their sphere of influence
and control, especially, amongst the colonial masters. This sphere of influ-
ence and geographical control was formalized during the Berlin conference
of 1885. The contemporary globalization process seriously undermines -
the sovereignty of the state and emphasizes the hegemony of one global
entity without a border. The process also emphasizes caroling, inducemert |
and persuasion for participation unlike the previous mercantilist orienta-
unnthn: hangs on force mdn_:qgr:inn.Th:curmntghbalintianpiﬂﬁﬂ’ -
is characterized more by advanced technology than the previous imperial
globalization. For example, while it took Concord Airline, which was the
fastest plane in the 80s, three hours and forty minutes to deliver books from |
United Kingdom to Nigeria, currently, it takes such books three seconds of
delivery through the Internet, using microchips. The imperial ;hbahnm“

y

ustries 10 Europe.
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ractic
fli-"e“ .::;J]T::;E l:_‘::::::-lnﬁfit.ctwc ownership of the cross-border process by the
There are two ma'cﬂ-u:;:: process I..._-:-'.;]_hﬂ .cullectwc ownership
These are global mdj . i of globalization process (Raji, 2016: 6).
; e liberalization and Information and Communication
Tﬂfhnﬂ[ﬂ-mﬂ (ICTs). Trade libe T : FIL TR
Opportunities for econ - rahization has intensified trade linkages and
The World Trade O ai‘;’:*i_gm‘#th and development amongst nations, "
implementation of wrg 1d o :14-'11 (WTO) Enfmrfu the policies through the .
tution h orld trade agreements. With 146 members, the insti-
gl m'fﬂ:s trade dispute and economic deregulation amongst mem-
.btﬂ to facilitate foreign investors. Specifically, the inflow of the WTO
mdqccd foreign direct investments in physical and portfolio investment in
Africa between 2013 and 2014 was $318 billion (African Business Report,
3{“5}' Owing to trade liberalization policies of WTO, more than #7 tnl-
lion worth of trade crosses international borders yearly (African Business :
Report, 2015: 4), s
The introduction of advanced technology, especially the 1CTs to global
trade practices, has equally revolutionized the globalization process, espe-
cially in Africa as it shortens distance and penetrates international boundaries.
Through the Internet, events from far places within and outside a particular
country are transmitted live, Technology has also contributed to the globali-
zation process with positive implications for the economies of many countries.
In the Banking Sector, for example, the e-banking system allows customers
to do banking transactions on their phones and other Internet gadgets from
home. The Automated Teller Machine (ATM) dispenses money without the
need to wvisit the Banking hall. There is also e-business transaction where
customers can order for goods and services from anywhere without necessar-
ily visiting the market. Company shares and Bonds are bought online with-
out visiting the companies, while phone recharge cards are gqu;]ly bought
electronically. The ICTs have equally contributed to globalization process
to facilitate social networking (Stiglitz, 2015). Within the social environ-
ment, there are electronic platforms for networking :mnngsl:"glah-:l citi-
zens. These include the use of electronic mail, website “'_['u Gﬂ Facebook,
WhatsApp and Website camp, which facilitate mstmt dm:umnns amongst
different participants across the globe. The education sector in many hfm:ra_n
i it 1 ) f ICTs facili-
countries has been positively impacted upon with the use of :
ties, as researches are conducted online while much n_fﬂ!uc;l:.wn:ﬁztmrc
materials are got electronically. Mmy cdm:anuml institutions in ca pro-
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ﬁﬂmmﬁcmcmwwt:mmwﬁ
ﬁ;rmmyﬂﬁicmsdirecﬂ?inthemlecmnmunﬂhﬂﬂmmpam iy
mmyumﬂﬂsmmwdﬂmmngﬂﬂmﬂhpﬂm
;pocdyhnineﬁmuﬂctimina ized economy.



Clobalization on the Economic Secy
b flr}. -
.

ﬂf""’hlu“liﬂﬂ on ﬂ'l“ econo :
mi
of African countries f

Impact
security
The primary

interests of African countries in th s L
sCONOMIC Secunty Were to c:nurcchi]:::tﬂiz‘m“” Proces,
s : and services and the stabilization S oo H-irkr;.t accey; o
ity prices in the global markets, in orde Btinent’s compy,,
(NEPAD, 2014). There : ¢ t0 secure he eCONOMIC prospey.
was also the drive to att forei ; prosp
nology transfer and better international ract foreign mvestment €Tity
In the area of better market m:-:‘fﬁ loan (:limdil.iun:uw Bt the co 5..tf::-]|'_
glﬂhihumﬂ process, Africa fecei ﬁ;‘m African Eﬂﬂds and SEryl'cEnnnenl_
market access. Such EP':CI'.:J P v reasonable measure lep, fi I th,
sub-Saharan Africa : IE pt:femti iﬂc]udc the ; € Eft:][._al
Ac n countries into the Afri enlistment
t (AGOA), by the Un e c ican Growth and O of 45
reserves 5% i wed States of Americ : PPoOrtup;
USA % import quota, and tariff-free a (USA) in 1998. Th y
by the benefittin : ~free access of Alfrica =
leath g African countries i n goods t
er, cotton and steel wire. M R S the area of animal h B e
e el 222l 2 . Many African countries have be rl-libandn_.
Report (2012), trade r:lmtmmm h;i'ﬂ reported in the Millﬂnn:il:: itted froq
countries stood at $28 billic Eotes i U hirtnd. sobiSabar Accoun;
has virtually . Under thi sub-Sahara Afr;
ally 100% of its agricultural this trade opportunity, L frican
ﬁmeq] ted Euﬂd! worth $380 ?rf}d'l.ll:c covered h? t-h:ﬂ ;’?thu1 thae
(Africa SRRt i JKk pipod: billion between 2000 and g
- Development Index, 201 created about 25,000 jobs i 8. The
value of South ﬂﬁ-“im:s 0). v 5 in Lesoth,
m”““". 2 Wﬂ.smmwmmm the USA (under the Act) ;
jobs in the coun earni B) in 20
b try. Other ‘earning created abou 08
g riunities i beneficiari t 40,000
include Mauritius ($8 . es of the AGOA g adds-
&S M-" miw . 3.6 m.l.“.iDn:l_ Mada : Pm&mhﬂ trade
vorth ﬂ.w Sy rland ($20.8 million ;o lﬂ.tH‘H million|
Pacific - Britain, under the auspi ) and Malawi ($4.2 million
the Eum} and the EU auspices of the Afn -2 million)
. of up to 1.3 million pment framework » Caribbean,
African countries, i tons of AP s guarantees purchas
benet e MG e, e e
from the Ghana, Ken price. T
4 Ml ¥ ?:_' H - « JEO
: stween 1995 and trade Liberia and Gabon
: : a . 2005 (EU agreement to the of , have
B eport, 2006). Some otl E:‘ $40 billion
African countrics,

Ewiﬂd nations.
Sepirpdegla increase in the demand f
| . | increased from 14% in 200
i ._ ....‘ . i
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o ¢t . . o'
Eu hie demangd for MNigerian {ILll.j. ”'l““_'- Sk, e ot Iyt
Arantees € ol trom China with 109
\Rantee. : ; > purchase
balization ; !l trade arrangement within the process of glo-
Be carmngs for many African coun-

$98 per l"'ﬂl’n:l in the 1a rose from $28 per barrel in 20040 to

=Xport of her prody ttvmmati“"“] markets in 2011 because of enhanced
CK In lh':" E]ub]lizﬂd IIIJ[EEI, th“ll lﬂ'..].d"‘]g Ein ir_u"r‘:-‘!re

in develo n
PR im{;“:;nl::nii ti::-r th!f- .r_-nu:.urj.-. There has .l'u:.v..-n inflow of foreign
(Cash and p to Africa with about $68 billion gross invest
ortfolio) in 2014 from $17 bill; p it Rt
Thc Ofhicial l}c""f'lﬂpl'lwr:t = | illion in 2006 (NEPAD. 2014).
in 2013 from §11 bithog e 5;3:;{:1: e to ﬁ_;t"n-:: .{E}Elhﬂu} rose to $18 billion
Sector as demanded withj h & l’h“ﬂl-"“_“ﬂl_l of communication
$370 million worth of; W The tenet of the globalization process attracted
ment in telecomm 2 investment portfolio in Africa while the gross invest-
cost of acquiri ::mc-“mn in the continent; including cost of investment,
had about 33%“5 the licenses and cost of equipment was $5 billion. Africa
generated exte i‘-’inge ncrease in inflow development resources which was
as against l:-:]-::.:J iFond & :m:sc growth rate between 2000 and 2010,
2010). M _TH E'-T““"Lh_ rate in 1990 (African Development Index,
B i ﬂfﬂr‘.ln Countries sourced and benefitted from foreign loans
. m global ﬁmnc:al development agencies, especially the World Bank and
the International Monetary Fund (IMF), which stood at $389 billion in
EﬂH. (Charles, 2015). The countries accessed the loans for the repairs of
pubhc‘ goods in Africa, in order to increase their competitiveness in the
globalization process. However, conditions attached to the release of those
funds, such as job cut, removal of subsidy on product, devaluation of local
currency, commercialization and privatization of public enterprises, have
unposed intense hardship on greater majority of Africans. African leaders
have also mismanaged much of the loans.

Challenges confronting the security of African

economies in the globalization process §

In spite of the reasonable achievements of African economies in the glo-
balization process, which has brought improved capital inflow into the
_continent, the economies are under threat within the process due to the
following factors. The first threat to better performance of African econ-
_omies in the globalization process is its dependant nature. Improved for-
eign exchange earnings from African primary exports in the global market
depend on the sustained demand of the industrialized world that needs the
- goods most. However, the European financial markets crisis of 1992, and

the 2009 global economic meltdown in the USA, amongst others, have
caused slum in the global market. The economic recessions e\r:ntu:.ll-y
brought about decrease in the demand for Africa’s primary products, which
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: oubled industrial output in the develoy,
ﬁdnl::d“::l:::t::ulzj :J'le :::rurct of income. For example, the curre,,
price t;f Migerian oil in the international market 1s lrﬂu“ij:-ﬁ' P':: }_erT_l"l, 2

ainst the $115 per barrel in 2011 (Babawale, 2014). Another critical fa.,,
gﬂ‘ have undermined Africa’s economic security u.r::]!_un B nfine; o
globalization process is the increase in agriculture subsidy by many dey,)
oped nations, including the USA, Britain and Canada, W]}’Fh have made j
difficult for the African Agricultural exports to be competitive in the glat,
market against the subsidized European goods and services. Ilﬂ fact, suh
sidy denies Africa about $500 billion market access mnu_ﬂi!!r’ in the globy
macket becanse the unsubsidized African products have higher cost of pr,,_
duction and could not compete with cheap subsidized products from th,
developed countries in the international markets. The monocultural a5
primary nature of African produce attracts low price and by extension, |oy,
income in the global market because of low technical know-how and wej
industrial base for the continent to export value added finished goods th,
~ could attract better global price, and increase foreign exchange earning
for the continent. This scenario has created persistent financial crises fo;
many African countries. Perpetual conflict in many parts of Africa has pre-
- vented sufhcient international flow ﬂfd.l.tﬂ:t ﬁ'ﬂ'ﬁlgﬂ investment to the COn-
- tinent due to high rate of insecurity on investments in Africa. Such weak
investment climate has denied Africa huge taxes and investment levies thyr
~could be used for developmental purposes in the continent. The developed
- countries have better technology than Africa. Most of their goods made
with advanced technologies have superior quality than those of Africa 1o
s mm m"ku' and thus reduce the competitiveness of African

sector funding of about 11% as againt the 2en Lot " " Sdication

by the United Mations | : g ==
since globalization js mlrm_ : __"-_'_._._.;_-_- (UNESCO).
education sector to produce mwm o
tackling the likely technical and technological capital tha
threatens the foundation of Africa’s participet Uenge,
cess. Just like a sword with double ed L thel I

IH Eilﬂ'].'i Jﬂd Plins _ﬁ:]r ﬂ&]c] The. dIuns ﬂr b i | 1ar L LT |
L in the continent
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include the fact that the process has becn used for commission of CTIMES,

such as cyber crimes Advanced Fees Fraud, inte rpational prostitution,
money laundering, human and drug trafhicking, international terrorism,
amongst others. These crimes have undermined national security 1n many
African countries as sensitive security information passes the national bound-
aries without the knowledge of security agencies. Globalizarion has equally
increased environmental degradation in Africa that 15 one mainly caused by
foreign investors while there is increase in health hazard through cross bor-
der transmission of diseases to Africa. The ICTs are also used as the platform
for the subjugation of national culture and value as African cultural values;
languages, mode of dressing, dietary habit and sports support p-tfcnlcm:es
have largely been jettisoned for foreign ones by many Africans. In spite of
the impact of information and telecommunication on the success of globali-
zation, most Africans still have weak access to the Internet, which connects

the globe and exposes business opportunitics clsewhere across the world. For .

example, though about 30% of Africans have access to information and com-
munication gadgets (especially mobile phone, radio, television) less than 5%
of this figure has access to the Internet; hence, their inability to access bﬂﬂ—
ness opportunity elsewhere across the globe. Africa lack mega-industrializa-
tion profile, which generates mega-foreign exchange carnings from finished ~ =
1 cts in the globalization process. Caurrently, the _-;.
han 5% in its industrial ranng, contributes less
than 2% to global world industrial trade export, and less than 2% of the global - =
annual GDP of about $160 billion, cannot benefit maximally from globali- - |
zation process, Such negligible contributions to industrialization undermine
Africa’s economic security in the globalization process. -

' il" i

S

Conclusion
This chapter assessed the impact of globalization on the economic security of ..
African countries, noting from the outset that globalization, both as a con- b
cept and process, remains central to the development strategies of countries x
mﬂlinthtmm:tbmlqrmbeﬂmﬂfiuiuhummﬁu- Findings
from the chapter confirmed that many African countries have bencfitted -

:ﬂmuablfﬁumdmﬂohlliﬂﬁﬂnpmcm.&mmmeimegndunufmﬁt
economies into the global development milieu in line with interdependency
theoretical orientation. Such benefits from its integration have relatively *
secured Africa’s economic growth. In spite of this growth, greater majority 4
ufﬂﬁjcamarcstiﬂmugmaﬁmd&muh:prmbccmmﬂwindiﬁdmh:
households and communities have no optimal access to personal resources
to cover their primary and secondary needs owing to the fact that such abil-
ity and opportunities are largely unsecured from both internal and external i
exploitations that are inherent in the globalization process. Although glo- |
countries are close to Africa through high tariff, quotas, outright ban and visa 1
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|
restriction. The market closure has caused Africa about $500 billion g,

annual loss of revenue while goods and services from the developed cq,, -
have virtually unhindered access to African markets. -

This negative trend confirmed the neo-Marxian position that
tion has largely exploited African countries and hindered their optim;) ACCe
to global resources as posited by the dependency theorists. Globalizatigy, \ v:.
also impoverished greater majority of Africans due to concert of jp,. -
factors that included corruption and weak social infrastructure withip, s
African countries. However, in spite of the fact that globalization proces, hai
greatly marginalized Africa, it is not advisable for the continent to g ln’r-;
from the process because no nation can escape from it, especially withiy, the
contemporary Unipolar world order that has inescapably coerced dgq,rtlﬂpmk
countries into the neoliberal and Western development orientations. Afy,,
should fix her dilapidated infrastructure and seek mutually rewarding tr,,
relations with her developed partners for optimal economic security of the
continent within the globalization process.

I']-'\l'l'-,_
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