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Abstract. Globalisation by means of technological development brought changes in all spheres. Food security experiences
the effect of globalisation in terms of faster transport that enhances the export and import of food, and easier financial
transactions that are convenient for consumers and manufacturers. Moreover, as science develops, new innovative ways
to grow, produce, deliver and store food are found. These scientific inventions are shared worldwide improving food
security. However, emphasising that globalisation is a transformation, scholars agree that it does not proceed evenly.
Developed countries having economic, agricultural, scientific and technological advantages are way ahead of developing
countries. Developing countries in the race to follow the rules of free trade and offer a competitive price of their food
products are forced to exploit their land and water resources, while developed economies enjoy cheap food which is traded
unfairly. Marxist theory helps to understand globalisation and is applied in the article to analyse its exploitative nature.
Keywords: globalisation, food security, free trade, capitalism, Marxist theory.

AnpaTtna. TexHonoruanblKk gamy apkbinbl xxahaHgaHy 6apnblk cananapra esrepictep akengi. A3biK-Tymik kayincisgiri
»ahaHgaHyablH 8CepiH a3blK-TyMiK 3KCMOPTbl MEH UMMOPTLIH KYLLUEWTETIH XblNAaM TacbiMangay XoHe TyTbIHyLbINap MeH
eHAipyLUInep YLWiH Konannbl KapXXbinblk onepauusanapbl XXeHinaeTy TypFbiCbiHaH ce3iHei. OHbIH YCTiHE FbiNbIM AaMblFaH
calblH a3blK-TYNIKTi ecipyaiH, eHAipyaiH, XeTKi3yaiH XaHe cakTayAblH XaHa WMHHOBaUMANbIK xongapbl Tabbinyaa. byn
FbINbIMWU ©HepTabbICTap asblK-TyMik Kayinci3giriH xakcapTy YWiH AyHue XysiHoe opTak. [JereHmeH, xahaHgaHyabiH
TpaHcdopMauns ekeHiHe TOKTanfFaH fanbiMaap OHblH Oipkenki XypmewTiHgiriHe kenicegi. OKOHOMWKanbIK, aybin
LWapyaLwbibiFbl, FbIbIMU-TEXHUKANbIK apTbIKWbIbIKTapbl 6ap gambiFaH engep Aamylibl engepaeH angekavaa anga.
EpkiH cayna epexxenepiH cakTayFa XoHe asblk-Tynik eHiMaepiHiH 6acekere kabineTTi 6aracbiH YCbIHyFa XapbICKaH AamyLubl
enjep Xep XaHe Cy pecypcTapblH nanganaHyra Maxoyp, an gambiFaH 3KOHOMMKAChl 9A4iNeTCi3 caTblFaH ap3aH asblk-
TYNikTi nanganadagbl. MapkcucTik Teopus xxahaHgaHyabl TyCiHyre KeMeKkTecei XoHe OHbIH SKCnIyaTaumsnbIK CUnaTbiH
Tangay yLWwiH Makanaga Kkongasbinagpl.

TywiH ce3pep: xahangaHabipy, asblk Kayinciaairi, awslk cayaa, kanutanuam, Mapkcmam Teopusichl.

AHHOTaumA. [nobanusauuss NOCPEeACTBOM TEXHOSIOMMYECKOro pasBUTUS BHECNa W3MEHeHWst BO Bce cdepbl.
MpopoBonbcTBEHHAA 6e30MacHOCTb MCMbITEIBAET Ha cebe BnuaHve rnobanmsauumn ¢ TOYkM 3peHust Gonee ObiCTporo
TPaHCMNOpPTa, KOTOPbIA YBENMYMBAET 3KCMOPT M UMMOPT MPOAYKTOB NMUTaHMS, a Takke Gonee npocTbix YMHAHCOBLIX
onepauui, ygobHbix Anst notpebutenen u npoussoauTenen. bonee Toro, No Mepe pas3BUTUS HAYKU HAXOAAT HOBbIE
WHHOBALIMOHHbIE CMOCOOLI BbIpalLUMBaHWS, MPOU3BOACTBA, AOCTABKM M XPaHEHWUs MPOAYKTOB MUTaHWA. ITW Hay4Hble
n306peTEHUS UCMOMNb3YIOTCS BO BCEM MUPE A5 NOBbILLEHNS NPOA0BONLCTBEHHON 6e3onacHocTn. OgHako, noavYepkuBas,
47O rnobanunsauns — 310 TpaHcopMaLUs, yHeHbIE CXOAATCS BO MHEHWM, YTO OHA NPOTEKaeT HepaBHOMEpPHO. PasBuTble
CTpaHbl, obrnagawlme 3KOHOMWUYECKUM, CENIbCKOXO3SINCTBEHHbIM, HAYYHbIM U TEXHOMOTMMYECKUM MPEeUMYLLECTBOM,
HaMHOro onepexarT pa3BMBalOLLMECS CTpaHbl. Pa3BmBatoLLMeCs: CTpaHbl B TOHKE 3a cobnogeHmem npasun cBoO6oaHOM
TOProBIM U NPEANIOXKEHNEM KOHKYPEHTOCNOCOOHBIX LIEH HA CBOM MPOAYKTHI MUTAHMS BbIHY>XKAEHbI 3KCMyaTMpoBaTh CBOU
3eMerbHbIE Y BOAHbIE PECYPCHI, B TO BPEMS KaK CTPaHbl C pa3BUTON 3KOHOMMKOW HacnaXaarTcs AelleBbiMU NpoayKTamm
NUTaHUs, KOTOpble NPOAAKTCA HecnpaBeanneo. MapKcucTckas Teopus MoMoraeT NOHATL rnobannsaumio u NpUMeHsieTcs
B CTaTbe AN aHanus3a ee 9KCnnyaTaTopcKow Npupoabl.

KnioueBble cnoBa: rnobanusauusi, NpogoBONbCTBEHHas Ge3onacHoCTb, cBOGOAHAs TOProBnsi, Kanutanuam, Teopus
Mapkcuama.
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Introduction

It goes without saying that globalisation
has been affecting our lives for a long time.
Economies, cultures, education, health
policies and many other aspects of our
everyday lives are intertwined on a global
scale. Local processes change and develop
constantly under the influence of international
progress. Food security is another vital aspect
which is inevitably influenced by globalisation.
Among the advantages of globalisation are
fast and convenient ways of food delivery
which make it possible to trade food all over
the world thus people can enjoy some exotic
fruit or rare delicacy almost in any place.
Countries do not have to depend on their
climate conditions to cultivate crops or other
products, now all necessary food can be
imported through global trading links.
Moreover, scientific achievements and ideas
enhancing food production and its quality are
now available worldwide through published
articles, online or distanced learning or
international collaborations. Yet having
numerous benefits globalisation has become
a popular but highly debatable topic. For
some, it means unequal distribution of wealth,
unfair trade, poverty and hunger (Stiglitz,
2003), and for others liberalisation, economic
growth, stability and security (Wolf, 2004).

Globalisation is highly praised by
liberals. For them, it is a natural outcome of the
long-time transformations taking place in the
international political economy. Transport,
communication and technological
advancements create favourable conditions
for trade. Trade increases cooperation
between states, maximises wealth and
sustains peaceful relationships in the world
(Smith, 1776; Keohane; 1984). However,
Marxists do not favour globalisation, instead,
they argue that it is just the next stage of
capitalism (Amin, 2014; Harman, 2010; Gill,
1992, p.270; Greider, 1998, p.31). Through
the years, capitalism advanced and changed
its forms, yet, it has kept its main characteristic
features such as exploitation and inequality.
With the help of technological progress in
different spheres and institutions promoting
free trade capitalists are given the opportunity
to expand their markets. Now they can use the
surpluses of accumulated capital not only
within the local markets but on a global scale.
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Methodology

Marxist theory is more than relevant in
the analysis of globalisation and the effect it
has on food security, as Marx was arguably
the first to see the exploitative nature of
progress (Harman, 2010, p.14). He (Marx,
1963, p. 27-28) observed that the bourgeoisie
was created by long-time progress which
improved methods of production and
developed means of communication. The
bourgeoisie focusing on ‘selfish calculations’
has become more powerful, eventually
substituting moral values for exchange value,
and freedoms for ‘freedom of trade’. Further,
he (Marx, 1963, p.85) wrote that the progress
in the industrial revolution extended the
markets throughout the world, thus giving the
opportunity for capitalism to spread. The
inventions made in transport and
communication  technologies  connected
colonies closer to their empires.

These  Marxist  observations  of
capitalism clarify the nowadays global
economic situation. Capitalism in order to
survive needs to increase the spheres of its
influence by expanding its markets. Thus, it
maximises profits by exploiting labour, the
environment, water and natural resources of
the developing countries by buying cheap food
produced in the third world. In an era of
globalisation technological progress made rich
people even richer and as they value most of
all profit, they strongly advocate free trade
which makes them even more powerful.
Certainly, trade is extremely important for food
security not only for capitalists but for all
countries as it is the main source of financial
income and a convenient way for exporting
and importing food. While development brings
changes in all fields of our life, it also makes
markets of other countries more accessible.
However, the level of profit depends much on
the number of finances that a trader can afford
to invest in agriculture and food production or
the price he is willing to pay for produced food.
Poor countries from the very start are in worse
condition than developed states. The problem
is the lack of capital, absence of modern
technologies and prevalence of unskilled
labour.

Because capitalists own property, they
are ‘free and equal’. Thus, from the very
beginning, they have highly developed
agriculture and when they produce a variety of
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commodities, they exchange their
commodities for a fair price. The relations of
production are very complicated. On the one
hand, they generate wealth, but at the same
time they result in poverty, they enhance
production and likewise create oppression
(Marx, 1963, p.139). As problematic
relationships between globalisation and food
security are better explained from the Marxist
perspective, the following article is based on
Marxist theory.

Defining globalisation

A lot of literature is written about
globalisation and scholars note its various
features. While there are some doubts
regarding the existence of globalisation and
even accusations that it is a myth (Hirst and
Thompson, 1996, p.6), some scholars argue
that global interconnections of modern social
life are not only deepening but also widening
and speeding up (Held et al.,, 1999, p.2;
Friedman, 2012, p.10). Globalisation
facilitates the economy as it makes the world
borderless (Ohmae, 1995, p.2, 41). In a world
where individual consumers are not
constrained by time or distance, it is much
easier to invest, produce and trade. Any
commodity starting from food to intellectual
property is internationally accessible. Fast and
free exchange of goods and information seem
to prioritise global networking and lessen the
role of a state, however, such opinion is
confronted by the argument that the
significance of globalisation is exaggerated, as
the nation-state still plays the dominant role in
the processes of the domestic and global
economy (Gilpin, 2001, p.363).

Nevertheless, nowadays national
economies grow interdependent on each other
and become more globalised as through their
activities they blend in with the system of
international trade (Oatley, 2010, p.360).
Mutual interdependence, time-space
compression, and intensification of cultural,
social, economic and political relations are all
vivid characteristics of the modern era.
Although advances in technologies made life
easier, distances shorter and communications
better, there is a certain criticism of
globalisation. There are views that only the
rich can reap the benefits of globalisation,
while there are no qualitative changes for the
better in the lives of poor people (Payne, 2005,
p.30; Hoogvelt, 2001, p.121). The bright
picture depicted by the proponents of
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globalisation is not working for many
developing countries. While some are actively
involved in the globalising process, others can
be excluded.

Global capitalism. Some scholars
observe that globalisation is a new form of
capitalism. Hoogvelt (2001, p.121) argues that
globalisation is another phase of capitalism, if
previously capitalism had an expansive
character, now it is distinguished by a
deepening effect. Sachs et al. (1995, p.61)
conclude that the global economy has not
changed much and capitalism drives almost all
parts of the world into the policies of free trade
and regulations of the economic institutions
advocating free trade. From the Marxist
perspective, the main ideas of globalisation
are not fresh, as they have been borrowed
from capitalism (Hobden and Jones, 2014,
p.141).

Capitalism which previously was the
main feature of the Western economies has
become global. Moreover, the capitalist class
is no longer formed within a nation-state, it
takes a global scale. Years ago, national
corporations and joint stock companies were
dominating local markets. Capital
accumulated within the state shapes the
national capitalist class. As national capitalists
became more powerful, they gradually
restructured society so that it could serve their
interests. Now capitalists have the opportunity
to invest money, thus making capital not
simply national but transnational. Therefore, it
can be said that globalisation forms a
transnational capitalist class. Formation of the
rich and poor class system, flows of
commodities, and relationships between
states and economic institutions are no longer
geographically  constrained but  more
influenced by globalisation (Robinson and
Harris, 2000, p.16).

The transnationalisation of capitalism
brought a dramatic increase in financial flows
across state borders. Worldwide private
finances were gaining the power to strengthen
or weaken the processes of capital growth.
Therefore, globalisation further intensifies the
difference between ‘North-South’. Even if the
level of poverty is locally increasing in the
countries of the First World, while some
corporate companies of the Third World
become prosperous, there is no evidence that
the gap between the First and the Third Worlds
is decreasing. The policies of direct
investment and financial flows reinforced the
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existing difference between the wealthy North
and poor South (Arrighi, 2002, p.472-473).

Trade is the motto of capitalism and in
the epoch of globalisation free trade is widely
promoted. Liberalists consider that if countries
open their markets to the commodities and
services of other countries, then everyone
would benefit. However, many doubt if all
states equally benefit from free trade. Indeed,
the gap between poor and wealthy countries is
still striking.

Free trade and food security

There has been some controversy
surrounding agricultural trade liberalization.
Liberalizing agricultural trade has been
alleged to be a threat to food security.
Undernutrition in developing countries is
caused primarily by attempts to force weak
economies to open their borders and trade on
the same terms as developed countries. The
most common argument made by opponents
of free trade is that the competitiveness of
developing countries is insufficient to take
advantage of the opportunities which are
promised to be gained by the proponents of
free trade.

Liberalists argue that states would
benefit from liberalised economies as they
bring prosperity and promote peace
(Keohane, 1990, p.166-7). For them, all actors
in international politics can benefit if they
would choose not relative but absolute gains.
These absolute gains can be achieved only if
states are rational. It means that taking
economic decisions, they need to choose
those variants where they would have bigger
profits, even if their partner gets a better deal
in such an agreement. Therefore, Smith
(1776, p.452-472) advocates freedom of trade
and claims that it is senseless to produce
commodities, that could be cheaply bought
from other countries. Therefore, if countries
prohibit foreign imports and instead support
domestic monopolies, such a situation is not
advantageous for the state as a whole.
Countries are supposed to profit more from
international trade, rather than from protecting
their markets from foreign food imports.

In free trade, countries compete with
each other to produce commodities and
services that would most suit the interests of
consumers. Such a high level of competition
leads to progress, as producers pay more
attention to the quality of their goods and tend
to reduce the price. With the absence of
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monopolies, consumers win, because they
have a wide range of choices and they are free
to choose products according to their taste
and financial ability. Markets are full of local
and foreign products, prices vary from cheap
to expensive according to the quality of the
item and consumers enjoy the possibility to
buy from daily consumed products to exotic or
high-priced food that requires special climate
conditions or innovative agricultural approach.

Each country is supposed to produce
commodities in which it has an advantage.
Ricardo (1997, p.74-77) argues in favour of
the comparative advantage theory. For him,
each country has a natural advantage of
producing and selling some goods. He
believes that states should put much of their
finances and effort to develop those industries
which give them superiority. Further, all would
benefit, as each country has goods that others
would like to purchase. Indeed, some
countries are better at producing cars,
computers, and other manufactured goods,
while the rest can offer tea, coffee or bananas.
However, the gap in the price of such
commodities would be naturally significant.
Therefore, countries that can produce only
agricultural or raw materials will always gain
less benefit. Even if they accept the rules of
free trade and comply with regulations of the
economic institutions and trade as much as
developed countries, the striking gap between
their profit is not likely to decrease.

The negative outcomes of free trade for
developing countries make scholars turn to
Marx’s writings for some explanation. Though
the Soviet Union hegemon which strongly
advocated Marxism to be the only right theory
collapsed, interest in his writings has not
withered. Concepts of Marxism seem to be
even more relevant nowadays, as they help to
see the whole picture of globalisation.

Unfair trade

If developed countries are seen as
capitalists and developing as proletariat, then
it is clear that the former has a sufficient
amount of money to produce commodities,
while the latter has to borrow money in order
to start a business. There are several
economic institutions whose primary goal is to
reduce the poverty. The WTO, the IMF and the
World Bank have many programmes that give
countries loans so they could start producing
goods and services. The WTO stands for non-
discrimination, openness, transparency,
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competitiveness, favourable conditions for
developing countries and protection of the
environment (WTO, 2023). The IMF policies
promote economic stabilty and the
improvement of life standards (IMF, 2023),
while the World Bank gives zero to low-interest
loans helping poor countries to develop
spheres in education, health, environment,
agriculture and others (World Bank, 2023).
Altogether these international organisations
provide programmes that directly or indirectly
might stabilise the situation with food
affordability, accessibility and availability.
Thus, projects, that are supposed to support
the economy and agricultural sector in
developing countries, could have a positive
effect on food security. However, no matter
how noble the goals of these economic
institutions are, there is some doubt that their
policies are created to support developing
countries. Instead, they drive poor countries
into debt and credits which are not aiding
much to their development.

These economic institutions providing
developing countries with loans set up several
rules with which states must comply. Opening
markets, lowering tariffs and cooperation with
other counties in free trade are the main
principles of the WTO, IMF and World Bank
(Watson, 2014, p.422-425). However, the aim
of the bourgeoisie is to exploit the market by
increasing production and consumption(Marx,
1963, p.30). As poor countries do not have
sufficient finances to buy commodities
produced by developed countries, with the
help of loans and credits they are forced to
embrace ‘civilisation to become bourgeois
themselves’ (Marx, 1963, p.31). Developing
countries taking loans and complying with the
regulations of free trade face obstacles to
trading. As they have a comparative
advantage in agriculture, it would be best for
them to trade in agricultural commodities,
however, developed countries prefer to protect
their national industry, thus, depriving poor
states of their income. While poor countries
were compelled to liberalise their markets for
the import of manufactured goods, states with
high incomes were not in a hurry to do the
same for agricultural import. Developed
countries only see developing countries as
their trading partners in raw materials and
cheap labour.

Opponents of free trade consider that
labour rights have been systematically abused
(Kuruvilla and Verma, 2006, p.42). Poor
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countries in the race to make their food
products competitive may seriously violate
labour standards. International labour
standards become a highly debatable topic
because farmers and owners of the factories
need to choose between profit and fair working
conditions. Governments of such countries
should take measures for its improvement yet
as their population is mostly unskilled and poor
they are left with the option to apply cheap
labour in the agricultural field. Indeed, many
agricultural commodities which developed
countries consume have been produced with
the use of cheap labour in developing
countries.

Marx (1963, p.34) wrote that as common
people own only labour, they must sell it as
any other commodity, therefore labour is
vulnerable to competition and crises in the
market. Low-cost labour is extremely attractive
for free trade. Food-producing companies
from developed countries benefit from it
greatly, as they can use cheap labour for
manufacturing goods and then sell it to
consumers at a competitive price. Employers
reduce the cost of produced commodities at
the expense of work conditions and wages,
moreover, they also use child Ilabour
(Barrientos, 2000, p.565). Children from poor
countries are forced to work instead of
studying and are not paid accordingly for their
hard labour. As workers from the Third World
are limited in their choices, they have to put up
with unfair remuneration for their work and
unfavourable conditions of work. Moreover,
children and women get paid even less than
average workers. Thereby, globalisation
facilitates this vicious circle where developed
countries are allowed to maximise their profits
and lessen expenses by usurping the rights of
children and women, forcing them to accept
unfair working conditions.

Environmentalists argue that free trade
leads to environmental degradation.
McMichael (2017, p.250-252) posits that
‘development’” has been neglecting the
environment for a long time, however,
dramatic changes in climate force people to
understand that the problem is acute. Yet
Stewart (1992, p.1331-1332) suggests that
some countries could use environmental
issues for protectionist purposes, while free
trade should not be restricted by different
kinds of barriers as local consumers would be
first to suffer. Copeland and Taylor (2003, p.2)
consider that trade oriented on income can be
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dangerous for the environment, moreover, he
suggests that rich states tend to transfer
polluting industries to poor countries. In his
chapter ‘Capitalism and Man’s conquest over
nature’ Marx wrote (1963, p.93-94) that people
using agricultural chemistry destroy soil’'s
fertility. For him, it was one of the main
features of a capitalistic economy, that ‘it robs
the soil of many fertilising substances’. As
developing countries have soil that could be
used for rent by countries that are more
developed, their soil, water and other natural
resources needed for farming can be
exploited. In an attempt to maximise the
harvest countries renting the land apply
pesticides and chemistry that pollute the
environment and destroy flora and fauna.

Furthermore, free trade pressures
developing countries to exploit nature in order
to produce more commodities for trading. As
developing countries are the main exporters of
agricultural commodities, yet they do not
possess the necessary advanced
technologies and equipment they have to
exploit the environment, in the race to produce
food products cheaper and faster than other
competing states. They pollute air and water,
cut forests, and use harmful chemicals for soil
fertilising in a desperate attempt to catch up
with developed countries and earn so much
needed capital, but not thinking about the
consequences. And the consequences of this
trade marathon are disastrous not only for the
environment of developing countries but for
the whole world. Therefore, measures that
capitalist countries take to make development
more sustainable are motivated by selfish
economic interests as ecological crises affect
production and trade (Bohm et al. 2012,
p.1632; Moore, 2011, p.2).

Many scholars believe that globalisation
drives states to a ‘race to the bottom’.
Nowadays free trade is not constrained,
moreover, investors are given the freedom to
choose any country which will be the most
advantageous for business (Rudra, 2008, p.2).
Capitalists are hostage to their own capital.
When the local market is conquered, they
have to search for others, otherwise, their
profits will decrease, and they will lose
competitive capacity. Marx argued that free
trade would eventually exhaust itself because
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it is prone to a cycle of ‘stagnation, prosperity,
over-production and crisis’ (Marx et al, 2001,
p.18). As developing countries depend greatly
on their wealthy trading partners or investors,
they take extreme measures to make their
markets attractive. One such measure is rapid
capital in- and outflows, allowing stakeholders
to invest or withdraw money easily. However,
because the basic principle of free trade is
absolute gains, capitalists will be always on
the hunt for a more profitable case. If another
market becomes more advantageous, they
would withdraw money immediately, leaving
the developing country in crisis. Thus,
capitalism will always follow its vicious cycle
from prosperity to crisis while developing
countries undergo dramatic changes trying to
meet the requirements of free trade yet unfair
trade.

Conclusion

Globalisation is an inevitable part of
progress. It has plenty of benefits such as
quick distribution of various food products,
fertilisers and grains, an online market which
allows consumers to buy groceries from any
part of the world, an excellent communication
system and an almost unrestricted financial
flow on a world scale. In a globalised world
food as an item can travel smoothly facilitating
its accessibility. Yet when it comes to the
question of affordability then globalisation is
accused of an uneven distribution of wealth
and prosperity. While some are left
impoverished, others enjoy financial growth
and stability. Certainly, globalisation promotes
some growth in developing countries,
however, it lacks equity. The prophetic
character of Marx's work proves the uneven
nature of globalisation. Exploitative terms of
free trade and protectionist policies of
developed countries that support their
agricultural sector destabilise food security.
Unless some measures are taken to regulate
free trade, the world will be chasing profits
neglecting labour rights, the environment and
poverty. Although proponents of globalisation
claim that free trade is mutually beneficial, in
reality, poor countries are exploited in interests
of capitalism, while developed countries and
big Transnational companies reap the fruits of
this capitalistic race.
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