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Abstract
Public education must play a central role in any society that values
democracy and social justice. It follows that supporting public education must
be a key part of the program of groups committed to making their society more
democratic and equitable. Globalization as it is currently developing is a threat
to these values of democracy and social equity and to public education systems
that reflect and support those values. This paper explores the impact of
globalization on education. It enumerates the benefits of a global economy but
also discusses the challenges of globalization arid its impact on public education

Introduction

As the world economy continues to shift from its industrial past to the full potential of the information
age, the keys to productivity will similarly shift, from inexpensive labour to the best use of advanced
technology. Larger global forces already are converging to make us rethink many aspects of our daily lives,
both within the workplace and outside of it Indeed, a quiet but powerful revolution is well underway.

Globalization is creating a fundamental shift from independence and autonomy to collective
dependence on a small cadre of providers for everyday goods and services. This trend makes consumers
vulnerable and dependent. It also demonstrates the changing nature of the workplace from the "old work order"
of the traditional, assembly-line approach to mass production to the 'new order,” which focuses on new
production methods and novel retail strategies such as niche marketing. This shift has serious consequences for
teachers. It is no longer practical or even desirable -to teach a set of skills or to impact knowledge that may be
useless within a short period of time. Emerging issues in this new, global environment include indebtedness,
poverty amidst affluence, child neglect, and substance abuse. Educators must focus on strategies that stress
these challenges.

Today, we live in a world of global communications and commerce, mobile technology is almost
magical in its ability to connect us. Information and knowledge networks are no longer hierarchical. They're
quite dynamic- they grow and change and they're accessible to increasing numbers of people. Cocoa farm
families in the western Nigeria and yam producers in the north central Nigeria can use wireless phones to access
information locally and globally. With this accessibility, however, comes a near universal expectation for a
better life. Which is more of a dream than a reality.

The world networks- social, political, economic, and particularly, information and knowledge-are
the defining structures of the 20" century. And although globalization has made them available to growing
numbers of people, they are not yet accessible to the majority of the world's population. This is especially true
of information networks. There is digital divide between those who are connected and those who are not. The
stark reality is that somewhere from one-third to one-half of the world's population has never exchanged
information through a phone call. However, it is predicted that in the near future the majority of people
connected to the internet will be from developing countries, and among them will be more young children,
many of whom will become the leaders of a new," networked™" world (Muhsin, 2001).

A distinct disadvantage of globalization is that it has exposed many people to luxury items that they
love to cover but cannot afford. It is true that in all cultures and at all times human groups have demonstrated
an interest, if not in commodities per se, in decor. Usually, an interest in communities has been restricted to
the 20" century; however, interest in communities has absorbed all classes, including those that do not have the
financial resources, dispossessed people.

O' Sullivan (1999), argues that, the fundamental educational task of our time is to make the choice for
a sustainable planetary habitat of independent lift forms over and against the pathos of the global competitive
marketplace. He adds that, developments in global economic restructuring are creating a growing, permanent
underclass of disenfranchised, dispossessed people.

The term "globalization™ is often defined as the ever-increasing integration of national economies
into one giant global economy through trade and investment rules and privatization, aided by technological
advances and driven by corporate power. It can also be conceived as a process, which embodies of



transformation in spatial organization of social relations and transactions, expressed intercontinental or
interregional flows and networks of activity, interaction and power (Adamu, 2003). Globalization is also seen
as a movement that compromises wages, social welfare standards, and environmental regulations for the sake
of international trade and the worldwide imposition of a consumer monoculture (Lucas and Hines, 2001). It's
characterized by four types of change. First, it involves a stretching of social, political and economic
activities across frontiers, regions and continents. Second, it is marked by the intensification, or the growing
magnitude, of interconnectedness and flow of trade, investment, finances, migration, culture etc. Third, it can
be linked to a speeding up of global interactions and processes, as the development of worldwide systems of
transport and communication which increases the velocity of the diffusion of ideas, goods, information, capital
and people. And, fourth, the growing extensity, intensity and velocity of global infractions can be associated
with their deepening impact such that the effects of distant events can be highly significant elsewhere and
specific local developments can come to have considerable global consequences. In this sense, the boundaries
between domestic matters and global affairs become increasingly fluid. Globalization, in short, can be thought
of as the widening, intensifying, speeding up, and growing impact of world- wide interconnectedness.

According to Locas (2003), Globalization is a complex multidimensional process of, on the one
hand, de-bordering and de-spatialization, and, on the other, compaction and interlinkage. In the current debate
about globalization, the term may signify one of four things. First, globalization is talked of where there is
attempt to convey the global scope of environmental risks: environmental damage is neither spatially
contained nor chronologically reversible, it is not tied to class or to the location in which it originates. It has a
global impact, creates networks of risks and chains of risks, and produces a world-wide bond between
perpetrators and victim (Stone, 2001).

Secondly, globalization is taken to mean the expansionist take-over of the present-day developing
countries by the western economic system, in the process of which the systems associated with a capitalist
market- economy and with formal democracy are disseminated. Traditional cultures are undermined and
there is a forcefine selective integration of the less developed economies into a world market dominated by the
industrial countries. Via numerous channels which began to be set up in colonial times, the technologically and
scientifically highly developed industrial and service- based societies exert a globalizatory pressure on the
colonized countries of the economic, and this pressure is varyingly perceived there as an opportunity or a
course (Macury, 1996).

Thirdly, globalization signifies the repercussive effect of this expansion by the industrial economies into the
developing countries and of the latter's increasing integration into the world market and growing
competitivity. This results in individual companies, sectors, and regions in

industrial countries being subjected to increased pressure. The original globalizatory pressure has produced a
globalizatory counter-pressure. Because of the economic action and reaction, the political pressure and counter
pressure, a discriminating ethnic appraisal of the situation is called for-one that avoids apportioning the
opportunities and risks one-sidedly (Adamu, 2003).

Fourthly and lastly, with the globalization of the economy and systems of communication and transport
comes an internationalization of various negative effects of speculator-capitalism such as unemployment, the
feminization of poverty, crime and drug trafficking. It is therefore, also, reasonable to talk of a globalization
of crime.

Implication of Globalization on Education

Globalization policies are characterized by the commodification and marketization of all activities. In
the areas that have been considered public services, it calls for programs previously conducted for public goods
to be moved into the market through privatization. Rather than being provided on a free basis to all, whatever
their economic position, fees are to be charged to those who use the service.

Free public education has an equalizing effect in societies. It ensures that children can be educated,
regardless of the economic status of their families and thus, contribute to society equity. The loss universal
public education will produce more inequality in societies.

Globalization does not just reduce public expenditures and marketize programs that were previously
government-run and tax supported. It requires governments to open their economies to competition from outside,
removing tariffs and other barriers to transnational corporations taking over local markets.

The impact of globalization is not just on trade and production, or on services that have been public, such
as education. It also has an impact on culture, often overwhelming local cultures with a commodified and
homogenized transnational culture.



The development of distance education offers the easiest entry into transnational education project.
Carried across borders by new technologies, it can be offered more cheaply on a transnational basis than any
other form of education. The advantages for profit in this area are similar to those in film and television.
Courses can be developed for one market and the most of the development costs recouped. With very little
additional investment, these courses can be offered in other countries, with a low price still providing
additional profits. Local course developers are then at a very real disadvantage because they cannot produce
courses for the low prices offered by the transnational. It is not surprising that distance education is being pushed
as a form of education in this global context.

In addition to being a market to be exploited, education is also central to economic production.
The spread of technology is reducing on a global basis the amount of production that requires unskilled labour.
This is the case even in economies that are based primarily on the export of resources. As well, local goods
traditionally produced on low -skilled. High labour intensive basis are often driven out of the market by goods
that are imported, with governments no longer able to use laws to protect this local production.

Business is increasingly interested in defining the nature of education so that it produces workers who
fit the needs of business. When education is seen as largely in the public rather than private interest, it is more
likely to have a range of social and cultural objectives, along with the economic. When it becomes privatized
and part of the market, social and cultural concerns become much less important, unless they can also be seen as
part of the market system.

Of most threat to globalization policies, however, is a populace that is educated to expect democratic
society that serves the interests of that society, rather than the interests of global capital.

By eliminating public education and the set of social expectations Hint it produces when it is working at its
best, the likelihood is reduced that a populace will demand that its government places the highest priority on
protecting the social and cultural interest of its people.

Strategies and Opportunities for Bridging Differences (hat Inhibit Social Progress, Peace,
Harmony and Education Harness Globalization

Development is the only secure foundation for global peace and security, for the origins of conflicts are
often buried deep in socioeconomic deprivation and disparities. As for a civil society, growth requires the
establishment of institutions for a stable and responsive social order, a participatory political system, and
environment conducive to culture expression. People and their freedom, security, and development are of
primary importance.

Globalization, can bring prosperity but it also can bring great challenges, people and culture with
differing views are brought together at a pace that many find hard to manage. Globalization drives
integration, but it also isolates unstable countries. We must learn how to harness globalization for development.
Muhsin (2001), stresses that in the end it is up to each and every one of us to ensure that our communities where
the face of hope and opportunity, not the face of isolation and desperation. It is up to us to chart the course
across the digital sea- across the digital divide. Simply put it is up to us to make sure that we do not miss the
boat. The mechanism for achieving this post - modern shift exists, and the paper implores educationists to have
the courage to take on the challenge.

Strengthen the Equalizers

Muhsin (2001) argued that, in addition to peace and connectivity we must invest in information
technology and technological literacy. We must have provisions for information technology (IT) in the
curriculum. The two great equalizers in life today are the Internet and education. The use of distance
learning networks will make it possible to bring specialists into even very remote classroom. A business
model that provides for strong private and public sector partnerships will be essential to developing and
sustaining networks for e-government, e-business, e-collaboration, e-learning and knowledge sharing among
worldwide shareholders. We must strive to connect other parts of the world through "a networked" world.

Develop a New Approach to Education

Progress and change are fundamental in the 20" century, so the capacity to constantly modify is
essential. In the "old work order™ and the traditional approach to education we encouraged students to develop
a specialist point of view so that eventually, they will be able to function as experts in very narrow fields. We



focused on getting students to be able to reproduce facts and figures, in the past students learned how to handle
knowledge and language in ways limited to their particular disciplines.

Today, education needs transformative teachers who recognize the benefits of rethinking curriculum
and pedagogy using post- modernist thought. Now is time for Nigerian classroom to take advantage of the
post-post-modernist innovation in thought, research, and transformative possibilities to place the field in the
center, not in the periphery, of the new education order.

Produce Professionals of the Future

Marson (1999) suggests that, students no longer need to become experts at any one thing. The tools that we need
to give our students are those that provide access to communication and technical processes. We must teach
them how to learn and how to change, and how not to be stressed by an environment in which change in the
only constant tiling. From this perspective, our education must be multidisciplinary, focus on applicable skills,
teach informed decision making in endless scenarios, inculcate evaluative and critical thinking skills, and
empower individuals- no matter what their

context.

Conclusion

Education is a major area of government expenditure and is a significant potential target for
privatization. The privatization was advocated because of the size of the market that it represents, the central
importance of education to the economy, and the potential challenge to corporate globalization if education
succeeds in producing critical citizens for a democratic and technological society. While basic education is
currently funded primarily by the state in most countries, the significant costs to government make it an
inviting target for cuts the expenditures. In Nigeria, in the pass years, cuts have been driven by imposed
structural adjustments (international Monetary SAPs). Cuts to expenditures have meant limiting teachers'
salaries, creating worse teaching conditions and, in some cases, imposing user fees. Today, similar reductions
have often been justified by the requirements of "global competitiveness” to reduce taxes and thus, revenue
available for public services. This is often accompanied by a growth in private education for those who can
afford it, and thus, two-tiered provision of education, a problem, which is presently being experienced in
Nigeria. If care is not taken the nation education will soon be taken over by few individuals where interests are
just to make money and not to provide quality education for the citizens.
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