CHARTING CONNECTIONS BETWEEN CHUA & OTHER AUTHORS

SAMPLE # 1: connecting Chua/Norberg-Hodge + showing how this COMPLICATES Chua
In Amy Chua’s article “A World on Fire,” the author argues that the volatile brew of democracy, free
 markets and ethnic hatred conspire to create global instability and violence. She claims that deep-seated ethnic tension would exist even in the absence of free markets 
and democracy, but when the latter two elements are added to the mix, ethnic tension can quickly turn into violence. Chua points out the fallacy of the idea that ethnic identity is strictly a political or social phenomenon when she states, “Try telling black and white Zimbabweans that they are only imagining their ethnic differences – that ethnicity is just a social construct – and they will at least agree on one thing: you’re not being helpful.” (113). In an article entitled “Globalization and Terror” published in the journal Ecologist in 2002, Helena Norberg-Hodge, founder and director of the International Society 
for Ecology and Culture, and author of many books on globalization and sustainable development, recounts her experiences among the Ladakh people of the Western Himalayas. In doing so she
 complicates Chua’s argument that globalization is primarily a catalyst in an already simmering brew of ethnic tensions. Norberg-Hodge asserts that “globalization [does] not simply exacerbate
 existing tensions but in many cases actually create[s] them” (5). To support this argument, she uses the example of Ladakh, where the Buddhist majority and Muslim minority had gotten along with no conflict for 600 years before entering the global economy made them first into competitors, and then into enemies. She
 states, “within a decade of the imposition of Western-style ‘development,’ Buddhists and Muslims were engaged in pitched battles – including the bombing of each other’s homes” (3). Although both of these authors agree that globalization contributes to ethnic tensions, they differ on exactly what role globalization plays and to what extent it can be considered the cause of ethnic violence
.

SAMPLE # 2: connecting Chua & Bowden + showing how this CHALLENGES Chua
While Chua sees conflicts between ethnicities in developing countries as driven in large part by globalization
 and democratization, others believe that poor government is the main culprit in interethnic conflict. In “The Myth of Global Ethnic Conflict,” John R. Bowden, professor of anthropology at Washington University St. Louis, notes that
 many countries composed of diverse ethnic groups such as Malaysia, have avoided conflict because their governments have created “multiethnic coalitions” which encourage different groups to “seek the large electoral middle ground.” The countries
 he uses as examples are all democracies. Thus Bowden challenges Chua’s argument as
 he believes that democracy, properly run, can prevent ethnic violence. In particular, he argues that federalist systems that “disperse” dominance and encourage coalitions are more likely to be successful. This contrasts with Chua, who believes that in countries where there is a “market dominant minority,” popular majorities always tend toward ethnocentrism, and one of three types of “backlash” are very likely. Bowden
, on the other hand, believes that ethnic conflict exists only when certain ethnicities are left out of the power structure, or when destructive “political choices” are made. He acknowledges
 that cultural diversity does present challenges to peace, and that certain other factors make conflict more likely. For example, he notes that certain kinds of colonial rule, in which one group was pitted against another, may make reconciliation difficult. Furthermore
, Bowden agrees with Chua that demagogues and elites can create “fear from the top” that pushes people toward horrific acts of violence (p. 8. Bowden cites the crises in Rwanda and the Balkans of this). Bowden also agrees with Chua that economic differences are often at the bottom of ethnic conflict (p. 5) However, Bowden insists that democracy and globalization do not lead inevitably to the kind of
 problems Chua outlines, and that we must focus on the many underlying factors he believes are the real drivers of violence. Most importantly, we must try to encourage the kind of political arrangements that will reduce violence, which means a renewed commitment to democracy rather than a retreat from it.

�Introductory sentence provides overview of Chua’s argument.


�This gives a nuanced interpretation of Chua’s argument – Chua acknowledges that ethnic tension is not caused by free markets & democracy alone, but that they are an impt. driving force


�Precis statement identifies Norberg-Hodge’s article and background


�Describes how Norberg-Hodge connects to Chua, and how their views differ


�Textual evidence supports this view of relation between Chua and Norberg-Hodge


�Textual evidence supports this view of relation between Chua and Norberg-Hodge


�Shows that while there are differences between Chua and Norberg-Hodge, there are also similarities


�Sets up contrast between Chua and Bowden (see I 


�Precis statement identifies Bowden’s  article and background


�Paraphrases and quotes from source


�Outlines main point of difference between Chua and Bowden


�Elaborates main point of difference between Chua and Bowden


�Clarifies and shows qualifiers in Bowden’s argument


�Shows that Chua and Bowden agree in some areas


�Restates key points of difference, and how Bowden challenges Chua.





