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Overtherecentyears,globalizationhastriggeredahotdebatewithintheacademiccircles.While
somevoicesemphasizeditspositivebenefitsforunder-developednations,othersexertedaradical
criticismonglobalizationastheaxisofallmaladies.

Inthiscontext,Brenda&JamesLutzpresentarecently-publishedbook,whichtheoriesonthe
economicconsequencesofterrorisminahyper-mobileandglobalizedWorld.Themaingoalsofthis
workareorientedtorespondtowhatextentterrorismaffectsorpotentiateslocaleconomiesinthe
targetedcountries.Theintroductorychapterisfullydedicatedtodefiningterrorism,aswellasits
effects.Oneofthemostfrighteningaspectsofterrorismrelatestothe“randomness”,whichmeans
thepossibilitythatanyonecanbeafuturevictimofterrorists,anywhereandanytime.Thedifferent
chaptersareorganizedtotestempiricallytheoriginalhypothesesstatedintheintroductorysection.
Terrorismoperateswithinthecombinationoffivetactics:attrition,intimidation,provocation,spoiling
andoutbidding.Whileattritionreferstothepossibilityofarticulatingpoliticalviolencewhenthe
government isweakened, intimidationconsists incaptivating theattentionofawholeportionof
publicstointroduceamessagethatunderminesthecredibilityandlegitimacyofthegovernment.
Provocation,rather,signalstothetacticsoftenfollowedbygovernmentstoexaggeratetheeffectsof
attacks.Lastly,spoilingandoutbiddingdeclinenegotiationsforpeaceoncetheviolenceemerged.
Themainthesisinthisbookisthatglobalizationhasintroducedsomeeconomicinteractions(among
nations),whichresults inaclimateofprosperity.Meanwhile, thederiveduncertaintyandsocial
frustrationsverywellpavethewaysfortheriseofviolenceresponsesandterroristhot-spots.This
violencemaybedirectedagainstethnicminoritiesoragainstthegovernment,Lutz&Lutzaccept.

Asthepreviousargumentgiven,thesecondchaptergivesfurtherdetailsonsampling,aswellas
themethodologicaldebaterespectingthekeyindicatorsoftheresearch.Throughdifferentdatabases
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andindexes,authorsexploretheconnectionbetweenglobalization-tourismandterrorism(Global
TerrorismDatabase).Eachdatabasehasitsownweaknessesandstrongholds.

ThethirdchapterexploresterrorisminLatinAmericaandCaribbeannations;aregionthatfaced
thevirulenceofdifferentcellsandterroristattacks.FromElSalvadortoColombia,theleft-wing
organizationsappealedtothepoliticalviolenceasaformofvindication.Asintheearlierchapters,
Lutz&Lutzreviewindepththelevelsofglobalizationasthekey-playertowardsterrorism.Although
thefirstwaveofglobalizationstartedin1880,nolesstruewasthattheNorthAmericafreetrade
(NAFTA)resonatednegativelyinsomeagrariancommunitieslocatedinMexicoandColombia,among
others.Thenumberofforeigninvestments(throughtourism)increaseswhiletheterroristincidents
duplicate,butitparadoxicallygeneratesadeclineinthedomesticrevenue.

Complementarily,thefourthchapterdiscussesthecorrelationsintheMiddleEastandAfricawith
similarresults.Terrorismworksasacounter-reactiontotheliberalizationsofeconomyaccelerating
conflictandviolenceascounter-reactionstotheeconomicdecentralization.

Thenextchapters(fifthandsixth)inspecttheactionofradicalcellsinAsia,Oceaniaandsub-
SaharanAfrica.Lastly, theseventhchapterunveils thequestionof ideology inWestEuropeand
NorthAmerica.Anarchistsandleft-windsgroupsareaffiliatedtoananti-capitalistculture,which
historicallyopposedtofreetradeandtheliberalizationoftheeconomy.However,thisconfrontation
decreasedoncetheSovietUnioncollapsed.Unliketheotherchapters,EuropeandNorthAmerica
reveal contradictory and misleading results, revolving around mixed patterns. In some respect,
thosecountrieslessintegratedintoglobalpowerswentthroughnewformsofincidentsinthenext
years.However,atacloserlook,theseincidentswerenotassociatedwiththelevelsofglobalization.
Secondly,afterthe2000s,someindustriesastourismandhospitalitywereparticularlyunaffectedin
developednations,whileinperipheralcountriestheindustryfacedseriousharms.Thissuggeststhat
sincelargercountriesproducemoregoods,whichleadstowardsaself-sufficiency,itisnotsurprising
thattheeffectsofterrorismarenotablymitigated.ThisisthecaseofFrance,BelgiumandEngland.

Thefinalchapterholdsthatthemeasureorcorrelationofglobalizationandterrorismseemsatthe
leastcontroversialandvariablebutpromisingfortheyearstocome.Higherlevelsofglobalizationare
associatedtomoreterrorisminsomeperiodsorregions,whileinothers–likeEurope-theassociation
isinreverse.

Farfrombeingdeterminant,theobtainedoutcomesshowseriouslimitationsinLutzandLutz`s
research.Atafirstglimpse,itishardtodeterminethevirulenceofterroristcellsthroughindicators
asthenumberofinjuries,casualtiesorterroristattacks.Secondly,asLukeMartell(2016)putsit,
farfrombeinghomogenousglobalizationhasdifferentimpactsdependingonthecontexts.There
isnothinglikeaglobalizedeconomyorcountry.WithintheUSandEurope,therearemanyrural
areaswhichstillremaininexpugnabletoglobalization,whereasmanyglobalcitiesasNewDelhi,
Johannesburg,RioorBuenosAiresarelocatedindevelopingeconomies.Lutz&Lutzshouldthink
twiceaboutthisissueintheirnextapproach.Quiteasidefromthis,thereisaconnectionbetween
terrorismandtourismwhichmeritstobestudied,asauthorseloquentlysuggest.


