
English 11 Honors 

Unit III: Stories of Others / Globalization Studies   

Establishing (Critical) Relationships with Sources 

Academic writers develop multiple and complex relationships with the voices and 

ideas of other writers. The most obvious relationship is ―agreement‖—that is, a 

writer references the ideas or arguments of another writer because those ideas are 

consistent with his or her own. But some of your most complex thinking may arise when you move beyond the 

―agreement‖ model and allow yourself to develop a range of other relationships with sources—when, for example, you 

take exception to the idea of another writer, or complicate a writer’s thinking, or apply a writer’s ideas to a whole new 

situation, or borrow from and apply the particular language of a writer. 

Our globalization unit is not interested in simply agreeing with the writers and thinkers we have been studying.  Instead, 

we want to generate our own interpretations and use their work as support.  Please note: ―support‖ can take many 

shapes. 

To help us better develop these critical relationships with the sources in our research paper, you are to choose  three 

strategies from the list below and  apply them to the text on the back.  Should you need them, you also have a list of 

quotes from Life & Debt that might help for option C.   

 

Critical Relationship Strategies 

 

Quotes from Closing Scene in Life & Debt (2001) 

―These loans achieved neither growth nor poverty reduction.‖ 
          -World Bank Memo: ―Jamaica Country Evaluation Note‖ 

―We don’t have an IMF agreement; we’re following what the 
IMF would have wanted us to do under an agreement anyway.  
So, the influence of the IMF is still very much here.  We’re not 
getting any IMF money, but we’re still doing what they want us 
to do.‖ 
                                            -Michael Witter, Economics 
Professor 

―Undeniably, globalization has provided numerous opportunities 
for growth, investment, and transfer of know-how and 
technology.‖ 
                                             -Horst Köhler, Director of 
IMF 

―Jamaica was discovered by Christopher Columbus in 1493.  Not 
too long after, it was settled by human rubbish from Europe who 
used enslaved but noble and exalted people from Africa to satisfy 
their desire for wealth and power.  Eventually the masters left, in 
a kind of way.  Eventually the slaves were freed, in a kind of way.   
Of course, the whole thing is, once you cease to be a master, you 
are no longer human rubbish; you’re just a human being and all 
the things that adds up to.  So, too, with the slaves.  Once they 
are no longer slaves, once they’re free, they’re no longer noble 
and exalted.  They’re just human beings.‖ 
                     -Belinda Becker, Final 
Voiceover 

―Incidentally, there is an IMF program with Jamaica right now.  
We’re not lending them money but we’re doing what’s called a 
Staff-Monitored Program.‖ 
            -Stanley Fischer, Deputy Director IMF 

 

A. Take exception to an idea presented in this quote/passage. Explain why it doesn’t sit well with you. 

B. Complicate an idea or issue raised in this quote/passage. Explain why it may not be as clear-cut or simple 

as the author suggests. 

C. Apply one or more of the ideas in this quote/passage to an idea in another passage from another text. Be 

the mediator and explain how the two passages compare, contrast, or how looking at one passage helps you 

to better understand the strengths/weaknesses of the other. 

D. Engage with the language of this quote/passage. Choose at least two terms or phrases presented in this 

passage and define them in your own words. Explain why the author used that particular language and how it 

best explains the ideas of the passage. 



 

―The Toxic Memo‖ –Some Context 
Life & Debt deals with the many effects of global trade policies on the people of Jamaica.  These policies, 

which we can refer to as liberalization, or decrease in governmental regulation and increase in global free-

trade, lead to a variety of unintended consequences.    

In 1991, economist Lant Pritchett and Chief Economist of the World Bank, Lawrence Summers, wrote the 
following memo on trade liberalization.  It includes thoughts on new polices re: trade and toxic waste. After 
the memo was leaked, however, Prichett denied the memo’s sincerity, calling it ―sarcastic.‖  Many others, 
including journalists and heads of state, disagreed.  
                     ________ 

 
DATE: December 12, 1991 

TO: Distribution 
FR: Lawrence H. Summers 
Subject: GEP 

Dirty Industries: Just between you and me, shouldn't the World Bank be encouraging MORE 
migration of the dirty industries to the LDCs [Least Developed Countries]? I can think of three 
reasons: 

1) The measurements of the costs of health impairing pollution depends on the foregone earnings 
from increased morbidity and mortality. From this point of view a given amount of health impairing 
pollution should be done in the country with the lowest cost, which will be the country with the 
lowest wages. I think the economic logic behind dumping a load of toxic waste in the lowest wage 
country is impeccable and we should face up to that. 

2) The costs of pollution are likely to be non-linear as the initial increments of pollution probably 
have very low cost. I've always thought that under-populated countries in Africa are vastly UNDER-
polluted, their air quality is probably vastly inefficiently low compared to Los Angeles or Mexico 
City. Only the lamentable facts that so much pollution is generated by non-tradable industries 
(transport, electrical generation) and that the unit transport costs of solid waste are so high prevent 
world welfare enhancing trade in air pollution and waste. 

3) The demand for a clean environment for aesthetic and health reasons is likely to have very high 
income elasticity. The concern over an agent that causes a one in a million change in the odds of 
prostrate[sic] cancer is obviously going to be much higher in a country where people survive to get 
prostrate[sic] cancer than in a country where under 5 mortality is 200 per thousand. Also, much of 
the concern over industrial atmosphere discharge is about visibility impairing particulates. These 
discharges may have very little direct health impact. Clearly trade in goods that embody aesthetic 
pollution concerns could be welfare enhancing. While production is mobile the consumption of 
pretty air is a non-tradable. 

The problem with the arguments against all of these proposals for more pollution in LDCs (intrinsic 
rights to certain goods, moral reasons, social concerns, lack of adequate markets, etc.) could be 
turned around and used more or less effectively against every Bank proposal for liberalization.  

         — Lawrence Summers 


