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Should we examine a map and remember the Past? How Geography and History enter into connection with International Relations.

by  António Ramos dos Santos


What we may called historical geography is connected with Ratzel to help him justified the geo-political errors of Germany. Even the call of Fernand Braudel for a géo-histoire was misunderstood at the time. However geography and history have a kind of alliance and historians cannot do without geography and vice-versa on their analysis.


Two human sciences as those had to have a dialogue; so, we can achieve a global view of the mankind evolution. For Braudel, geography was the study of a society in space: « Poser les problèmes humaines tels que les voit étalés dans l’espace et, si possible, cartographiés, une géographie humaine intelligente (…)les poser, dans le passé, compte tenu du temps; détacher la géographie de cette poursuite des réalités actuelles à quoi elle s’applique uniquement, ou presque, la contraindre à repenser, avec ses méthdes et son esprit, les réalités passées. De la traditionnelle géographie historique à la Longnon, vouée presque uniquement à l’étude des frontières d’Etats et de circonscriptions administratives, sans souci de la terre elle-même, du climat, du sol, des plantes et des bêtes (…) faire une véritable géographie humaine rétrospective; obliger ainsi les géographes ( ce qui serait relativement facile) à prêter plus d’attention au temps et les historiens ( ce qui serait plus malaisé) à s’inquiéter davantage de l’espace et de ce qu’il contrarie - d’un mot, les amener à tenir un compte suffisant de sa formidable permanence.» ( Braudel ,1966: 295).


Different time which combination makes the historical rhythm was in Braudel’s thought. Geographical watch of the longue durée  show us the slowest variations of history. For his point of view civilisation is established in Long-Term.

1. A theoretical point of view


The social sciences have had a rich tradition of historical research. Yet in spite of this activity there has actually been surprisingly limited attentiveness to the specifically temporal dimensions of social processes. In contemporary social science, the past serves primarily  as a source of empirical material, rather than as a spur to serious investigations of how politics happens over time. At least within political science, the adoption of a historical orientation has generally failed to exploit its greatest potential contribution to the mire systematic understanding of social processes.


The best case for connecting history to the social sciences is neither empirical nor methodological, but theoretical. We turn to an examination of history because social life unfolds over time. Real social processes have distinctly temporal dimensions. Many of the key concepts needed to underpin analyses of temporal processes, such as path dependence, critical junctores, sequencing, events, duration, timing, and unintended consequences, have received only very fragmented and limited discussion.


Examining temporal processes allow us to identity and explicate some fundamental social mechanisms. The identification and clarification of such mechanisms can enhance our ability to develop arguments about temporal processes that are both convincing and have at least limited portability.


Clarifying how various temporally grounded mechanisms operate and suggesting where we should expect such processes to be at work can provide stronger theoretical underpinnings for the analyses of even those seaking to explain a single case. Achieving greater clarity about how history imparts its effects on the present will open up possibilities for more constructive intellectual dialogue. The systematic examination of temporal processes can usefully draw on rich contributions of the several traditions as historical institutionalism or rational choise theory. Concentrating on issues of timing and sequence, investigating long-term processes of social change. Themes as path-dependence, issues of timing and sequence, the significance and distinctiveness of slow-moving processes that revive attentiveness to extended periods of time, and problems of institutional origins and change.


Paul Pierson employed the term path dependence in is relatively restricted sense, referring to social processes that exhibit positive feedback and thus generate branching patterns of historical development (Pierson, 2004:21).


We must identify and explore a range of frequently occurring causal processes that exhibit strong temporal dimensions. Placing social analysis in time implies recognizing that any particular moment is situated in some sort of temporal context and it is a part of an unfolding social process.  Context has two senses, the strict sense which denotes those things that environ and thereby define a thing of interest. The loose sense simply denotes detail. Particular social contexts constrain and enable political actors, and indeed may shape those actors’ very understandings of who they are and what they want to do. We must introduce explicit temporal (and/or spatial) boundary conditions on the hypotheses that an analyst wishes to advance. To establish such boundary conditions forgoes, or at least postpones, the search for relationships among variables that one would expect to hold  across a wide range of settings.  Tipically, the boundaries are temporal, spatial, or both. But we do not claim that the same factors could account, without serious modification for other similar situation. For instance, the study of the development of liberal, fascist, and social-democrat regimes fashioned explanations applicable to interwar Europe. We do not claim that the same factors could account, without serious modifications, for regimes outcomes in, say, 20th century South America.


The setting of temporal and spatial scope conditions, like choices, comes at a price. When we restricted our arguments to a smaller number of cases raises major problems of causal inference. The application of scope conditions seems to surrender one of the chief aspirations of most social scientists, namely to identify causal factors that can «travel» across a range of settings. Comparative historical work typically employs scope conditions for an additional reason. The motivation for these analyses has typically been a concern with specific real-world outcomes. We must stressed the importance of looking beyond moments of institutional selection to examine processes of institutional development, i.e., to explore how and why institutional arrangements adapt, or fail to adapt, to a variety of pressures for amendment or replacement occurring over an extended period of time. We must seek to specify common characteristics of temporal relationships that would allow one to use more general analytical tools to make sense of particular empirical settings. Emphasizing the temporal dimensions of social processes in no way involves a wholesale rejection of the typical methods of variable-centered analysis.


Techniques like event history analysis, for instance, can be extremely useful for investigating many of the long-term processes. Additional leverage can be gained through collaborative research, or by a more decentralized research program involving the overlapping efforts of numerous scholars. Multiple research efforts, if properly coordinated, can explore many observations, significantly enhancing the prospects for substancial accumulation of findings. Methodological possibilities are likely to remain untapped unless the theories we employ encourage us to think seriously about the temporal dimensions of social processes.


A social science sentitive to temporal context can thus strike a fruitful balance between the particular and the general. To a greater degree than traditional studies of a single case, it can both drawn on and contribute to the broader social-scientific enterprise of generating usable, portable knowledge. Yet it can do so precisely by embracing and exploring the specific spatial and temporal relationships that environ and thus define particular processes that are of interest. In studying the social world, we need to adopt multiple angles, or be willing to rely  on the help of others, to see more clearly.


Pierson said that: «We are beginning, again, to place politics in time. (..) Inquiries that adopt a more explicitly temporal focus will inevitably have blind spots, and introduce distortions, of their own. Yet this shift in focus offers exciting opportunities for correcting common  mistakes and silences  in contemporary social science. It will enable   us to strike a more effective and satisfying balance between explaining the general and comprehending the specific. It offers new possibilities for understanding our extraordinarily complex and ever-changing social world» (Pierson, 2004: 178).

2. A Case Study: the Mediterranean.


As a consequence of its semi-peripherical or peripherical position within the modern world system, Mediterranean countries have been unable to develop a regional identity, and have been the subject of competition  of great powers spheres of influence. Integration of the Mediterranean world into the modern world-system proceeded into two phases, which clearly correspond to the Euro-Atlantic and world phases of the evolution of the modern world-system.


So, one needs to know in a briefly review the evolution of world-systems in the Mediterranean world until the contemporary world system (19th-20th centuries) in order to know how far is the evolution of the modern world system similar to the evolution of previous Mediterranean background and to the way the different Mediterranean peoples were integrated into the contemporary world system as these are nowadays a very important  issue for Political Sciences, in general, as well as for International Relations.

The Mediterranean world was one of the earliest regions of the world in which a global world-society, i.e., a complex society including different partial societies, developed.  The formation of the first Mediterranean world-system was a very protracted process, which occupied the whole second millennium and the first half of the first millennium B.C. Four main phases are usually identified in the process of the building the first Mediterranean world-system (McNeil,1963): 

2. The Minoan thalassocracy, which set up the earliest attested regular trade routes in the Eastern Mediterranean between the 20th and the 15th centuries B.C.

3. The Achaean thalassocracy, which replaced the Minoan’s in the Eastern Mediterranean between the 15th and the  12th centuries B.C..

4. The Phoenician thalassocracy, which mastered the Eastern Mediterranean between the 12th and the 8th centuries B.C., and extended its network to the Western Mediterranean around the turn of the millenium.

5. The Greek thalassocracy, which replaced the Phoenician’s in the Mediterranean as a  whole after the 8th century B.C..

The main explanation for the very slow pace of the establishing of this first Mediterranean world-system may be the fact that most of the Mediterranean societies lacked the characteristics of  civilized societies when the more dynamic Mediterranean societies first contacted them and the integration process set off. Of course, some Mediterranean societies, among them those which promoted the process of formation of the first Mediterranean world-system, were already civilized societies
 in this sense at the onset of the process, but more primitive conditions prevailed in most of the Mediterranean world, especially in its western half. Thus, being integrated into the Mediterranean world-system meant a very deep transformation for these less developed societies, which took much time to unfold.

Anyway, the first Mediterranean world-system reached maturity around the middle of the first millennium B. C.. By  that time it took the form of what must be called a world-economy, i. e., a world-system characterized by economic inter-dependence among its constituent societies, but absence of political unification or cultural homogenization.  In other words, economic integration was the driving force that performed the process of erection of the first Mediterranean world-system, as local economies, which had previously been closed for all practical purposes, gradually became inter-dependent, exchanging commodities, luxury goods at first, an increasing proportion of basic goods as time went  by.

The formation of the first Mediterranean world-system was accompanied by a significant population rise, which may be explained by the fact that the very process of economic integration pushed out the production possibility frontier. Estimates of the population of the Mediterranean world during the early stages of the formation of this world-system must be regarded as mere educated guesses. At the beginning of the second millennium B.C., before the whole process started, the figure was perhaps somewhat below 5 milllion. At the beginning of the first millennium B.C., when there existed already an Eastern Mediterranean world-economy, the figure was perhaps somewhat above 10 million. By the mid-first millennium B.C., when the Mediterranean world-economy reached its full extent, the figure was perhaps somewhat below 25 million. Population growth went on until a peak around 45 million by 200 A.D.. By then, the expansion of the production possibility frontier seems to have ceased, and population stagnated ( McEvedy, Jones, 1978).

As soon as the first Mediterranean world-system reached maturity, attempts at political unification developed. During the first half of the first millenium B.C., the main Middle East empires (Assyria, Babylon, Media and Persia) were able to control the bulk of the eastern shores of the Mediterranean, but failed whenever they attempted to go further and extent their power into the heart of the sea. During the 5th century B.C., Athens made the first bid for a purely Mediterranean empire, which was a clear failure. In the late 3rd century B.C., Macedonia had an ephemeral success in its efforts to subdue the Eastern Mediterranean and Middle East. But only Rome would achieve real success in the Mediterranean context. As a consequence, during the late first century B.C. and the early first millennium A.D. the Mediterranean world-system coincided with the (mostly Mediterranean) Roman Empire.Thus, the Mediterranean world-system became what may be called a world-empire, that is to say, a world-system characterized by economic and political unification among its constituents societies.

Meanwhile, economic integration set in motion an additional trend towards cultural homogenization, which was later reinforced by political unification. The development of the Hellenistic high culture was the first significant result of this trend, already during the second half of the first millennium B.C..During the first half of the first millennium A. D., the process went deeper with the triumph of Christianity as a common religion of all Mediterranean peoples. Moreover, in the linguistic realm, the Western Mediterranean became a Latin speaking area. Linguistic homogenization did not go so far in the Eastern Mediterranean, in spite of the role of the Greek language as lingua franca . Thus, the Mediterranean world of the late first half of the first millennium A.D. may be considered a world-civilization, that is to say, a world-system characterized by economic inter-dependence, political unification and a high level of cultural homogenization among its constituent societies.

To sum up, it is possible to say that the formation and evolution of the first Mediterranean world-system presented four characteristics that may be considered as standard trends of world-systems in general:

a) Economy was the driving force of the formation of the world-system.

b) The formation of the world-system was accompanied by a significant population rise.

c) As soon as the world-system reached maturity, there were attempts at political unification, which eventually succeeded.

d) There was also a significant trend towards cultural homogenization.

a) The collapse of the first Mediterranean world-system


The Mediterranean world-system existed as a stable society for nearly one millennium, until the 4th century A.D.. Then, it collapsed and split into several societies.


The collapse of the first Mediterranean world-system affected the aspects of social life mentioned above in the analysis of the tendencial rules of the formation and evolution of a world-system. It involved: 

a) An increase degree of autarky of local economies.

b) A decrease in population.

c) A political division.

A cultural separation into three different civilizations -Western Christendom, Eastern Christendom and Islam - which have become permanent features of the Mediterranean world since then.

However, it should be stressed that  the splitting of the Mediterranean world into several global societies did not imply the loss of the characteristics of civilization, as defined above, by any Mediterranean society.

The very idea of the collapse of a world-system may seem awkward in an era of globalization such as ours. Thus, it is important to go into some more detail about the causes of such a process, as a basis for some comparisons with the evolution of the modern world system. 

Traditional explanations for the collapse of the first Mediterranean world-system include military defeat, demographic downturn and feudalization in a broad sense 
.

Military defeat under the attack of neighbor peoples looking for extended lebensraum, is perhaps the most conspicuous element of the collapse of the first Mediterranean world-system.

Although it is an apparent obvious explanation for the political division of the Roman Empire, it requires some explanation itself: how was it that the Roman military machine, which had been quite efficient for centuries, turned unable to tame the tide of barbarian onslaught? Three hypotheses have been put forward as a basis for explaining this process: demographic downturn, feudalization in a broad sense, and military innovations. The hypotheses of population downturn and feudalization underscore the other main explanations for the collapse. The hypothesis of military innovations present the saddle and the stirrup, which the barbarian foes of the Roman Empire are supposed to have adopted during the first millennium A.D., with clear improvement of their military might, as the main reason for the defeat of Roman armies. Concerning this last hypothesis, it may be pointed out that Roman armies also tended to adopt the same military innovations, although somewhat later than its opponents, what may explain the resilience of the Eastern Roman (Byzantine) Empire during the Middle Ages.

The demographic downturn is also a quite conspicuous element of the collapse of the first Mediterranean world-system. It is possible to explain it as a consequence of new diseases, hitherto unknown to the Mediterranean world, which spread into it as a result of increased contacts within the whole Eurasian civilized and barbarian societies (McNeil,1976). However, notwithstanding the military significance of barbarian demographic growth as against Mediterranean demographic downturn, it should be stressed that the demographic gradient still ran from the Mediterranean to the barbarian neighbors who were able to overthrow the Roman defenses of the Mediterranean world. 

Anyway, military defeat and demographic downturn appear as external explanations for the collapse of the Mediterranean world-system. Being a truly world system nowadays, the modern world-system suffer from such kind of problems.

Feudalization in a broad sense may be considered as a more or less normal and inevitable process in the evolution of imperial structures (Hicks,1969). Thus, it appears as the most significant traditional internal explanation for the collapse of the first Mediterranean world-system, in spite of the fact that the consolidation of classical feudal structures in the western part of the Mediterranean world took place clearly later than the collapse of the first Mediterranean world-system. However, it must be stressed that economic autarky does not follow necessarily political fragmentation, either caused by feudal pull or barbarian push. As a matter of fact, the Mediterranean world-system had existed for a long time before Roman political unification, and the modern world-system presents another conspicuous example of such a fact. Moreover, as the modern world-system is far from being a world-empire, feudalization in a broad sense cannot threaten its cohesion.

Yet, it is possible to suggest, as another internal explanation, that the very process of leveling off the degree of development of the various Mediterranean regions may have brought a spontaneous reduction of trade relations within the Mediterranean world.

It is important to elaborate a bit on this last endogenous explanation for the collapse of the first Mediterranean world-system, because it is the only one that might apply to the modern world-system. First, let us notice that reduction of trade connections among the various Mediterranean regions is an undoubted element of the process of the collapse of the first Mediterranean world-system, although one that appears as a consequence of the other elements of the process in traditional explanations. Second, let us notice also that it is quite plausible to tell the story in a way that reduction of trade connections among the various Mediterranean regions becomes the main trigger of the whole process. The main idea is that reduction of trade relations easily explains why it became more difficult for the central power to raise the same amount of tribute as before, and in turn this explains why the military machine lost efficiency as against neighbor peoples. Third, it is decisive to suggest how and why trade relations, which were profitable for a while, became unprofitable. Possible explanations might include technological regression (something that no one presented as a serious possibility) and institutional barriers ( which are the main factor for the reduction of inter-regional trade according to traditional explanations, but are supposed to be built afterwards according to this revisionist perspective). The real basic explanation, according to this  revisionist perspective, is a quite different one: the very process of leveling off the degree of development of the various Mediterranean regions, as mentioned above.

It may seem implausible to say the very process of leveling off the degree of development is a factor of reduction of inter-regional trade. However, this is quite easy to understand within the framework of classical theories of international trade. Comparative advantage may originate in natural resources or acquired knowledge. Natural resources of the various Mediterranean regions are similar enough to allow them to live without much inter-regional trade once the adequate diffusion of useful plants (such as the olive or the vine) and animals (such as donkey or the dromedary) was achieved
. Acquired knowledge becomes certainly more homogenous as a consequence of the very process of leveling off the degree of development
. Thus, only further improvements in the technological basis of transportation and communication or significant economies of scale, which might allow a centralized production to undersell local production, could have ensured the permanence of incentives to trade. The first Mediterranean world-system lacked out elements.

How does this situation compare with the evolution of the modern world-system? The trend towards the leveling off of the degree of development is undoubted, although far from universal till nowadays, as the spread of modern economic growth and a large number of cases of successful catching up show. However, three elements have prevented this leveling off trend from triggering a reduction of inter-regional trade: a) the heterogeneity of natural resources (which is much more pronounced in the context of the whole world than within the Mediterranean world); b) frequent improvements in the technological basis of  transportation and communication, and c) the apparent existence of significant economies of scale in the production of many industrial goods and services.

b) The second Mediterranean world-system


The first half of the second millennium saw the formation (or at least some steps towards the formation) of a second Mediterranean world-system, which disappeared during the 16th century A.D. as a consequence of the formation of the modern world-system. 


The development of this would-be second Mediterranean world-system proceede according to the main tendencial rules already stated concerning the first Mediterranean world-system: 

a) Economy was the driving force -This time, it was Italy that played the role of leading region. However, it is possible to argue that the main impulse came from the demographic and economic expansion that characterized Western Christendom in general between the 11th and 14th centuries.


b) There is was a significant population rise -From a trough around 25 million by the 8th century, the population of the Mediterranean world reached a maximum around 60 million inhabitants by the mid-14th century. At the moment, plague struck hard, and there was a fall to a trough around 45 million inhabitants by the early 15th century. Recovery to the previous historical maximum took until the 16th century (McEvedy, Jones,1978).

c) As soon as the world-system reached maturity, there were attempts at political unification, which in this case did not succeed - Two great powers, the Western Hapsburg Empire and the Ottoman Empire, were formed, but the fight between them seeems to have reached a stalemate by the end of the 16th century. Later evolution proceeded already within the context of the modern world-system.

d)There were also trends towards cultural homogenization, although the basic division into three different civilizations - Western Christendom, Eastern Christendom and Islam - was not affected, as notice above.


External links of the Mediterranean world with other areas belonging to these civilizations are the main reason which explains why these steps towards the formation of a second Mediterranean world-system did not lead to the formation of a truly world-system. It must be stressed that those external links were not cultural, but included the economic and political aspects of social life. Thus, the formation of the much larger modern world-system  comes as no surprise. And, as we shall see below, although the Mediterranean world was able to play some role in the building of this world system, it was unable to establish itself as its core.

c) Global Mediterranean history as a key to a global world history


What may be called the modern world-system (Wallerstein, 1974-1990) was formed in the 16th century as an Euro-Atlantic world-system and remained one among several global societies until the 18th century (Braudel, 1979). During the 19th century there was a planetization process that transformed the Euro-Atlantic world-system into the first world-system embracing the whole world in the history of mankind. And during the 20th century, in spite of several upheavals
, it remained both a world system and a capitalist system, as it had been since the 16th century.


To what extent did the formation and evolution of the modern world system follow the same patterns as the formation and evolution of the world-systems? Let us briefly review the various aspects dealt with in different points of the previous section  above.

1. Economy as the driving force


Economy was the driving force of the formation of the modern world-system, exactly as in the case of the Mediterranean world-systems. Movements of goods, people and capital transformed world-economies and local economies, which previously had only exceptional contacts, into deeply inter-dependent economies.


There are, however, significant differences between the modern world-system and  the Mediterranean world-systems: the scale of the movements and the degree of economic integration among the different regions that belonged to the modern world-economy was (and is) much higher than the scale of the movements and the degree of economic integration among the different regions that belonged to the Mediterranean world-systems
. As a matter of fact, it is likely that pre-modern world-systems never overcame the 10% threshold of supra-local economic exchange that Braudel suggested for 16th century Mediterranean (Braudel, 1966). On the other hand, the contemporary world-economy reached higher proportions of foreign trade in total production (currently around 20%.


In this quantitative difference a qualitative one? It is reasonable to answer positively to this question mainly for three reasons: 1) the heterogeneity of natural resources in the various regions of the world; 2) the development of transportation and communication technology; 3) the presence of economies of scale in many industrial and services productions. As already suggested above, it is possible to argue that these factors played a decisive role in keeping the various regions that formed the modern world-economy deeply linked in spite of the rapid spread of the process of modern economic growth. And it is also possible to argue that the same factors played a decisive role in putting a brake to the trends towards political unification, which did not (yet?) succeed  in the context of the modern world-system.

2. Significant population rise

There can be no doubt that the formation and development of the modern world-system was accompanied by a significant population rise. Europe (excluding Russia and the Balkans) had a population around 60 million by 1500 and around 140 million by 1800 (to these some 20 million in American outliers of the Euro-Atlantic world-system should be added). The whole world had a population  around  900 million by 1800 and has a population around 6 000 million by 2000 (McEvedy, Jones, 1978).


Once more, the main significant difference from the cases of the Mediterranean world-systems is the exceptionally high rate of growth of population that may be found during the evolution of the modern world-system. This may be explained by the process of modern economic growth (Kuznets,1966), which brought an ever expanding production possibility frontier.

3. Attempts at political unification 

The failure of all attempts at political unification is a conspicuous feature of the political history of the modern world-system (Wallerstein, 1974-1990) (Kennedy,1988).


It is possible to argue that this was a consequence of the deep capitalist character of the modern world-system. In other words, the fact that the modern world-system presented a highly dynamic economic evolution, even when its geographical scope stabilized, is perhaps the main explanation for the absence of successful bids towards its political unification. Contemporary spread of modern economic growth in the world economy, allowing the rise of new would be great powers, such as the United States of America in the 19th century or China nowadays, is a clear example of this process.


However, during the 20th century, there have been clear trends towards higher political integration of the world, because of the development of international and supranational organizations. It is possible to speculate about the possibility that the need for a world governance resulting from global threats, such as the ecological problems triggered by population and economic growth, will increase the pressure towards political unification, following a path rather different from traditional great power conflicts.

4. Trends towards cultural homogenization


It is hard to evaluate how much the towards cultural homogenization have already  changed the cultural landscape of the world. Perhaps the best synthesis is to underscore the similarity between the situation of the world as the second millennium A.D. came to an end and the situation of the first Mediterranean world system at the mid-first millennium B.C: there is an undoubted lingua franca ( English now, Greek in the ancient Mediterranean) and significant aspects of high culture (what may be called the modern secular culture now, Hellenism in the ancient Mediterranean),which are shared by the elites from all over the world; however, traditional current languages and traditional universal religions still play a decisive role in the cultural background of the majority of the population of the world
 .


It is possible to speculate about the possibility of an evolution similar to the one of the first Mediterranean world-system under the pressure of further deepening of economic and political links. The development of the so-called information society has been adding a powerful impulse to this trend. However, it is reasonable to predict that the cultural homogenization of the whole world has still a long time to unfold it may reach something similar to the uniformity under Christian religion, and near uniformity under Latin-Greek languages reached by the Mediterranean world during the late first half of the first millennium A. D. (Castells, 1999).

5. Extension of civilized societies

 
As a last remark, it is interesting to notice that the expansion of the modern world-system was similar to the expansion of the first Mediterranean world-system also in the aspect of the extension of civilized  societies. As a matter of fact, some parts of the world became civilized (in the technical sense of the world explained above in section 1) only they  became linked to the modern world-system.

Conclusion


We aimed to show that there is a connection between Social Sciences, as International Relations, and History or Geography even if theoretical. Life as to do with time. Social processes have temporal dimensions and history has its effects on the present.


We must have temporal and spatial bounderies conditions on the hypotheses we want to analyse. Some techniques like event history analysis can be useful for investigating many of the long-term processes. In studying the social world we need to adopt multiple angles, or be willing to rely on the help of others, to see more clearly.
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*

� Meaning, sector specialization of economic activities, social stratification, literacy and urban life.


� That is to say, a trend towards increased de facto political autonomy of local authorities, usually without breaking de jure  imperial structures).


� Something that happened during the Roman rule.





� Something that seems to have happened also during Roman rule.


� Such as the world wars and the attempts to build a socialist world system.


� And to all other world-systems which existed in the history of mankind.


� As traditional current languages and traditional local religions were still the main cultural background of the majority of the population of the ancient Mediterranean. 
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