
Abstract 

Globalization is a concept that manages to attract both academic and mainstream attention and 

it became an important reference point of many contemporary conversations. However, there 

is a surprisingly little genealogical research on globalization. This thesis seeks to contribute in 

this area by analyzing part of the overall academic debate about this concept from the year 

1990 to 2012 and by reconstructing the debates and arguments through which the concept was 

shaped. It breaks the chosen time frame in two periods (1990-2000 and 2001-2012) and 

conducts a quantitative and qualitative analysis of the debate in four leading academic 

journals, each of them grounded in different discipline. The thesis finds that key reference 

points of the debates about globalization in both periods of the time were the terms market 

and state and the relationship between them. Globalization as a phenomenon that was said to 

alter the nature of this relationship posed a particular challenge to social science paradigms 

that operated with state-centered frameworks. The key dimension in which globalization was 

discussed the most was in both periods the economic one; however, we also saw a rise of 

social dimension in the second period indicating a shift in attention beyond the economics. 

Furthermore, this work finds that while globalization was normatively contested in the second 

analyzed period, the contestation was more subtle than the thesis expected; linked to specific 

issue areas and it did not use “megaterms” like antiglobalization.  

 


