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lr le have to invent new wisdom for our age.
And in the meantime we must, if we are to
do any good, appear unorthodox, troublesome,
dangerous, and disobedient to them who beqat
land taught l  us.

Stephen H)zmer , )-979



I. POLITICAI ECONOMY IS NOT A SCIENCE OF EPISTEMOLOGICAL INNOCENCE

There is  a d isc ip l ine cal - Ied poJ- i t ica l  economy, even i f  there is  no

clear ontological agreement on what to accept or reject within its

Iirnits - indeed, even if there is no agreement on what it is all about.

This d isc ip l ine,  whatever  i t  is  conceived to be,  is  the only uni tary

mode capable of studying human beings in societies, whose histories

change as cultures unfol-d through time.

The fact that in the recent past the eminence of polit ical economy was

threatened by numerous divisions into what constitute the social

sc iences -  wi th only  scant  regard to thei r  organic wholesomeness wi th in

the unitary mode of polit ical economy - can be ignored as an aberration

of very unfortunate, even if understandable, origins to be attributed

to a variety of reasons, including problems of both the psychology and

the sociology of knowledge, and not excluding our intellectual inabil ity

to pursue a1l that is and can be known about subjects in polit ical

economy: the meanings and the values of social beings and groups in the

unfo ld ing of  thei r  cu l tures.

This discipline deals with many principles and the interrelationships

between them, but its f irst principle - its basic principle - from

which all else derives deals with the coincidence between cultures of

the production and the distribution of both material and non-material

human needs in different and related societies. If this basic

principle of polit ical economy appears simple and uncomplicated, it is

because the npdes of its study are complex and even confusing; the basic

puzzle, which informs the basic principles of polit ical economy and its

lesser curiosities, is this question: lfhy and how do human beings in

given societies, within large-scale historical systems, produce what
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they prod.uce, and how do they distribute what they produce to meet

human needs (for all) ? This puzzle refers to the kel' properties of

J-arge-scale h is tor ica l  systems in terrns of  the h is tor ic  referents which

de f i ne  t he  sys tems l  h i s to r i c  i den t i t i es .

The two parts of this init ial puzzLe del-iberately hide more than they

reveal- ,  as the real  source of  concern in  pol i t ica l -  economy l ies in  the

interl-ink between the two parts. Neither in fact nor in the realm of

ideas is  th is  l ink peacefu l .  In  both cases i t  is  fu l l  o f  tensions,

conf l ic ts ,  and st ruggles.

At  one level ,  the in ter l ink deals wi th the onto logical  concept ion of

the human being, at a particular t ime in a particul-ar culture; how this

concept ion deviates f rom that  cu l ture 's  ax io logry;  and how epistemology,

as the theory and the construction of knowledge, concerns itself with

understanding and eliminating the ontological-axiofogical gap in that

cul ture.  At  another  level ,  the in ter l ink suggests that  pol i t ica l

economy as a d.iscipline is not some casuat slap-together of polit ics

and economics, but a serious and intricate organic relationship between

the science and the philosophy of production and that of distribution

in the serv ice of  man's sempi ternal  ontoJ-ogical  vocat ion of  confront ing

dehumanization with increasing humanization toward the axiological

maximum of  fu1ly  humanized societ ies. l

I t  is  for  these reasons that  the d isc ip l ine of  pol i t ica l  economy is

full of controversies and does not contaj-n a single question or statenent

that  can be considered object ive ly  innocent  and therefore uninterest ing.

AII who come into polit ical economy, and stay in it long enough, sooner

or later acquire st-rong convictions as to what the init ial puzzle and

the interl ink between its two parts should mean. AlI protestations to

the contrary notwithstanding, this subjectivity leads to a situation

where no hands in the discipline can remain clean for too long. Seeking

equi ty  in  the sc ient i f ic  context  in  pol i t ica l  economy, therefore,

becomes so diff icult that separate courts of equity must exist to cater

to d i f ferent  sc ient i f ic  p leas of  object ive innocence.2 th is  ra ises a

problem, however. In polit ical economy, for reasons that constitute
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the subject  of  th is  chapter ,  some par t icu lar  cour ts  not  only  c la im to

have but also appear to have real jurisdiction over aII that goes on in

the d isc ip l ine.  These cour ts  c l -a im to be author i ta t ive ly  leg i t imate

because they are established and that other courts are only pretend.ers

to legi t imate and author i ta t ive jur isd ic t ion.  This is  what  br ings about

the ever-present struggles and tensions within school-s of thought and

between thei r  h igher  cour ts  in  the d isc ip l ine of  pol i t ica l  economy.

AII this makes it imperative that whoever wants to venture into the

controversì-ally murky waters of polit ical economy shouJ-d know that there

is  noth ing l ike an innocent  invest igat ion inÈo any subject  in  the

disc ip l ine,  because poJ- i t ica l  economy is  not  in formed by an innocent

eprstemology.  To the extent  that  we cannot  sc ient i f ica l ly  answer a

quest ion that  has not  been sc ient i f ica l ly  considered,  we should know

that  in  poJ- i t ica l  economy, because of  the many conf l ic t ing sc ient i f ic

claims to orthodoxy, the most innocuous question or statement has a tail

to  i t  which l inks i t  to  a par t icu lar  understanding of  the puzzle

ment ioned,

I f  something is  worth wr i t ing at  a l l -  in  pol i t ica l  economy, or  in  i ts

socia l  sc iences form, then the sources of  mot ivat ion,  provocat j -on,

encouragement, and sympathies for writ ing it should, be made cl-ear: Is

the reader expected to know not only what it is written about but also

what  i t  is  meant  for ,  insofar  as i t  re lates to any par t  of  the puzzle?

Further, would one not be right to say that any work which denies its

readers such information does the readers a serious discourtesy? And

yet can one not read most of the works in polit ica.I economy - especially

those of the social- sci-ences variety - without noticing the full

observance of this elemen'tary courtesy, other than the perfunctory

commercial references to the readership being addressed? Of course,

some authors provide read,ers with this information. But such authors

are very few and,  very except ional .3

The reason why such d,iscourtesy

economy is that for works to be

scientif ic, they must be deemed
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precisel l '  because the cr i ter ia  for  the neutra l i ty  and object iv i ty  in

works on pol i t ica l  economy are e i ther  unspeci f ied,  mis leading,  or

del iberate ly  decept ive.  The sources of  mot ivat ions '  provocat ions,

encouragements, and syrnpathies which inforrn these criteria are never

di rect ly  expressed in most  cases.

To be fa i r ,  there are d i f ferent  ideas of  what  const i tu te the

scient i f ic ,  the naturaf ,  and the object ive in  the d i f ferent  ideological

camps within the establishment, but then the argument in this chapter

is that these clairns are common to most works in establishment polit ical

economy and that they cut across ideological divisions within it to

make them generalJ-y a conìmon clairn as much to l iberals and radicals as

to Marx is ts .

I  ra ise these issues at  the outset  not  so that  they can be forgot ten,

but  so that  thei r  fur ther  d iscussion wi I I  lead to a cr i t ica l

consideration of the nature, the motive, and the methods of the

commonafity I attribute to the different ideological camps withj-n

establ ishment  pol i t ica l  economy. Pr inc ipat ly ,  I  ra ise these issues so

that I can argue that the problem is not that there are many contending

orthodoxies in  the d isc ip l ine of  pol i t ica l  economy but  that ,  because

of  the nature of  our  present  large-scale h is tor ica l  system in which

these orthodoxies operate consciously or unconsciously toward the

real izat ion of  a purpose,  these or thodoxies -  I ibera l - ,  radical ,  and

Marxist - bear a cornmonality in motives and rnethods that make them more

al ike than is  of ten recoqnized.

I have two init ial propositions to make. The first is that the claims

to sc ient i f ic  neutra l i ty  and object iv i ty  come easi ly  to  establ ishment

polit ical economy - indeed they are natural to it - because' apparent

ideological  d iv is ions notwi thstanding,  establ ishment  pol i t ica l  economy

holds fast to a deep-seated common world-view: a common theoretical

structure of what the world is l ike and ought to be l ike' and what it

is about and ought to be about. Because of this conmon world-view,

most works in polit ical economy share the common characteristic of being

extremely ant isept ic  and h ighly  predictable.  They are ant isept ic
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because they lack the honest individual indications of the deep-seated

motive behind the works; they are predictable because the theoretical

structure of the cornmon world-view is so deeply hidden in the very

epistemological pores of establishment polit ical economy that it is

taken for granted in ways which can be counted upon to :-nhj-bit new

insights in  the complexi ty  of  the ar t icu l -at ion of  the in ter l ink between

t.he two parts of the basic puzzLe.

The second proposition is that because the common world-view is taken

for  granted,  the d i f ferent  ideological  opt ions wi th in i t ,  which are

strictly no more than mere variations on the common theme of a world-

v iew,  are uncr i t - ica l ly  promoted to the ranks of  radical ly  opposi te and

contending wor ld-v iews.

It is this common theme of a world-view t.hat, arguing from my

interpretat ion of  the emerging wor ld-system perspect ive,  I  descr ibe in

th is  book as Eurocentr ic .  The term Eurocentr ic i tyr  às used here,  is

meant to express the belief that the dominant world-view within

establ ishment  pol i t ica l -  economy -  a l l  ideologicaf  hues wi th in i t

considered - hofds fast to the common fallacy of mistaking the European

dominance (meaning the dominance of geographic Europe and Europe of

the Diaspora4) in the world-system - the worl-d-economy and the world-

h is tory -  for  the wor l -d-system i tse l f .

I have long suspected that, the dominant views in polit ical economy

share two prominent properties. One is the propensity or the

occupational predilection to obscure the world for non-Europeans; the

other  is  the propensi ty ,  even perhaps a conscious conspirator ia l

understanding, to i l l-uminate the world for Europeans and Europeanized

elements in the world on1y. These suspicions, even if they h/ere to be

proved infall ibl-y correct, would amount to very l itt l-e, since Europeans,

as much as any other peoples, should not be denied the right to

il luminate the world for themselves in their own fashion.

A problem arises, however. when we consider this suspicion together

with the undeniable European dominance in the modern worl-d-system,

5
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because we happen upon a very serious intellectual charge - a charge

serious enough to amount to the indictabl-e offence of Europe using its

dominance in the world-system to mislead the entire world into thinkinq

as though a l - t  i ts  j -nhabi . tants were European,  Europeanized,  or  l ikefy ao

be Europeanized.

This charge wi l l  be hard to prosecute,  especia l ly  i f  Europe preads thaL,

g iven the wor ld for  what  i t  is ,  i t  is  per fect ly  leg i t imate -  indeed.  i t

is only to be expected - that Europe, or any other part of the worJ-d,

should t ry  to in f luence the rest  of  the wor ld in te l - lectuat ly  and other-

wise in  i ts  own int .erests.

A successfu l  prosecut ion of  th is  charge,  therefore,  wi l l  have to base

its arguments on the unfairness of the methods used by Europe to mj-slead

the worl-d, because of European dominance in the world-system and the

pernicious nature of the motive served by these methods.

One aspect  of  the establ - ishment 's  Eurocentr ic  method is  to fashion

ideas about the worl-d and to formulate categories, concepts, and inter-

rel-ationships into frameworks and theorles in ways that explain the

worl-d only to EurÒpeans and Europeanized elements. The other aspect is

that while the process of obscuring the worl-d for non-Europeans is

going on,  there is  a severe v ig i lance against  non-Eurocentr ic  and

anti-Eurocentric views and ideas about the world.

This is done in t\^/o ways. First, dfly ideas outside the Eurocentric

conceptions of the world are vehemently decried, whatever their

cosmological- sources. This is intended to strike terror in the hearts

of  the carr iers of  non-Eurocentr ic  ideas.  Second,  should such ideas

prove useful to European interests, they are then del-iberately and

consi-stentJ-y interpreted in such ways that can be co-opted into the

domj-nant Eurocentric views of the world to ensure the permanence of

Eurocentric domj-nance in the realm of ideas. The adage appears to be

to let a thousand ideas contend, so J-ong as they are all of the Euro-

centric kind and usable by, or compatibJ-e with, Eurocentric

ambiti-ons.
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Ashis Nandy, for example, argues in very cl-ear terms that the

dominance of  modern sc ience (Eurocentr ic  sc ience)  inh ib i ts  what  he

cal ls  " in ter t ranslatable languages for  the ethnosciences so that  they

can have dialogues among themselves and with mod.ern science without

be ing  swep t  t o f f l  t he i r  f ee t . "5  Th i s  en ta i l s  a  l oss  o f  d i gn i t y  f o r  a l l

non-Eurocentrrc knowledqe svstems. 6

Nandy reasons in very convincing tones when he states that:

Other systems of knowledge are now judged by the extent to
which they resemble - or could be validated by - modern science.
Henryk Skolimowski has said that science at one time was an
embodiment of human dignity. It has lost that status now and
has become, of ten enough,  a d isgrace to human digni ty .  We
should now be wil l ing to go farther and affirm that modern
science has become a means of depriving J-arge parts of the
wor ld of  thei r  d igni ty .  For  instance,  the non-modern sc iences
themselves are now-a-days often compared with modern science
along d imensions popular ized by modern sc ience.  Natura l ly  and
frequently, these sciences are found wanting. I,Vhen they are
infrequently found interesting, it is because some aspects of
them can be translated j-nto the language of modern science and
made readable to those acquainted with the modern worl-d. Or
because some aspect of the non-modern science can be inter-
preted as " rat ionaf"  when seen as an aspect  of  a fo lk  sc ience
surviving in a special habitat at the periphery of the modern
world (and not as an afternative universal solution competing
wi th the wor ld-v iew of  modern sc ience) .  General ly  such
considerations are shown to non-modern systems when they have
a clear practical dimension (as in the case of acupuncture) or
when they fit in with the concerns of the modern West (as in
the case of  Zen psycholog 'y)  .7

AI I  th is  d.oes not  make Eurocentr ic i ty  and i ts  methods necessar i ly  gui l ty .

It is the motive behind the Eurocentric method that makes it guilty,

intellectually dishonest, and unacceptabl-e as a \^/ay of explaining the

entire world-system, of which Europe is only a part - even if the

dominant part - to the entire world. The motive appears to be the

maintenance of European dominance in this world and its preservation in

any transformed future world. The motive is that the European culture,

through the dominance of its ideas, wil l continue to dominate this

world and any transitional processes in the present world-system to

ensure that the inevitabl-e transformation of this world wil l sti l l

assure European dominance in the ensuing new world order. But there
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are two sides to the story. If the motive is what makes the Eurocentric

wor ld-v iew gui l ty ,  d ishonest ,  and unacceptable,  then I  suggest  that  what

makes i t  pathet ic ,  in  the humi l ia t ing sense of  the word,  is  the meek

acceptance and the blind implementation of this world*view by most

inte l - lectuals  of  the per iphery of  the wor ld-system.

This,  to  my mind,  is  a ser ious indic tment  for  both s ides.  But  I  do

not think it is the kind of indictment that would be passed to a higher

court  for  an impart ia l -  and just  t r ia l  by establ ishment  pol i t ica l  economy.

!{hy? Because any representative polit ical economy grand jury wil l be

heavily load.ed in favour of the establishment. At best, such a jury

wi l l  be composed of  fa i r  representat ions f rom the l ibera l ,  radical ,

and Marxist variants of the establ-ishment - all of them Eurocentric.

The intention, therefore, is not to refer the Eurocentric indictment to

any higher court. My concern in this paper is to address my arguments

to other  pol i t ica l  economists who,  for  one good reason or  the other ,

suspect  the val id i ty  and the ser iousness of  the Eurocentr ic  charge.  I t

is  in  th is  l ight  that  th is  paper is  to  be read.  I t  is  addressed to

polit ical economists and sympathetic social scientists \^rho have good

reasons to be crit ical of the contending orthodoxies in establishment

pol i t ica l  economy, especia l ly  of  the Eurocentr ic  propensi t ies in  the

potentially promising basis offered by Marxism. I shall- return to thj-s

point in a moment, but f irst 1et me state here that the nature of my

wor ld-system cr i t ique of  Eurocentr ic i ty  is  that  i t  is  an object ion to

a particufar interpretation of the "world reality problem. " The

essence of  i t  is  that  Eurocentr ic  concept ions of  the wor ld real i ty

consider the non-European parts of the worl-d as merely underdeveloped

Europe. These conceptions pretend to be explaining the world, while

in fact they explain Europe and the worl-d to Europeans and Europeanized

trusties in other parts of the world in pursuit of the motive of

seeking to perpetuate the European dominance of the world-system.

An analogy may be useful at this juncture. Let us conceive an

epistemological coin for polit ical economy. If we take one face of

this coin to represent the methodology of the discipline, then it is



perhaps appropriate to regard the other face of the coin as representing

i ts  theory.  This can mean that  the real i ty  which the d isc ip l ine deal-s

with can be conceived of as the matter between the two faces of the

coin which is  conta ined by i ts  edge.  From th is  concept ion,  i t  can be

argued that in polit ical economy, method and theory are inseparable

and are perhaps more important than the matter they claim to explain;

to push the analogy a step further, we can reason that generally faces

of coins clisplay their imprimaturs and monetary val-ue with l itt le

reference to the actual  va lue of  the metal  composing the coin.  Thus,

in polit ical economy, the trature of the method and the theory should

aler t  us to,  i f  not  te l l  us about ,  thei r  sources of  or ig in and there-

fore, the nature - that is, the motive and the value - of their

dominance and should indicate how much the epistemology of polit ical

economy should be worth to d i f ferent  s tudents of  th is  d isc ip l ine -

depending,  of  course,  upon thei r  par t icu lar  s i tuat ional  persuasions.

In polit ical economy, because of its dominant imprimatur, the real

value of  i ts  epis temology wi l l  d i f fer ,  ar ld  in  the best  c i rcumstances i t

ought  to d i f fer  ,  for  d i f ferent  pol i t ica l  economists,  again depending

upon thei r  par t icu lar  persuasions.  Di f ferent  persuasions should.  lead

to d i f ferent  cur ios i t ies v is-à-v is  the basic  puzzLe of  pol i t ica l

economy and the interl ink between its two parts.

A rhetorical question which should. be kept in mind when reading this

paper - if a student of polit ical economy is not to dismiss its

arguments prematurety - is not what this paper and its arguments say

wi th f ina l i ty ,  but  what  they i l lust rate and suggest .  The quest ion is :

Given the European dominance in evolving modern large-scale historical

systems since the late fifteenth century, is it alf that woefully

untenable to suggest that the epistemology and the derivative theories

and methodologies in establishment potit ical economy are Eurocentric?

Ttris paper does not pretend to do any more than il lustrate the validity

of this rhetorical question by the discussion of the different

conceptions of imperiatism in establishment pol-it ical economy.

should note that the Eurocentric pretence of explaining the world

the world, on its own terms, is not fallacious. On its own terms,

!{e
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i t  is  not  necessar i ly  unscient i f ic  or  unobject ive;  on the wor ld-scale of

explanat ion,  Eurocentr ic i ty  is  par t isan because of  i ts  mot ive.  The

argument is that the Eurocentric conception of the world reality problem

is par t isan in  a l l  o f  i ts  d i f ferent  in terpretat ions.
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I I . THE EUROCENTRIC PARTISAN TRADITIONS

Since in pol i t ica l  economy there is  noth ing l ike an uninterpreted

real i ty ,  ene par t isan in terpretat ion of  real i ty  cannot  cal l  for  anyth ing

less than other  par t isan in terpretat ions.  Each par t isan in terpretat ion

must have its own motive and its own methods. In fact, it is the

mot ives which in  a l l  cases d ic tate the methods.  In  pol i t ica l  economy,

at least, methods are no more than ways to interpret a reality

problem. A prescribed method is invarì-ably inherent in a theory - the

structure of expJ-anation - of a reality problem. Every partisan

interpretation of a realì-ty probJ-em has something crucial about it,

which I  shal l  re fer  to  as the point  of  entry  in to that  real i ty .

The Eurocentr ic  point  of  entry  in to the wor ld real i ty  problem is  how

to perpetuate European dominance in the world-system. The overriding

Eurocentr ic  concern,  therefore,  is  how to make the modern wor ld-system

safe for  -  that  is ,  amenable or  conducive to -  the perpetuat ion of

European dominance in the modern world-system. What then is my anti-

Eurocentr ic  point  of  entry  in to the wor ld real i ty  problem?

My point of entry into the worl-d realì-ty problem is unabashedly

^ - - r . i ^ ^ -  B  r +  lyqlLrèqrr .  r .  -s  best  expressed by the fo l lowing complex quest i .on:

Vlhy is it that the so-called Third trlorld (the underdeveloped parts of

the world or the periphery of the world-system) was dominated, oppressed,

and explo i ted,  and having been so t reated,  cont inued to be so t reated,

even if the modes of the treatment have changed with time? Specifically,

why i t  is  that  having been so t reated in  wor ld-h is tory 's  past ,  these

parts of Èhe world continue to make it possible for this treatment to

cont inue at  th is  la te post- independence phase of  capi ta l is t  wor ld-h is tory?

Clearly, the motive behind this question is to understand the world-
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system in such a h/ay that I can begin to approach the matter of making

i t  impossib le for  the centre to dominate and explo i t  the per iphery.

This quest ion has puzzled me gradual ly  over  the past  25 years or  so,

d r r r i no  ' r h r ch  ne . i nd  f hp  p rze r -n rèsen t  uneas iness  wh ich  b reeds  the

ever-present  content ions in  the d isc ip l ine of  pol i t ica l  economy has

come to centre on the pt ight  of  the per iphery in  what  is  now becoming

inc reas ing l y  seen  as  t he  cap i t a l i s t  wo r l d - sys tem and  i t s  cap i t a l i s t

worIC-ecotro*y. 9

There have been many re l -ated quest ions d iscussed in connect ion wi th the

h l  i  ^ l - ì +  a €  + ' n n  - o r ì  n h p r r l i  n  f  h p  w , r r l  1 ] - q v q l -  F m  .  T h e q a  . 1 l F q t  i  o n s  h a y g

most ly  deal t  wi th the nature of  the in ternal -  condi t ions of  per iphery

soc ie t i es ,  t he  na tu re  o f  t he  i n te rna l  cond i t i ons  o f  cen t re  soc ie t i es ,

and the extent to rvhich the former are not l ike the l-atter. Causaf

rel-ationships between the two internal conditions htere nc't considered

interest ing problemat ics.  l r lhat  became known as development  s tudies or

moderrr izat ion concerned i tse l f  largeJ-y wi th one quest ion,  which was how

the internal  condi t ions of  per iphery societ ies could be made s imi lar

to those of  centre societ ies.  This quest ion was considered adequate

to all intents and purposes because it was held that development or

modernization had to do with how the non-European world could be

Europeanized. Development studies and modernization courses did not

ask why some parts of t.he worl-d were supposedl-y developed and other

par ts  were not .  This  quest íon d id not  have to be asked because,  f rom

the Eurocentric perspective, the establ-ishment had known the answer

throughout worl-d history: The non-European areas and their cultures

\^rere noL Europeanized enough for them to develop to look l ike the

European areas of the world. This way of looking at the wcrld reality

problem is  long-standing in  European phi losophy of  socia l  change.

Robert  Nisbet ,  for  example,  t reats th is  mat ter  very wel l ,  but  only  as

aspects of the !{ester:n theory of development, in SocraJ Change and

Historq. l0  I t  is  c lear  f rom th is  work that  most  aspects of  lvestern

socia l  p Ì r i losophy are in terest ing.  But-  for  t . ransformatronal-

t ransi t ional  purposes in  present  wor ld capi ta l is t  c i rcumstances,  what
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\^/e must appreciate is that European cosmology has been developmental-ist

and developmental  s ince c lass ical  Greece and that  i t  remains so today.

These two te::ms, developmentalist (from developmentalism) and develop-

mental  ( f rom development)  d i f fer  in  thei r  phi losophical  ro les,  even

though the first term incorporaLes the second and they share a

common etymology.

DeveTopnentaf ism refers to a phiJ-osophy of  h is tory:  a phi losophy

informing the ar t icu lat ions wi th in and between cul tures as they unfo ld

through t ime.  The developmental is t  concept ion of  h is tory has three

crcuia l  d imensions to i t :  (1)  i t  ho lds the progressj -v is t  not ign of

h is tory,  (2)  i t  r ides on the derogatory compar ison wi th other  cul tures,

and (3)  by combined der ivat ion f rom the other  two d imensions,  i t  is

expansionis t  and seeks to dominate and explo i t  through encul tura l iz ing

other cultures. These three dimensions combine to show that

developmentali-sm is by nature dominance- and exploitation-oriented.

But  these are not  i ts  def in ing cr i ter ia .  Many,  i f  not  most ,  cu l tura l ly

speci f ic  socia l  phi losophies may d isplay these or ientat j .ons.  In  the

case of  developmental is t  soci -aI  phi losophy,  i ts  def in ing cr i ter ia  are

thaÈ i t  is  l - imi t less,  not  so much in fact  as in  i ts  progressiv is t ,

derogatory,  and expansionis t  ambi t ions.

For  a soci -a l  phi losophy to be developmental is t ,  i t  must  d isp lay l imi t -

less ambi t ions of  i ts  three d imensions in  i ts  real  h is tory.  Carr iers

of  a developmentai is t  phi losophy of  h is tory consider  thei r  cu l ture to be

the vanguard of the progressive movement through universal history;

therefore,  they consider  thei r  cu l - ture super ior  to  a l1 other  cul tures.

This blinding world-view may take exaggerated forms, even in its

apparent  opposi tes,  and compef  expansion whi le  just i fy ing expansionis t

impulses in  pursui t  o f  explo i ta t ion,  no mat ter  how th in ly ,  fa lse ly  as

c iv i l iz ing miss ions unrelated to the h is tor ic  theme of  a h is tor ic  t ime.

DeveTopment, as a distinct component \,rithin a developmentalrst

philosophy, deals with the specifics of the concrete and the actualizing

aspects of  th is  phi losophy at  par t icu lar  t imes wi th in a h is tor ic  per iod.

1 3



I t  deals essent ia l ly  wi th what  is  to  be done or  not  to  be done wi th in

the developmental is t  phi losophy to assisL ( through updat ing and

leg i t im i z i ng )  t he  con t rnu i t y  o f  t he  dominance  o f  t he  domina t i nq  cu l t u re

One th ing that-  ought  to be c lear  is  that  many cul tures may have

harboured deveropmentarj-st ambitions - some may have even disptayed

developmental is t  pretensions -  and yet ,  as far  as we know, only  the

Wes te rn  ( f  p re fe r  t he  t e rm  Eu ropea r r )  cap i t a l i s t  c i v r l i za t i on  has

succeeded in actual iz ing these ambi t ions and pretensions over  the

past  500 years or  so.  Our contempora.ry  wor ld is  noth ing,  unless we

conceive of  i t  as formed in large par t  by the rerent l -ess pursr . r i t  o f

the pretensions of  Eurocentr ic  Cevelopmental is l -  phi losophy af ter  i ts

wor l -d-scale anbi t ions and the ef fects of  th is  pursui t .  Surely ,  as

n n f h ì  n a  I  a c t -  c  t o r è t r c r  t h i  q  n r r r q u i t  i t s e t f  w i I I  e n d  i  r r  r - n l  I  a r r q e  T h i _ sa r r  u v f  r q ì r r e .

is  t rue because escalat ing contradic t ions of  t Ì re causes and the ef fects

o f  t h i s  re l . en t l ess  pu rsu i t  w i l - - L  make  the  cap i . t a l í s t  wo r l d  sysLem come

to gr ief  some day.  we can a l r  be thankfu l  for  th is  benign knowledge,  r

suppose.  But  wi l l  th is  inrpending col lapse a lso be Lhe end of  Euro-

c e n t r i c i t v ?  N Ò f  n e c i € ì s s a r i  l v -  T h e r p  i c  n n 1 - h í n n  a v i q 1 .  ì n a  i n  h ì q r a r \ /  ^ rL r t r Y  a  t t r  r l r D  L v r  J  v !

elsewhere,  which indicates t t rat  the col lapse of  wor ld capi ta l isrn wi l -1

also mean the end of  Eurocentr ic i ty .  This  pnesent  wor ld-system is

capab le  o f  co r raps ing ,  bu t  t he  new sys tem tha t  a r i ses  f r om i t s  ashes

wi l l  s t i l l  bear  an Eurocentr ic  impr int .  h lhat  th is  new impr int  wi l l

l ook  l - i ke  i s  bes ide  t -he  po in t :  i t  w i l l  s t i l l  be  Eu rocen t r i c .

some persons derude t -hemselves by th inkrng thac a shin ing socia l is t

worrd order  wi l - r  ar ise to replace Lhe o ld capi ta l - is t  order .  r  am not

ì -mpressed by such v is ions.  They denude very l i t t le  of  the Eurocentr ic

wor ld -v iew .  Soc ia l - i sm -  u top ian ,  human is t i c ,  o r  o the rw ise  -  i s  s t i l l

Eu rocen l r i c ,  i f  I  am to  j udge  by  i t s  cu r ren t l y  ope ra t i ona l i zed  va r i an t s .

AI1 the var iants I  can th ink of  in  socia l ism st i l l  bear  the Eurocentr i -c

impr inc of  dehumaniz ing acc ' .ur ,u lat ion of  capi ta l  by explo i t ing human

beings or  nature or  both excessivel -y .

m o  n l : r i € ' r  r . ' h - +  T  m e a n  W h e n  I  r e f e r  t O  t h e  W 9 r l d - , ; w c t e m _  n r i n c ì n a l  l vr J  J  U s l L r ,  P !  r r r u r l / q r r Ì

economy, as capi ta l - is t  in  the fo lJ-owing sect ion.

! E L
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I I I .  THE COMPONENTS OF THE IIISTORIC CATEGOFJ' '

Human socia l  h is | -ory can be d iv ided into speci f ic  and precise h is tor ic

per iods.  The concept  h is tcr ic  d i f fers f rorn the term hrstor icaf ,  because

while t-he latter is nebulous and evasive of ttre preci se contents of

the categor ies and concepts const i tu t ing and descr ib ing sect ions of

h isbory,  the former st resses the precise and speci f ic  conLents of  the

categories and the concepts that describe definite and prominent periods

in hurnan h is tory.  Historrc  d is t inguishes the contents of  the categor ies

from one another in terms of real dj-fferences in the human-conditioning

factors of  the d i f ferent  per iods.  Histor ica l ,  as i t  is  of ten used,

tends to s t ress the heroic  wi l - l -s l2 and the poet ics in  h is tory.  The

term hrstoruc is intended for vj-ewing history in terms which are

fundamental and precise in thaL they derive from and relate to the

dist ínguishing features of  d is t inct ive ly  d i f ferent  per iods in  h is tory.

I  suggest  that  i t  would be extremely usefu l  to  v iew the h is tor ic

ident i t j -es of  d i f ferent  per iods in  h is tory by the d i f ferences in  thei r

basic  h is tor : ic  components,  which I  suggest  are the fo l iowing:  h is tor ic

themes,  h j -s tor i -c  mot ives,  h is tor ic  forces,  h is tor ic  concomitants,  and

historic J-ogical attendants. When I refer to the historic dominance

of a period in the history of a society, f am oniy trying to name and

reconstitute the complex which sums up reality, and which is composed

of  a prec ise h is tor ic  theme, h is tor j -c  mot ives,  a h is tor ic  force,

historic concomitants, and historic logical attendants - all of which

are pecul iar ,  i f  not  uni -que,  to  a h is tor i -c  per iod of  that  society.

one would be right to ask what afl these terms meani therefore, I

shall attempt to define them. Historic theme stands for the theme of

themes during a historic period and it is best understood as a soci-al
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order 's  ra ison d 'ét re.  This theme would tend to remain constant  over

the duration of a historic period.. Irfhat tends to change are the means

for attaining and maintaining the theme during a historic period.. The

historic motives are what motivate and tantal-ize i-ndividuals to make a

fetish of the theme of themes in the immediate circumstances of their

daiJ-y Lives. The historic force is the key element in the complex of

varying means which keeps the theme the same during changing historical

c i rcumstances wi th jn the h is tor ic  per iod.  The h is tor ic  force is  the

source of  dynamism which must  constant ly  "update"  i tse l f ,  i f  the

histor ic  per ì -od is  to  remain h is tor i -c  of  a par t icu l -ar  k ind.  The term

histor ic  concomitant  refers to those aspects of  socia l  real i ty  which are

histor ica l ,  in  the sense of  being t ranshistor ic ,  but  which assume

radically new relevance or acquire new meanings because of new

circumstances brought  about  by the "updat ings"  in  the h is tor ic  force.

The term historic JogicaL attendants refers to the aspects of social

real - i ty  that  are h is tor ic  by being pecul iar  to  a h is tor ic  per iod. ;  they

are emergent  of  the changes in and the d ic tates of  the h is tor ic  force.

Vfithin the complex of means in pursuit of the historic theme, the

concomitants and the logicar attendants play supporting roles to the

histor ic  force of  a h is tor ic  per iod.  Therefcre,  when r  refer  to  the

histor ic  dominance of  a h is tor ic  per iod,  r  refer  essent ia l ly  to  the

complex emul-sion of a historic force suspending and unfolding in the

int imate solut ion of  prec ise h is tor ic  concomitants and h is tor ic  ioq ical

attendants, all of which operate in mutually supporting roles to

mainta in the h is tor ic  theme in pursui t  o f  prec ise h is tor ic  mot ives.

The dehumanizing-humanizing opposites which are always present in human

history are a lways l -ocated in  th is  h is tor ic  emuls ion.

Because means which are al-so thematic can vary - indeed, because they

need to vary to keep the theme constant - the deception to rook for is

mistaking changing means for a changing theme. lrlhat we shoul-d guard

aqainst is the fal-se conclusion that social- orders have changed just

because the flanùeoyance of changing means has obscured the bland

constancy of the theme. Ivleans have the uncanny abil ity to masquerade

as theme of themes; historic themes have the misfortune of being easily

igrnored, once the appropriate means machinery has been set in motion
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to  assure the stabi l i tv  of  the theme.

This method der ives f rom the wor ld-system perspect ive addressing i tse l f

to  the card inal  contradic t ion in  socia l  real i ty :  contradic t ion of  socia l

real i ty  i tse l f .  The contradic t ion,  as can be seen f rom the contrast

between the "flamboyance of means" and the "bland of constancy of the

theme," is the contradiction that things can very easiLy appear to have

changed in sociaf  orders whi le ,  in  fact ,  f rom the f t js tonc point  of

view, they remain essentiallg the same - the historic theme remains

the same. 1 3
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r v . CONCRETIZING THE CF,PfTALIST HISTORIC DOI"ITI\IANCE

Everv socia l  order  has been par t  of  a par t icu lar  h is tor lc  dominance.

rn the past ,  d i f ferent  h is tor ic  dominances (even r f  s imirar  in  some

respects)  have exis ted in  d i f ferent .  par ts  of  the wor ld.  But  for  the

pas t  50C yea rs  o r  so ,  f o r  t he  f i r s t  t ime  i n  t he  h i s to ry  o f

marrkind, the whole world has steadily been coming under the dominance

of  one h is tor ic  form: the capi t .a l is t  h is tor ic  form. rn the wor lc ì

capi ta l is t  h is tor j -c  form, the h is tor ic  theme is  the accumulat ion of

capi ta l  through prof i t  maximizat ion;  the h is tor ic  mot ives are the

attainment of the bourgeois way of l- ife and its concomitants of the

p ro le ta r i an  way  o f  l i f e  and  i nc reas ing  p ro le ta r i an i za t i on ;14  t Ì r u

h i s to r i c  f o r ce  i s  t he  r i s i ng  re - re l  o f  e f f i c i ency  (even  i f  r eck less

,ef  f ic iency)  in  the exp. lo i ta t . ion of  both human and non-human resources;

and the historic concomitants and the historic logical attendarrts are

those aspects of  the capi ta l is t  socia, r  real i ty  which must  be present

and must  change as the r is ing level  of  ef f ic iency d ic tates to fac i l i ta te

capi ta l  accumulat ion by legi t imat ing and maj-nta in ing the capi ta l is t

order  in  the pursui t  o f  i ts  h is tor ic  mot ives.

Histor ic  concomitants refer  to  the changes in the t ranshj_stor ic

socio logical  and other  aspects of  dai ly  l i . fe .  They inc iude the changing

concept ions of  such th ings as food and nutr i t ion,  marr iaqe and love,

horne,  horrs ing and fam. i ly ,  work and le isure,  and even l i fe  and death.

Human beings have always regarded food as nutrit ive and love as somehow

related to fami ly  and home. They have a lways made the d is t inct ion

between work and reisure. They have al-ways known that l- ife irnpries

death -  gradual  or  sudden,  premature or  t imety"  No par t icu lar  h is tor : ic

per iod in  man's long h i .s tory can c la im to have invented these aspects

of l- ife. They have evolved to be present for as loirg as \^/e care to
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remember. This is what. makes them transhj-storic, except that in

changing h is tor ic  per iods t l iey (may) assume di f ferent  forms,  meanings,

and values.  The argument  is  that  these changing d j - f ferences occur

between and wi th in h is*-or ic  per iods to fac i l i ta te the maintenance of

h j -s tor ic  themes" The ernphasi -s  in  th is  argument  is  not  on the newness

n €  r n  i n r r o n r i n n  b u t :  o n  t h e  n e w n e s s  n f  t i r e  r . h e n o e s  i n  r h e  c o n r : e n t i o n sf  p v \ -  L r r s  u r r q r i v L J  ! r !  u r r u  u r J r l ! . L I /

o f  t hese  and  o the r  aspec ts  o f  l i f e ,  as  h i s to ry  moves  on  i n  i t s

h i s t c r i c s .

Histor ic  lc :g ica l  at tendants are Lhose aspects of  l - i fe  which cannot  be

said to have been present  throughout  hurnan h is tory but  are pecul iar  to

a p. r r t icu l -ar  h is torr r ;  per iod.  Examples are harc to pr<;v. ide in  th is

instance.  But  the s i -at -e and the nat ion,  bureaucracy and J.egal i t res,

and even our  concept ions of  d j -s tance,  t ime,  and s ize can be said. ,  for

example,  to  be very pecul iar  to  our  capi ta_List  epoch.  T,hey ca.n a lmost

be said t .o  have been invented and to have evolved loqicaf l rz  to serve

+ l . ^  - . - ^ i ! - l  l ^ e  LurrE uqyrLarrù '  . . is tor ic  therne of  capi t .a l -  accumulat ion

In case the d is t inct ion I  seek to esta-b l i  sh between h- is tor ic  concomitant .s

and h is tor ic  log ical  at tendants is  nei ther  c lear  nor  convinc ing,  le t  me

foresta l l  unnecessary content ions by arguing chat .  h is tor ic  log ical

at tendants can Jre conceived of  as the resulLs of  ext reme changes in

his tor ic  concomitants.  The argument  is  that  these changes are so

extreme that  they can be consiCered to const i tu te d i f ferent  h is tor ic

phenomena in +-he logical  serv ices of  d i f  ferent  h is tor ic  l . rer iods.

I  s i -mply s tate the cbvious,  therefore,  wh€n f  say thai  the character-

is t ics of  the capi ta l is t  war l -d-system -  i ts  paradoxes and i ts  contra-

dictions - have developed with the development of the historic dominance

of  the wor ld capi ta l is t  format ion.  I f  the theme in th is  h is tor ic

ident i ty  is  the accumul-at ion of  capi ta l  in  +-he pursni t  o f  the mot ives,

then what  d is t inguishes i t  f rom some possib le hurnanized fuLure econornic

forms is  not  so much the d i f ference between pr ivate and publ ic  ownership

of production, as both ownership forrns hotd as their goal the

accumulat ion of  capi ta l  through i -ncreasing t i re  ef f ic iency of  product ior i ,

the cause of  man's dehumanizat ion.  In  the capi ta l_ is t  mode of
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production the emphasis is on the efficient production of things, and

not  on the product ion of  th ings,  ef f ic ient ly  or  otherwise,  to  enhance

and d igni fy  human exis tence in the indiv iduaf  and societa l  senses.

Because of this theme, and the way its logical means and concomitants

have developeC, the previously  "unre lated re lat ions"  of  the d i f ferent

parts of the world have dramatically given way to a single world-history

in the course of  near ly  500 years.  For  th is  reason,  we have a

worl-d of polit ical societies \^/ithin one dominant capital-ist worl-d-

economv.

I have put down the above t-o stress that the world has, over the past

500 years, become one - a unit whole with an ethos and a pathos -

embracing a l f  o ther  uni ts  and af fect ing aI I  e lse in  th is  whole.  This

whol-e is  the capi ta l is t  wor ld-system, and i t  is  so a l } -pervading that

it is impossible to envision the transformation of any part of it

wi thout  consid.er inq the eventual -  t ransformat ion of  the whole. l5

I  refer  to  the wor ld-system as capi ta l is t  because the wor ld-economy,

which holds th is  system together ,  is  capi tat is t .  This  is  not  to

suggest that al1 the different economies in the worl-d are capitalist in

the same sense and to the same degree. Vùhat is suggested is that at

the worl-d level- all types of economies are forced to act, through the

worl-d market, as though they were capital-ist, in pursuit of the

capi ta l is t  h is tor ic  theme of  accumulat ing capi ta l  i r respect ive of  the

level- of development of productive relations, productive forces, and

the ar t icu lat ion between them. l6

Even though we have the centraf, state, and peripheral types \,vithin the

capi ta l is t  wor ld-economyr lT *d even though these types d i f fer  in  many

ways,  we cal l  the wor ld-system, wor ld-h is tory,  and the wor l -d-economy,

wh ich  subse rves  bo th ,  cap i t a l - i s t f o r two  ma in  reasons .  F i r s t ,  t he  s ta tes

of  those economies in  the wor ld-system which are " fu l ly"  capi ta l is t

appear to want their economies to remain so; the states of those units

which are not yet fully capitalist appear to want to become "fu11y,'

capitalist; and the states of those economies which cl_aim not to be

capi ta l is t ,  because they have socia l - ized thei r  means of  product ion,
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appear to behave both internally ard externally as though they are

capi ta l is t  or  \^ /ant  to  be capi ta l is t . lB Second,  we cal l  the wor ld

real i ty  capi ta l is t  because i ts  h is tor ic  theme of  the accumufat ion of

capi ta l  and i ts  ind iv idual  h is tor ic  mot ives of  the bourgeois,  the

proletar ian and the pro letar ianized ways of  l i fe ,  are increasingly

becoming universal  mot ives in  the wor ld-system.

I f  we choose to name the wor ld capj - ta l is t ,  i t  is  not  meant  to be an

ideological  opprobr ium but  rather  to suggest  that ,  in  the sense descr ibed

above - in its ethos as weil as its pathos - the whole world-system as

a cul ture and a process,  in  s t ructura l  and re lat ional  terms,  is

capi ta l is t  and that  the h is tor ic  dominance of  the wor ld-system is

^ - ^ . i  + - l ;  ^ +
U A P I  L A I I  -  L .

In  the cour .se of  pursuing the d i f ferent  vrays of  l i fe ,  through the

methodical  accumulat ion of  capi ta l ,  the wor ld-system -  i ts  economy,

his tory,  and cul ture -  d isp lays h is tor ic  tendencies of  increasinq

efficiency of expJ-oitation of human and non-human resources.

A.x io logical ly  speaking,  explo i ta t ion is  the dehumaniz ing opposi te of

manrs onto logical  vocat ion of  humanizat ionl9 present ,  in  i ts  capi ta l is t

form, in  the complex h is tor ic  capi ta l is t  "emuls ion.  "  Given what  we

know about the world today, the advanced science of production and the

retarded ar t  of  d is t r ibut ion,  i t  is  the d i f ferent  rnodes of  capi ta l is t

exploitation and their efficiency that make the present world-order

unfa i r ,  unjust ,  immoral ,  and i r rat ional .

From the peripheral point of view, the problem is that none of the

three types of capital-ist forms mentioned above appears to promise that

i t  wi l l  cease to dehumanize people,  especia l ly  the people ( the masses)

of  the per iphery,  in  i ts  themat ic  evolut ion.  Therefore,  the per iphery

must make the transformational aspects of the human vocation of

increasing humanization their principal vocation.

It must be emphasized that, in this argument, the dominance of the

contemporary world social formation, as it is defined by the nature of

the l inks between its constituent modes of production, matters and not
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i  t s  s n e r : i  f  i  r -  n r r r i l i g g  .

since the humaniz ing ax io logy of  man's onto logical  vocat ion is
r r n d r ì o c l - i a n a . {  f l - 'urrYqsrLJ-vrrsu, utre name we cal-l t-he world should Suggest much more than
just  a neutra l  descr ipt ion.  The narne should unambiguously represent  a

s j -mul taneous re ject ion of  i ts  main dehumaniz ing tendencies ancl  the

acceptance of  i ts  humaniz ing potent ia l_ and i ts  qrowth.

There is  c lear iy  a huge d i f ference betvreen capi tat ism and socj -a l ism.

Bt t t  my argument  is  t .hat ,  f rom my perspecr ive,  they are onry opposi te

var iants wi th in the wor lo capi ta l - is t  real i ty  i :a ther  than radicaf

opposr- tes.  They are radical  opposi tes only in  the Eurocentr ic  wor l_d-

v i -ew.

l fhat  r  am st ruggJ- ing to suggest ,  and r  constant ly  fear  that  r  sha1l  be

nr isunderstood,  is  that  i t  is  dan.gerous to confront  the Lransformatron
^ t r  + t r - ^  , - - - l  ! ^ 1  I  ^or rne caplEar l -s t  wor l -d-system (or  any large-scal -e h is tor ica l  system for

that matter) as though it is the primarlz historic duty of its domrnant

par t  to  negate the system and i tse l f  wi th i t :  su ic ide is  not  too common

in dai - ly  l - i fe .  Conscious and del - iberate h is tor j -ca l -  se l - f -abnegat ion of

large-scal -e h is tor ica l  systems is ,  i f  they ex is t  at  a l l_ ,  even less

coqùnon "

such systems,  i f  Ehey are not  too stubborn,  rev ise themseives so that

they can last  longer.  No honest  observer  can accuse the capi tar isc

system of  a lack of  ingenui ty  or :  s tubbornness to rev ise i tse l f  as 1t

goes a long-  Capi ta l is t  h is tory is  replete wi th c lever  surmot int ings of

cr ises.  r ts  very ex is tence produced socia l ism, which a ' ,cur tured"

Ghanaian wi l - l -  see and j -nterpret ,  in  only  i ts  Eurocentr ic  ( f ina l )

analys is ,  as no more than " the same th inq.  d i f ferent . "

That  the capi tar is t  wor ld-system wi l - l  some cay col lapse \^ /e a l f  know.

But tt iat is not - indeed it cannot be - the problern. The axiomatr.c

point  is  that  i t  wi l - l -  co l lapse by i ts  own abi l i t ies and inabi l i t res,

as they ref lect  through an excessive and insat iable appet i t .e .  The

axiomat j -c  s tatus of  th is  point  s t i l t  does not  make i t  in terest inc; ,



however, given what we know about cur world and its givens.

From th is  real izat ion,  the in i t ia l  vJorry of  those of  us who seek

genuine t ransfcrmat ion throuqh a newly conceived anr l  constructed

transi t ion of  the capi ta l is t  wor: ld-system is  to a ler t  ourselves Lo the

cardinal  contradic t ion (or  is  i t  in i t ia l - Iy  a paradox and not  a cont t :a-

d ic t j -on as such?) that  th ings can very easi ly  appear to change whi le

actual ly  remain ing essent- j .a l l1r  the same.

In th is  inst -ance,  socia l  phi losophy -  developmental is t  phi losophy

cqncc ia l  lw  -  m . ) \ r es  s r rh t l v -  T t  moves  on  the  sub t fe  mean ings  i t  endows
J  r r r v

categor j -es,  thei . r  der ivat ive concepts,  and t -he ínterre lat ionships

between them, as they in  turn re late by der ivat ion to the constancy '

and subt l -e var iat ions wi th in the cont inui tY,  c f  i ts  h is tor ic  theme.

My point -  is  that  these categor ies and the in terre lat ionships between

them may <lisplay confusing tendenci es toward transformationai f luidit-y

and r ig id i ty ,  but  s t i l - i  th is  is  not  the problem. The problem always is

precisely  the extent  to  which such r ig id i t . ies and f lu id i t ies h ide the

smooth continuity of a developmental.ist philosophy.

To i l . lust rate the problem, and a lso to move on f rom i t ,  I  shal - l  re fer

to Ar thur  Lewis 's  The Theorg of  Economic Growth,2o W. l r I  .  Rostow's ant i -

coÍìmunist manifesLo masqueradi.ng as a histcrical study, The Stages of

Economic Growth,2l the many writ ings of the Committee for Comparative

Pol i t ics,  the many neo-c lass ical  and Keynesian approaches to the study

of  the so-cal led economics of  development  ,22 and,  the dual- is t ic  separat ion

between anthropology and sociology as good indications of the subtlety

involved in the Eurocentric nature of dominant polit ical economy.
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V. ELEMENTS FOR ' 'FOR'ùARDING''23

Tmmediate ly  af ter  Wor ld War I I ,  the l ibera l  Eurocentr ic  concept ion of

the rnodern world was one of an uncompromising duality, not a set of

re l -ated contradic t ions and thei r  in t imat ing paradoxesr24 which enabled

a part of the world-system to feed on other parts. The world-economy

consisted of the dual economies of the developed and the underdeveloped

sectors between and wi th in societ ies.  But  nowadays,  because of  cer ta in

inf luencesr25 even the l ibera l  v iew of  the wor ld rear i ty  has tempered

itself enough to adopt the argument that the two sets of economies and

societ ies are not  necessar i ly  unre lated in  some minimal  sense at  least ,

but that the dual nature of the two realit ies within the modern world

reality is more important than any relationships which exist between

the separate real i t ies wi th in the dual is t ic  whole.  The only t ime when

it is legitimate to breach the sacred duality of the world. reality is

when i t  comes to the d i f fus ion of  the exogenous sources of  "progressive"

change from the centre into the periphery. This tiberal Eurocentricity

as it was charnpioned by many is what has been severely crit icized by

Andre Gunder Frank in his classic essay, "sociology of Development and

Underdevelopment  of  Socio l -ogy. '26

From the point of view of development, and with the increasing demon-

strat ion of  the d i f f icur t ies inherent  in  the l - ibera l  Eurocentr ic

conception of the duality of the world reality problem, the question

confronting this brand of Eurocentrics became why it was that in the

face of  a l - r  the d i f fus ionis t  theor ies,  and thei r  appl icat ions at  the

national and the international- levels, the development-underdevelopment

duality persisted in its traditional or non-mod.ern perversity. This

question centred on the lack of evidence indicating that the Third

9ùorrd countries \^/ere getting more comprex in social structure and
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growing economical ly  by fo l lowing thei r  predicted sel f -susta ined

developmentaÌ paths, just as the European countries had done earlier.

The pursui t  o f  th is  quest ion has been very in terest ing,  even i f  as a

career  i t  has been rather  inauspic ious.  The debates which th is  quest ion

engendered became something akin to battlegrounds for inner Eurocentric

ideologies.  The posi t ions taken by the d i f ferent  Eurocentr ic  ideological

camps are what are often presented as immaculate universal- theories of

explanation of the underdevelopment of the Third V'Iorl-d and often as

the bases for the hopeful Eurocentric predictions regarding the

dissolut ion of  underdevelopment .

While l iberals contemplated what was responsible for underdevelopment,

consider ing endogenous Thi rd Vlor ld  societ ies '  def ic iencj -es,  and pre-

scr ibed exogenously d i f fus ionis t  Eurocentr ic  so lut ions,  the radical  and

Marxist all iance within the establishment contemplated and responded by

asking who was responsible for the underdevelopment of the Third World

societies. This latter questj-on did not exclude the questj.on of "what

was responsible." The all iance had known the answer to this question

al l  a long:  i t  was capi ta l ism of  the centre societ ies.  By asking "who

was responsib le,  "  the af l iance came out  wi th the star t l ing d iscovery

that  capi ta l is ts  of  the centre were responsib le.

We should note two things very carefully at this point. The first is

that neither of the two broad views sees the underdevelopment phenomenon

as the property of the world-system itselfi2T it remains the property

of the periphery of the world-system. Both views see underdevelopment

as the property of the peripheral parts of the system' even if they

locate the sources of  the causes d i f ferent ly .  Second,  both v iews

conceive of deveLopment as the progressive imitation of the social

history of the centre by the periphery; EuropeanizaÈion is synonymous

with development.

And yet the radical and Marxist way of putting the question seems to

indicate something very cruciaf. It seems to indicate how far we have

come in posing the right question. hle seem to be moving away from
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regarding underdevelopment as the property of parts of the world-system

due to some sort of a natural 1aw, the explanat.ion for which must be

sought  in  inanimate and superst i t j -ous realns.  r  say "we seem to be

movingr"  because i t  is  not  yet  c lear  whether  we have moved far  away

enough from Eurocentric mystif ication of the underdeveJ-opment as j-t is

understood by the crude contest  of  pr imacy between "endogenous" and
"exogienous" factors.  Ar l  th is  j -s  t rue,  and yet  nobody can gainsay the

fact that \^te seem to have come a long way from viewing underdevelopment

as some stage which some par ts  of  the wor ld,  for  one s i l ly  reason or

the other ,  must  go through -  a s tage which wi l l  consume i tse l f ,  prov ided

some s imple Eurocentr ic  precepts of  imi tat ion,  p lanning,  and

revolut ionary rhetor ics are indulged in.

Lat.ely, if we have come nearer to formulating the proper question with

respect  to  underdevelopment ,  we d id not  come to th is  point  easi ly .  r t

has taken an intense struggle against conventj-onal wisd.oms to establish

the baseline that underdevelopment- of parts of the world, in conrrast

to development  of  par ts  of  i t ,  has something to do wi th the act ions of

groups of men as they have interacted on the face of the earth over

the last  few centur ies in  a par t icu lar  h is tory which has benef i ted some

groups and hurt others. Thj-s formulation is no mean achievement,

consider ing the in i t ia l  one-s ided nature of  the st ruqqle between ideas.

The purpose of this paper is not so much to discuss the struggle of

ideas per ta in ing to the wor l -d real i ty  probrem. r t  is  to  suggesto in  a

modest way, that in the continuing debates on the worl-d reality

problem, it mlght be useful it we pause to pay at.tention to the

contents that  have been endowed cer ta in cruc ia l  categor ies.  thei r

der ivat ive concepts,  and the in terre la j - ions estabt ished between them,

if our inquiries into who and what is responsibre for the under-

deveJ-opment phenomenon and what to d.o about it are not to continue co

be frustrated by the Eurocentric predilection to cloud the worl-d reality

problem for non-Europeans. Even more important is the hope that, once

we re interpret  these cruc ia l  categor ies and concepts,  we wi l l  then be

in much better positions to confront "what is to be done" to remove

whatever r,r/e come to cal-f underdevelopment.
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My argument is not that other world-views, other partisan interpretations

of  the wor ld real i ty ,  wi l l  not  a lso be sel - f -serv ing but  rather  that  any

other  such interpretat ior- i  wi l l  lack the key Eurocentr ic  property  of

equat lng a par t icu lar  dominance wi th the ent i re wor ld-system. No other

wor ld-v iew can do th is  in  any case s ince,  as wor l -d-h is tory has unfo lded

over the last  500 years,  no other  cul ture has had the chance to lndulge

in t .he sel f -serv ing fat lacy of  equat ing the dominance of  a par t  v / i th

the whole.  In  addi t ion,  i t  can a lso be argued that  the very genet ic

make-up of  the European wor ld-v iew is  what  is  Eurocentr ic ,  whi le  the

genet ic  make-up of  other  wor ld-v iews is  noc,  hence impel l ing the

necessi ty  for  Europe to expand,  dominate,  and explo i t  on a wor ld scale.28

There cannot be a clear world-view without a distinctive and supportive

historiography. The argument. cannot be that conventional European

history - the methodical narratj-on and chronology of European events and

events involv ing Europe -  is  Eurocentr ic .  The argument  is  that  European

histor iography -  the sc ience or  the ar t  (not  exc luding the possib i l i ty

of  magic)  of  Lhe construct ion of  h is tor ica l -  knowledge for  universal

consumpt ion -  is  what  is  Eurocentr ic ;  Eurocentr ic i ty  is  to  be understood

through the methods employed and the motive these methods serve in the

evolut ion of  the modern wor ld-system, wi th speci f ic  reference to the

undisputable European dominance in the h is tory of  th is  system. To the

extent that history is the stuff from which we derive our knowledge

about  our  wor ld,  i ts  work ings,  and i ts  t ransfor-mat ion,  then i t  is  the

common fibre through the enormous intricacy and the all-pervading

complexi ty  of  European h is tor iography in i ts  ef for ts  to expla in the

wor ld that  I  th ink we should cal l  Eurocentr ic .

Scholarship in  the people 's  h is tory movement29 indicates ef for is  at  a

departure from the Eurocentric conception of history as the immaculate

presentat ion of  the poet ics and heroics of  supermen por t rayed by " the

use of  categor ies which remain whol ly  external  to  the object  they

purpor t  to  account  for . "30 This movemerr t  s t r ives to br ing h is tory

c loser  to the l ives of  the major i ty  of  the people who actual ly  nake i t .

There are many problems,  however,  in  th is  ef for t .  The b iggest  problem
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is the sweetly tempting danger to swing the pendulum from the worship

of  heroes in  h is tory to the worship of  " the people"  in  the manner of

Rousseauist  worship of  the noble savage.  Another  danger is  the

di f f icu l ty  of  inser t ing the par t icu lars of  " the people"  in to the f low

of  the general  in  the ar t icu l -at ion of  h is tor ica l  forces whi le  a l lowing

for the historical movements and maments within the prominence of a

speci f ic  and a prec ise h is tor ic  boundary.  This is  par t icuJ-ar Iy  worthy

of note if historiography is to concern itself \,r ith vrhat I think it

should focus on - namely, the transformation of our contemporary

capi ta l is t  large-scale h is tor ica l  system. To do th is ,  h is tor iography

must move from the conception and construction of history as "struggle

be tween  v i r t ue  and  v i ce r ' 31  t o  a  s to ry  o f  end less  j us t i f i ed  reveng . r . 32

Because of  i ts  t ransformat ional -  focus,  h is tor iography should concern

i tse l f  wi th the ef fect ive narrowing of  the onto logical -ax io logi -cal  gaps

at  a l l  leve]s wi th in the wor ld-svstem.

People 's  h is tory,  broadly and proper ly  understood,  shows that  the most

fasc inat ing th ing in  the study of  h is tory today is  not  in  the re-

statement  of  where h is tory went  r ight  but ,  i ronical ly ,  d iscover ing where

it went \^/rong and sti l l  continues to go wronq.

On the issue of  h is tor iography,  we must  refer  to  Er ic  Wi l - l iams's Br-z. t rsh

Histor ians and the l lest  rndres.33 In th is  book,  lV i l l iams demonstrares

beyond a l l  reasonable doubt  that  the worst  th ing in  European h is tor i -

ography,  as far  as th is  can be gauged by Br i t ish h is tor iography dur ing

the Victor ian era,  is  European h is tor iography i tse l f .34 Eurocentr ic i ty ,

dur ing th is  per iod,  especia l ly  i ts  rac is t  component ,  as Wi l l iams

demonstrates it, has enough power to move Allan Bulfock, a prim and

proper Oxford Univers i ty  h is tor ì -an,  r ,o  in t roduce l ,V i l l iams's book as

fo l l -ows:

The book was wr i t ten,  in  the f i rs t  p lace,  for  V ' test  Indian
readers,  wr i t ten wi th passion and for  a c lear ly  avowed purpose:
" to emancipate the author 's  compatr io ts  whom the h j -s tor ica l
writ ings that he analyses sought to depreciate and to ìmprison
for  a l l  t ime in the in fer ior  s tatus to which these wr i t ings
sought to condemn them." Before anyone condemns Dr. lVil l iams
for  us ing h is tor ica l  mater ia l  for  such a purpose,  he should
examine the clairns to impartial-itv of the historians from whom
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he  quo tes .

No v ' Iest  rndian is  r ikeJ-y to be surpr ised by the mater ia l -  Dr .
I { i l l iarns has col - rected to i l - l -ust rate h is  argument :  at  most  i t
can only conf i rm what  he knows in.s t inct ive ly .  Many Engl ish
readers,  however,  t  be l_ ieve,  wi l l  be guineJ_y shocked by the
erridence which he produces for a bel_ief in racial supremacy
fj-rmJ-y held and openly avowed by some of the most familiar
f igures in  Vic tor ian Enqland.  tn lhen s imi l_ar  v iews were
expressed by the Germans about Jews and other , 'non-Ayran"

peoples '  most  Engl ì -shmen regarded them as detestabl -e.  what  we
have sti l- l not real-ized, however - and I cannot regard mysej-f
as an exception in this matter - is the extent to which our
a t l i t udes  a re  unconsc ious l y  i n f l uenced  s t i l l _  by  t hese  o f t en
barely  recognized assumpt ions.

Er ic  l r t i l l - iams'  book may be at tacked as unfa i r  and b iased,
although by drawing so much of his mater:ial_ from the actual
works of  the wr i ters Ì re cr i t ic izes he has a l ready turned the
tables on h is  cr i t ics and lef t  them only wi th the charge that
he has been one-s ioed in h is  select ion.  Even i f  th is  v iere
t rue -  and I  should not  accept  i t  as t rue,  for  i r rs tance,  of
h is  account  of  the Governor  Eyre controversy -  i t  would not
af fect  what  I  bel ieve to be the real  va lue of  h is  book,  the
opportunity which it affords to l_ook at our history and
ourselves through t.he eye of a man of different race who has
successfu l - Iy  led i r is  people 's  movement for  independence f rom
Br i t i sh  ru le .  I t  i s  t h í s  wh i ch  g i ves  D r .  W i l l _ i ams '  book ,  b ias
and a l l  inc l -uded,  the character  of  an authent ic  h is tor ica l
document in its own right.

I f  h is tory is  ever  to be rnore than a one-s ided account ,  then
i t  is  necessary,  howeve: :  painfu l ,  to  look at  i t  f rom the other
man's point  of  v iew.  This is  not  a remote acad.emic point  of
v iew.  As Dr.  Wi l l iams has been quick t -o grasp,  a people 's
v iew of  j - ts  own his tory is  an essent ia l ,  perhaps the
r l o ra rn i ' : r ì na  f ac to r  i n  i t s  sense  o f  i t s  own  i r i en t i t v -  Theu v e v ! r r r f r r r r r ì J ,  r r r  r L J  - - s i l J s  u !  L L -  v w l t  r u e r l g r s J .

lr lest Indians are not the only people iooking for a new
ident i ty ,  so are the Br i t ish,  and an important  par t  of  the
process,  for  the Br iL. ish,  as much as for  the French or  the
Germans,  is  to  revaÌue thei r  h is tory in  the c i rcumstances of
a d i f ferent  wor ld.  I f  Dr .  I ,ù i l l iams'  book does no more than
drive us to go back and look for ourselves, we have reason to
be grateful to him. I cannot believe that anyone who does wil l
cont inue to see t .he events he descr ibes in  the same l iqht  as
be fo re .  3  5

Vli l l iams hj-mself says this in his forward, to the book:

The independence of Trinidad and Tobago cannoL be developed on
the basj-s of intel-Iectual concepts and attitudes worked out by
metropolitan scholars in t-he age of colonialism. The ol_d
inte l lectual  wor ld is  dead,  s t rangled by the noose that  i t
put around its own neck. The new world of the intellect open
to the emerging countries has nothing to lose but the chains
that  t ie  i t  to  a wor ld that  has departed,  never  to return.
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Poor and ins iqni f icant  as they may be,  t i re i r  real  opport_uni tv
for  independence l ies in  i -hei r  inc lependent  minC" 36 

- -

These are f ine words.  But  how t rue are they? rs the o ld in te l lectual -

wor ld real ly  dead or  has i t  on ly  assumed new forms in subt lety  as the

old wor ld i tse l f  only  appears to have d ied but ,  in  facc,  l ives r ts  o l t l
self i-n its new form? Ancl what should be the nature of the "independent

mind" that- wil l i .ams talks about? These questions are inceed. the
quest ions for  our  in te l lectual  t imes;  they deal  wi th the goals,  the
processes,  and the ind. icators of  the independent  in te l l -ectual  de,zelcp-

ment  of  the per iphery of  the wor l -d-system. This book is ,  in  many

regards,  to  be seen as a modest  contr ibut icn toward what  must  be done

in i - t ia l ly ,  i f  we are to forge independent  minds in  the per iphery.

î f  ,  as Bul- lock says,  Br i t ish - -  and by i rnpr icat ion European - -  h is tor :_o_
graphy of  the Victor ian era was rac is t ,  then the quest ion is  vrhether

th is  charact .er is t ic  has not  been passed on to the i r is tor iography of

today,  even i f  on ly  in  i ts  Eurocentr ic  ref inecl  for :m.  rn our  era,  a
European historiographic bias assumes ti\ro extreme forrns and has l-itt le

respect  for  the middle ground where the h is tor iographic t ruth orobably

} i -es-  Each extreme form seems to der ive d i rect ly  f rom what  Er ic

Ia1i l l - iams quotes Lord Acton as having sai_d:  that  , ' lcerLain races,

excluding the non-European racesl  are the only makers of  h is tory,  t i ie

only authors of  advancement. "3T Ad.ru.naenent  and h is tory,  f rom th is
po in t  o f  v i ew ,  i s  due  to  t he  g races  o f  " ce r ta i -n  races . "  H i s to ry  i s  a
medium for  the pra ise of  God,3B -r  ar tefact  in  the "cul tura l  decorat icn

and an exempJ_i f icat ion of  [a  par t icu lar  hegemonic power 's ]  worrder fu l

wo r l - d " "39  H is to ry  j - s  no t  mean l  t o  ansv re r  any  d i f f i cu l t  ques t j - ons ,q0

because i t  is  not  meant  to be a guide to act ion.4 l

From th is  v iew of  h is tory,  h is tor iography corrcerns i tse l f  only  wì- th t row

to present the advancement of the rnodern world and its evol_ution as

the resul - t  o f  the hegemonic hero ics of  cer ta in races.  rn these terms,

history has very lrtt le to d.o with the evolution of economics and. other.

real - i t ies such as explo i tat ion,  which are to be understood by the

evolution of events in the periphery and in the centi 'e and wlat l inks
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the two together  in  the capi ta l is t  wor ld-system to make i t  de-

hunrani zing.

This v- iew of  h is tor l '  pers is ts  in  Eurocentr ic  c i rc les.  The s i tuat ion is

where European h is tor iography ancl  i ts  der j .ved Eurocentr ic  methodologies

' i n  n n l i f ì n r l  a a n '- - -nomy,  t .o  perpetuate European methodologies i -n pol i t i .ca l

econo: l ryr  to  perpetuah-e European dominance and to d isccurage non-

European conf idence in the realms of  ideas,  come in thei r  two extreme

forms.  One extreme rrers ion at t r ibutes a l l  that  j -s  debased,  inef fect - tve,

and not  to  be desi red in  human beings to non-Europeans.  Non-Europeans

a re ,  Lhe re fo re ,  r espons ib le  f o r  a f1  t ha t  i s  w rong  i n  t he i r  soc ie t i es .

The other  ext reme vers ion at t r ibutes chi ld l ike innocence to the non-

European races and i.heir cultures and holds that i-he European race and

i ts  cul ture are and have been responsib le for  a l l  that  is  wrong in

non-European societ" ies .

l le  shoutd know enorrgh today to re ject  the f i rs t  v iew of  h is tory as

extremist nonsense. By the sane token, we shoul-d also know enough to

regard the second v iew as a condescending exaggerat ion.  This la t ter

view can be interpreted to rnean that non-European races lack the

capacity and the refj-nement to resist dominaiion and exploitation or

that they are not yet fully hurnan to be, among other things, inhuman

to themselves and t-o others. This view suggests a refusal to accept

the ro les of  non-Europeans in shaping wortd-h is tory in  i ts  Lota l i ty

through thei r  own abi l - i t ies and inabi l i t ies.

I t  may therefore come as a b i t  o f  a surpr ise to Eurocentr ic  h is tor io-

graphy i f  I  were to argue,  as I  shal l  in  a la ter  chapter ,  the h is tor io-

graphic fact that non-European societies have, through their: historical

abi t i t ies and inabi l i t ies,  a lways been real  par ts  of  thei r  own his tor ies

and that they continue to be so even today. tr{hatever has been glorious

in thei r  share in  wor ld-h is tory -  such as the abol i t ion of  capi ta l is t

s lavery -  has not  been due to e i ther  the work of  God,  the pr ick of

hegemonic conscience resulting in the triumph of the po\{er of pure

idealism in the practical world, as Coupland and others would have us

bel ieve,42 o,  to  the European moral  a l leg iance to a c iv i l iz ing miss ion.
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r t  has in  large par t  been due to thei r  own par t ic ipat ion in  wor ld-h is tory,

as i-t has unfol-ded from particuÌar circumstances to particuÌar

c i rcumstances.  !Ùhatever  has been inglor ious and painfu l  has a lso been

due in large part- t.o their own participation in world-hi_story as r-r

has unfo lded to date.

For  example,  i f  the abol- i t ion of  capi ta l - is t  s lavery came about  because

of  the pers is tence of  s lave rebel - l ions of  var ious k inds and a lso because

of  an economic expedient  in  Coupland's  pract ica l  work which demanded

i t ,43 then we should a l -so reaf ize that  the s lave t rade i tser f  was

assis ted to some degree by Afr icans of  the t ime.  At  the moment,  the

pers is tence of  imper ia l ism is  not  c lue to the sore ingenui ty  of  the

centre sources of  imper iar ism. The per iphery sources of  imper ia l ism

are nov/  exper ienced and able accompl ices in  th is  nefar ious enterpr ise.

r f  we are not  to  turn h is tory in to "h i_storyoid,"44 then we must  a lways

be conscious of  the complex dual ,  even mut t ip le,  nature of  h is tor ioqraphic
f  r r r t h  q

Nineteenth-century Europe has much greater hold on our present-day

thinking about our world than we are often aware. The key categorres

and concepts and the interrelationships between the id.ioms in the

scient i f ic  language wi th which we exprain the wor l_d.  to  ourserves noE

only are Eurocentric but al-so are bound to nineteenth-century Euro-

centr ic i ty .  The mat ter  is  prec isely  as Immanuel  l , {a l - Ierste in s tares

i t :  in  the socia l -  sc iences and in pot_ i t ica l  economy, , 'our  concepts are

t ime-bound.  in  two senses."45 He cont inues that  our  concepts , , ref lect

the conditions of a certain age. They apply to the conditions of a

cer ta in age -  not  necessar i ly  the s,ame one as the one they ref lect .

when usi r rg terms,  i t  is  a lways cruc ia l  to  perceive both sets of

referents,  or  \^ /e shal l  miss the point  of  a debate. , ,46 The age is

nineteenth-century Europe .

It j 's the central theme of this paper that the debates on the concept of

imper ia l ism have missed the point  of  the debate insofar  as imper ia l ism

is a wor ld-system process wi th par t ic ipat ion by at1 concerned and not

an exclusively European phenomenon.
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The logical ,  s t ructura l ,  re lat ional ,  and other  h is tor ica l  exhib j_cs

displayed in the confusing debate on imper ia l ism are Eurocentr ic

l ' r o a : r r c a  ^ f  h a r  l - h  i  n n c  t .  l ' r a 1 7  2 7 p  f  i  m e - l r n r r n r l  e n r i  f - h c r r  r p f  I  p a t  t - h et  u r r e _ ) '  a ! s  L l l r l s  ! v u l r u  4 r s  u l l s J  ! s ! a g v

European condi t ions of  the la te n ineteenth century -  as they apply to

the emergence of  industr iar  capi ta l ism -  or  are presented as though

they ref lect  European exper iences f rom t ime immemcr ia l - .

To call the dominant methodology/epistemology of potit ical economy in

the capi ta l is t  wor ld-system Eurocentr ic  should not  be to s tate anyth ing

star t r ing ly  controvers ia l - :  i t  is  a descr ipt ive fact  about  not  only  the

depict ion of  the worÌd reat i ty  problem but  a l -so the expected and the

conventionally accepted lvays to approach its study.

Thomas lCrun,  in  The Structure of  Scient i f ic  Revol-ut ion,47 a ler ted us

to the k inds of  res is tance to be expected f rom the establ ishment  in  any

at tempt to change accepted paradigms.  In pol i t ica l  economy, the

reasons for this resistance may be many, but they rnust include the

problem of  psychology of  knowledge,  which oversees the mot ive of

seeking to perpetuate European dominance in the world.

Johan Galt-ung, a man who has g:-ven social science methodology some

thought ,  has recent ly  wr i t ten a book ent i t led IdeoJogg and túethodoTogg.4B

I  in terpret  Gal tung's  main thesis  to be that  methodologies in  a l t

societ ies should be seen as ideol -ogies because of  the st rong compat i -

b i l - i t ies between what  is  considered a "val id  sc ient i f ic  product  ( the

science s l ructure)  and .  .  .  the socia l  s t ructure wi th in which th is

product  was produ""6.  "49 The sc ient i f ic  product .  wi l l  be shaped

accord. ing t -o the socia l  s t ructure.50 Gal tung says that  the basic

under ly ing i -dea is  nei ther  compJ- icated nor  or ig inal :

It is simply that there is a relation so strong between the
two that to tal-k of philosophy of science in general and
scient i f ic  methodology in  par t icu lar  (what  const i tu tes a val id
scientif ic product) without reference to the underJ-ying social
s t ructure is  mis leading.  That  k ind of  d iscussion wi l l  on ly
lead to pretenses of universalism and absoLutism, masking the
extent  to  which a val id  sc ient i f ic  product  a lso,  to  a large
extent ,  has [ to ]  vaf idate Iand]  reproduce the st ructure that
brought it forth. Far from universaL, a methodology even
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contr ibutes to the def in i t . ion and maintenance of  a cer taÍn
social s+-rucLure by being compati.bl-e vrith i--. or to at_s dorvn-
far l  and replacement  by another  by berng inccmpat ib le v / i th  i . t .
Thus,  a l t i rough the sc ience st ructure is  general ty  c letermined.
by  t h i s  s t roc tu re ,  some  fee< j . back  i s  poss i . b te .51

one of  Gal t*ng 's  main a-rgr . rments is  that  the st ruccure

for  exampl .e,  "mus+- e i ther  be s imi lar  to  t ,L ie s t ruccure

which i t  is  embedded o: :  e ise be rather  iso l -ate, l . .  -

n f  r r J -  n r n ' l r . ^ + i ^ , - - - l  I

o f  t he  soc ie t y  i n

" 5 2

Ga]tung's  poignant  conclus ion of  the ideological  conneci ions between

socia l  s t ructure,  sc ience st ructure ,  and the sc ient . i f  j -c  p: :oduct  rs  put

th i s  way :

There i .s  no sucl i  th ing as a general ,  universal -  methodoiogy.
The epistemologylmet-hodology we har,,e produces res'r-ts
compat.ible with the str:ucr-i.rre producing it, an<1 t-hat st:lucture,
in  turn,  is  a ref lect ion of  the general  socia l  s t ructure in
which \^re aÌ:e embedded" To work wiLh a methocoloEy, hence, is
a polit i-cal act of confirmat-ion or negatì-on of 1_he structr-rre
in  wh i ch  we ,  peop le  i n  gene ra r  and  sc ien t i s t s  i n  pa r t i cu ra r ,
l- ive - once chosen one may enact. the norms of that- methorl-
o logy grarunar wel l ,  or  badly -  correct ly  or  incorrect ly .  But
Lhere is  a c i ro ice,  and the choice cf  a method. . l -ogy is
i rnpl ic i t l lz  the choice of  an ideorogy,  incrudin-q the myst i fy i .g ,
monotheistic i.deology that ther:e is but one methodology - the
universai  one.  To the extent  that  we are conscrous t -he choice
is for us to make, not to be made for us and to the extent
tha t  we  a re  f r ee  fo r  us  t o  enac t .53

For each type of  socia l  s t ructure,  GartunE suggests that  two key

quest ions must  be asked i f ,  among cther  th ings,  we are goinE to be

able to appreciate the thesis  of  , 'methodoiog"y as ideo]ogy."54 The f i rs t
quest ion i .s  "under t -h is  s t ructuraì  type,  what  is  the most-  ì_ ike iy

structure of t l"re organizat-.ion for and implementat-ion of .ralid science
-  the sc ient i f ic  and professional  s t ructure?" The seconr l  is  , 'unr ler  th is

st ructura l  type,  what  is  the most  l - ike ly  s t . ructure of  the sc ient i f ic

product?"55 He adds t t rat  " the f i rs t  quest ion belcngs to socio logy,  or

the sc ience of  socia l  s t ructure proper.  The seccnd quest j -on belongs

more  to  ' cu l t u ro logy '  o r ,  pe rhaps ,  t o  ' h i s to ry  o f  i deas r  - . t o  i deo logy
(as c l is t inct  f  : :orn ' ideology r  ;  "  r r  56
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The worrd ca.o i tar isL system and iLs economy bear the h j -erarchrcal

s t ruc tu re  o f  t he  cen t r c r  t h - -  sem i -pe r i phe ry ,  i 7  and  the  pe r i p i r c r y  i n  a

Euro- l - ibera l  cu l ture.5S The centre is  predominant ly  European and the
q r . t n i  - r , e  r  ì  r l h o r r ;  : r ì , 1  1 - ì ì a  r r a -  i  n h a  - ' ,. L r r , 1 , . e r  I  a l , v  a re  non -Eu ropean  buL  ru l ed  by

F ' r r r n r r o : n i  z , : r l  a t  a 6 p n r q  n r  F - , r r - n è a n S .  I c  i S  L h e f e f o f  e  n . t  s r r r n r i  q .! q r e p e a r r r a s ! r  s _ . _ s i r r e  ! ú ! u y s o t r J .  J - L  f  S  L t l t j t _ e -  _ _  _  - . - r - ^ _ l - n g

chat-  in  pc l i - t ica l -  ecorrony both the sc ientr f ic  s t ructure anc the

sc ien t r f i c  p roduc t  w i l l  be  E r - r rocen t r i c .  I deas  w i l l  t end  to  f l ow  f rom

tire cop to l lte botLom, atrd Eu::opeans and Europe:anizecl elements wil-l t.en6.

to cccup: , "  the h igher  rarrks of  Lhe sc ient i f ic  s t ructure.  This does not

cr l ly  mean that  for  lhe bol tom ranks of  bh.e sc ierr t - i . f ic  s t ructure the

sc ienc i f i c  p roduc ; t  w i l l  be  Eu rocen t r i c ;  r a the r ,  i t  mea r i s  t - ha t  f o r  non -

Er-r ropeans rn t -L ie sc ient i f , r -c  s t , ruc lure cf  the wor l -d-system where a 11b-

e ra i  e thos  r , eans  soc ia l  mob i l i t y  i . s  poss ib le  and  the  mc r t i o  i s  success ,59

the a i rn of  no.r t -Europcal ts  in  t l re  ranks of  the sc ient i f ic  scructure wi l l -

be to "supra ' -Europeanize"  the Europeans.  Goo<1 examples are che extreme

vehemetrce of selni-peripheral- and peripherai Mrarxj-sm and t.he extreme

shad iness  r : f  t he r r  l i be ra i i s rn .

This reaLi ty  a lso Í leans 1-ha|  in  the present  wor ld-system a ver t . ica l -

Cj -v is ion of  l -abour w111 exis t .  European and the Europeanized e iements

in the sc ient i f ic  s t ructure wi l - l -  dr  spense sc ient i f ic  ax ioms wi th

underryrr rg basic  assunqrLions ancl  paradigms.60 The lower ranks of  the

sc ienb i f i c  s r - r l r c tu re ,  pcpu la led  as  i t  w i r . r  be  ma in l y  by  t he  sen i i -

per iphery and t l le  per iphery professionars in  the s i : rucLure,  wi l t  busy

themselvr :s  wi th the r rever-ending chores of  puzzle solv ing,  having

al ready been g iven and i - ra ined in Eurocentr ic  "universal  sc ient-_ i f ic

c ru ths .  "

rn tkre wor ld capr t -a l is t  syst rem, the j -nvar , iance rn che d ia lect i .ca l ry

chang-Lng univer :s : l  t ru ths6Ì  is  t i ie  extent  to  which the wor ld - is  made

safe " -  meani t :g  absence of  war and increasing ecorrcmic growth -  fc l r  the

cioninance of t l ie Euro,or-:. in culture, expressed in the functicnal terms of

t f ie  exLen1- to wl t lch capi - ta i  i -s  accumulared in the centre by keeping the
; )g: :ad-rer i r . "  <->f  t Ì re ex i r lo i ta t ron of  Lhe per ipher-7 constant .  I f  the

pers is tence of  che st ruc iure of  tne wor l -d-systetn is  r :e f lected in  che

pe rsasLe r r c t :  c f  t he  sc ren t r - f . j - c  sL ruc - *u re  and  i t s  p roduccs ,  t hen  i L  a l - so

? r -
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means that perhaps the transformational- probabil it ies of the world.-
system can be gauged by the transformational- change :-n the scientrfic
st ructure and i ts  products.  t rdhat  comes f i rs t  ( t ransformat ion in  the
structure or  in  the product)  may be d i f f icu l t  to  te l1.  Bur  t ransfor :mat ion
in the nature of trre sci-entif ic prod.uct must mean someilring. rt can
lead to or  at  least  ind icate t ransformat ional -  changes in the sociaf
s t r u c t u r e  i t s e 1 f . 6 3

This paper does not  c la im to be in i t ia t ing nruch of  a change in the
capi ta l is t  wor id-system, pot i t ica l -  ecol )omy,  or  sc ient . i f ic  products.
I^lhat it pretends to suggesr- is that to even pretend to i-nit iate change,
we shoul-d fi-rst exami-ne our basic concepts and categories to rear_ize
that  they are as Eurocentr ic  as they can be expected to be,  g iven our
capi ta l is t  wor ld-system and i ts  European d.ominance.

The p lea j -s  that .  imper ia l ism is

examination with, given +-hat j-t.

by the EurocenLr ic  esLabl ishrnent

a good concept to start such an

rs a much misused concept  in  a l l  senses

in pol i t ica l  economy.

rn this paper, we adopt the approach whlch sees the structural and the
re lat iorra l  aspects of  the worrd-system as processes i_n t -hemserves.64
vùe ident i fy  actors operat ing in  the st ructuraf - re l -at ional  processes,
and we ascr ibe mot ives to the acLors in  these processes.  fmperra l_ ism,
the subject  of  th is  paper,  is  seen as an abid ing at t r ibute of  worrd
capi ta l ism set  - in  the st r ic t  h is tor ic i ty  of  wor ld capi t ,a i ism in
evolut ion "
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VI. THE BASIC MARXIST MEÎHODOLOGICAL REFERENÎS

The developmental relations between the centre and the periphery in

the f low of  modern wor ld h is tory as d iscussed by Kar l  Marx ín Capi ta- l .65

r ight ly  became the basís for  opposing the l ibera l  or thodoxy in  the

explanat ion of  the pers is tence of  pover ty  in  the per iphery.  The

per:s is tence and the ins j -s tence of  the l - ibera l  or thodoxy,  we should

note,  only  encouraged che Marx is t  or thodoxy.  The problem wihh Marx ism

in th is  regard,  however,  was not  that  there threatened to be as many

orthodoxies as there were Marx is ts  but  that  a reverent ia l  deference to

what  Marx 's  corpus is  supposed to mean inhib i ted a reconsiderat ion of

certain crucial matters rel-ated to the global deveJ-opment-underdevelopment

contradic t ion.

Marxism now runs the risk of being turned into Marxology. Rather than

serve as the sol id  basis  for  a f resh wave of  in te l lectual  assaul t  on

crucia l  problems in pol i t ica l  economy, Marx ism has now become a

formidable obstac le to such an assaul t .  The problem fac ing }4arx ism at

present is not that it has become fashionable for all who find the

l ibera l -  i r rat ional i t ies and rat ional izat ions of  convent ional -  wisdom

repugnant to cal-l themsel-ves l iarxists. The problem is that Marxism

cont inues to be guarded by a v ic ious legion of  versat i le  adherents who

appear wel-1 versed in every page in the huge Marx is t  corpus.  This legion

is  ever  a ler t  to  the s l ightest  d issonance between i ts  in terpretat ions

of "what Marx meant" and the most innocent and well-intended attempts

at  extending,  rev iewing,  or  even merely  ret reading Marx in  the l ight  of

the nonfut f i l -ment  of  Marx is t  expectat ions.  66

Many Marx is t  categor ies,  thei r  contents,  thei r  der ivat ive concepts,

and the in terre lat ionships between them need updat ing.  This becomes
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very necessary as we move from the Eurocentric consciousness in which

the pr imary contradic t ion is  bourgeois-pro letar ian c lass contradic t ion

to the world-system consciousness in which the primary contradiction

i -s  that  between bourgeois nat ion-states and pro letar ian nat ion-sEares;

the la t ter  contradic t ion impl ies,  of  course,  the secondary contradic t ions

o f  i n te rna l  ba lances  o f  c l ass  f o r ces .67  To  ca l l  c l ass  con t rad i c t i ons

secondary j -s  not  to  denigraLe crass contradic t ions but  to  suggest ,  in

explaining the development-underdevelopment contradiction in the world,

that we put emphasis first on the tensions and the forces which

distinguish between the centre and the periphery of the world-economy,

and second that we explain the articulation and the persist,ence of

these tensions and forces by in ternal  c l -ass in terests in  the centre and

in the per iphery and the re lat ions beLween them. This is  par t icu lar ly

lmportant  to  note,  i f  we are going to understand the pers is tent  paradox

where things appear to be constantly changing at the international_

1eve1,68 and yet  th ings in  the per iphery and the ro le of  the per iphery

in the wor ld-system remain essent ia l l_y the same.

Approached this way, the compatibirity and the incompatibil i ty of

in terests between internal  per iphery c lass forces and i -nternal -  centre

c lass forces coul -d lead us to appreciate the possib i l i ty  of  at  least

some of  the Marx is t  predict ions at  th is  point  in  worrd-h is tory.  For

example' vle can proceed to appreciate the possibil i ty of the comrnonality

of interests between the bourgeoì-sie and the proletariat in the centre

and the periphery societles. Further, we can understand the commonal-itv

of  inÈerests between the bourgeois ie of  the per iphery and centre

societ ies.  We can then proceed to ask whether  there is  a commonal i ty

of  in terests between the pro letar ia t  of  the centre and the per iphery.

And we may come to understand that, as Franz Fanon noted, in the

periphery the proletariat is very privileged indeed, compared with the

many unemployed,  d ispossessed,  and semi-pro letar ianized people there.69

From this observation, rtte may question whether the fetish attachment.

to the working class as the revol-utj-onary class is not itself a Euro-

centr ic  factor  of  n ineteenth-centurv or iq in.  70

This understanding wil l- enable us to appreciate what is going on in
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periphery not through any set Eurocentric formulae, but through the

per iphery 's  c i rcumstances in  the wor l -d and in h is tory.  We wi I I

appreciate that the peripheral parts of the world-system are only

subordinate and not inconsequential parts of the world, and that these

parts  of  the wor ld a lso make thei r  own his tor ies,  even i f  they do not

make thei r  h is tor ies as they p lease.  Fur ther ,  i f  indeed the contra-

d ic t ion between the centre and per iphery is  real ly  a h is tor ica l -  process

and the product of the world-system in evolution, and not due to any

magical presence of dr:alism and its stubborn interference to the

ef fect iveness of  d i f fus ionis t  goa1s,  then perhaps i t  coul -d a lso be t rue

that the abatement of class confrontation and conflicts in the centre

societ ies i -ndicates that  " in ternat ional  workers '  so l i -dar i ty"  Lras

never had any object ive basis  on the wor1d scale.  T l  I t  may wel l  be

that this much-touted solidarity has always been no more than a clever

Eurocentr ic  decept ion -  or  at  best  just  a harmless Eurocentr ic  phrase

for cnrrcrl i nc i n the throats of secluded intell_ectual_s who believe in

the duplication of Europe in the non-European parts of the worl-d - a

cause for  a l ienated d iss idents looking for  causes to uphold,  and a

plat form for  se l f -conscious radical  act iv is ts  at  socia l  democrat ic

annual conventions. The need for such a solidarity may be there, but

for it to be meaningful, should there not be an imm.ediateiy perceived

commonal-ity of interests between workers of the worl-d? Ts there such

commonal-ity of interests? Has there ever been?

The main question then j-s whether \^re are to view our realit ies generally

with the aid of Marxist referenLs or whether we are to bl-ind ourselves

to our real-it ies with sel-f-appointed orthodox Marxist referents.

Does the powerful Marxist thesis of unequal development have any

re levance outs ide nat ional  conf ines? I f  i t  does,  why is  there a

reluctance to break away from the conception of the world as no more

than a set of nations nebulousl.y related only through European dominance

in fact and in id,eas?72 Why is there a predilection to confuse the

impure nature of "sociaf formations'r with the purity of "modes of

production" 1n crit icizing the correct view that the world-system - whose

dominance is capitalist - has an impure nature but an identity of its
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own and thus must be approache<1 on its own distinct terms?73

rs i t  not  t rue that  " long-dis tance t rader ' ,  in  both i ts  exot ic  ancl  non-

exot ic  forms,  as wel l  as in  the changing forms of  t rade and commerce,

has always had something to d.o with the continuing violent contact

between European and the non-European cultures? Has this viol_ent

contact  not  remained ever  s ince i t  s tar ted in  the la te f i f teenth

century, and has it not taken the changing forrns of the plunderings of

val-uable colonj-es for the huge differential-s in the rewards for labour

pov/er (wages) - "unequal exchange" - between the centre and the

periphery? Most importantly, have most of the peripheral- states that

have emerged lately not proved themsel-ves competent accomplices in the

explo i tat ion of  the per ipheral -  societ ies by the centre,  bel iev ing that

they can repeat "European transitions" in European fashion by imitating

European values in their frantic efforts to l- ive up to the Eurocentric

belief that non-European history is not much more than the Euro-

centr ic i ty  of  per ipheral  societ íes ? I f  the in tenl ion is  to  approach the

reaJ- i ty  problem f rom the tota l i ty  of  the wor ld as a large-scare

histor ica l -  system, and not  f rom the Eurocentr ic  perspect ive,  these are

questions we cannot avoid askinq-

The oppressive hand of Eurocentricity appears to rie as heavily on the

Marxist mode of thought as it r ies on the l iberal and on the radical

modes.  rn the Marx is t  case,  nowhere is  th is  c fearer  than in the "great

t ransi t ion debate"  in i t . ia ted by Maur ice Dobbs and paul-  Sweezy in  f950.74

That this debate has been resurrected. at d.ifferent t imes since the

original debate (Lacl-au-Frank, Bettel-heim-EmmanueJ-, and Lacfau-!ùall-erstein

debates)  75 inaicates that  i f  there is  any chal lenge in Marx ism today i t

does not  l ie  in  reading c lass ical  Marx is t  sources to prov ide or thodox

statements of what the sources mean or actually intend +-o say.

Raphael Samuel said a very wise thing when he stated:

Theory is not something read.y-made, waiting for us to adopt in
the form of  t 'hypothesesr , ,  , ,models"  or  "protocol . t t  L ike any
other  in te l lectual -  ar tefact ,  i t  has i ts  mater ia l  and ideological
conditions of existence. Thris can obviously be seen in the
case of such major revol-utions in thought as those associated
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with the narnes of Marx, Darwin and Freud, but it al-so needs to
be borne in mind when confronting more recent conceptual inno-
vations. Theoretical currents only become important because
they respond,  or  seem to respond,  to some pre-exis t ing s i lence
o r  u n e a s e . ' b

My par t icu lar  unease is  apt ly  represented by Samuel :

Too of ten,  in  theory as in  pol i t ica l  pract ice,
propositions have been impoverished by the fact that they have
remained l-ocked in their ovln conceptual world [Eurocentric
conceptual  wor l -d l ,  as though designed to keep real i ty  at  bay
rather  than to engage wi th i t .  A h is tory of  capi ta l ism " f rom

the bottom up" might give us many clues as to the sources of
its conti-nuing vitality than debates on the law of value,
necessary and i l - luminat ing though these may be.  .  . t /

Many of the key categories no\^r being bandied back and forth
are in  the f i rs t  p lace,  at  least  for  Marx is ts ,  h is tor ica l ly
def ined l in  the c i rcumstances of  n ineteenth-century Europe]
and the historian is l ikely to bring as much understanding
to bear on them.

A theoretically informed approach ought not to be identif ied
wi th any par t icu lar  way of  wr i t ing and i t  is  in  no sense
Àananzranf  , ,non canonical  texts or  hera ld ic  verbal  devices.
The theoretical worth of a project is not to be gauged by the
manner of its expression, but by the complexity of the
re lat ionships i t  explores.  7B

The chal - lenge in Marx ism, i twould appear,  l ies in  reading c lass ical  and

other Marxist sources and having the courage to apply interpretations

of and insights from these sources to various social problems in ways

that transcend the Eurocentric orthodoxies which confine aspects of

Marxism and threaten to reduce its immense value as a philosophy of

transformation: a mode of practical analysis of apparently changing

real i t ies to reveal  thei r  constancies and cont inui t ies,  and apparent ly

constant realit ies to reveal- their changes and variations.

The real problem here is the need to recognize that even a highly

developed crit ical social philosophy can very easily become under-

developed in its anti-systemic crit ical functions by becoming a

prisoner of its own orthodoxy in the changing circumstances of the world

real i ty  problem. Iv larx ism was in i t ia l ly  a cr i t ica l  ant i -systemic

phi losophy.  But  i t  is  rapid ly  s l ipp ing f rom i ts  ant i -systemic cr i t ica l
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ro le to a comfor table ant i - regime ro le,79 b. .u. r r re i t  Lacks the honesc

and the fluid abil ity to upd.ate itself through internaf crit icism. In

his tory today,  what  is  in terest ing in  Marx ism is  not  where i t  was r ioht

but in discovering where it went hrrong,

Ashis Nandy argues that it is possibl-e to visualize an alternative

eth ic  of  sc ient i f ic  in terpretat ion which would admit  no end of

demystif ication. He says the credo of such ethics "courd. wel-l be

summarized as 'unending interpretation' . . . where the interpretation

which the interpreter provides is ul-t imately seen as both self-

in terpretat ive and sel - f -enr ich ing."B0 Nandy argues that  to  the extent

that  Marx ism "procra ims i tse l f  to  be a sc ience,  i t  too might  have to

give up its faith in the conscientizing vanguard and in the revolutionary

consciousness that the masses are supposed to acquire as the pupils of

a ne\^/ priesthood. only then could Marxism, as a science, hope to be a

powerful crit ique of everyday common sense, standing for conventionality

and conformity."Bl Nandy argues further that Marxism is bound. to a

particular conception of l imits of interpretation or demystif ication.

rn Marxism, demystif ication "stops once it reaches the revel_ of the

mode of  product ion or  crass re lat ions."82 The b iggest  worry,  in  my

view, is the European purity which Marxism endows to these and other

categor i -es.
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VII. THE MEÎHODOLOGICAL POINT OF DEPARTURE

The foregoing is an attempt to situate the discussion in this paper at

the f ront ier  of  the conf l ic t  o f  ideas deaÌ ing wi th the wor ld real i ty

problem as we have cast it in the changing conception of the development-

underdevelopment  real i ty .  The interest ing context  of  v iews at  th is

frontier is between the self-proclaimed orthodox Marxists and the group

of lularxists using the world-system methodologry. The liberal and the

radical Eurocentric argumenLs are brought up in this contest of ideas

to i l lust rate the pervasiveness and the commonal i ty  of  Eurocentr ic i ty .

I contend that the world-system methodology possesses the potential

which enabies one to ignore the Eurocentr ic  torp id i ty  of  the l ibera l

and Eurocentric hybrid familiarity of the radical conceptions of the

reality problem and frees one from the formal Eurocentric rigidit ies

of orthod.ox Marxism.

V'fhat then is the world-system methodology? To start with, there is

nothing existing that can be call-ed the only world-system methodology.

lVhat we have are the works of a group of writers displaying a boldness

and a novelty which render Marxism usable in studying what I have

cafl-ed above the real-ity problem. The methodology in question emerges

from a definite school- of thought - a particular tradition in scholar-

ship yet  to  be fu l ly  formed -  possessing c lear  out l - j -nes and bold

internal  s t rokes.  This emerging t radi t ion in  scholarship is  c lear ly

Marxist. So Marxist is it that its substance and outl ines are made

even clearer by the crit icisms advanced by those who caII themselves

or thodox Marx is ts83 and misused bv others.84

The works I am referring to may be many but they must include some of
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the major  works of  o l iver  cox,  paul  Baran,  pauJ-  sweezy,  Er ic  wi l l iams,

Andre Gunder Frank, Samir Amin, Arghiri Emmanuel-, frunanuel lr lallerstein,

and îerence Hopkins, and many of the works by the students of the
l l n c a n l p l q  h i q l - n r r z  m n r r o m a n l -  l l

u v r j  r r r v v v

The world-system methodology does not amount to the study of these

authors.  r t  impl ies the use of  thei r  works to arr ive at  a posi t ion

which enables us to bring the peripheral- part of the worl-d-economy into

the wholesome study of  the wor ld-system as such,  and i ts  h is tory makes

i t  possibre for  the per ipherar  par ts  to see themselves and,  to  be seen

as both objects and subjects of  h is tory.  I t  is  the commonal i ty  between

the historiographi-es of these authors that may constitute the methodolog"y.

Each author has his own way of approaching history, but there is some-

thing conmon to all the approaches. This "something' cemmon" is what

I  wi l l -  ca l - l -  the wor ld-system methodology.

Perhaps,  for  t .he most  par t ,  my use and understanding of  the works of

the authors referred to above betrays more an admiration of their

works than the ful-lest grasp of the methodological and historiographic

commonality between these works. Be that as it may.

Because th is  paper deals wi th wor ld-system methodorogical  issues,

Terence Hopkins '  in t roduct ion to the t reatment  of  methodoJ-ogical  issues

in wor l -d-system analys is  is  par t icurar ly  usefu l  to  refer  to .B5 Hopkins

correct ly  says i t  takes bravery to approach such issues:  they are not

only controvers ia l  but  d i f f icu l t  s ince,  among other  th ings,  they

invol -ve issues of  concept  format ion,  thei r  measurement ,  thei r  explanat ion,

and thei r  in terpretat ion.B6 As Hopkins apt ly  puts i t ,  wor ld-system

methodol-ogical  issues "concern the study of  long- term, J_arge-scale

changesrrBT in the sense of  h is tor ica l  t ransformat j -ons.  For  th is

reason,  the job of  someone comment ing methodotogicalJ_y is  to  ' , ra ise

questions not about what we think but about how we think as we

proceed."B8 This is  not  a l l .  Hopkins adds that  what  one tends ro say

on methodoJ-ogical issues always tends to be inevitabty distant from

other  modes of  d. iscussion.89 This is  a fact  and a burd.en,  as a l l

po l i t ica l  economists must  know.
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I f  i t  is  t rue,  as Hopkins says,  that  our  problem in methodology is  to

raise questions not about rvhat we think but about how we think as \^/e

nrncoarl t-han i t ShOUld be Clear that aS We becOme mOre and mOret  u i r e r r  f  u

conscious of  our  wor ld real i ty  problem, we wi l l  need new id ioms and new

inte l - Iectual  tools  to express the newness of  our  consciousness.  But

who wi l - l -  prov ide these id ioms and tools?

From our perspect ive,  we cannot  expect  commit ted Eurocentr ics,

i r respect ive of  race,  to  prov ide them; and g iven our  Eurocentr ic

real i ty ,  i t  woúld be considered presumptuous for  any unknown non-

Europeans to at-Lempt to provide them. Knov/n non-Europeans can get

away with it much quicker than unknown non-Europeans but, as Ayi Kwei

Armah impJ-ies, such non-Europeans are precisely those who have fully

embraced.  the European \^ /ay of  l i fe  and i ts  mode of  th ink ing.gO I  shal l

argue that  such persons are krrown precisely  because they have excel l -ed

in t*heir adoption of the Eurocentric mode of thinking beyond all

reasonable expectat ions .

Thomas  Car I yJ -e ,  my  favou r i t e  B r i t i sh  h i s to r i an ,9 l  i r  quo ted  by  E r i c

Wi l l iams as having had something to say on the in te l lectual  and other

abi l i t ies of  what  Car ly le cal led the "negro race" whi le  in  h is  usual

fasc is t  mood.  He descr ibed members of  th is  race as capable of  the

hardest  physical  labour,  capable to wi thst .and more physical  pain than

members of  any other  i :ace,  and " id fe,  unambi t ious as to wor ld ly

pos i t i on ,  sensua l ,  and  con tenL  w i th  l i t t l e . "92  L i s ten  to  ca r l y l e  on

the  "neg ro ' s "  i n te l l - ec tua l  capac i t y :

in te l lectuat ly ,  he is  apparent ly  capable of  but  l i t t l -e  susta ined
ef for t ;  but  s ingular ly  enough,  here he is  ambi t ious.  He burns
to be regarded as a schoLar,  puzzl -es h imsel f  wi th f ine words,
addicts  h imsel- f  to  re l ig ion for  the sake of  appearance,  and
del ights in  aping the l i t t le  graces of  c iv i l izat ion.
b la-ck as he is ,  he is  a lways th ink ing of  h is  own digni ty .93

Perhaps not too many people in polit ical economy wil l identify openly

wi th Car ly le 's  descr ipt ion of  the b lack race 's  except ional  capaci ty  for

hard work and pain,  id leness and sensual i ty ,  and lack of  ambi t ion and

contentment with l itt le. But how many non-Europeans ' even nowadays,
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have no 'c  had thei r  in terrectual -  ef for ts  c lescr ibed,  r ight . ly  or  wrongry,

in  terms not  too d iss imi l -ar  to  Car l -y1e's  -  especia l ly  ì - f  the f ine words

they puzzl-e themselrres with are incomprehensible t-o the Eurocentrj_c

methodology.

This is  prec- ise ly  the point  where,  in  pol i t ica l .  economy, the non-

European ínt -e l ]ectual  faces a d i lernma. on the one hand,  to prove h is

rnte l l -ectual  abi l i ty ,  he must  reason wi th Eurocentr ic  tools  and id ioms.

And che proof  of  th is  exerc ise l - ies exact ly  - in  how Eurocel t r ica l ly  wel l

he uses these tool -s  and id ioms.  on the other  hand,  there is  a rear

danger that. whatever is reasoned outside Eurocentric idiorns and

sympathies wi l f  be seen and d ismisseC as the opposi l ion of  t radi - t ional

sc ience to the modern sc ience of  poi i t ica l  economy. îh is  in i t ia l_

dismissal  is  a lways fo l towed by cal ls  for  ass iduous modernizat ion of

the new id ioms which the establ - ishment ,  i r respect ive of  ideological

v i ews ,  pe rs i s t s  i n  see ing  as  t r ad i t i ona l  and  thus  i n fe r i o r .  Th i s

di - lemma is  compounded for  t .he non-Europeal t  in te l fectual ,  because of  the

compat ibì - l i ' ,y  r ,vhìch Gal tung descr ibes above between sc ient i f ic  product ,

b v  t h e  q r - i  p n f  i  f  i  r .  q f  r r r , - i - r r r a  a h Àu r r s  r v r c r r L r ! r v  J L ! q u L u r e T  a r i r l  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e ,  a n d  t h e  p e r s i S t e n t .

(even j - f  subt le)  v iew that  some few people,  i f  not  some few races,  are

mandated by hj-story t.o provide newness to our aprJreciation of the

real i ty  problem, whi le  others fo l lcw and at  best  so lve d.er i .vat ive

cur ios l t - ies.  l 'heory in  chese c i rcumstances is  somethlng wr i t ten by

some for  others to learn.

The t radi t ional  versus mod.ern confrontat ion in  sc ience wi l l -  pers: -s t  for
e  I n n a  f  i n r o  h s ^urr t lc ,  ueuOlTl l - r l$  more pronOunced as t radi t iOnal  se ienCe regainS ì tS

conf idence,  and lv i l - l  abate only i f  mod.ern sc ience sheds i ts  Euro-

cen t r i c i t y  and ,  i n  Lhe  p rocess ,  l ea rns  i r um i t i t y .  The  essence  o f  t he

mat, ter  an our  modern wor ld,  as Nandy states,  is  that  "even - 'o  the

fa i thfu l  ,  sc ience is  now main ly  a vested in terest .  a  cor Ì r r rodi ty ,  a

p ro fess ion  o r  i f  t he  f a i t h fu l  a re  a l so  g i ven  to  se l f - deny ing  pa t r i o t i sm,

a nat ional  properto."94 He add.s,  "one of  the most  tota l i .z ing e l -ements

of  modern sc ience is  i ts  i .nabi l i ty  to  recognize i tse l f  as one of  the

many  t rad i t i ons  o f  sc ienc . . "95
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The sent iments behind these arguments are not  necessar i ly  "against

method."  Yet ,  g iven the entrenchment  of  the Eurocentr ic  establ ishment

in pol i t j -ca l  economy, I  must  confess some sympathy for  Faul  Feyerabend's

convict ion that  "anarchism, whi le  perhaps not  the most  at t ract ive

po l i t i ca l  ph i l osophy ,  j - s  ce r ta j . r r l y  exce l l en t  med ic ine  fo r  ep i s temo logy ,

a n r l  1 . h a  n h i l r r q n n h v  o f  s c i e n c e . " 9 6  m a i n l v  b e c a u s e  o f  E u r o c e n t r i c
' r L l l 4 r r r r J v 9 v q g v v

. t r ^ ^ ^ r r à  i n  n n l i + i n : l  a n n n n m r r

Q n i  a n n o  m à \ /  ^ r  m à \ r  n ^ ' F  a q c o n l - i  a l  l r z  h a  r n  : n r r n h i  c  a n J - e r n r i  q o
v r  L q l

theoretical anarchism may or may not be more humanitarian, or more or

j p c q  l i k c l r z  l - n  c- - - -  '_- . . - - -J  - -  incourage progress than i ts  law-and-order  a l ternat iue.9T

But  then,  these are nei ther  the quest ions nor  the problems for  rne.  My

immediate and more l imited concern is that one partisan interpretation

of  hasic  concepts in  pol i t ica l  economy deserves no l -ess than another

par t isan in terpreLat ion:  Eurocentr ic  rendi t ions of  concepts deserve non-

Eurocentr ic  counterpar ts ,  as a mat ter  of  methodological  honesty and

courtes] ' .
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VIII.  A PARTISAN INTERVENTION

This paper is  the f i rs t  o f  a ser ies of  three in tended to be par t isan

intervent ions in  the debates on the concepts of  capi ta l ism, imper ia l ism,

deveropment, and the interrelationships between them within the

histor ic i ty  of  the wor l -d capi ta l is t  system, as und.erstood f rom the

perspect ive of  a par t icu lar  in terpretat ion of  the worJ-d-system

methodology.  I  consider  th is  book par t isan because i t  is  in formed by

the polit ical attitude of sympathy and sol-idarity with the peoples of

the worl-d who are dominated, oppressed, and exploited. by capitalist

imperialism and dehumanized by capi_tatist underdevelopment.

The thesis of these papers is that there are many conmon concepts in

sociaf  h is tory which are usable in  ser ious analyses only in  the l imi ted

context of explaining matters of European concern to Europeans arrd

Europeanized people in  th is  wor ld.

r begì-n from the fundamental conviction that the largest part of the

existing l iterature expresses Eurocentric views that cl-oud rather than

expose the reality problem; therefore, the burden is on me to point to

the methodological sources of the cloud.ing and to an al-ternative way

which exposes the reality problem much better for the purúpose ot

situating the periphery squarely in the mainstream of world-historv

I  object  to  Eurocentr ic  rendi t ion of  concepts for  two pr inc ipal  reasons:
( f )  the contents endowed the conceptsr  èrrd (2)  the analyt ic  and other

purposes which thei r  uses serve.  By Eurocentr ic ,  r  mean that  the con-

vent ional -  usages of  many concepts,  inc luding capi ta l ism, imper ia l ism,

and development and the interrelationships between them are bound too

closely to European pecul iar i t ies in  the stud.y of  wor ld-h is tory.
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As I indicated above, Eurocentrics tend to reason that the non-European

worfd is only underdeveloped Europe. Further, they tend to believe that

in time non-Europeans wil l- come to understand. these concepts just as

Europeans do. But this assumption serves the much larger assumption

that  Europe,  in  the sense descr ibed,  is  larger  than the wor ld.  This

assumption not only implies but also means that the world matters only

because Europe is  in  i t .  In  general  terms,  i t  means that  non-European

areas of the world are no more than the arena for the secondary

expressions of the European ethos and pathos in the unfolding of

wor ld-h is tory.

The Eurocentric charge expresses the view that the meanings and the

usages of many conmon concepts make historical- and analytic sense only

in the peculiar and dominating circumstances of Europe within world-

history and make no sense whalsoever in the subordinating circumstances

of the non-European parts of the world. In their Eurocentric forms,

these concepts explain Europe to the world and che world to Europe.

They are not equipped to explain the world to the world. Moreover, they

sirnply cannot explain the worl-d to non-European areas in the vital

terms of confronting European domination with subordination in the

course of  t ransforming the capi ta l is t  wor ld-system.

To explain the world in evolution to the world as it is, and if Europe

matters only because it is part of the worl-d and not because it is in

any sense larger than the world, then we must take the Eurocentric

charge ser iously .  We cannot  take i ts  va l id i ty  for  granted;  i t  must  be

demonstrated by showing how certain crucial. even if common, concepts

and their usages bear the Eurocentric imprint.

In showing how such concepts can be understood outside Eurocentric

sympathies and how they shoul-d be understood withín worl-d-system

perspective, we can gain a much better understanding of the structural

relations and processes that explain the world to the wor1d. The

conviction is not only that the refinement of one concept leads to the

refinement of another, but that such refinements can betray hidden

relationships which can be of great importance in understanding how our
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present  wor ld becanre what  i t  is  and what  const- i tu tes i ts  t ransformat ional

potent ia l -  lndeed,  i - f  concepts are real . ly  r :e f ined to ref lect .  the wor lc ì

real i ty  prcbJ-em proper l ,y ,  they can lead to ref ined.  analyses of  h is tor ica l -

phenomena by theJ.r  goals,  processes,  and indicators.

Ìn the .paper on imperj-arism, r att-empt t.o show how tl i is concept. shourd

be understood.  wi t -h in the wor ld-system perspect ive;  the idea is  to

explain Lhe- enti.re world to the entire worl-cl throuqll the insi-st-ence

that the non-European parts of the worl_d sho'ulcl be considered

part ic ipants in  the unfo ld ing of  wor ld-h is tory and not  as help less

subjects who are no more than spectators.

Speci f .Lcal l lz ,  the a im in th is  paper is  to  argue +-hat  Eurocentr ic

rendi t ions of  the concept  imper iat ism tend to be e i ther  imprecise or

over-prec- ì .se.  By i rnprecise,  I  mean that  such concept ions tend.  to  endow

imper ia l - - ism wi th meanings that  are too broa<l  by not  being h is tor icat- ly

speci f ic  enough to respect  the h is tor ic  i .Jent i ty  of  the wor ld capi ta l is t

system. Arrd by over-precise,  r  refer  to  the extreme speci f ic i ty

res t r i c t i ng  t he  h i s to r i c  space  wh ich  the  concep t  mus t  have  i f  i t  i s  t o

respect  Lhe proper ident i t -y  of  capi ta l - is t  h j_stor ic i ty .  The rnain

argument  is  that  the imprecj -se and the over-precise concept ions of

imper ia l i sn  dc  v i o l ence  to  t he  concep t ' s  ana l y t i c  p rec i s i on ,  wh i ch

shoul-d be der ived f ron the h is tor ic  speci f ic i ty  of  the modern wor l_d-

system i f  ì -mper ia l - ism is  to be of  any use in in terpret inq h is tory rn a

way that  can expla in the present  and inf luence the future.

The thesis in th.is paper is that i-rnperialism of the modern w,:rl-d-sysEem

differs so much in theme and moiive from earlier kind.red phenomena that

i f  we use the concept  to descr ibe the expansionis t  and explo i . ta t rve

facts of capitalism in evol-rrt ion, then we should not use the same term

to descr ibe the expansionis t .  and expJ-o i tat ive impulses of  earr ier

economic forms,  because they had d i f ferent  h is tor j .c  themes and mot ives.

CloseJ-y l - inked to th is  posi t ion is  the argument  that  imper ia l ism r-s  a

process that derives its dynamism and changing forms from the development

of  capi ta l ism, which has a lways been "wor l_d-scale.  "  The ccnnect ion

between imper ia l ism and wor l -d capi ta l ism is  so c lose,  and imper ia l rsm so
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much au int imate '  parL of  wor ld capi ta l ism, that  capi ta l ism cannot  ex is t

wi thout  imper ia l ism; in  fact ,  s . rmir  Amin sees the i :wo phenomena as
q A

svnonvmous.  -  "

My poì-nt  of  departure is  that  imper ia l ism has developed together  wi th

t h e  d e w e l ó r ) m è n r  n f  c e r r ' ì  t : l i q : n  f r n m  ì t q  r r o r r r  h a - i - - ì n ^  - ^ . {  l - r . r -  l - . ^ .v u f , v y r L r u r r L  v _  - _ y * I Ì I t I I t g  d l I ( J .  I I a S  D g e n

vror lowide f rom Lhe very beginr i ing of  the wcr ld-systern in  the lace

f i f teenth century.  f  refuse t .o  make a cì is t inc i - ion between the so-cal led

old and new forrns of  imper ia l isrn wi th i -n the i r is- ,or ic i i :y  of  capi ta l ism,

because r  do not  bel - ieve that  rhe d is t inct icn or ig inates f rom t .he

fa lse Eurocentr ic  d is t inct ion between the "so-car led pr : i rn i t ive

accu rnu la t i on "  and  cap i t a r i s t  accumu la t i on .99  r  a r : gue  tha t ,  f r om the

rvor-Ld-syst-em pcrspect ive,  i rnper ia l - ism has been a s ing.J-e acccmpanying

phenornenon of  capi -+-a1isr . i .  what  is  importanc in  th is  respect  is  the

essent ia l  cont inui* -y  of  the pherromenon,  der ived f rom the cont inui ty  of

c l te  capi ta l is t  h is tor ic  t l reme of  accumu.Iat ing capical  in  t -he cent . re c f

the wcr ld-system and away f rom the per iphery s ince the la te f i f teenth

century,  arrd not  the changing forms which the imper ia l - isc,  phenomenon

takes as wor ld capi tar ism changes i ts  own forms tc  fac i l i ta te i ts

theme. This posi t ion is  what  I  r :e fer  to  as the cont :nuj , tL t  of  imper ia l_ ism

È f i e s l s .

rn che second chapt-svn r  presen+- whai  r  consider  to be the essent ia l

propert ies of  Eurocentr ic i ty  anC contrast  them wi th wor ld-s1,5;sm

pos tu la tes .

The chrrd c i rapter  argues that  the l - iberaf  concepcion of  imper ia l ism is

t ransh i s to r i c  a l rd  t r ansepocha ]  by  be ing  too  f l u i c  and ,  t he re fo re ,  i s

t o o  a l : q f  i n  i m r r r o r - i  q -  : n r . l  r n r l , ' + ì  ^ - l  l . '  L . ì , , ^ +u \ r v  s r q u  u r v ,  ,  s r r u  u r r u r J  u l J q r r y  l a u l l L .

The radj -cal  Eurocent . : - ic  concepcion of  imper j -ar ism is  t reated ín the

four t -h chapcer ar td presented as a r ig id concept ion which v io lates the

sens r t i v i t y  r reeded  Eo  respec t  t he  h i s to r i c  spec i f i c i t y  o f  t he  cap rLa l i s t

epoch  i n  i t s  t c ta ,L r t y .

The  Marx i s l  concep t i on  i s  no  l ess  r i g i d .
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that the Marxist conception is over-prec

analyt j -ca1J-y usefu l  .

and too rioid to be

I undertake in the sixth chapter to show how the world-system

methodorogy would conceive imper ia l ism in i ts  h is tor ica l ty  prec ise

con tex t '  i f  i t  i s  t o  avo id  Eu rocen t r i c  p i t f a l r s .  r t  i s  i n  t h i s

chapter  that  r  present  the cont inui ty  of  imper iar ism thesis  in  i ts

st ructured form.

rn the same chapter ,  r  present .  a wor ld-system, st rucLural - re l -at ional -

in terpretat ion of  imper ia l ism as the processes I ink ing the in ternal -

per iphery and internal -centre sources of  imper ia l_ ism. These are the

processes which const i tu te what  I  descr ibe as the imper ia l_ is t

problémat ique.

The seventh chapter contains crit ical cornments on the earlier chapters

and my responses to these conments as they \^/ere presented at the

meeting of the Expansion-Exploitation/Autonomy-Liberation Processes

Subgroup of  the Uni ted Nat ions Univers i ty 's  pro ject  on Goal-s ,  Processes,

and Indicators of Development held in Trinidad in January 1"981.

The e ighth chapter  is  the epi logue.  This chapter  rev iews the preceding

chapters to answer the question of where all this leaves us and what

Í t  a l l  ind icates f rom the perspect ive of  t ransforming the long- term,

large-scale h is tor ì -c  capi ta l is t  wor ld-system.

The th i rd,  four th,  and f i f th  chapters have a common st ructure beginning

wi th a c lose textual  analys is  of  the main works that  serve as the

inte l lectual  sources of  or ig in for  the d i f ferent  concept ions of

j -mper ia l ism; I  proceed to cr i t ic ize these concept ions f rom the wor ld-

system point  of  v lew.  These sources of  or ig in are not  c lear  in  a l l

cases.  : fhe Marxíst  in te l lectual  source of  or ig in,  for  example,  is

attributed to Lenin, even though some Marxists had expressed themselves

on the subject  ear l ier  than Lenin.

In the case of  the radicals ,  Hobson vras r rot  the f i rs t  to  wr i te  on a l - l
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aspects of  i rnper ia l - ism perceived as a Eurocentr ic  phenomenon -  even

though he d id not  use th is  terminology.  Adam Srni th in  1776 and others

later ,  inc luding even the Duke of  Newcast l -e of  1895,  had ant ic ipated

the d i f ferent  aspects of  the ant i -socio-econoraics of  s l -avery for

exan rp le . l 00  Hobson ' s  w r i t i ngs  d id  no t  d i f f e r  i n  many  respec ts  f r om

contemporary wr i t ings on the subjec+- e i ther .  His c la im to fame in th i -s

r c . c e r d -  w e  m r r q j -  a d n i t -  r F q t q  n n  h i s  M a n i c h a e a r r  i o u r n a l i s t i c  e x c e s s e sa  ] s l . r  v r r s v s 4 ^  J

i - r r  seeing imper ia l ism pr inc ipal ly  as negat ive socia l  and economic

calculat ions,  on the fa lse appearance that  he was sympathet ic  to  the

imper ia l i zed  races .

Lenin 's  dominat ing and magnet ic  revolut ionary personal i ty  accounts for

h is  wr i t ing on the subject  being universal ly  accepied as the Marx is t

sou rce  o f  o r i g i n .  I n  t he  case  o f  Schumpe te r ,  f o r  t he  l - i be ra l s ,  h i s

r e t ) ì r l - ^ f  i n n  r c s f  s  l a r o e l v  o n  h i S  o r e a t  a b i  I  i t v  t o  w r i t e  e l e a : n i - l r z  e ú : r q g l

comi>lex ideas in  very c l -ear  and s imple ways.

In a l l  these concept ions,  what  I  consider  miss ing is  what  could be

cal led a th l rd-wor ld-system concept ion of  rmper ia l ì -sm. r , {hat  I  seek

l - a  r r r n r r i r l a  i n  l - h i q  n r r r o r  i q  >  n l n h r l  a a r r ì r r > l a n f  ^ 5  t t ^ . ' ^ ^ ì ^ l c  1 - ' i - . l - n r t r  l l
L v  y r v v a u u  r r r  u r r r J  l / q } r u r .  r r  q  Y r v l a r  e Y q f  v q r r - r r L  u I  l / e u P r c  o  l l f è u v r J .

In  ant icrpat ion of  object ions to the use of  the term imper ia l - ism to

descr ibe the evolut ion of  capi ta l is t  explo i ta t ion toward a wor ld scal -e

s ince the la te f i f teenth cerr tury,  le t  nre say that  sure ly  another  term

could have been chosen Lo represent i:his phenomenon. But why choose a

new term when one a l readv ex is ts  that  covers the essent ia ls  of  the

phenomenon? ft would have rernai-ned a puzzLe why imperial-ism was used

to descr ibe everyth ing e lse but  what  I  descr ibe,  were i t  not  that  our

worJ-d-system discussion of  Eurocentr ic i ty  prov ides a key to the puzzJ-e

The main things wrong with the usages of the term have been the

unl imi ted h is tor ica l  speci f ic i ty  which l - ibera ls  endow the term wi th,

and the extrenre ly  l imi ted h is tor ica l  speci f ic i ty  which radicals  and

Marx is ts  impose on i t .  lv i th  the proper h is tor ica l  speci f ic i ty  in t roduced,

i t  seems superf luous to invent  any other  term to represent  the posi t ion.

I would definitel-y have had to choose another term to stand for what is

descr ibed,  were i t  not  that  the speci f ic i ty  of  the h is tor icaf  ensemble to



i  d o n f  i  F r r  ; r n r l

a r ì e c r r : l - a l r r  h r u
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r x . A }JOTE ON INTELLECTUAL COURAGE

I  sha l l  c l ose  th i s  pape r  on  a  s t range  no te ,  by  ask ing  wha t  t hose  o f  us

who consider  i t  our  t imely vocat ion to at tempt to de-Eurocerr t r j -c j -ze

thought  in  pol i t ica l  economy before i t  beccmes impossib le are supposed

lo do.  Before we do an)zth ing at  af l ,  I  suggest  that  we should be

courageous in the face of  the erzer-present  fear  that  we may be wronq.

Thc source of  our  coLl rage must  be c lear ,  however;  in  the long run,  we

shal l  a l l  be dead,  and i f  for  som.e mirac le we are not ,  we shal l

de f rn iLe l - y  be  too  o ld  f o r  i t  t o  ma t te r .  f n  any  case ,  Lhe  voca t i on  o f

de-Eurocentr ic iz ing thought  in  poÌ i - t icaf  economy is  more important  than

anybociy 's  fea: :  o f  being wrong.  Eur-ocent- r ics have been v/ ronq a l l  a long

and that  does not  appear to have done them any harm.

T'he courage needed wi l l  have to come in par t  f rom the in te l . lectuafs j .n

pol i t - ì -ca l  economy -  i f  i t  is  to  come at  a l l  -  and pr inc ipal ly  f rom the

inte l lectuals  of  the per iphery of  the wor ld-system. I  end on a cal l  to

the j .n te l lectuals  of  the Thi rd lVor id,  those who are pard by thei r

socie i - ies and the wor ld to th ink about  the bet terment  of  our  in ter-

re lated real i t ies which compose our  conmon r :eal i ty  and dest iny in  t .he

capi ta l is t -  wcr ld"

I  ca l l  f o r  a  cyn i ca l ,  pe rhaps  even  fo r  a  n ih i l i s t i c ,  pos tu re  t oward

exist ing Eu: :ocentr ic  convent ional  wisdom and not  necessar i ly  for  thei r

tota l  or  cer ta- i -n ly  not  for  thei r  caval ier  re- i  ect ion"

This cal l -

words to

caf l  for

r ì  ^ h +  n -

5 5

is not  an id le cal l -  o f  mere words.  f t  is  not  a cai l -  for

t he  exc lus ion  o f  ac t i on .  I f  i t  i s  any th ing  a t  a l l - ,  i t  i s  a

new wordsf  new id ioms,  and new tools ,  They don' t  have to be

correct, they only have to exist and contest htith other words,



id ioms,  tools  and act ions.  I  ca l . t  for  whatever  is  needed to be d.er ived

from the col lect ive exper iences of  our  subordinat ion to the oppressive

hands of  Eurocentr ic i ty .  r t  is  a cal l  for  prax is  -  words that  shape

act ions,  and act ions t -hat  shape words for  human bet terment .  r f  anr / -

th íng at  a l - l - ,  I  ca l l  for  a s tar t  to  confront  the shaping of  our

col lect ive exper iences in  explo i ta t ion and subordinat ion in to a

dis t inct  phi losophy dedicated to the negat ion cf  exproi tat ion in  our

c i r cums tances  o f  cap i t a r i s t  exp ro i t a t i on .  Th i s  ca l l  a f f ec t s  us  a l l ,

even  Eu rocen t r i cs .

The idea is to name our world

r -henae i  t  t  0 l  rFn  q t .  r r t -  r ^ r ' i  # t rL  W r  L f  r ,

to  the immediate ly  concrete in

pu ts  i t :

Could the t-ruths of the past be

be a content ious quest ion.  But

on  a  ma j :103  c rea ted  espec ia l l y

must create the maji upon which

as capi ta l - is t  so that  by naming i t  we

we should not  s t .ay too c losely and b l ind ly

the h is tor ica l  sense.  As Ayi  Kwei  Armah

those of the future? That wil l aÌways

whatever the truths are, they must ride

for  thei r  actual izat ion.  Who then

the t ruths wi l l  r ide?

Mj-nds don' t  s tay in  the past .  .  They can f ind the t ruths
of the past, come back to the present and look toward the
future.  That 's  not  get t ing l -ost .  The present  is  when we get
lost  -  i f  we forget  our  past  and have no v is ions of  the
fu tu re .  1  o2

The answer is  that  i t  is  the responsib i l i ty  of  us a l l - .  But ,  a t  the

same t i -me,  i t  is  not  too much to expect  that  in te l lectuals  wi l l

recognize the complex uniqueness and the very subt lety  of  the p l ight  of

the per iphery of  the capi ta l is t  wor ld-system for  what  i t  j .s  and,  at  the

ve ry  l eas t ,  do  t he  " i n i t i a l  unve i r i ng "LO4  o f  t he  t r u ths  f o r  us  a l l .

whether  we l ike i t  or  not ,  in te l l -ectuals  are among the "hearers,  seers,

imaginers, thinkers , rernemberers . cal-l-ec1 to communicate truths of

t h e  t i v i n o - r ' I O 5  t h i =  m u s t  b e  s o  i f  o ì r r  n r e s e n f  o l i o h t  i s  n Ò l -  t . )L r r c  r r v r r r V .  r r l r ù  l t u s L  ! s  s t J  - 1 . * ^ J - . _  _  , _  g f O $ /

into a blighted confusion from which we cannot salvaqe "even a broken

r i n g  o f  m e a n i n g . " I o 6
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