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1. Two Conceptes Of Exploitation

Some peopie have much, some people have little - some people
have more, some people have less. Economics, politics, contradiction,
conflict are made out of that kind of stuff. But this does not mean
that the term ®exploitation” should be used whenever the distribution

of something considered worth having in a set of people (a population)
or a set of nations (an international system) has a dispersion
different from zero - that situation will be referred to as "inegua-
lity" rather tnan as "inequity" (exploitation). Nor does it follow

that when the distribution is zeroc and there is eguality - everybody

ag a consequence of the weaker condition that can be referred to as
ustice”": subsets have equally much or equally 1

average; there is no difference between men and women, between Firs
world and Third world nztions although there may still be considerable
differences within such sets. And - nor does it follow from the con-
dition oftfen referred to as "eguality of opporturity ": subsets of
people or of nations are given the same chances to participatein the
market, in some kind of social game so that whatever social injustice
or inequality might come out in the end at least cammot be ascri-

(1)

bed to the differences at the point of departure.

But 211 of this refers to distribution, nct to structure.

rocture—induced ineguality, usually also

immediately points fo one way of counteracting explcitation: if it
S b &
S

shows up a litarian, injust distribution then thorough social

;
)
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mapping of the distribution,and institutions to bring about redistri-
bution if there is a social surplus to redistribute, should set the

matters straight again. Typically this may be said to be the social

democratic approach today known as the welfare state; in the visions

2
of some people, at the level of nations, also as a welfare w rldg )
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Less elaborate elements of that system might be found i liberal
approaches. The congerva:ive apprcach would leave the matters as

they stand, let the structure generate inequalities and injustices

as the structure is seen as essentially correct or at least as natural/
normal. And the reactionary approach would protect suck structures
against any efforts at changing them, including non-deliberate, evo-
lutionary changes that take place '"by themselves™ in the direction of

increasing equality and justice (and protected by the liberals).

As is well known many people, many nations do not remain
satisfied with liberal and social democratic sclutions. There is this
search, throughout history, for structures that ¢ not generate in-

bution me-
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chanisms. Eguality, or at least the weaker condition of social jus-

=

tice, should be built intc the structure Irom the very beginning,

making these desirable stales of affairs esutimetic outcomes of social
g EULmETLIC

interaction, nct something that has to be lwoked into, evaluated,

A

reassessed at equal or unegual intervals :subje

Q

t to political zaction
that either will Yte btacsed on political strusgle and uphezvals or on
some element of volition, vo

e
duals or institutions with all the arbitrariness that this implies.

of exploitation? At this point two directions of precization seem to

tallize, both of them problematic. We shall refer to them as the
exchange injustice"” and "beyond limits" interpretations respectively.

For either interpretation the following reflections would

be relevant. Basic in any sitructural analysis is the analysis of
interaction, unfortunztely usually reduced to an analysis of bilateral
interaction. When there is interaction there is exchange: goods, but
aiso bads, services,but also dicsservices flow from A to B and B to A.
As a result of that there is zlso what can be referred to as "in-

change™” processes taking place inside A and inside B as a result of
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participation in the A4,B interaction. Thus, England and the low
countries received gcld from Spain in the 16th century in exchange

for manufactures. Whether the terms of exchange were exploitative

or not is one problem, the other and considerably less analysed problem
is whether the "terms of in-change"™ were right. Money or gold passed
rom Spain to England ; somehow the English were more able at putting

it to work internally. What the English put to work was not gold as
such but the orders they got to manufacture for the Spanish, orders
that the Spanish theoretically could have placed inside their own

Ry

the same at

q
L

country producing if not east some of the "in-change"

that took place in the Northwestern part of Europe - ultimately con-

e
tributing to the solidification of the capitalist formati ﬂn§4>

What we are aiming at is the idea that any s
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all of this, showing u T
do not have, that constitutes YP10¢udthn. The example is
1

0 point to two hat comnection: actors may not

equally capable at msking use of interaction, and they msy even
do things that are stupid, at least in reitrospect, thereby in fact
exploiting themselves. For fizt reason it is the structure-induced

part of the differential dis

tation, not just any differential. When some nations are rich and

some pooT 1t it not necessarily the outcome of interaction between

them (or, less bilaterally expressed: of belongingness to different
1

is exploitative); it may also be due
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parts of a worl:
to differential rescurce endowmer €?>And as to "self-exploitation":
it should not necessarily be assumed that where there are rich and
poor one can use the metaphor "the rich exploits the poor" or "the
poor is exploited by the rich"™. It is correct to say the rich are

rich because the pocr are poor and vice versa, but that is an assess-
ment of how the structure works. The step from there to saying

"the rich exploits the poor" is a leap, a juzp from a structure-

oriented tc an actor-oriented perspective uncomfortably close to
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automatically atiributing motivation to the rich. A more fruitful

a pproach would be to talk in terms of exploitative structures in

which rich and poor both participate, both contributing to the ex-
ploitative nature of the structure through their participation. Admitted-
ly the structure may be so exploitative that it impoverishes the poor

to the point of depriving them cof capatility and even motivation to
withdraw, individually and above all collectively, from participation

in the structure.In that case, particularly when this is deliberate,

one may really start telking azbout the rich exploiting the poor and of

the rich being explcit

5
+
4
by
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3, the poor beilng exploited. In general, how-

E
ure-orientad perspective should be mainteined,at least

ever, a ¢

>

second parrspective that can be chared by the {twe inter-

pretations has to do witn the answer to the gresticn: exactly what are
these things that ore can have more of or less of, concretely what

does cne talk aboui when saying "differential distribution"? The first
answer might be'anything worth having or being! A second answer might
be more precise, in the direction of categories of basic needs, assu-

4

ming that what we are irnterested in 1s not how stiructures may be ¢

D

t
up whereby the rich exp h other as this could more properly be

By

c
referred to as "cheating". What we are interested in are siructures
threatening the very bacsis of kb

basic needs; threatening them in such a way that human and social

F

patholegies emerge as a consequence. Concretely this would take the
form of & highly differential distributicn of the satisfiers and dis-

satisfiers of basic needs, leading to flagrant asymmetries in th

distribution of survival chances due to differential violence, well-
being or welfare due to differential misery, identity due to differen-
tizl alienation and freedom to differential repression. We would cer-
tainly not limit the exploitation concept to dimensions of misery alone,
showing up as differences in nutrition, in clothing and housing, in
medical services and schooling, in access to transportation and commu-
nication and in access to "comfort" - labour-saving devices, material

6] _
protection frem the hazards of nature in genera1< 411 of these would be



t2 in any analysis of exploitation but it would 1imit the

\

c
concept to more material, somatic dimensions. If a structure is
organized in such a way tl

hat violence hits certain people rather than
others then that is alsc an important aspect of exploitation. And the
same can certainly be saild about allienation and repression - both

of them more non-material, psychological aspects of the basis of
humzn existence. What can be argued, however, is that violence and

repression tend to have actors behind them, they are less structural

as concepts, whereas misery and allenaticn are more clearly structure-

induced - all of these Categirles that obviously are less dichotomeous
. e .

than they are presented here. Hence, there is substantial

within this line of reasoning to do at Marx seems to have done:

focus the analycic on misery and alienation more than on violence and

[\

repression , leaving them to more literal,actor-oriented analysis.

One might now cut througn the whole debate on exploitation
S

and simply stipulate the following: the eguitable, non-exploitativ

]

there are exchangss between persons, at the micro- meso
and between nations at the regional and global leve1g8%hen the terms

of exchange chould be sgtipulated in such a way that living conditicns
become equal amcng the participants in the exchange. The terms of
t

exchange between

workers producing the tractor should have the same quality of life

ractcrs and maize should be such that the industrizl

as the farmers producing uzality of life should be defined by
the two groups in dialogue and subject to one importan e wh

about equally many want to move from worker to farmer &s from fzrmer
to worker. Correspondingly with the terms of exchange between manager
and worker/farmer: again the living conditions should be the same

but as their work is so different this can probably best be obtained

either through rcotation of jobs or through diminishing the distance

L.l

between the two types of jobs where content is concerned. Obviously,

the Chinese during the tremendous period of structural revolution in-
appropriately referred to as the "Cultural Revelution" were aiming

exactly in this direction(? among other things.




Interestingly enough many would not be satisfied with
this kind of soluticn but argue that the living conditions, the
"output" at the level of pecple and level of nations should be at
least to some extent related to the "input" that pecple and nations
make to the total structure. Exchange Jjustice, as oppesed to distri-
bution justice tends to be seen exactly in terms of some kind of
proportionality thesis: it is not "just" that these who put in twice,
three times as much should get the same in return. Behind this is
the incentive thesis: if they get only the same in return they will
riot be mctivated to put in twice or three times or more as much, and

11 suffer because there will

[N

the coliectivity of pecple or nations w
be less value of any kind flowing into the structure making the
structurs work, producing outputs of any kind. No doubt there is
some thirg to these arguments provided one is able to think in terms
of nat only economic remuneration (material goods and/or the money
n2eced to acquire them) but 2lso in *erms of differential levels of
icervity and freedom. If professors, Jor instance, argue that they

do not need to keep a distance to qualified industrial workers where
salary 1s concerned then there is something hypocritical in the argu-
ment ,for they would never be willing to accept the same levels of
alienatian and repression built into the structural positions at
which industrial workers are located and at which professors are
certainly not located. In other words, the total spectrum of incen~
tives will have to be taken into account to assess the situation,

not only the material ones. If socialist societies tend to go too

far in thinking in terms of moral incentives, capitalist societies

@}
)
m
H
}_l
3
H
Q
i
i

also tend to go to heir anzlysis and action only

in terms of material incentives

Thus, the notion of "exchange justice" seems to be torn
between two opposing tendencies: one towards equality and more par-
¢ eggquailiy

ticularly an equality that guarantees the satisfaction of basic

needs for all, and an other towards some kind of proportionality,

relating living conditions in a tctal, comprehensive sense to the



inputs in an equally total, comprehensive sense. There is nothing
anomalous in this, it is merely a refleciicon of the complexity of

social life, and perhaps also of the pover’y of our analytical tools.

P? |

essing just this too far in the direction of equality will probably
lead to siruggles for proporticnality; pressing too far in the direction
of proportionality will certainly lead to struggles for eguality.
No ideclecgy and no social practice have so far ccme up with a stable
resting point in between, some kind of theory for the adequate compro-
mise. For that reason the best social structure is prebably one that
permits not only debate but also confrontation and struggle over these
issues, within rules of the game broad encugh for a rich social dia-
lectic to unfold, narrow encugh for the siruggle itself not +o generate
excesses of violence, misery, alienation and represcsion. The best a
is probably proportionality within equality defined by minimum floor)

nd maximum (ceiling) levels of basic needs satisfaction - not ‘oo far apart.

e

What, then, it to be undersiood by "proportionality"?

Proportionzte to what® Again there are no simple answers. The capitalist

will enjoy the proportionzlity idea because hie wants to get returns at least
proportionate to the capital he is investing; "I provide capital diffi-

cult to obtain on today's market, the worker only his labour force which
ainly less difficult to obtain". Consequently, it will be in the
interest of the capitaliet in particular,and the capitalist class in
general sto organize the society in such a way that labour is abundant
and capital is scarce, propagating a proportionality thesis, and de-
rived from this not only capitalist society, but also a

of capitalist society as non-exploitative!

The critigue of this type of reasoning is obvicus: it per-
petuates exploitation by building the result of exploitation in the
past into exploitation in the future. If there should be proportionality
then it has to be relative to an input which is less dependent on the
past patterns of accumulation and more equally available to all. The
answer in terms of tiéé*gs probably the most important: all human beings,
all nations live in time and in a certain shared sense have time - they
can all put time into participation in the structure. The output in terms
of living conditions could then be proprotionate to the input in terms
of working lours. The number of hours of work needed to buy certain necessi-
ties, then, becomes a key indicator, particularly when compared across

classes and countries in interaction.



There are certainly problems with this appreoach, as with

all approaches in this field.

First, peocple wanting better living conditions would then
be tempted to put in more working hours, in fact to work to the very
limit and beyocnd, even working themselves to death in the effort to
obtain improved living conditions. Collectively organized efforts to
put an upper limit,at least on working time inputs that are economically
rewarded in terms of living conditions, become a necessity and they
take the form of regulation of working hours. In this there is also an
obvious class perspective: upper classes protecting their privileges
against the eager beaver in the working classes ccnverting time into

money, thereby working himself uwp the social

Second, groups such as bureaucrats, capitalists and

intelligentsia will tend to like this concept and try to define it
. s . b) c s

tion suiting their 1nteresgs. Bureaucrats and capitalist

will claim, not nece ongly, that their working hours are less
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well defined, that problems are with them all the time, that they

never restbut incessantly work for the collectivity and that at least
half of thelr officially defined leisure time shoulld be seen 33 working
time. The intelligentsia would say the same, but in addition invoke

the time spent on their own education, pointing out that this was
working time in order later tc be able to engage in working time as
professiongls.Thus, the total working time input should be calculated

so ae to include education on a life-time basis and a life-time salary

. (
should be adjusted to that ba51s.‘14)

there is the peremnial problem of differential

productivity. If there should be a proportionality pillar on which to

time also get more in terms of living conditions? Leaving aside the

£ & £
problem of increased productivity due to the way in which science and
technology have been frozen into capital goods (of which the intelli-

gentsia behind the science and technology would claim their part) one



is left with differential productivity due to differential skills etc.
of workers using the same means of production. In other words, the
problem of piece rate , and the obvious result: again workers working
themselves to death in order to fight for their living conditions,

and the collectively organized effort to put some upper limits on the
extent of piece rate work. And: workers in high productivity sectors/

factories earning more than those low productivity sectors.

In short, once more we are led to the conclusion that
there i1s no easy answer, at least not in a complex society. Precicely
for that rzascn many might argue in favour of less complex societies,
in favour ¢l agricultural communes with a relatively smell secondary
and tertiarv sectior, rotation of everybody ameng the sectors so that
the wori:ing experience becomes about the same, sharing of living con-
ditione with a very low level of dispersion, no social injustice. It
might aimost look as if the concept of equity reguires for its implemen-
tation, at least if it is to be accerding to a relztively simple for-
mula, a relatively simple sceciety. The moment the concept is fzken into
the complex or perhaps rzthier cemplicated uCCLeL*é;l%%) ocial formations
known today as "modern", "industrial®™, one seems most automatically
to come to inescapable dilemmas with trade-offs unprotected by stable

equilibria, formulas unaccepitable across the board, etc.

And this does not improve when one switches to the
second major interpretation of the conoept of exploitation. The basis
larly clear if cone locks 2t a dis-

ish verb

tl

ut not in Reman languages. The
exvloit (French: exploiter) translates into German as ausniitzen, hut
e ) ——-—-—-—————-’

also as ausbeuten (Norwegian: utnytte and utbytte). The first picks

up the usage of "exploit" in such expressions as "to expleoit the natural
resources on the ocean floor"; the second goes beyond this and is not

adequately rendered in English ( norin French). This may have some-

|r

thing to do with the circumstance that it seems so much more easy to
discuss explicitation in Germany than in England and the United States -
in the latter it is so often confused with inequality and social in-

(16)

Justice.
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So, what is this sense of "exploit" beyond "making

use of"? It is 1o raketoc much use of, and one expresseion that might

serve as a basis for a de’inition would be to say: "to meke use of

beyond its capacity for reproduction or regeneration or renewal."

It is immediately seen that this meaning given fo ex-
ploitation is 2 much more conservative one; it would draw the bordsr
line in general at a lower level. As long as the capitalist pays to
the worker what is needed for reproduction of the worker and of wor-
kKers - Tor instance in the form of a salary sufficient to previde a
setting for his somatic and mental restcrat

work so that he turne up every mor

s use would not enter. It is

is threatened that one would talk
because the capitalist pays below any norm of eguality or proportiocnality.
Nevez% ieless there are some advantages to thiz concept.

it becomes poesible to talk zbout explceitation not only of

i
human beings, individually or collectively, but also of the other

"production factors": na*ure (land, raw materials including energy
sources), ca 1 (both liguid and fixed), pocsibly also research
and grganization. And the other azdvaniage is that the concept of

exploitation beyond repr ud@ct»cn/Leze ration can serve as & basis for

o

a rock-bottom objective definition of exploi

Q

Thus, it makes sernse to talk about worn ocut pecple and
worn out nations or countries. For people it shows up as morbidity,
both that of the body and that of the mind and the spirif; for coun-
tries it might show up as apathy, withdrawal, lack of participation
and creativity and so og%7%uman and social pathologies there will
always be; the guestion is whether they have come to the point where
the human and social "bediles" are no longer capable of self-healing,
but are launched on a vicious cycle of accumulating degeneration

(possibly with some intermittent lapses of regeneration).



Por human beings this leads back to thinking in terms of
basic human needs. By definition, when basic human needcs are no longer
satisfied disintegration/pathologies will ensue. A characteristic of gis—
integration js exactly its chronic nature: it does not disappear after
a bout of medication. It can be made tolook as if it disappears through
medication, through a continuous flow of medical input that props up
the exploited person and makes him/her look normal, at least to the
unguided eye. And the same applies to nations: injections of techni-
cal assistance, military aid and support to artificial regimes, inter-

-

ventions and so on may conceal for some time some of the more clea

B

gymptoms of disintegration, but will not in the longer run serve 1o
t

are moest clearly develcped - natural science being considerably
stronger than human and social sciencss. The concept of
concept in current ecological thinking and refers exactly to nature's

. L (IESH R .
own capacity for regeneraulgn. It is if that capacity is threatened that

re

one can talk about"exploitation of nature"in the second sense, going
beycnd Iimits. The United Nations Environment Programme has made use
of this kind of thinking in the metaphor of "transgressing cuter
limits" theinner limits
selves, roughly corresponding to the basic needs referred tc above.
The tacsk of development is to steer a course where inmer limits are
not transgressed (meaning that basic needs are satiefied) while at
the same time cuter limits are not transgressed either (meaning that
nature's renewal

nations evploitation can be concealed through'medication", removal
of pollutants, recycling via man-made agents seemingly replenishing
the stores of nature, concealing that such key aspects as diversity
and homeostatic mechanisms in nature are being destroyed, in scme

(19)

cases irreparably. Normatively,the concept ensures at leasi minimum

(floor) level satisfaction of btasic needs, if not more.

gly, one may exploit capital beyond its re-
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generation capacity : liguid capital no longer renders a surplus,

fixed capital gets worn out. But what meanings should be given to
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disrespect for the carrying capacity of the lacti two production

ation, will not be discussed here.
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How does cone know that the carrying capaicty has not
been respected? One answer is very clear: when it no longer works,
when workers or slaves die, when internal and external proletariats
revolt z2nd refuse to carry on their jobs, when nature poliutes and

poisons and no longer yields raw materials. In short, what is exploi-

ted hits back. But this Is unsatisfactory as a criferion, a criterion

an sich and not only fir mich would be needed. This is precisely

the exploiftative attitude, to define as a0beptat¢e anvthing as long

as "it works". Put differently: there is no exploitation (in the sense
of Ausbeutuna) as long as there still is mething left to exploit

. . . \ R
(1n the sense of Ausnitzung;. In short, to_the limits and teyond!

If one now should try tc summarize one might perhaps
say that both directions of precization, both the "exchange injustice"
and "bteyond limits" precizations, come, so to speak, with a left

and a right wing interpretation. Thus, there is no doubt what inter-

v

pretation those with vested interest in the continuation of a pattern
of exploitation wceuld pick up: a proportionality thesis relating re-
muneration to the type of inputs over which they have a monopoly -
capital, power and/or knowledge - and an"it works until they hit
back" interpretation of the "teyond limits" direczion of precization.
Moreover: they would leave out of the calculation the extent to which
the work is rewarding for them in and by itself because it is less
lienated than for working classes. They would talk loudly about the
quality of their inputs, but not of the guality of their work exper-
ience, thus hoping to get double rewarded (and they do not hope in vain).
like professors who get both high salaries and highly interesting work.
Correspondingly, those with an interest in changing the

status quo would pick up the equality interpretation and base their

R

arguments on official hours of input, possibly over the life span.
And they would back it up with objective criteria as to what consti-
tutes minimum remuneration, and work upwards from there. In short:
there is politics around every corner in this field, and it is a sad
reflection on the social sciences that so little progress has been

made in the general area of exploitation expiocration.

EFs
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2. Exploitation: A Multidimensional View

Two concepts of exploitation have now been explored, at least a
little. Whether based on exchange injustice or even on pushing others
beyond 1imits of reproduction the result is the same: the structure
generates positions, vertically separated, for those who have more and
for those who have less, even much less. How do we come to grips with

this not only conceptually, but theoretically?

Before a theory is formulated, some meta-thecry, some theory about
the type of theory we need. should be indicated, My own position is one
that might be referred to as ''generalized marxism'', certainly not to be
recognized as marxism by marxists, nor to be recognized as liberalism by
liberals. Any gocd social theory should in my opinion satisfy the follow-
ing conditions:

(1) there should be a theory of verticality, of exploitation, of what it

is, how it is generated and maintained;

(2) there should be a theory of fights against verticality, how they are

generated, how they can be maintained;

(3) there should be a methodology for ideology, meaning by that a short

distance between research procedures in general, critical analyses of
empirical social formations and constructive analyses of potential
social formations; - in other words both critical evaluations of the
present and constructive utopias for the future;

(4) the general approach to social affairs should be dialectic, meaning by
that

- nothing is perfectly good or perfectly bad; that in the yin there is
always the elements of yang and in the yang always an element of yin,

etc.



- contradictions crystallize, mature, there is a transcendence into

something new, and within that new contradictions also build up;

- this process goes on for ever, there is no beginning and no end,
but at any given point in time and space it may make sense to

order the contradictions in terms of descending importance,

(5) a holistic approach, meaning by that

- a recognition that social things may be related not only causally,
but also meaningfully, as belonging to the same '"family of things',

""scheme'';

- every member of this family, material or ideal, has a certain struc-

ture; the common elements of all these structures being the cosmology
of that civilization, the culture of that society, the personality

of that person;

- the transition from one family of things to another, a change of
program or code, is a major transformation in history and happens

only rarely,

As to theory, dialectics and holism: Some comments on this. Without

a theory, sufficiently practice-indicative, of exploitation | do not see why
we should have social science. Explcitation is deprivation built into man-
made structures; it is our task to understand this and contribute to the
fight against them. The same can be said about large-scale violence, raising
the perennial problem of its place in connection with the fight against
exploitation. On paper the dilemma is resolved with the formula "nonviolent
revolution', the question is how far that formula carries us - a question
which of course must also be raised in connection with violent revolutions.
If neither of them ushers in the good, or at least acceptable, socciety it

may have something to dc with the third point above: lack of attention to

the alternative, the next society. The dialectic between the actual and

the potential is then seen as a major force. When nevertheless basic social

change does not seem to occur often it is because things hang together, in
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more cr less consistent schemes - and the more consistent the shceme, and
more resistant against change (one reason why Eastern European societies are
so undynamic). Incidentally, the word ''dialectic' is taken to mean that
more mechanistic and deductive approaches are not ruled out but are seen
as one approach among several, and the word "holistic' is only meaningful

if more atomistic, analytical approaches are alsc included,

As to verticality: It is assumed that the major expansion/exploi-

tation process in the world is still the Western/capitalist, private or

state, and that it is based on a state-ccrporation or bureaucrat-capitalist

alliance at local, national and international (intergovernmental, trans-

national) levels to which intelligentsia/researchers contribute and are

even indispensable because of the size of the enterprise, and which, in turn,
is protected by machineries of coercion internally and externally, the

police and the military, and ideologically by the party. Wherever these
Westerners come they set up patterns of interactior so that the net benefits,
when both material and non-material dimensicns are taken into consideration,
are highly asymmetrically distributed, the points of accumulation being the
centers, the rest being the periphery. Which comes first of these forms of
penetration is only interesting from the point of view of linear, causality-
oriented Western cosmology; the point of view taken here is that they belong

to the same ''scheme of things', expansionism, center-periphery formation
1) ’

with the center in West -- both center and periphery being in constant pro-
cess, in a flux, adapting to new circumstances (out of which innovation of
new means of production is one), but keeping the basic relationship. The
system is impossible without sub-centers, centers in the Periphery, and

in the longer run probably also impossible unless the periphery in the
Center cooperates more with the center in the Center than with the periphery

in the Periphery. Result: the history of Western imperialism, five centuries
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3. Liberation: A Multidimensional View

Returning now to the general theme of the type of theory that is needed

in order to discuss exploitation we can now 'go one step further, beyond general
requirement and the definition of verticality:

As_to fight against verticality: This is more problematic. Social

science has, characteristically, produced much more about the nature of the
expansion/exploitation process than about the liberation/autonomy process.,
Also, the bureaucrat-capitalist-intelligentsia alliance, supported by the
police~military-party system looks so formidable; how is it possible even
Oon paper to stand up against that? Who would have the motivaticn, who the
capability - and above all, who would have both? Al] who are exploited

may have the motivation but precisely because they have been exploited not
the capability. And those who have the capability, would they not have
benefitted so much from the structure of exploitation that they would not
have the motivaticn for more than minor changes, perhaps mainly at the

expense of competitive elites?

Building now, to some extent, on the precedirg section, the follow-
ing is a survey of some of the possibilities where struggle for liberation
and autonomy is concerned, with some ideas about the strength and weakness

of the approaches:

. Precesses generated by the peorle.

We assume that these processes come about because people feel exploited;
that what should be theirs has been taken away from them, even to the point
of threatening their very existence. A major disdinction should now be

made between narrow and broad approaches; the narrow approach is one-~

dimensional, the broad approach is multi-dimensional.
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[A. Narrow approaches. Depending on what is defined as the enemy or as

the essential, principal, aspect of the expansion/exploitation process

one may get:

anarchism -~ the fight against bureaucracy/police/military/party

socialism - the fight against capitalism

land reform - the fight against !andowners

populism - the fight against intelligentsia/researchers, experts, technocrats

Third world~ism - the fight against the metropolitan countries

Noticing that the elites, staffing bureaucracies, corporations, universities
etc. tend to be MAMUs (middle-aged males, university-trained) and in many
contexts also whites ("MAMU" is a more internationally valid term than

WASP - white Anglo-Saxon Protestants - alsc based on the tendency to build

societies around ascribed characteristics):

the fight against agism
the fight against sexism

the fight against racism

A1l these approaches carry a built-in message of who is the carrier of the
nhew society: the down-trodden in this society. They are the clients; the
workers; the peasants; the uneducated; the persecuted, repressed and
colonized and enslaved in general; the underprivileged, underdeveloped,
exploited countries; the old and the young; the women; the non-whites.

Any vertical dimensions that is either in the ccre of the expansion/
exploitation process or can be hitched onto it, and used by that process

by using the topdogs as bridgeheads, in principle enters the picture.

Each dimension defines a topdog center and an underdog periphery. But one

of the dimensions is at another level, defining countries rather than people,
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as Center and Periphery countries. And this raises the perennial problem:

how will the conflict formation be when there are twc levels of analysis
because there are two levels of exploitation both country level and class

level? The most important possibilities:

Table 3., Four possible conflict formations

National conflict fcrmation: cC pC cP pP
Class conflict formatiorn (Marx): :N b .’ # ! _1
Imperialist conflict formation: \i - : ' .
World village against world city (Lin Biao): ' . \

The first one dominates liberal conflict theory, the second marxist conflict

theory (''Proletarians in all countries, unite!). The third is probably a

realistic expression of the typical post Second world war 'Local War'',

And the fourth is Lin Biao's formation, uniting all forces against the world

city, the hard core in the superpowers (Lin Biao would probably have said
the North Atlantic area). This scheme can now be used for any one of the

seven dimensions, nct only for. workers.

IB. Broad approaches. Roughly speaking these consist in uniting not only

proletarians, but all kinds of underdogs - seeing their fights as
particular aspects of the same general fight for a more equitable
society, |If for a moment we disregard the country-dimension these

would be the dimensicns:

Table 4, The seven struggles

TOPDOG Bureaucrats Capitalists Landowners Intelligentsia Middle- Men
CENTER Police A “ Experts aged N
Military n N
Party
i
{ N 9 N % v
UNDERDOG Clients Workers Peasants Uneducated Young Women

PERIPHERY Cid

White

b
Non-white
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A little combinatorics is now useful, for there are many different interpret-
ations of the "broad apprecach'. Clearly, the basic idea is to build social
theory and action around not only on one of these dimensions, or cne at the
time, or coupled in series or in parallel but to arrive at some type of
integration, rather than segmentation of conflict Individual human beings
would be molilized not cnly as workers, but as that and clients, and unedu-
cated, and woman, etc.; involving the total human being. The major question,

then, is whether one should apply the union approach or the intersection

approach, regarding all the categories above as sets. In the union approach
one would add up all the groups; in the intersection approach one would only
consider the overlaps. The difference is tremendous: of course there are
many pecple who are both subjects, workers (selling their labour-force),
peasants (working somebody else's land), uneducated, young or old, women

and non-white., But if instead of both-and above we simply say or the number

becomes enormous. And correspondingly for the topdogs.

Hence, we get these pcssibilities:

Table 5. Some ways of integrating topdog-underdog conflicts

TOPDOGS
Union, Intersection,
or both-and
Union, () (2)
UNDERDOGS or
Intersection, (3) (k)
beth-and

The second case is the conflict-formation that might be most in the underdog
interest if the goal is an enormous amount of underdogs pitted against a

small, although possibly very hard, core of topdogs. The prcblem is that
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one often gets the opposite conflict formation: a small core of underdogs
with complete underdog configurations (like many of the people who end up

as criminals, one possible response toc oppressive sccieties) fighting
against people who may have only one topdog characteristic in their status-
set (the third case above). The fourth case is one of very clear pelari-
zation, involving only two small groups in society, And the first case

is actually impossible: the union approach for either topdogs or underdogs
excludes the same approach for the cther group - people will have to end

up somewhere. May be that is the reason why clear conflict fcrmations occur
so rarely - that people have mixed profiles and hence do not clearly belong

anywhere®t

This is important, Reflections like these, also bringing in the con-
flict formations taking countries into consideration, help in the formation
of ideology, theory and practice. Thus, marxism tends to be much tooc narrow
building so much around the capitalist/worker contradiction that the whole
burden of liberation will ultimately rest on the shouiders of the indust-
rial proletariat. Of course, there is much talk about liberating all
others, and also practice. But Western, and more particularly teutonic
intellectual style, drives the theory-building towards a focus on one
dimension that can serve as the key dimension, the other dimernsions follow-
ing deductively, empirically, praxeologically. O©Cn the other hand: it is
difficult enough to get the workers to cooperate if one should not alsc

try to bring all underdog groups together. |f it happened, however, the

impact might be tremendous. It is enough to contemplate black riots,
student revolt, workers' strikes, women's 1ib, Chicano strikes, Amerindian

upheaval in the US the same week, rather than scattered in an uncoordinated way,

tc appreciate the point,
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Why should elites be motivated for any change at all,

- given that

they probably to some extent are capable of maintaining exploitative

Structures, given their elite status?

cases: elites fighting for higher positions

faith in their own system

ITA. Elites fighting for higher positions.
been of major importance.

systems in what is often referred to as feudal

(1)

(2)

It should be noted that the Chinese and Japanese h
tical

both at the same time as farmers

Feudal

Europe

Nobility,
landowners,
military

Clergy

burghers

(traders and

merchants)

peasants,
workers

Jews, Arabs,
gypsies

Classical
India

brahmins
Zpriests, reli-

gious teachers)

kshatriyas

laristocrats,

warriors)

vaishyas
(traders and

merchants)

shudras
Zfarmers,
workers)

pariahs

for one reason or another,

We can distinguish between two

» and elites who have lost

Historically this has of course

Bility,

scholars)iif

nung v
armers)gg;

kung

(artisans) T

shang -k

(merchants); %

nomads, etc.

formations:

Consider these classical caste or near-caste

Tokugawa
Japan

shi (samurai,
military, low
nobi]ity)

no
TFfarmers)

ko
Tartisans)

shé

(merchants)

etc.

ierarchies are almost iden-

» not only linguistically, and that the merchants are at the bottom of

have a high position.

The Meiji Restor-

ation had as a basis certain mechanisms by which the samurai got indebted

te the despised merchants and were able to convert money

into power when
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the Western challenge pushed more capital-intensive ways c¢f doing things

into forefrent of political activity. The Chinese revolutions (1911, 1949,
particularly the latter) may be seen more as directed against the merchants -
Maoc Zedong being the genius who united intellectuals, farmers (not land-
owners) and artisans/workers against the despised merchants, particularly
those working for foreign powers. Thus, he was working with rather than
against the classical code of the society, actually uniting the top three
against the bottom fourth class/caste. [t should be noted, incidentally,
that there is a difference between the two: where Japan puts the military

on top, the Chinese put the scholar - - -; a rather significant difference

full of implications.

Correspondingly, the European and Indian formations are relatively
similar (after all, it is not by chance that there is such a thing as an
Indo~European family of languages), with the significant difference that
Europe like Japan had the military on top, India like China the scholars --
again a rather significant difference. Both for Europe and India '"'moder-
nisation’, ie. adjustment to capitalism and nationalism, became a questicn
of putting the tiers-état, the burghers and vaishyas, into higher positions.
It should be noted that the three top castes in these two systems, with
some changes in the names, are exactly the bureaucrats, capitalists and
intelligentsia, supported by police and military and the party (the ideo-
logical as opposed to intellectual aspect of the clergy) that we see as
essential in the total expansicn/exploitation enterprise. Ir short, one
would expect India to fall easily into the Western model, China and Japan
to develop somewhat different responses, In both of them the merchants

had to submit more to the bureaucrats and the intelligentsia.
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The point is, of course, that all these movements are ways of reshuf-
fling elites, not ways of bringing about more basic change - thinking now
of Europe and India, the other two being so different, In both Europe and
India workers and peasant had to pay the bill through their hard and poorly
remunerated werk, usually through the most blatant exploitation to put it
less euphemistically. This should sensitize us to the extent tc which
elites may make use of social movements generated further down to catapult
themselves into higher levels of power, Marxism, for instance, can be used

that way: as a clever ideology developed by and for intellectuals but about

workers, leaving to workers to do thke dirty work of revolution, whereupon
the intellectuals can come back as planners, eg., of workers, and become
intelligentsia. We then assume that the intellectuals in general have
develcped from and fitted into the position of the clergy, as somewhat infe-
rior to the bureaucrat/capitalist alliance on top, itself the outcome of

the process of cooperaticn between these two groups from the sixteenth

century onwards, formalized through the French revolution.

A1l these pcints can now be brought to bear con the elites in the Third
world countries. With the increasing interdependence and mutual visibi-
lity brought about through intergovernmenta] (state) and transnational
(corporation) interaction and organization there is now a relatively homo-
geneous world elite. Much of what passes for Third viorld development
should be seen as Third world eljte development, as ways of catapulting
them into higher positions in the world elite structure. Today they are
often the tiers*élite, following the First world nobility and the Second
world marxist clergy! They are probably by and large relatively uninte-

rested in the latter and highly interested in sharing power with the former,



The often almecst tctal lack of concern, even spite, for their own masses is

compatible with this kind of analysis.

IIB. Elites who have lost faith in their own system., It is our general

thesis that this is what may happen towards the end of the life cycle of

a major formation, eg. with the Roman elites towards the end of the Roman
Empire, the aristocracy who did not knov how to tie ir with the burghers
way into the Modern period, many of the intellectual elites today, eg., in
"socialist' countries. In all cases one should be careful arnd not con-
fuse genuine loss of faith in the system with loss of faith in own ability
to make further personal progress in the system. But regardless of why
the elites are disillusioned they are important because they may be the
only ones really searching for a new social feormation. By and large it

is not to be assumed that the exploited themselves weculd easily develop
visions beyond mcre justice and security for themselves, eg, less difference
between high and low. And, if the fight is over ascribed categories

(age, sex, race): recruitment into topdog positions with no discrimina-
tion. This narrow perspective will be even more prominent if the approach
is narrow, one-dimensional, for in that case the rest of the social struc-
ture may even be left unanalyzed, unquestioned; and one can be sure that
the elites in those other parts will make use of that. The elites fighting
for better positions will be even less interested in major change. They
may, for instance, try to increase the power of the state relative to the
corporation or vice versa, or go back to a landowner-based society, but
that is something different. What we are thinking of are elites that give
up the total formation and simply leave it, 1ike Roman elites at the end of
the bas empire, or nobility at the end of the Middle Ages, or - perhaps -

(the sons and daughters) of Western elites today. What we are saying is



simply that a social formation can also be drained or sapped from the top,
although possibly as a response to pressure from the outside or revolt

from the bottom,

So, where does all this lead us? | have tried tc discuss pecple-
generated and elite-generated processes against the status quo of exploita-
tive systems, and divided the former into narrow and broad, and the latter
into elites fighting for higher positions and elites who have lost faith

in their system. What would be the more promissing possibilities?

The answer must have two different parts:
- premising in the sense of toppling the existing system

-~ promissing in the sense of leading tc a less exploitative society,

The same conflict formation does not necessarily give rise to both, but |

shall try tc show that there may be one formation that answers both,

0f the four processes of change indicated above | hold tittle faith
in the narrow approach or in elite reshuffling (except that it may weaken
the total structure for a while) so the most promissing would be a combina-
tion of nos. 2 and 4, of a broad underdog revolt with the elites losing
faith in the system, particularly if the elites are losing faith for some
other reason than the underdog revolt., OCne such reason, to take the cases
of the decline of the Roman Empire and cf Western imperialism, would be
revolt in the Periphery, in the external sector, with rivaling power from
the outside., Another reason might be less precise, simply a premonition

that this cannot last, that the end is coming, so why waste all the energy
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in a fight not worth while? And still another reason : that elite life is

not that good, that there are internal problems - - -

In other words, again we might like toc see elite softening and under-
dog revolt not necessarily as causally related one way or the other, but as
two aspects of the same kind, a whole configuration in decline. In very,
very many cases the underdogs simply do not fully appreciate how weak the
elites are and how little might be needed to topple the system, The best
defense of the elites probably comes from the underdogs themselves when they
split up, apply the narrow approach, beccme sectarial and segmented, The
broad approach is the really threatening one, whether in parallel (the
circular model), in series (the linear model) or integrated (the compact
model). The only thing ruled out, comparing the general theory of Table 2
with the theory under IB above, the broad approaches, would be the pyramid
model with its assumption of automaticity and focus on one contradiction
only. Which of these three mcdels is chosen is less important, that will

depend very much on the concrete circumstances.

This is not the place to discuss the details cof strategy; what has
been said abcut the appropriate conflict fermation is already a step in
the directiorn cf a theory of fights against verticality. What is needed,
however, is a '"'methodology for ideclogy'', with some image of the alternative
scciety. And this is considerably more problematic than the theory of
verticality and the theory of fights against it., It raises not only the
question of what an alternative social formation should look like, but also
of who should be its carriers, who would harbor such dreams, and so strongly

that they simply might do something about it?
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As to the concrete utcpia: it is, of course, the exploitation-free

society, Type 1 of Table 1, engaging in none of the four (or the total
array of ten) exploitations. It is a societal formation that threads
softly on nature, people, capital and does not let research and organiza-
tion run away with the human beings they are supposed to serve, Probably a
condition for something like that to happen is that the basic unit is not
too big. And equally probably, a condition for the small to be really
beautiful is that it is woven into something bigger for protection and
interdependence. This concrete utopia played a substantial role in the
human past, still does in many corners of the world, and if our general
hunch about the explcitation process (Table 1) is correct, then the more
rapacious the exploitation, the sooner will present day social formations
have to move away from complete expleoitation and towards softer forms. As
the First world was the first in the exercise of complete exploitation,
followed by the Seccnd and by the Third, they may arrive in the range of
the softer forms also in that order, opening for the possibility that future

history intersects with less exploitative social formations.

As to the carriers of a less exploitative society: very problematic,

First, if the roots of exploitation are in the cosmology, as indicated, then
it is from the cosmology they must be uprooted, meaning that the demise of

a social formation is not enough. The exploitative project may still lin-
ger on in many other ways, which is probakly all right as long as there is
enough consciousness about it to counteract it. Second, both the fight for
an exploitation-free society and the protection of it in its fledgling

years easily leads to very vertical formations that are then implanted on

the new social body. Third, to many members of the old formation the
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struggle was mainly an effort at reshuffle that would open the avenues for
power and privilege to themselves, of the same kind as the elites in the

Center had enjoyed., There are two obvious groups fitting this description

well, capably of toppling elites but not of changing society:

- the pecple in the Center (pC); the metropolitan proletariat, whose goals

almost invariably will be the elite positions in that society - they are

not through with that yet, but yearning for it,

- the elites in the Periphery (cP); the satellite bourgeoisie, whose goals

equally invariably will tend to be the elite positions in the Centre
whether by migrating to the Center countries, cor by making their own

Periphery country a new Center courtry (eg., through NIEO),

That leaves us with what might seem the most unlike combination for
the renewal of a society: the elites in the Centre (cC) with the people in
the Periphery (pP)! Nobody could be further apart, yet they may be similar
in the sense that the complete exploitative formation holds no promise for
them - ¢C is through with it, pP may still be more interested in protecting
and developing further their own social forms. |In fact, this is what we
seem to find today: the sons and daughters of First world elites, often
well educated, working together with popular movements in the Periphery,
counterposed against the social democratic trade union man working with the
new bourgoisie in Third world countries to 'develop" them further through
technical assistance. In other words, a cC/pP alliance pitted against a
pC/cP alliance, to be added to the scheme of possible conflict formations

in a two-class two-sector model - see Table 3,

We let that do as an example of how theory can lead to some new possi-

bilities, making one see empirical phenomena in 2 new light. But in no way
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should that make us lose sight of the extreme seriousness of the present
situation. We are very far from any utopia. What is happening today is

nothing less than a war on poor people., To implement the Westernexpan-

sion/exploitation model on the local Third world level, partly for cwn

gains, partly to serve Western masters, with a capital-intensive rather

than labor-intensive technology, people are to a large extent expendable.

Even worse than being exploitable andexploited they are marginalized, put
outside society. In a bureaucrat/capitalist/intelligentsia run society,
protected by the police/military/party, people who do not produce with modern
technology do not belong, and as they do nct make money they cannot demand
what the market supplies either - hence they beccme dependent on ''traditional"
support structures, But as these are diminished because they are incorporated
into the ''modern' sector - particularly by using land for other purposes -

the support basis shrinks, making them even less able to participate, at the
same time as they constitute & threat because of their numbers. O0f the

three possibilities, killing them, letting them starve (Malthusian), and
reducing their off-spring through family planning (also Malthusian) the

latter is today the only openly acceptable approach - with some doubts after

the Bucturesti conference.

Most of them would be in the worker/peasant category by the scheme
above - particularly both, landless and laborless in practice. The most

famous defense strategies are probably the Chinese People's Communes and

the sarvodaya movement found in India and particularly in Sri Lanka, and

the ujamaa in Tanzania - all of them examples of Typel exploitation-free
society, which is not to be confused with abstractions like total equality.
Typical of all these are that they are total movements - all seven fights,

and in fact also the fight against First world penetration, are rolled
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into one. And yet they are threatened by absorption, although not so easily
as any movement based on only one or two of these factors seems to be. What
they have in commen is autonomy built on the local level, local self-
reliance: strong local communities, able to resist. The working classes in
more developed countries might do well looking for something similar as they
are alsc threatened with extinction, being transformed into welfare state
clients, or with some luck, into computer clerks in a society drilling it-

self into self-exploitation through ever higher levels of productivity,

The other approach is based on national self-reliance, building a

strong state against the pressure from the outside. But here the difficulty
is that one is only bringing in struggle no, 8, against First world pene-
tration. By building that strong state one may very easily buy external
equity at the expense of tremendous increases in internal inequities. And
here it should be remembered that whereas it took Eurcpe long time to forge
efficient state-corporation-intelligentsia cocperation, among other reasons
because the three were differently recruited, in the Third world today
(except for societies with very strong endogenous structures) the cooperation
comes easy because they are all graduates of the same universities, even of
First werld universities, think and act the same way, communicate easily.
There is nothing they would like more than build strcng states, whether

the accent will be on the state (''leftist') or the corporation ('rightist'),
The formula of cooperation will be abcout the same: corporaticn will. pay taxes
to the states, the state will build infrastructure, place orders when other
business is slack, and try to repair some of the corporation-induced damage
(depletion, pollution, mental diseases, new somatic diseases, etc.). And

regional self-reliance does not help solve this problem. It may help create
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a more just world when regions are compared, usually favoring the stronger

within the region, though, using naticnal elites as bridgeheads for new

regional powers,

Conclusion: time for action is now,

It is urgent, far from

unproblematic, but also far from hopeless,
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