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i. Introduction
Mach is known about capitalist imperialism - what about
Lhe Scviet variety? Eastern Turope in general, and dhe soevio!
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well known that the Chinese have a terminology for "apcial imperi-

alism® -~ some vimes defined as "sociallism in words. ornl i odeeds”
This, however, is not a very helpful point of devariurs and is proobnbly
better as a way of characterizing some social demcersic vogimes o
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their dealings with Third World countries. A lepar
ture would Dbe how the Chinese e

the Joviet lini Ny since they also have considerable eiperience snd arve
iree to gpeak. H In other words, wnen they rejected the Soviet Union
as a model and built down (in many fields even to zero) the ccoperative
relation they had ertertained with that country, then what did they
reject? and to what extent does this also apply to Bastern Eurcpean
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reallty? In shor®, what is social imperialism?

¢. Social imperislisgm: canitalism in disg
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The difficulty is that tne Cho
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tent on this theme. In ftheir derunciatic

2 dominance, and as 0

seem to snare a general marxist uniiinear conception ol aistory in

tarms of five succes 8y gclave gociety - feudalism - capitalism-

communism,  "non-sociazllist" implies by definition "cavitalist?, a

retrogression to capitalism. This capitalism is of a particular kind,
e

1
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2ery of which does not vet seem to have heen spelt

ism'", the th
civ.’ Morecver, if the Zoviet Union is to be conceived of in its
internal relations as essentially a capitalist formation, one would
imagine that what is wrong about the external relations would be con=-
“cived of in terms of the theory of capitalist imperialism in gensral

and momopolist state capitalism in particular.



This, nowever, does not seem to be the case: When the

Chinese talk about their relations with the Soviet Union, economic
4)

relations seem to play a relatively insignificant role, Thexre

3,

re raferences to such factors as the dismantling of indusiries
\
/

iz Menchuria, ~

the heavy and lasting burdens incurred by the
Chinese in servicing the debts contracted to acquire arms in
corpiection with the Korean war that started less than one year after
the PYeople's Republic had been declared; 6) the dependence on
soviet technology and techniciansy 7 the location of industries
eund infrastructure close to the Soviet border; 8) and the trade

Sy X . . . 10)
7¢  But neither is the sevidence conclusive, 0)

mphasis placed on such factors,

Rether, it seems that sccial imperialism; both in fact and
irnowhat the Chinese emphasize, is precisely what the term implies:
a iorm of social domination. DMore precisely, we shall try to define
it in a way that should be compatible with factual descriptions

as well as Chinese perceptions, well knowing that it may not

coincide completely with their ideas. 1)

We shall define "social imperialism" as follows:
it 1s a relation between a Center country and a Periphery country
whereby

(1) The an%e; imposes a certain social structure
on the Yeriphery

(2) a_center is created in that Periphery country structure,
serving as a bridgehead for the Center.

12) 1y

sxpiloltation does not consist in an exchange of commodities at low

Thus. there are exploitation and penetration.

itevels of processing and/or low prices for commodities of high

13)

iewels of processing and/or high prices. Rather, there is

“he "pechange' between being the fertile soil on which a structure
is implanted or imprinted, and being the willing exporter of that

14Y

/ In this exchange the Center provides a model, and
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dphery provides

{a) through its (apparent) acceptance of the Center
2 confirmation of the validity of the Center model,

(b} an expansion of the Center through isomorphism,
creating homologous structures elsewhere,

(¢) 1leverage for internal control of the Periphery, through
the bridgehead, and through knowledge since it is their
own structure,
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(a) a buffer-zone { a "Vorderland" for protection, just as
vast Hinterland expanses can serve for retreat).

(e) an alignment in policies vis-a-vis third parties.

Conceived of this way social imperialism should be seen as
based more on political/military imperialism than on economic
imperialism. It is supreme exercise of power, not only by shaping
thne attitudes and behavior, but by shaping the social and political
structure in which people live, thereby getting at their stid
and behavicr. Its military implications are obvious. But what
abcut its economic implications?

For dogmatic marxists no explanatory chain that is not
firmly anchored somewhere in an economic formaticn in general and 2
profit motive in particular can ever become a theory cf imperiailism,
The argument would be that even if Soviet expansionism is not seen
23 due to a2 need for export of capital or in order %Uo secure raw
materials, sometimes also raw labor, and even if there is no economic
return from the trade with the dominated countries and regions -
built into the terms of trade or the trade composition - there may
nevertheless be long ~term economic gains after the ground has been
well prepared through structural manipulation and bridgehead building.

Cur position would be that this may be so, but in that case
economic imperialism should be seen as something in addition to

social imperialism. This is not to deny that economic methods

the Eastern
«,rg v‘

Taw energy ¢
~ & trade pattern that beth demives the Soviet Unicn of the benafita

may be used. Thus, for meny Years now 3oviet export

f2 O
[

Paropean countries has mainly been in raw materials an

ol processing themselves their natural riches, and exposes them $o
the risk of depletion. Economically the Soviet Unicn has given
heprsell the role of a vast colony providing Eastern Furopean
countries both with raw materials and markets for their processed
zoods ~ grossco modo - probably much to the delight of the ‘atter,?Y}
#ince it is a basic factor contributing to their living standard,

#nd development generally. But politically/militarily this has

also given the Soviet Unicn some of the same leverage as the OPEC
18

\.../ g)

[

countries have vis-a-vis Western Europe and the US,. it creat
Jependencies both ways andé may.be 2 very problematic ftool %o use,
may even be turned against the users - but to the extent it is =
tool;it is clearly more for political/military reasons than for

sconomic purposes - short term as well as long term. 19)
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But why then refer to this as "imperialism" and not simply

)

o~

2 political/military domination? Because it is more than that.
If it were simply a question of military occupation with political
contrel, the term "domination" would have been conceptually suffi~-
dent. More significantly, if the purpose were only to provide
military positions and secure them through political means, occu-
vation of some bases would have been strategically sufficient.

But the scope by far transcends such limited political horigzons.
It is a question of moulding another socliety, through effective
bridgehead operation, establishing exploitative exchange patterns
through the mechanism mentioned above, and the creation of dependency
patterns completely similar to what is found under +he general

. . . e . . . 2
neading of "capitalist imperialism', o)

Just as social imperialism
uay have sconomic implications, economic imperialiism has social
implications, transforming local/social structures so as to serve
the purpose of Periphery (and Center) capitalism. But sometimes
capitaiism may be grafted onto a local structure almost ready made
for the purpose; in need of no further transformation. This is
one more reason why we want to keep these two phenomerz analytica%%y
i

separate, regardless of how empirically intertwined they may be.

%
i

Let us then try to describe in more detail the structure the
Chinese seem to see as the Soviet structure and to reject, In the
language of the present author, not of the Chinese, it would contain
the following elements: 22)

(1) Verticaliiy

(2) Individualism

{3) Professionalism

{4) Repression
a. in terms of social dialectic
D. in terms of human rights

{5) Some special Soviet features

- a. a solid power structure consisting of
- party (goal-setting)
- appara’ (execution)

1

police/military (control)
and ruling over, sometimes exploiting -
b. three large, overlapping and marginalized sectors
- "minorities" (that in fact constitute the majority)
- peasants
- intelligentsis
with workers to some extent in an in-between position.



come comments on each point:
The verticality is in terms of both division of labor, power

and privilege, the latter consisting not only in higher salaries
but also in easier access to many amenities of life (food, clothing,

r\7\

housing, clinics, schools/and of a better quality). =7/

The individualism consists in seeing the individual as somethis

(S
i
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with 2 career, based essentially on education, .ndividual ner
mance, and loyalty to the power structurc. These two points Lo
gether combine into professionalism, which can be defined as the

o

creation of a small upper crust with a hizh level of menopely cn
problem-solving. All of this could, however, cqually well be =aid
about Western , capitalist, liberal socie%ties sinrce it is essentially

the basic structure of Western post-renaissancs zocizivy with 2 slow,
but steady decrease in the significance of family background (although
certainly not down to zero), and a slow, but steady increase in the
degree of detachability of the individual (starting with the nuclsar
family) for geographic and social mobility. There may be some
differences in the privilege structure and irn ithe educationfachieve-
ment/loyalty mix that produces upward mobility, but the basic

social grammar is the same., Hence, in rejecting this combination

the Chinese reject the Occident, capitalist and socialist alike.

Whereas these three first points may be compatible with
Marcuse's famous "repressive tolerance", the next point would bring
us into the reality of "repressive intolerance”, drawing a blurred
line between Western and Eastern Europe. The argument can be
phrased in Westerm liberal human rights terms =znd in Chinese herus,
and we shall start with the latter.

The basic point seems to be the following: no society is
terminal, there will always be coniradictions, but in a socialist®
society (where capitalist exploitation nas been eliminated) contra-
dictions are non~-antagonistic and can be handled non-violentlye.

It is not very clear where the Chinese stand on the issue of

24) it seems

"democratic centralism" vs. "popular participation”,
to vary from one issue area to another, - but it is quite clear
that they see the Soviet Union leadership as opposed to any form
of pecpular articulation of contradictioas. There is no denial that
there are *quarrels" at the top of the power structure,25> only
that these exchanges do not reflect adequately contradictions as

they are experienced by people in general. The social dialectics



is not permitted to continue, there is a pretention of near-
perfection as a ratiornalization for consolidation, for tightening
the 1id of the social cauldron, so to speak. The result is not

only poweriessness for the masses, but also some kind of general
social stagnation, even "societal death" because the social dialec-

Ce . . . 6
tic is not permitted to run its course. 26)

Some of this can be captured in Western/liberal human rights
ianguage, since freedcem of expression, impression, association,
even organization are ways in which non-antagonistic contradictions
may work themselves out. To tie the thinking to the theory and
rractice of Western parliamentary and presidential democracies,
iowever, would be misleading. Politics is broader than these insti-
tutionalizaticns of politics; Jjust as education is broader than
schooling. The "oultural revolution" 1966-69 offers examples of
cther ways of doing politics, leading to transcendence of, not only
change in,the current struciture (for which reason the name is a
misnomer; it was a structural revolution). It should be compared

to an Eastern European country that has witnessed something corres-
ponding to this: Poland, with the changes .resulting from the up-
heavals in Pozndn July 1956 and Gdansk December 1970 (will the next
be in 1984?), The participation was limited, the process did not

run its course, and the results were modest and corruptidle. 21)

This type of thinking, extrapolated from discussions with
Chinese, might shed some other type of light on the consept of
social imperialism. The point is not merely that a structure is
imposed upon a Society, that there is a teacher-learner, sender-
receiver relationship. The point is also that the Periphery is
deprived of the possibility of developing further on its own pre-
misses, due to its own internal contradictions. It becomes deprived
of the motor of its own dynamism just as under economic imperialism;
it can no longer use the production factors for its own needs. It
will either develop as a reflection of, or an imitation of, or as
a reaction to, the dynamism of the social imperialist Center, and
neither form is genuine, autonomous development, This then, should
not be confused with struggles for power in Periphery leadership -
we are thinking of genuine structural change. And the best examples
are, of course, the Polish and Czech efforts to overcome some of
the contradictions inherent in Soviet-imposed "socialism" and develop

. 28)
further a dialectic that, indeed, was not permitted to run its course.” '



In addition to this there are the particularly repressive
featuregisoviet society, as they are refliected, for instance in
Solzhenitsyn's writings, and particularly in Archipelag Gulag.
Much of this terror, however, must probably be seen as due to

particular circumstances. One such circumstarcs was the problem
of what to do when prophecy fails, i.e., wheo all the beneficial

congequences suppcsed tc derive from aboiition of private owner-

ship of means of production and plamning for sccial production

failed to appear. There must have been a neced for scapegoats in
order to save theory, and the very extensive concept of "class enemy"

S0
Pl -

provided ample supply of such scapegoats. “ ' ‘hen. ithe inter-

4}

ventionist wars and the threat of a fascist attack also served
to transform and distort the society, which was not difficult given
the tsarist background. But this is to a larze sitent changing
now, particularly in the Eagern European couniries - and is not
essential for the definition of social imperialiism anyhow. 30)
Essential for that definition is rather the idea of a new class
precisely consisting of an alliance of military/police, party and
apparat elements; presiding over a fragmented populace,
The Chinese must have felt very strongly how the new class formation
was taking place, even guickly. But the oth
mentation, must have been meaningless in China. With something

ion, the frag-

like 94% being har Chinese and above R20% beins zgriculture
———— ?

the structural vasis for fragmentation was abs ieast along
“hose lines. The Chinese people were a much ncre homogensous
people,and any revolution had to be meaningful, not repressive,

for the overwhelming majority of the population., 52 The revolution
could not be based mainly on primary accummulation by exploiting the
peasants and putting the surplus into heavy industry; some other
form had to be found.

However that was, the net result today is that two of the
biggest countries in the world have two very different social systems,
that both refer to themselves as '"socialist",. In all probability the
Soviet version will one day have to give up its hegemonial inclinations
and spend the energy used on maintaining a structure of social imperi-
alism for more creative purposes. Thus, the lack of any significant
withdrawal of Soviet strength in Eastern Eucope, although no proof,
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ig highly compatiblic with the idea that these troops are stationed
there not primarily for Zast-West confliet reasons, but in order to
maintain local control, Ter if that local contrecl breasks down, there
is & threat, not so much to the Soviet Union as to the Soviet
leadership, And this 12 precisely the same mechanism as is ope-
reting also in connecticn with the use of military force to maintain
gconomic Imperialism,. Tre currency in which this is expressed is
not necessarily econcmic: the gains from the Periphery under social
imverialism are in political/military terms and more precisely in
the five areas mentioned zbove, A highly economistic bias is needed
net to see such interes®ts - in the confirmation of ocre's own model,
in the rewoulding of the surrounding countries to bveccme mirror
images of one's own, im the provision of leverage for intermal control,

)

in having a buffer-zome nvd allies in a complex world - they are

all benefits worth ~onts. After all, what could be more profound

evevalse ¢f power thon o shavne the entire structure of another coun-

e

trv = mnot only %o levy texes, to rob and exploit ecoromically but to

Y

expand oneself through mnltiplication abroad, not onlyvy enrichment

at home? \52) And - is thiis not rather similar %o who' parents do

to thelr children and teachters to their pupils, multiplying them—
selves through structuring the minds of others - being quite satisfied
with this, in no need 7o 2conomic gains in addition or instead of
thies rather profound .mpoct?

=

Let us only add that two other characteristics of imperialism,
Ifragmentation ard margirnalization, are also present in the Soviet
svstem, The non~RSFSR republice are rot known to have their own
and crganization. nor are the npn~Soviet CMEA members -

thongh Inmoelther case LU would most obviously be in their interests
to exchange experiences and goods and develop joint strategies =
Lu the case of Eastern Tarop

24
socialist Community. 4 “he latter might even cne day open for a

¢ perhaps even their ovi European

concept of Buropean socialism purified of tsarist and social-
nerialist ingred

zanable of establishing a? internationalis~-
35

e B ey o, A
participatory

Lism, excluding nobody.

R,
2

But what about =nother characteristic of capitalist imperialism,

the idea that it is causszd by internal necessities: export of capital
for iavestment abroad in order to secure an acceptable profit;
import

of raw materials and raw labor for processing at home ?
What, if any, is the linkage hetween internal and external factors
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in the case of sccial, or - which would have been a better expression
- structural imperialism? What is the problem in the Center -
possibly overcome throcugh the instrument of social imperialism in

the Periphery?

One possible answer to this question is already embedded
in point (&) above in the list of what the Periphery providzs:
fresh confirmation of the validity of the Center model. And this

means the Center model as it originally was, nct with the symptoms

of degeneration and the impurities and the %tear and wear brought
about by time. A good example is the invigorating effect a stay

in Cuba still seems to have on Soviet experis, coming from a

country where the revoiution long since has grown siale 1o a country
sufficiently isomorphic to be seen as z structural Periphery.

China must have had this function in the 195C's whereas it is
doubtful whether Eastern Europe (with the possible exception of
Bulgaria) gives any return on structural invesiment. However,

we are ceriainly rot cnly thinking of a psychclogical factor of

+

inspiration, but also of reinforcement through homology - the idea

9!
that Center institutions, such as economic organizations, cultural
institutions etc. that may be vulnerable to criticism on the ground
of how they function internally become more meaningful by having
external partners of ithe same kind with which they can easily inter-
act. A flow of reports about this, and a stream of concrete people,
the opposite numbers of the members of the local new class, will
serve to confirm the latter in power by conveying an image of an
international commmunity of countries of the same kind. A% that
level there is an appearance of equality produced by ceremonies
and rules of procedure; the threats anc the bullying of the center
in the Periphery take place in back-stage rooms, and the perivpher
of the Center performing their roles as soldiers of occupation of
the Periphery when it threatens to get structurally out of line,
arekept well outside public knowledge, 36)
This is by no means true for soclal imperialism only, or,
rather, social imperialiism is also an ingredient in classical
imperialism, Thus, the old mores of British society were hardly
ever so well enacted as in some of the enclaves in the colonies,37)
and the British Commonwealth has for a long time served a function
relatively similar to what is mentioned above. It legitimizes

vertical societies, essentially capitalist, based on exploitation
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by
of many/sharing a publicly visible ritual of parliamentarism,

essentially run by an alliance of property-~holders and knowledge=
holders. It is as if the center in the Periphery says to its
veriphery, "look, our system cannot be as bad as you say, all these
pecpies have also accepied it and some of them are much more radical
than you are - =",

Having said this it should be pointed out that under economic
imperialism there is an operationalization of all this: the net
gains to the Center can be calculated. Political science has not
rreduced a similar tooly; but at the same time as this makes the
gains less vigible, it also tends to conceal the leosses -~ it will
bz less easy for anybody to claim that "Imperialism does not pay
any longer". And even if such a claim should arise +there is always
pure expansionism tco fall back upon, provided that iz a geal in
iteelf - in other words, provided expansionism is built into the
culture - as by and large it seems to be in Western civilization,

of which the Soviet Union alsc is a part. 31)

%. Sub-imperialism: imperialism compared and imperialism combined.

There is - indeed -~ a general theory of imperialism - today
tc a large extent "inspired" by the major imperialist power of our
times: the United States, and to a lesser degree by Japan and the
European Community countries. There is also the beginning of a
theory of social imperialism - largely due to the Soviet Union.

Here we shall. try to pull these lines together. There are
two ways of doing this: one may compare different types of imperig-
Lism, and one may look at their interaction, their patterns of
conflict and ccoperation. We shall try to do both, but in a very

sketchy way, partly to clarify the types, partly to see how they
combine.
US, EC, Japan, the Soviet Union - where do they stand relative

to each other when it comes to imperialism? The question has to
Pe answered along two dimensions: the domain of imperialism

{over what countries and regions of the world it is extended) and
the scope of imperialism (what type of imperialism, and what
mechanisms are used). It is a telling indictment of the sad state
of international statistics that there are no easily available,

o]

meaningful answers to this question; some figures that could give
18 at a glance some information about the level of imperialism
exercised by country A over country B. Or, since imperialism is
not necessarily a bilateral relation hut a total structure, there
should at least be some kind of inf:rmation about the amount of
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"imperielism sent" and "imperialism receivecd”, Ior each couniry.
In the absence of suclh information the briefest possible statement
would be something like this.

The United States stand in an asymmetric relaticn of expioi-

tation and penetration, economically, politically, militarily,
sccially, culturally and communicatimn-wise o a great number of
countries of the world. The points of gravity of the exploitation/f
penetration were the holes left behind by the Svanish imperialisis
defeated by the US by the turn of the centurv: the Caribbean and
further south in ILatin AmericagSouthpast Asis and further north

in Asia, This is by far the most extensive pattern of imperiaiism
in the world today, which means that the UZ iz by far the imperialis
power that is going to decline most as the werld Iigut agains
imperialism continues.

The Europeson Community standSin zn

exploitation and penetration, in all the wayc mentioned above excepd
militarily - where direct Buropean power has been fairly well forced
to retreat - and also %o a great many countries in the world. These
are the "ACP countries", 46 countries in Africa, the Caribbean
(Anglo-American and some others, rather than Spanish~American) and

the Pacific -~ and in addition to that "overseas territories',

€

-

As opposed ftc¢ the US system the EC system is probably on its way

up, which means that tic effects of anti~imperialism, however, will

}_1 .

not be fully appreciated for scme ftime %o cous - axcept some of tThe
economic Consequence of the Periphery figh’ Jor better terms of

8)
trade, 207

Japan stands in an asymmetric relaticn of exploitation and
penetration, but only economically and %o & much more limited range

of countries, particularly in FEast and Southeast Asia. Like for
the US and the EC her economic impact is felt all over the world,
but not to the point of creating real dependencies on Japan as a
market for raw material or semimanufacture ex»ort, and as source
of capital, manufactures and technology. Since their dependence
is also Japan's dependence, the impact of anti~imperialism will
be considerable.

The Soviet Union stands in an asymmetric relation of exploi-
tation and penetration, but mainly politically, militarily and
socially, and mainly with countries in Eastern Europe. Again,

the political and military power c¢f the Soviet Union is felt in
many places of the world - it is after all a superpower - bud as



an imperialist power both domain and scope are limited. One reason
for this is that the anti-imperialist struggle has been more success-
ful against the Soviet Union; had the Soviet Union been able to
deminate China politically, militarily and socially, then the domain
would have been considerable. But both China -~ and before her
Yuvgoslavia -~ managed to extricate themselves, with highly different
effectse. 39)

Of these four we assume, generally speaking, US, Japanese and
Soviet imperialism to be on the decline, EC imperiaiism still to
be on the increase for scme time to come, The first three are
considerably weakened through a three-~front war against countries
that have liberated themcelves and at any time are willing %o tell
the story of how it was %o be dominated (Cuba, North Xorea, China),
fighting or demonsiratiors of various ¥inds in the ouvter periphery
(Vietnam, Indonesia, Czechoslovakia) and dissent in the inner
periphery f{intellectuals and some workers' movements in US and Japan,
intelligentsia in the Soviet Union). The European Community is
new and fresh and looks innocuous, and has still no% created auto~
nomous regions through struggle, or a group of couniriss conscious
of being an outer periphery, or even an inner opposition. 40)
That time will come -~ in “he meantime the EC is gaining from the
decline of the others and from the contrast effect: everything looks
relatively acceptable in +the light of the US in Indochina and -~
less importantly - the Soviet Union in Czechoslovakia.

By and large we agssume that anti-imperialist forces will draw
their inspiration from three relatively similar phencmena: funda-
mental human needs; the desire for autonomy and the desire for
aiversity.

The masses in the Feriphery are increasingly conscious of

the obvious: that imperizlism is antithetical to the fulfilment

of their needs. In the veriphery of US, EU and Japanese imperialism
the masses are discovering that not only does capitalism not lead

to a "trickling down" effact whereby food, clothes, shelter, health
and education are satisiled for the lowes? quarter, third, even

half of the population -~ hut the goals of capitalist "development"
in terms of GNP/capita increase and trade increase even counteract
satisfaction of fundamental needs.

This is not the problem of the masses under social imperialism,
however, +their fundamental needs are bty and large fulfilled. But
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beth inside the Soviet Unicn and in EBastern urope there is a
thirst for freedom, for the right te¢ dc poliitics, for a more
meaningful, less repressive sociaiism, and this thirst has aireacy
led to a number of revolts and will lead to movre. OFf course, these
needs are not fulfilled under capitalist imperiziism either, except

for small layers of the population in some vericds.

- . . . L e +T <+ e X T ae o
The elites in +the Periphery will Incrersinglv e yearning

for autonomy, for even though they have benelitted greatly from being

the bridgenheads of imperialism {as bUSiHGESJtﬁC icians,

military leaders, cultural importers etc Fhey

xow that they
are well-paid, well-kept instruments irn sometody else’s designs.

These elites may want to keep the locali struchiv:s, they may want

to continue to exploit their masses in all the } , Lie - s
but they want to do it themselves, not on behalfl of somebdody else.
And this leads straight into the idea of divg

d
finding me's own lead to development, rot imitasing somedody else
More particularly, we would predict an increasins o

the idea of "catching up", or "decreasing thc garn’ Letween poor

and rich, LCDs and NDCs or whatevar it is call fer at least

4]
g2
W

two reasons, First, it is probably impossiwle tc "catch up" with

the leading imperialis®t powers without using scme of tTheir methods,
i.e. imperialism. For this to happen,. ‘oday's Periphery countries
would have %o create thzir own peripheries, and Like for today‘s
Center countries, considerably mox

{three times, four times.. 1 42)
“catching up" or "decreasing the

3atisfy human needs is definitely a goal, Lot ol & diiferent kind

and it raises the question of whevher numar .c:svus really are satisfied

in the Center countries, The poverty nockxets in the US, the nass
exploitation and the pollution in Japan, th:z general repression

\3

the Scoviet Union sexrve to throw considerabie doubts., In addition
o that come the increzsingly visidle negative side~eifectsSof

"development" in terms of mass alienation, mental illness, destroyec
ecological balances and general confusion and tewilderment, combined

-
with public scandals.4')

In short, the Cexntexr countries are nov only on She decline
in terms of power, but also as mocdels = which, of course, is one
agpect of their total power decline. It is hardly nessible today
to find countries, or even parties, that would hold up the US,



§
orn
BN
1

The Soviet Union or Japan as models and wish for their own
country to be a true copy of one of these three. One may be

by aspects {UF pluralism and creativity if not in the
public sphere); Soviet 22ility to eradicate poverty in such a vast

u

fascinate

Serritory and some techrical feats; Japanese ingenuity in adapting
Western technology and incredible capacity for concerted action),

45)

covntry is a model, it would rather be China which is antithetical

bt not in *the countries as a whole. On the contrary, if any

to all three - and te scornz extent the EC countries, prebably because

tLay do not exhibit cleaxly ths disease symptoms found in the other

;2. One more reason wry China and the EC countries currently

are or good terms! 46)

So much for the comrarison, what about the combination?

How do these imperialist sysitems relate to each other? By nature

they are all expansive, which means competitive in a finite world.

Cn the other hand, consicerahle political and miiitary energy have
already been expaended on establishing the *rpe of uneasy balance

found among the Center countries in the world <oday. ZEconomically

the US has a certain monopely on Latin America and the EC on Africa.
The US competes with Japon in Southeast and East Asia, and with EC in
the Caribbean and the Pacific, but it is hard to believe that these
conflicts should escalates into real confrontations. Rather, one would

assume all three t¢ have z shared interest in preserving capitalism

as such, For that reason they will also, after various kinds of

trade and ftariff wars, come to agreements among themselves and with
the rising capitalist powser of the oil exporting countries that
increasingly take on imperialistic features (although only of the
seomiomic type so fzr - ercept for Iran,\4n) Their real problem

and real fight is certainly nct with each other, but with the vast

periphery they have crea’ed, and the basic thecretical,and indeed

wolitical,problem is not ac much whether the Periphery will start

fighting - it has already done so for a long time - huk what the

rezction of the Center will be, From cclonial and neo-colonial wars

we dmow the strategies of

individual Center couniries: +the guestion
Lz whether beyond this there will also be concer%ed action. One
modzl for such concerted a2lite action is constituted by NATO,
tesvecilally its role in maintaining Portuguese control for such a
long period in three parts of Africa); another is the O0AS {Orga-
nization of American States) and the Rio de Janeiro Treaty. But

ons may also think in fterns of more grandiose designs. particularly

if one takes as a noint ¢f departure what seems %o be the basic
tenets of Henry Kissinger's foreign policy: recognize, even come
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to terms with established "communism"; wmake use of local forces
(and a low US profile) to fight any new attempt %o establish
"communism",

There are two good reasons why the US should take a lead
in the effort to coordinate activities {0 maintain the status quo.
The US is still the strongest imperialist power, so it has some
capability; and it is the most imperialist power which means that
it has most to lose and hence, presumably, the highest motivation.
But however strong the motivation, the US is nc longer capable,
nor willing, to exercise "“policing" activities =211 arcund the world,
as she has been doing in countries like Guatenmalia, Cuba, Dominican
Republic, Lebanon, Vietnam, Cambocdia, Laovs =nl Yorea. Hence the
ocbvious method is to build on already existing siructures, making
use of somebody else's imperialism or aspiration in that direction

- in other words sub-imperialism. The formule is simple: establish

a bilateral relation between the US on the onz hand and a region
on the other, select a "favorite country" which can support local
forces in exercising control so as to maintain a status cuo, a law

and order pattern compatible with capitalist types of “development"e48)

Which are the regions, which are the favorite countries?
Here is one possible image of what might be the US model:
e~ /M

Western ” Fastern
\ Burope Furope

Germany ! . Soviet /

Lrlca/ngerla I”“n/Afaslm \

Black / ' ¥iddle \
K Africa \\\\Efffl ]
A)ﬂ‘/

The figure should be seen as a chart of hypotneses, well worth

exploring in some detail. DBasic is the idea of the US as a
super-center with bilateral ties to regional imperialismsthrough
favorite countries, noi precise names of countries and regions.
Thus, one assumption is that NATO and OAS will increasingly lose
their multilateral form and become bilateral cven in form - referred
to as "parinership". Bul whereas Brasil may be wsed to supply
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Chile with expertise in torturing right after the coup September 1973
{and some expertise in ﬁoppliﬁg "leftist" regimes before that),
Germany's role may bte, for instance, to bail out Italy, in economic

49)

y, S0 prevent her from going "communist", Iran exercises

a corresponding role in a more militant openly manner, and South
Africa has playeld a role in Southern Africa, in addition to her
significance as a naval support point. And there is Japan, constantly
asked to "fulfill her obligations"” and always suspected of overful-
filling them. Like Germany she was beaten by the US in the last war
which means that she still is a military sironghold for the US with

nuclear connotations. And finally, the role of the Soviet Union may

~~

@ 50 serve as an ultimate guarantee against what veth the US and

The soviet Union would fear: leftist regimes of something like the
Albanian variety. '/ Irn coing so world capitalism makes use of

ccial imperialism, partly penetrating the Soviet system, partly

('/2

using Soviet structural control.

The system 1s Zar from perfect. For one thing the "favorite
couniry" may be more interested in its own imperialism than in acting
on behalf of somebody else. This may lead to the US o prefer
Saudi Arabia to Iran, for instance. Second, 2ll six countries desig-
nated here as "favorite countries" are feared, even hated one way or

the other in the region concerned, and this reduces their leverage.
{And that may lead to the U0 4o prefer Nigeria to Soush Africa,

Tor instance), er hand, 1t may be objected that this is

@
ot
'S
)
D

= O

oot o
@

of minor significance since the elites in the periphery may like
them or at least be very willing to make use of their services.,
Yhird, the model makes use of the US system in Western Europe and
Latin America (NATO and thas OA3), the Soviet system (WTO) and the
Japanese system, but i weak on Africa - as the US has always been.
South Africa is too similar to Israel - it has no leverage with
regional elites. But then US interests on that continent are also

relatively limited.

Two important parts of the world are not included, China

201 Indla, for whiceh reasen it is obviously important for the US

(]
jO}

©o xeep China from pracuising the "World Village against the World
City" strategy, and maintazin a relatively powerless India. The
pacification of China depends on the continuation of the Sino-Soviet
conflict. And this was, perhaps, the meaning of Lin Piao's death:
the elimination of a very active enemy of capitalist imperialism

who was at the same time friendly to the Soviet Union. The question
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is how stable this arrangement is, and how much it depends on

the person who seems to be China's Kissinger - Chou En-lzai,. 51)

We mention all this in order to point out that there is not
only a world capitalist system, but also a potential system of

world imperialism with a coordinated Center. That Center, hoyever,
52

is not the "world pentagon" US-EC~Japan-Soviet Union-China, for
China is kept on the outside, and the EC is not made use of to
pacify Africa. {(Rather, the problem is how to use some European
countries to pacify other EC countries, e.g. as a way of preventing
Mediterranean countries from turning towards "communism") E

There are new centers coming up: the giant Brasil with her economic
growth that certainly does not benefit +the masses, but may lead to

a nuclear capability, and the o0il rich Iran, and a potential giant -
Nigeria., In fact, all the favorite countries may have nuclear arms:
the US and the Soviet Union have them, Germany and Japan might get
access to them from the US in a crisis, Brasil, South Africa and
Iran may get them. On the other hand (or precisely for that reason):
China and India also have them. Hence, this is a combination that
can play on all types of imperialism - economic, political, military,
cultural, social, communicational.

4, Conclusion

So there we stand, about to enter the last quarter of the
twentieth century. Giant imperialism: dissimilar in much but
similar ir their ability %o exploit and subordinate others and to
penetrate them. Then there is the Perinhery revolt. Then there
is Center ccordination, first among the capitalist powers, then
possibly adding the Soviet Union and then, but this time more
tacitly, adding China by pacifying her except for gigantic verbal
battles against the "collusion beitween two hegemonial super-powers".

The consequence of this is fairly obvious: there will be
a corresponding coordination of the Periphery revolt. Sooner or
later Southern and Eastern Europe will join the Third World,54)
and the net result is most likely to be a long series of revolutions,
counter-revolutions and wars, possibly with nuclear overtones as
more periphery countries get such arms, as a long century continues
its journey to the end. Unless, that is, the US gives up designs
in such directions, favorite countries refuse to be used, and the
masses around the world - in all six regions in the figure above -
stand up for their own interests.
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For these masses are not the same as they were at
Metternich's time. They no longer accept poverty and repression
as a law of nature or God's punishment; they are more likely
to see it as imposed from above. And the elites are not so homo=
geneous in culture and ideology as they were at Metternich's time
either, for that matier - so any alliance is likely %o be highly
utstable., Which all adds up to one thing: our century is not

very likely to end as a century of peace, but possibly as a century
of liberation -~ liberation from imperialism, that is.
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Or, at least they are free to Speak aboa™ imT arbnxlcﬂ and
do so gladly - e.g. 1o the present - i . recent
study tour in China (reported in J Tumike
Nishimura, Learning from the Chinc It may

carry far
anc official
declaratvions. Mores rer, in tas ‘ez Chinese
effort to cefine sguial imperialidm ' atively free

to do it our wav ~ inspired by wheai Chiness ;u;u

be objected that sach talks and dmw?~
as evidence, which is right - out :

1 e

correspondents,

An example wculd be article 013013 Ty a
The Sovrizt monopoliy
&

cate~lire Peking, January 36,1975: ¥
bureaucrat-capitalist class is far m
the Soviet working people than were

"the soviet revisionists are z2ble wc =2
surplus~value from a worker than tefove

"mfhless in explo*twng
i italists®
*al times mﬁre
for minie

mum wage increasef, ¥ -~ - also exgliocl
inhabitant tax", ¥ - ~ in 1972 th: ¢

soviet industry accounted for 20 per
some 6,5 million", "living swandaxd
working pecple in the Soviet Union 3 SILE

Great Russian chauvinist policy of znational opniessicn purst
by the Soviet revisionist renegade clique’,

in general, the Chinese are not very strong on theory-formation
- with +the rather important excepticn of chairman Mao Tse~tung
(or the possible authors' collective behind that name). Thus,
the Chinese have not so far produced anmnidﬁ ﬁhat could bve
called tie "theory of the cultural revoiubion'.

But when they write Lhis 1s certainly enphasized, As an
example may serve —vhe article "Sovizt so meriadiisme
Record of a FPlunderer®, Peking Review, 975, pp.18=19:
“In the name of selfless aid" and “muth g cial economic
co-operaticn", Moscow engages in large-3oilc ital exports,
controls the econcaic lifeline of the -l . wirld countriess
gsells them outdated machines and THE TS I plunders thel
raw meterials in oxder to rake in T “.  The gist of
the zarvicle is that the Soviev innoo T technical

Aol a3

assistance projects, with osutdated expertise
and gives loans -~ zund is then vald with under-

priced raw materis ;u: "o - SelL;Kf Ti products &t
high monopolist prices and buying ! sifs L agricultural
and mineral raw ma"arials at low *“1cn< " The '““*olc also
asserts that the uOVlet Union made "huge oroflt“" (8.4 billien
dollars from 1955 to 1973) by selling finished

ducts to Eastern Europe - but the generzl trade compoesition
shoWws cilearly that the net flow of finisned rocucib is in the

opposite direction. See Johan Galiung: ~“MﬁwpeaL Security and

Co-operation: A Sceptical Centribuiion", Jourmal of Peace
Research, 1975, No.2

After the Second World War.

As Dennis M., Ray, Center for Chinese Studies, University of
California at Berkeley notes in his From Jepbnden v 16 Self-
Reliance: A Perspective on Sino=-Soviet Relations, 1949-1972:
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"In the process ol responding to the American encroachement
alcng the Yalu River and later modernizing her military forces,
the Chinese incurred heavy debts to the Soviet Union. While
estimates vary, these debts may have amounted to as much as
2 billion doliars". "Gereral Lung Yun - -~ - noted that the
United States had forgiven Allied debts in World War I and II
while the Soviet Union had not forgiven the Chinese debt.
Finally he noted thet the Soviet Union had dismantled industrial
eculpment in Manchuria and shipped it back to Russia. None of
this seemed %o reflect, in the Chinese eyes, fraternal comrade-
ship" (quoted from manuscript version).

Te Ray ccmes to the conclusion (op.cit.) that about 21.000 Chinese
studied in the Sovie: Union; ?EE?“?he number of Soviet tech-
niciane in China must have been "tens of thousands™" in 1956 but
much less already in 1958; that 1.900 Chinese scholars visited
the Soviet Union between 1949 and 1956 anc that there was
considerable excharge of material, books etc,, meaning that
very much took place accerding to Soviet Hue-prints.

8o Ray: "While Scviet aid projects have been concentrated along
the Soviet border and, in other cases, in the norithern section
of Cxhina, the evidence deces not really suppoert She conclusion
that Soviet aid had conseguences incompatible with China's
location policy" (op.cit. Also wher it comes %o transporta-
tion facilities: Vo= Soviet aid exgerted no special influence
on railway location since there was very iittle deviation. - =~
the pattern of railway location supporicd the pre~existing
"north China" pattern (loc.cit.)

e As to trade composition Ray's conclusion is as follows:
"While the Chinese did,indeed, expori primary goods and import
industrial goods in accordance with import subtitution, the
industrial goods were capital, not durable, consumer goods.
Capital goods would, in iime, give China the cajacity to pro-
duce their own capi%al goods as well as her own durable con-
sumer goods". (op.ci®t.) And Doolin and North {The Chinese
PeoPle's Republic, roover Institute of War and Peace, 1966,p.51)
give some interesting data on Sino-Soviet trade in the critical
vears (data in per cent):

Chinese export 58 59 60 61 62 Import 58 59 60 61 62
agricultural f7F v 31 9 70 Industrial %6 47 76 2T 7
clothing, fabrics 25 36 44 58 62 equipment 24 21 16 9 8
non~ferrcus metals 14 14 13 15 12 petrocleum 14 12 12 33 35
other 17 12 12 18 16 ferrous me- 6

tals 3 5 5 7

other 30 22 21 32 46
SUM 100 100 100 100 100 SUM 100 100 100 100 100

The tendency is clear enough: in those days China liberated
nerself, to a great ecxten’ from the undercdeveloped country
syndrome of exporting agricultural products and raw materials,
and importing industrial plants and equipment. The export
turned towards textiles and the import towards petroleum pro-
ductsy; in other words - steps towards a more horizontal trade
pattern, and ~ when the volume of trade is considered, also
towards self-reliance. Again, the picture is not one of eco~
nomic imperialisme.
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however, that in thz longer run She CMEA ccocuntries will
{have %02, import more menufactures from the Soviet Union,
and Fhe dOpCTd@“C” . rew materials also gives the Soviet
Union political levzrage although it is not necessarily
exploitative ~ excont, possibly, for terms of frade.

£

“w? OF

refer here to privaote Zalks with Zastern Eurcpean planners
nd $op executives vno all emphasiz2 the significance of the
oviet Union as a warket and as rescurce for rew materials.

R

Tnere is wluo 2 ovher fzebtor: raw materials can be exported
bulk and without follow-up in terms of experts, sales people

etc. =~ hence less exbaressment if socmeone jumps the fence.

However, if it alsec had, at present, clear ecoromic connotations

with the Soviet Unicn exp¢01tlng Eestern Zurope (rather than

vice versa, a8 wo 1 far to assert) there world still de

the needa for & <o "asocial imperialism" with no necessary
cconomic cormtus

Take the following cefinition given by dos qanvou {American
Zeonomic Revi 2o 1970, pl.231,: “The relation of incer-

depansience bess WO 0T more econ onLvu, and between these

and world trade the form come countries
i van expand staining, while

-ndent e 1 cnly as a
] ion, *mﬁ'cL can o7t elther a positive
or a negative ﬂr thpnr imredlate development"., This
asymmeﬁric e pien" Lo rrebz‘e“" the voint that will be
made in the main te:t A11 trat is needed is %o substitue the
"straciture" for Les? and Ytrade" ahove,

Thus, capitaliet
will almost inevi

m is pr marily econonic, but it
be social, i.e. structural.

v

This is discussed z® mors length in Galtung,Nishimura, op.cit.

d at the 2nd of footnote

See discusgsgion ol 7o v article ote
Herald Tribune analysis,

4, particularl

vt Schrs excelia introduction tz Mao Tse-tung

chearsed (. 574, ps47> Kvlt ons this zZe& one of

Twe contradistions in his thinking: Y- there is the

*or between Aao 5 geuine concern for mass participation,
w2 o

ar the imporitance of organization - ="

grarrels arz ¢ o by Soviet elites as

nce that 2th freedom of expression and "politics".

.8 also : Yestern anmkyb;u whicn would also

56 see po iics as confiict between elite groups -~ as in,

T :“LtancL, Jeyooo SkALAAng and T‘?“Lll” Griffiths, eds.,
.Lerest Grouvs ln sovies Politics rlnceton, Princeton

;nmxe*CL vy Prsse, 1277 ). They analy7e seven such groups:

$@rty apparatcnilii (we have split this into two different ones),
he secre% pOLl‘Gp “he military, *the industrial managers,

the eccnomists, the writers, and the jurists. The last three

g¢3unu we wnuld te ‘nclined to see more as intelligentsia with

an ambivalent onositiosn, except insofar as they pelong to the

& UDM., 2%t

é

is type of Ad 'y b goes much_deever than for instance
Western marxist 279 Mnfr aivsic. =md htoitches on She whole
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conceps whether society should be consclidated afiter a
socialist revolution or continue to deveinp according to

its inner contradictions.

The main beneficizries from this were, ol course, the Western
elites who were nov threatenﬁd by a "social] ‘

face" on their dcorsteps, and could pexrsic
between efforts te negate capitalism in Xe
the lack of many xinds of freedom as i v
special circumstances

}.1

ceing the tie
Kurcope, and
ot due to

In China it did run its course, hcewever: the Cultural Revelu-
tion. There seemc to be close %o a worid consensus today

that this wes an important Izaxnovatlcen in the history of
structural transicrmation, and a typical nxample of what social
imperialism deprives its Periphery from doing,

For a 1list of possibilities of whav *t¢ .o "when provhecy falls!
see footnote 4 ariicle.

On the other hand we are not willing t¢ res such rheﬂomera

as "aberrations" only, they should als: .o szen as the type

of behavior engaged in precisely "when Tails",

because a marxist theory has prcemissed c much, from

too lLittle.

The expression, oIf course, ccmes Ifrom Minaidb Djiilas and refers
to Yugoslavia, easily the country with the most capitalistic
features of the couniries that emerged with a communist party
on top after the Second World War. Put his analysis applies
to the others as well.

The *raditional ordering was shih
(gentry, scholazs nung arfisans)
and shang {merchants),. of Chinese
So0Clevy was nung, lnuag, organ,

p

Chi China, Harrap, 1975,

And this may be, wrecisely, =Sae

Western imperialism and non-% ege
at robvery of all kinds, but not at

ST en m;ss;onary
ent which may aim
‘ersion and change.

See The FEuropean Community (ILootnote 12 abveve), chapter 7.

See Amalendu Guha. “Some Notes orn Social Imperialism and
Hegemonism", Oslo. 1975, mimeo,

One particularly interesting interpretation of why Soviet
soldiers were willing to crush a revolt in Czechoslovakia

is g*ven in Message from Moscow, By an Uiserver {(Jonathan Cape
1td., 1969): why should the masses in & Leripnery country,
vzeuhoslovak*a, have something - some kind of freedom - the
masses in the Cenver country ald not have? Under economic
imperialisn, part*uu;arly then capitalist imperislism, this
would translate into readiness to fight interventionist wars
in former colonies when there is a suspicion that they are _.
getting betvter ofl economically than workers in $he Center -
and this may one day become an important motivational factor.

This theme is developed at length in the Trends in Western
Civilization Program at the Chair in Conflict and Peace
Research, Universiiy of Oslo.
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See, for instance, Joban Galtung, The Lomé Convention and

Neo~Capitalism, Uslo, 1975. mimec.

Thus, there is cerweainly no guarantee that liberation from
social imperislism means further development in a socialist
irection.

QJ(

uwt they will irn alil prodvability arise as the European
Community matures, see chaplter 1C, The European Community.

There is the high probability thet the New Intermational
Economic Order will facilitate this Type cf developmerni.

Most importan®t right Low is imperialism with the Arab/Persian
Gulf as its Center, and, possibly, the "least cdeveloped countries”
as i%s Periphery.

This is very muoh dozied in the Coccyoc Declarziion,

Many of th
"overdevel

esa qvm“&ﬂmo can be seen a5 manifestations of
o tre patitern accompanying undercevelopment.

als may have thesz countries as their molels, though,

: il shape their migraticn patierns - vt countries
onger, it seens,

Another is, of coursc, the common e:<nyv factor: the Soviet Union.

We are thinking of the role Iran plays in the Dhoffar war.

I am indebted to lgbai Ahmad for very stimulating discussions of
any of these pointa.

Recently, the same policy is clearly followed relative to
Portugal, with the help of other North Furopean social demeocrat
parties.

See footnote 4 artizle for discussion of +he role of the
sSoviet system in tho pattern of worid capitalism.

See Galtung, Jishnim'ra, ope.cit. chodter 7.

o
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e Richard Nixon's Xansas speech, July 6, 1971,

a conirolling role in Africa through all kinds of penetration,
lnc:uclng mlllﬁﬁﬂv w"d to client regimes from socme member
couniries.

Which, of course, ao s nat mean that EC dces not also have

for Southern Burope since they are
seme capitalist imperialism = €.8.
termness and whiteness will stand in

This will be more easy
exposed to muoh ol “he
in Southern Ifaly. Ves
the way, though.



