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1. Introductlon: The CenterePerivhery Idea.

The point of denarture for any CenterePerirhery annroach
to the study of humen society would bd the-observation that most
socletles we know, 2rnd Indeed 711 socletiec thot are known ng
states or countrlee today, ceem to have come kind of vertleal'ty,
or verticnl gradient, bullt into them, The notion of Tenter »nd
Peripherymokes Intuitive senres one can mek a quention 1ike ™Mt
le the Center/Periphery of this country" aluost angwhere 1
the world and reople will £ind the cueation meaninyfv])ﬂﬂﬁ he
large extent zlve answers thot exhibit o comsiderable degree of

goncencus,

But from this more intuitlve congept to some type o9f orneroe
tional definition of Center/Periphery that lends itself both to
empirlecal work and to theory formation the road 1o not only long,
but aleo tcrtuou% and lndeed far from characterized by eonsemun,

In what followes some of the steps along that road will be indlcated,
and 1t will .very scon be clear that for each stop takln sowe basice
declislon reflecting where one stande on soclal theory has to he

mads,
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The firct Jeciclon s out of come type of octhetic conciderntion:
we would like te develon o coneeptuclizotion that oor he vead ot

coveral levels of coeliul enelysicd ‘n Interepersonsl, intoredictpic’




inter-national and inter-reglonal analysis, At all these four
levels it makes eminent sense, again intultively, to talk about
Center and Periphery: it i1s our task to try to give meaning to a

concept that can be used equally well at all four levels,

Then, there 1a another basie idea which s more analytlcals

we would like to make a distiuction between aetors, systems and

etructyres, The getors may be persoms, distriets, nations or

rezions for that mettery whatever they are they are capeble of
acting (in the senea of pursulng goals), and of interacting with
gach other. A gystem of interaction is characterized by a certaln
theme, & sector of soecial 1ife as 1t is oftem referred tot work,
education, econoniec transactions, family 1life, ete., 4nd g
ptructure of interaction would be something that ties the actors
togsther not only iw cne system but 1n several sycstems, meaning
that the actors meet each other and interact with each other In
more than one cortext. A gogiety, then, is a structure which is
gel f-sufficient in the sense that it can versist even 1f 1t 1s

out off from the rest of the world (for this to happen 1t has to
be capable of biological reproduction, of econonmic reproduction - .
satisfaotion of fundamental needs - and of some kind of culturally
meaningful integration that gives to the sctors in the structure
gsome kind of goal, some kind of meaning - sometimes harmonized,

usually 1in disharmony).

Third, ard now we are approaching more fundanental matterst
e major distinotion in soclal snalysis has to be brought in., What
1s to be taken ag ths. baQ1c ugi* of analysis, the actors that
are born and
appoar and reappear[in “the variocus cystems, or the systems andg
gtructures? according to one "3 cholce we may talk about an

3
gggggzggiggggg_and a struoture-oriented@perapoctlqe of soeiety~J




According to the former society 1s & set of actors, each with
thelr characteristles, each with theiry individuality - here
engaging in economic transactions, ' there . entering the educational
system, and 80 on - all the time with their individual intentions
and capaclties., According to the second perspective the individue
ality of the acters - be they persons, districts, nations, or
regions = 1s much less important: what really matters is the
structure of interaction in which they are embedded. This struge
ture can be studied at the level of each single syutem and at the
level of the total set of systems, the "structure” in a very
comprehensive semse, Thus, the first perspective would tend to
diminish the roles of the interaction structure and foous on the
individuality of the actors - for instance a colorful politieal
leader, or a superpower with 1ts particular idlosynorsmeiesi the
seoond perspective would tend to disregard such idiosynecracies

and foous on structures., The individual characteristios of =
Rookefeller would ha insignifleant, what matters is the structural
positlon "oapitallsti"™; everything that can be sald about the
Soviet Unjon, and thet is quite = let, would beil$sa important
than a structural analysies of soelal imperialiségﬁ how the Soviet
Union relates to countries in hexr “"orbite"™ (according to Chinese
analysie),

We Bhall make use of both of these fundamental perspectiver
in what follows, exactly because they lead to somewhat different

ideas about Center /Periphery and social position,

Thus, followinz the actore-oriented perspective whether one
is in the Cemter or in the Periphery would depend on some of the
characteristicese of the actora, Thus, in the educational systen

persons may have high or low educatlion {(for instance, using
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completed primary school or secondary school es cotting pointe);
districts, nations and reglons may be classified the same way
{using average educational level obtained as a variable and the
same cutting points)., One mey then look at the same agtor in

one system after the other, all the time trying to fiaﬁ_whethar
the actor possesses high renk or low rank in the system, Ome way
of assessing this, ineidentally, would be fimply %o ask the agtors

gl
in the systemt where would you like to be?-gJ

Lcoording to the structure-oriented perepective one would
a0 something quiie diflerent, although it might lead very muoh to
the same recult, %he point of departure woulc not be the differ-
enoen betveen the sctors but relations hetween them, and the most
ciportent relation is the interaction relation, In terms of dife

fererces runi dirference, bhetween high end low, would serve the

purptse of reflecting the verticality mentioned in the begimming,
in torms of relatlions the best Way of reflecting vertical intere

actlon would be to introduce the notlon of gxploitation. If a

relation can be defined as exploitative it should be rossible to
loeate tle exvloiter and the exploites, identify then aso actorg)
erd we would ‘mrediately have the tesie elenient ‘v & CentereFerie

phery thecry,

The problem, thsn, is that of defining "exploitation®,
Without going into detail let 1% only be said that the point of
departure would be an anglgsls of the net consequences of intere
astion between the actor&gg In an interaction Process there is an
element of exchange: something passes between Lhe actors, as for
inastance in a yrade relation., But Lhere is also an element of
in-ghanges as a result of the interaction process changes take

place inside the asators themselves. Very often the exchange aspect



is more easy to register than the inchanges very much m linoim,
and in 5ata11)abcut how mueh work a worker would put Into t%&
factory and how much he receives in terms of wages and securiticog
very little is kvown about, for instance, the reyechiologlicenl 7 oot
°n manegers of having problem solving as their major cecunation
and on workers ¢X having rether routineized work as thelir ma jor
plight, One 1dea would be here that some persons, distriocts,
nations, reglons due to intervpersonal, intranational, international
and interregional "division of labor® are stimulated, challenred
much more than others§ that this is never worked 1vto any rind

of exchsnze agreement but is like the h'dden rart of the 3ceb¢rg;
and 1n order to understand how much exploitation io goling on one
has somehow to add up the net asymmetrie sccumulation of volue

stemming from bolh exchange and inchange aspects of the proecess,

But the strusture-oriented perspeotive hae also one nore
approach to offer when 1t comes to defining Center and Perivheryt

the interaction network, Very often this network is extremely

well known, for instance to the students of geography who can
have 1t neatly dieplayed in frownt of &im in the form of airlines
and other transportation (or communication) networks, between
regions, nations, and districtsg or the roelal anthro-oloriet/
soelologist who might know something sbout intermerconzl communie
cation patterns, In such networks the terms "Cenmter™ and "Ferie
phery™ take on a very immediate 3eﬂa£§Lot loat by anyone who han
ever seen & road mep of France: no namee on any clty is neoded o
deduce very correctly from the road map where the zanital of
that country is located. (It is interesting to note that v
countries that wers much more recently unifled, such as Germony
and Italy, the roed map or rail map does not so clearly ldemtify

the conital - these are countprles with more than one Center.)
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Thus we have located three approaches to Center/Periphery
theoryt in terms of rank, exploitation and interaotion network,

Let us now look at this in more detall,

2. Operstionmslizatiom of the Center-Periphery gradient,

It will e remembered that the entire approach is based
on the idee that sveial strugtures can be ssen as constituted by
more than one system, that there may be Center-Periphery gradiemts
baﬁxeen the actors in any one of thoce systems, whiech means that
vhen we are talking ebout Cemter end Periphery we should try to
arrive at some kind of conceptualization and theory for the total
atruoture. not only for the einglo system, This is actually very
slmpleluﬁng the idoa of an additive index: an actor is given a O
or & | depending on vhether 1t has low or high renk (actor-oriented
perspective), or s exploited or an @#xploiter, in = peripheréi oy
central interectionm position (structure-oriented porspective) for
gach system. If wo now have W systems sll ore hae to do is %o
add up the values for eash actorg cbviously ylelding an index
from O to ¥, Of courss, in doing mo one would be conslstent and
all the time make use of only one of the three methoiclogles Just

mentioned - endig up(witﬁ the number’ of high statuses an actbr~has.

In one sppreact that we have tried to make use of for systems
of personz (in fact for whole soclieties, “persons™ meaning eltizers
Bmually above 15, 18 or 21 years of aga;; e had ¥=8: gge (young and
0ld in the Periphery, the middle aged in the Center), sex (female

versus male), geography I (rural versus urban),_geography 17

(national Periphéry versus natiomal Center in terma of distriets),

ineome (low veraus hish), edueation (low versus high), cecupation I

(nrimary sector versus secondary and tertiary scotors) and cogupas

tion II (blue oollar versus white collar and selfiermployed). Onme
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has to be able to visualize thias

On the one extreme there may be an old woman iiving 1in a
varg geripheml part of the eountrz in the coumtryside,
with low income, very little education, working as sonme
kind of helpeyr, paid or unpald, on a farm -

On the other hsnd, there would te a middle-aged man (in
his"best agéd) in a eity in the Cemter of the country,
high income and high educatiomn, being for instange manager
in some tertiary seetor imstitutioms like a bank.
Onme of the very bazic assumptions of this emtire analysls can now
be made mra «loari the idea of concelving of "Center" and

*Periphery" ,\a global way, not only referring to ome system, but

to a set of systems, %0 the total struoture, In so doing this

analysis is a comseclous rejectlon of the 1dea of tryimng to runce,v
Mn—roﬁphery gradients to one “uu’ntiu' system, for instance
position relative t¢ the wmeans of pmaim. A few words about
ma, more will be said later. o

'rhiaris aotua‘.!.ly s much less dramatic position than it may
gound like, for if cne syestem were really of basle ’signiﬂcan‘ue
relative to all tne others then positions in all the others ,
would be highly correlated with position In the first system.

The éauntial ohameter of that paruanlar systen wouid ghine
tm'ough and dominate our more pluranauo approaeh, On ﬁu'

other hand, if that poanicm in fact i= not of sueh an o‘nrridhg
1mortanoe then our more pmmuue approach would gin more
miﬁy. possibly mre insish‘h, partlcularly into inconslsteneies.

I ghould again be emphasized that it does not metter for the

ap%i‘?%ﬁ%‘lﬁ index which of the three n«b!w&ylogies we use in

order to clasaslfy actors one way or the other, Operationally,
empirieally, the actor-oriented spproach is the easlest onet all

 one has to do is to have some rough idea about what is considored

"nigh® and "low® im the strusture. This, of course, varles from
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one soclety to the other: inm an analysle af Yorway one would not
include race, in other societies race woul?d be incluledj in Norvay
*Party nmembership® would nrubably not be aoraldered cgsential in
understanding o persona position, in other socletles 1t night be
gseen as & basic charasteristic, Which systemn zre relevant for
stiuoturel wrelysis might actually be decided by the aetors theme

golves « simpiy by asking thes,

For theorsticel cnalysis, howaver, as we shall show, thinking
in termn of explaitatiaﬁ gnd poeiltion in the interaction network
is mueh morae fruitfdli. “Rank"™ 1s so bland as a aoncept, 1%
carries so 12ttle theoretiocnl momentum, DBut th'ls ls not so mach
of a problem since thgre are all ressons te believe that the three
are highly correlated.?]Fbr frank® and ®prestige™ 1a probably
largely o reflnagion of exploitation, for inctance of mep 8 ability
to exploit women, Simllarly, high rank neans resouyrces, and
pesources nan be used to set up exploitative relations - for
instance by buying means of production., Both rank and vertical
relations can be convarted into central positioms in the inter-
action network simply because they serve to attract all kinds of
resources, including other actors. And gentral positions, cone
versaly, oan he converted into material and non-naterial resoursges,
something known to any little point on the map that happems to be
loented on an important erassroads, at the confluenee point of two
r ivers, at ths poinwt vhere two valleys interaect, at the oasls

vhere two caragan routes sross each other.

Thus, & digtinction hae been made sc far batween Conter and
Periphery in 2 eyetem, defined ip eny one of the threes ways, and
the more wlobal Certer and Perlphery of 2 structure, defined by
‘aéaing ur the nurber of ventrsl poeslitlonsy yielding en index frog

0 to ¥, which is then referred tc as an Index of soeclal positiom,




The top range of this index would be the Center of the structura,
‘the bottom range would be the Perivhery and then there would be
some kind of intermediante mrge[."fﬁo far we have been talking about
actors who are individuals, but everything sald above, the
distinction between aystems and structure and the three possible
appronches can also be avplied, mutasis mutandis to districts,
regions and nations, It all becomes & question of whioh dimemsions
to choose.  Formagions, for imstance, one would probably imelude

sonething about age as = ssumiry, geography (both in the sense of
dogree of organlzation and location in the world communications
structure), some dimension of egonouwic nchievemont (some years |
ago that would definiiely have been GNP/capita), some dimemsion

of edusatlonal achisvemont (averege years of cchoosling per eapitat),
the dsgree of industrialization and poesibly'also “tertiarization™
(in other words the extent to which the economy is not in the
primary sector), and ﬁhe extent to whiech the population eammot be
characterized as a “working class" population .[q:] ,

It will immedlately be seen that these dimensions (which aleo
oan be applied to disiricts and regions) are lmmediate translations
of the aimmion" uged for individuals, _tmnshtodtu' higher lovels
of soclal organization, except for sex. Butthm one might add
some dinmélm, fexf instance relaﬁm to powers area, population,
military capability in terms of military hardware, 01?e nhould not
add too much, . however, 1#st¢ the index 30&3 overioaded,

Looking at the items that enmier this index for nations it
becomes immediately clear what a "liberal™ view 1t expresses when
it is based on the am.or-orimteﬁ nerspective, There ir mo reason
why one ahodld etick to that, however, Introducing the stricturce
ofiented perspective, basing the index on thelidaa of exploitetion
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one would look at economle transactione, volitienl interaction,
military relations, sultural ralatlionz in a brosd sense and
communigation pattaerms and alweyk asks who gulined mest, who
sained least or lose; who in dopendant on whom 1n all the relse
tloms mentloned above, who is the sender wnd who the reeeiver,
who 18 the teacher and who is the learner, who ir the owner of
the means of produstion, means of destructlor and mears of transe
vortation/comnunisation and who is only entitled te use them, and
a0 onlhi&gain, the characterization of a nation as beling in the
Center or in the Perivhery may not negessarily differ, the two
approaches muy yield the same result exterSicnally. Eut the
meaning 1is dixierent, and the axplcﬁtation arproach, an mentiored,
s pueh nmore suitca for theory formatior,

Ther there 13 the third approash bassd on total imterastion
notwerk which weuld lean vary_haavily on ecomavnication amd transe
sortatlon sherte, Tt weuld Ba CITIIguit 4o Llnelude in this cone
cept the viéhnessq the cystenm divernity ac caslly irtroduced with
the sther approaches, Of course, whe nay talk adbout ocomomig,
politianl, military interaction - but they would all liave & tendeney
to make use of, rovghly speakiwms, the same oommmlcation ané transe

portation chamels which means that they vould tend to lsad %o the
sane reszulty and aot %40 Lhe interesting dlecrepancies thst will be

rentioned helow.

J. Some further comseptual developments,

“hether Dased on one or the other of the two majar approaches
we always e up with a profile of the cotors from a JenterePerie

rhery peint of view, on a set of dimenzlons or systerz, Imfgine,
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for the sake of simplicity, that we are dealing with a very
simple a{.moture sonsisting of only twe systems - for instanoe
one "p.aox*ibed" that the aotor cammot change (for instance sex if
the actor is a person, mineral resources if the actor is a nation),
and one that is “achloved’; that has come about s the result of
activitlies where thc actor is at least partly responsible {for
inetanoc level of aducation in eithor case). The index of

eoclal position wAll have three valuess O, 1, 2. Of thesesthree
values the end points on the index determine the actor unamblgue
cualy: there iz only one way of obtaining a zero and only one way
of obtaining a &, But there aro two ways of obtaining & 1 =

the profile O.i‘er the profile 1,0, |

And that leads us to the type of development that h’o,s.boﬂi
very fruitful in the gemeral Center-Periphery approacht imaddition
tQ adding the Center-Periphery scores in thoam;‘mu- systems
1t has proven 'ui-y fruitful to subtraoct them. If the scores in
uvcm systems a.r'e the same the differenee iz obvioualy fero,
whieh simply means that the prefile is equillbrated. If tho |
agoree are dirrorm there will be a non-zero difference, the
profile 1s diuq.xnibrat‘ed. Kencc. with the simplest pmsiblo
arithmetic erbcuﬁbm one can use addition to get some kind of
general mpmsién of where the actor is located cm’ the cm.:»
Periphery axis, and the éubtradtion to get some %mpi'ua!on of
how cﬁuuibmt.ed 'br disequilibrated the aastor 1z, Cbvrlously,
the closer tho acter is towards the emd of the scale the fewer
poasibilities arc thers of  disequilibrium = and at the very emd
(compare the deseription above of the two extreme individuals)
there 18 total ecullibrium[Il]

Given this we oan now try to formulate some basic substan-
tive perapectives aricing from the conceptis.
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Cur firat remark acncerns;gggg;: It nmay bta objested that
apart fron o palsing nentence In eormaetion with nations  this
hes nat bean touched at 2113 but 1t has heen there all the time,
The basic idea ic simply thist to have power 1a to be 4in the Canter,
t2 be powerlces 1a %0 be In the Perlnhery. lore partisularly,
thiz cpena for two perapechives on powert onae derived from the
actoreoriented type of analyslis, and the otheyr from the strustures
ofiented pcrsnectlvelﬁlﬁcccrding t2 the foymer verepsotive poweyr
is ldentifled with resources, 1t is reeourae povert having high
sduention, high Ingome and so forth, DPower 12 strostural, it
means belng on top of sone kind of vertieal diviciorn of labor or
in the Conter of an intcractional network, In those positions
one mey De POOYr In renources, the.banSG 1dea would be that struoe
tural position is more irportemt. (Arother idea, mentiored abovs,
i that the twe vwill tend ©o eorrclzte’ he vko hsfd muech structural
power will aleo tend to acoumlste resources snd vige versa « in
fast, one basic analytical theme In soelal analyris wouid be to
investigate the convertibility of one foin of rowsr Ints the
other), Hence, instead of reging power ae something mystieal in
its own right we would like to =ee 3% a8 the sum‘total of Cemter
positions, and correspondingly for powerlecsness. This perspective
should then be brought in Trom the very beginning snd veed as a
eriterion when it comes to doelding which dlmensions to include in
the analyoic « 1t chould be rich enough to comprise ghmt one

ordinarily would think should snmter “power analysis®,

Sseond, tany findings from opinion studles ssem to indicate
that society loeizs very different Ifrom the Center end from the
Perivhery, It 1 not 2o glimple a3 4o =sy thot the Cenwter 1s status

que oriented and the Perishary i3 chanme oriented., The Cemter is
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not necessarlly totally status guo oriented, it mizht oot in favor
of some tyne of graduallem, chance by very small steps, but it is

| usually ohange that is intravaradigmstie, not challenging the basie
structure. and as to the Peripheryt it 1s probabiy gemerally true
to sey that 1t 13 highly change-oriemted, only that some part of
the Periphery may think in terme of transcendental change, of
after=1ife¢, or of come type o1 vtorienism, of & millevium to come
i yha digtant fusurc but net affectlim conerete sction here and
now, kaAnd then there vill‘dafinito&y e another part of the Peri-
phery wliich would thivk and act in terws of fundamerial change,
here and now;ug?ut difrerentlys tha_ceﬁtqr will be reoruiting
ground for conservetive parties end llbersl partles and sooial
Cemocralle narties (the latter may be rccruitsé‘mbre_froa the
mid@le of the neoisd poabilon agtows, thoush)s the Feriphery w111
ne the roceruvitlng grouna For traly redical parties and for,

for lustance, fundsuentzliat Christian parti&s[]ﬁ]

one rmnf yom the comparative study Inemes of the World

: iy , .
in the Year 2C00 may illustrate tihlst the Center in west of the

ten nationy from whioh the data were drawn 816 not want tng*h_iic
change, but thought that some ¥ind of relatively ninor shanges

wauld tdke pla&e; the Periphery gid went rather baéie ohahso.

buﬁ did wot think it vere ilkely. in otiwer words, both af~tﬁim :
had thelr paxtiuﬁl&r'sOuree of pessiwmiss bLocaunse of the aiucrcbuauy
between what they hosed would happen and what they thought would
happen « and ihis diaércpgaoy is probably tyﬁinal of the way the

two parte of soclety experience the human condition, 1

Sti11 ancther pcintt the Center dominates the publié GOY=
soiousness, The very fruitful idee postulated by karx to the
: : 1
eiiect that'tho ruling idees &re the ideac of the ruldmg class




-14-

iscertainly;élevant vhen ualing this appweach., Yf attitudes
are classified two ways, in terms of whether they are majority
versus uinority views and in terms of whether they are more
pronounced in the Uenter than in the Periphery one finds e pPres-
dominance of three typsa{]é]i
~Centes views that are majorify views where the Center has
imposed iiself or 18 iw gemeral alismment with the general
wood ol soclety
=Ceirtoc views {hat are also minority views, in which case

one night predict that they will later nn hassme ma jority
Views begause of the Centepr command of recourcss

=Variphery views that are also minority views - -they are
just complenentury te the first sategory azhovs,

What ls very rarely found are Periphery views that are majority
Views - and when they are found it might usually be predicted
bhat thero ore views Lmb were held by tae Center sometime ago
Dub now are on thelr way cut, However, in saying so we are only
dse@ridling the normal state of aifairs -« like the man who looks
out of the wiudow on s windy winter daoy, the smowflakee are
whirling around in all Jirectlows, but he nevertheless predists
ultimately they will 1'el) down, eovering the sround. What we have
Just sald is the general trends there are certainly momants in
the hlstory of a scelety where this trend is counteract .1; where
the Perlpheky pushes its will through the soeial organisml}{}

And ¢his 1s the third point: implieiily in what has been said
above there 1s somo Liind of view of soelsty ss an organism where
isaues and 1ldeas ars lzunched at the top (scmetimos by stealing
theun from the Feriphery though), and then digested anéd handed on
dovmwarde in soclety along that gradlent unt!il ultimstely 1% piles
up in the Periphery a8 an archale form or attitude - and then dis-

appears,



And this lsads to a fourth nointt = very important charsoe
teriztic of soelal systens would be how steep tlie rredient is,
how different in fasi, the sltuation 1n all regards iz Be between
Center and Periphery, The nteeper the sradient the more ome would
have to talk sbout a =ociety =5 helng asoratituted of two paptsg
1iviny thelr parallel existence along rallway troeke that will

never meat, o0 o ﬁy&&kl}é}~

4, The theory of imperialism,

We can now build Purther on what has beon saild and use these
concepts as bullding material for a theory of lmperiallsm, For
that purpose, however, we would have to think?ﬁ terms of not only
one buv at least twe collectivities, each with their structure‘
couposed of systems, eash with their Certer-Perirhory gradient.
Imperialism, then, 1a a partieular way of linking two sueh
‘atructuren togother, and it +ill Imnediately be neen that a
relatively steep centar-Pariphe;y gradient at leamt in one of them

18 a condition for thia to work[|].

To do thir ¢ve has 40 think in terms of twe levelss the level
of vations and the level of persons, and we shall use capital

letterns for the former and lower cnae letters for the latter.

Imesine now for the sake of simrlieity that we consider only
one~dinannional imperialism, in mme sysrten and, as vnunl, »esoprd
10 the case of gecomomic Jrperislism, Baging 1t entirely om
ths strusture-orientaed pesprapeative (( for- 1t in oﬂlf within that
perapective that 2 thenry of lmperialiem ean be formilasted, since
4 42 indeed o theory of relations between countries and classes,
not only of differerces between them) we would have to operate
with three types of oexplolitationt between the Center and Perinhery




-16-

nation%, rd n¢thiv betl: nationa, bhetueen the carter 1n the Center
and perirhery in the Centsr (eC and p3) ar® betweer the center

in the Perlphery and the pariphsry in ths Periphery (between

e? gnd PP}, Fermulated “n one gpecial tercinolopyt the bourgeoisie
in either covntry exploite ite proletsariat, but in such a way that

tie net heveftt '2 1v favor of the iwrerislist power,

However, this is not evough to ocunatlitute n theory eof
‘mpariolism, (i1 additlon to this double level exrleoitation pattern
there iz 2loo a linkage batwesn the two cvntevv,lbetw3$n oC and oP,
Triz linkace can be -7ery congrete and takae the form of white
gottlers In o colony, local repracentatives of o miltinational
organization, or some type of comwvwnlcotion link via telasatellite.
maklirg the centors ir the two countrles parts of the ioue ongoing
cONCern, nsrmcenmized with eac¢h other in Arterests, outlook, and
veually slso ievel of igving, Put differemtlys it 13 not only
exploitation of one eountry by another, but e systunatie use of
the local bourgzenlsie™here formulated uwore gonerally as the

center in the Feriphery-ss a bridgetecd which ¢ charasteristie

of tmpevialism, Thus, imerialiam f& s<en g8 g foureclase relation-
ship, brsod on all the four groups mentioreds 1t is not a twoeglaas

reletion 'r penernl, It may, however, orystallize into a two=-

class relatlionrhip, hy sone of the nechanisus now Lo be developed.

First, thers 1l the ides hivted at above of gradlants that
differ in cteepmess, The center in the Cemter cen co-opt the
periphory In the Centwy by meons such an parlianmentary demoeraocy
{shering sorme of the politleal power), ecoromic walfare state
{sharing botter the cconomic curplve), gemeral eduvcation (bridging
erltural pape, ot least to sorte extent) and sc o e *hcrﬁby making

the local cemter and veriphery coalesas mors into one unit. Lenin
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already referred tvo this under the heading of "labor | aristocrmoy®,
and the goneral polint is aimplyJ?hat through such mechanisms the

»C In an intermational cantsxt?ﬁava the same intersste as the oC/
ol alliance, And thus the basis 1s lald for what is known today as
the People’s War of Liberation: the periphery in the Feriphery
flghting tﬁe triple alliance of the other three « like the'people

of Vietnan fightivg Pentagon, Americsn hardhats and Saigon,

The socomd réduction formula would be the Natlonal War of
Liberation whercby the groups in the Periphery joln tozether to
fight the groups in the Center - as wae found, for inctance, in
the Latin Anxeriaesn wars of liberation at the bacimming of the )
19th osnturyg and aluo, indeed, the Amerlcan wap of liberation,
The natterm 13 important thecretically hut perhans net so fre-
quent empirineally in our day becauce the oF iz 20 well so=opted
and taken care of throursh 21l kinds of international organizations
and supporting devices that their sympathy and nind and soul
will be with the Centor even though they are forced to live in
the Periphery.

And then thers 1c¢ the thlrd possibility, the pecsaibility
that Marx was indleating when the slogan "FrpletariaBe in all
countyriea, unite!® waé lgunched, Genmorally creaking, the oone
ditione do mot fovor this elliance? workers In the Tentor are
nat only ot the ceographisal dfatence fron the workers in the
Peprivhery, dut alse at o considerable cocial dlatnnes from thenm
and more importantly: it ir mnot at 011 obvious thal they have the
seme interesta, at lesnt not short term omes., But when they are
brought closer together, for imstance through the imstitution of
"ruest workers®, and vhen in addition there io a crisis in the

eaplitalist system s$ that they are more on an equael footing -

/
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hoth offortnge fpow the Loratlonalit’as ol thet ceonoale formation g~

the e tlong mlgh* be ripae for il wimpe of ervrtellizetion, In

Yai My
that case the two gradients would be about equally steep.
e tiave glresdy mentioned $wo corditions oy imperialism to
funeticns n certa’in hapnony between the tve ccaters, and an

inegalitarian 1'cntributfion of inecuplity - & cbewper eradient in

the Ferlrhery thar v the Certer., in odditfov to this ome might
now 000 16 ‘he tueepatlion model cone’dered sc for by Ifnbrodusing

Ea | »
suck ideas an

{hroecenation nodels (Indirect typertarions United
Statesr vin Gaveda 1in tue Caribbeen, Jepan vie Coutl florea In

Tndonesio and fn on)j econemic cyele irpexialli: vhere the whole

glohnl eraten ean boe seon as loeated on o aynle vhere the Center
1 orenred i researsh, adpinintratiov ané Pincree in addition
4n bichly cortintinated mvoeetnine and the Foarirhery 1o engaged
in arteastion nf rav materinly, relst valy vasnoshisticated
Apodintion o=d conrimmtion (serving a2 2 aaplreh ), awd aleo as

a purnlier of cheep labﬁﬁiwhether the 1nbov 1a »nie vas of at
home sp in tho Cewter. And finally, tharc is the pattam of

suheimrariolisng 2 view oF the world ae navine o ceateal

trperialisl sever (the Tnited States would todey b2 tho actor
£4113m thiln structurnd ﬂﬁhuu70W\ aurrcurfed hy rezions, and

with & "avorlte sountvy" n emch raglon thet serves as an
tptormediotbe Por o wmber of three<nation t'merizlictio chalina
within thot replon = ip termm of cconc ie amplaottatior, polltleal )
comtrol, nilitary (inecluding paramilitary) interventisn, and 6 on.
Gut o1l the titc the basie 1deas remalin the sung, aaing Centere

Periptery gradiomie cs bullding blocke,

%. Relatione tc Mapxist theory.

MEa Lheory te i prrt Intended o oom cxanslon or gonoralie-

zation of varxis% thinking, fully aware that Carxists will not
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necessurily, or indesd ns?,acocpt 1t as such, The intended

Teneralizations ape as folleows.

1

Yirst, of oourse, there iz the exteNnSion to more mystens,
Thus, we¢ want to be aﬁle to talk not enly about capltalist
imperialicm buy alse 1orp instance about wasl the Chinese refor
Lo as "soelal imperialisn”, which we see ?gaentially as the
;amowltiup on the reriphery by the centeSy*é particular sosial
ctructura, Herce, it is preioundly pelitlcal and cultural, -but

-

can alse Lo used for economic purposes although it is not the
experience that the Soviet Unior really engages in economie
cxploltation abt prevent {exeept for aoma partiocular ceses, perhape
Roumanla and Czechoslovakia, ip the past), It poes without saying
that the struetupre imposed hus to contain a vertical gradient,
otherw!se there would not be a bridgenead that could be used for
lmperialistic purpcses - and the way this gradient fs built into
soclety seems to be by meens af eduoatior, professionalism and
Individuel mobiiity haged on gducational attainment, professional
acnlevenent and = indeed = loyaliy., This 1= only ome exarple of
a formation of extreme importanse to those vho live under i1t, and
we want the theory of lmperialism to be broad enough 4o eapture a
phenowmenon of that kind., in order to dq that a mulbtisysten '

approech 1a ?eﬂd@di‘building on a structural approach, not one
system only.-ZOI

A second reaswnlls vory aiwple: soelsl 1life glmply is not

that urledinen:lonzl az cxperienced by those who live im 1t, Therc

e the added dunger iv unfedimersional thinking that it may lead

to unledinemional poiitieal action, trying to eradicate imperislism
& » o . )

or vertical roclal etructere in gemeral by econciile mesws only,
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it is precisely this type of experience that is underlying the
entire approach: it is tempting to think that the phenomenon on
Herrschaft has been captured in terms of one dimension and to act
politically according {o this. Dut once some type of equality
has been established along that dimension the same phenomenon Seems
very easlly to reappear somewhere else.

Cn other occasions attention has been drawn to education
a type of Ierrschaft pattern that under certain conditions may
be as important as economnic relations.lzﬁ But as impbrtant as this

1S
[0

is the importance of all kinds of inconsistencies in the mnk profile.
At this poin it is tempting to indicate that Marx perhaps lived in
a relatively simple society, where those who were rich were also
well educated by the standards of the period and endowd with power
in general. Today all kinds of combinations can be found, as
evidenceal by the distributions of population samples on social
position incéxes. In fact, it might be very interesting to carry
out a comparative analysis using the extent to which the population
in a country is crystallized into people with clear patterns at
either end of the scale as a fundamental variable. Industrialized,
capitalist, liberal societies seem to be relatively complex with a
rather low degree of crystallization, and with rank disequilibrium
playing a rather fundamental role. This aspect of class, being
high in one and low in the other cannot be said to be taken ade-
quately care of in marxist thinking, yet it seems to be rather im-
portant in how people percéiVe their own social situation.

Finally, one might draw the attention %o thé idea in
connection with imperialism theofy that the steepness of the exploi-
tation gradient seems to matter’considerably. More particularly,

a rather vicious feature of modern imperialism is the extent to
which the internal prcietariat, here referred fd as the periphery
of the Center is tied to the center in thé Center simply because
they together share:the spoils of general exploitation. As a
consequence'of this it will only be under relatively particular
circumstances that the conditions for general proletariat coopera-
tion throughout the world will be present. In earlier times that
condition was perhaps more present than tdday, and again'Marx may
- perhaps be said to havé lived under simpler gsocial circumstances.
Thus, it was probably not Denmark that exploited Norway, but Copen-
hagen “that exploited everybody else in Denmark-lNorway.



. Conclucion

Juch are the essentials of Center-Periphery concepts

and theories, starting with gimple efforts to come to grips with

public cpinion data, ending up with ncre large -scale theorizing
about imperialism. In a sence the idea io very simple: +the basic
unit is a system with some kind of Center-Perinhery relation. This
PO o

of "rank difference” or "exploitation
relation" or " nstwork position'; +the former being the easiest for

S pean 2 e b SR [ : 2w i~ 5y
relation in defined in temm

4]

public opinion analysis, the second by far the most important in
analysis of imperialistic systems and for theory information in
genoral.

Thic is the building unit, the atom so to speak of the
analysis. .nd from this atom various types of molecules can be
formed, by adding, subtracting,and combining .in more complex forms,
as for instance In the imperialism theory.
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* Paper presented as opening address, Nordic Conference on
Methodology Research, Reros, Norway, June 1974.

1. This theme is developed in some details in chapter 2
of the author's The True Worlds: A Transnational Perspective,
(New York, 1977)~ ~

2. For an attempt to analyze "Social Imperialism", see

Johan Galtung, "Eash-West Security and Cooperation: A Sceptical
Contribution", Journal of Peace Research, 1975, No.1; Appendix; _
Essays in Peace Research, Vol.v, ch.2 and "Social Imperialism N
and Sub-lmperialism: Continuities in the Structural Theory of
Imperialism", Papers Now22, Chair in Conflict and Peace Research,
University of Oslo.

3. This was in fact done in a study in Norway, in two
communities, one industrial in the north (Mo i Rana) and one
fishing village in tke south (Ona-Sira). The results were
similar, in agreemenx with the idea of the Index presented in
the text (i.e. therz was little doubt in the population as to
what represented "under-dog" and what "top-dog" positions).
However, the most pronounced and clear desire for mobility were
along such axes as income, education and urban-rural. Occupation
gives a much more complicated picture, and so do age and sexX.
There is actually an important and interesting correlation here
‘between the strength with which people hold mobility wishes
along such dimensions and the extent to which the limensions
correlate with attitudes and behavior. o

4. This is develqped to some extent in the author's
"A Structural Theory of Imperialism", Journal of Peace Research,
1971, pp.81-117; Essays in Peace Research, Vol.IV, ch.l13.

5. This sense is developed systematically in graph theory.

See, for instance, the excellent article by Nils Petter Gleditsch
and Tord Heivik, "Structural Parameters of Graphs: A Theoretical

Investigation", Guality and Quantity, IV, 1970, No.1, pp.193-209.

1

6. See the authof’s,"Foreign Policy Opinion as a Function of
Social Position", Journal of Peace Research,1964, pp.206-231, N
particularly p. 217; Lkssays in Peace Research, Vol.III, ch.2. ‘

L ‘ .
7. This idea is developed in the author's "Small Group Theory

and the Theory of International Relations: A Study in Isomorphism",
in Morton Kaplan, ed., New Approaches in International Relations
(1968); ©Essays in Peace Research, Vol.IV, ch.1.

'8, In the Idex referred to in footnote 6 above the Index Values

0 - 2 was considered an operationalization of the Periphery, with
6 - 8 being an operationalization of the Center - the bulk of the
population being located in the range 3 - 5. Often, however, it
makes sense to use the Index from o - 8, all nine values, particu-
larly because the correlations with attitude and behavior are sSo
high and so regular, and this is lost by reducing from nine values
to three. B



9. PFor a suggestion along this line, see the author's
"A Structural Theory of Agression", Journal of Peace Research,1964,
particularly page 115; Lssays in Peace Research, Vol.III, ch.4.

10. This is develcped in some detail in "Measuring World Development"
(Publication from the Chair in Conflict and Peace Research,
University of Oslo, No.11), by J.Galtung, A.Guha, A.Wirak, S.Sjelie,
M.Cifuentes, A.Lgvorzk. '

11. A general survey of approaches arising out of the Center/
Periphery approach, including adding and subtracting scores for
one actor, can be found in the author's "International Relations
and International Cenflicts: A Sociological Approach",
Transactions of the Sixth World Congress of Sociology, (Inter-
national Sociological Association, 1966), pp.121-1671, particu-
larly p. 124; Essays in Peace Research, Vol.IV, ch.9.

12. TFor a development of this theme, see the author's The Buropean
Community: A Superpower in the Making, (London: Allen and Unwin,1973).

13, This difference is the basic abalytical variable used by
Sorokin, referrec¢ to as ideational/sensate. According.to our

type of thinking bovh orientations should be found in the Periphery;
in the Center one would probably find Sorokin's other two types,

the "idealistic" and the "mixed" categories. Of course, occasio-
nally pure types may make a break-through into the Center.

14. Tor an effort to relate social position theory to party
distribution, see this author's "Social Position, Party Identifi-
cation and Foreign Pclicy Orientation: A Norwegian Case Study",
in James Rosenau, ed., Domestic Sources of Foreign Policy

(New York: The Frez Press, 1967), pp.161-195.

15. The Hague, Mcuton, 1976.

16. This idea is ceveloped and tested particularly in "Attitudes
Towards Different Forms of Disarmament: A Study of Norwegian
Public Opinion", IPRA Studies in Peace Research (Assen: van Gorcum,
1966), pp.210-238; also in Essays in Peace Research, Vol.II, ch.6.

17. The most dramatic recent example of this in Norway would be
the referendum on Worwegian membership in the European Community
25 September, 1972, ending with a 53% rejection of membership.

The correlation with social position was extremely clear and
extremely strong: resistance was indeed a Periphery stand,
acceptance of Norwegian membership a Center position. Nevertheless,
the Periphery view became the majority view.

18. TFor a further development of this theme, see Nils H. Halle:
"Social Position and Foreign Policy Attitudes", Journal of Peace
Research, 1966, pp 46-74. ' : o
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19. This theme is developed in some detail in the author's
"A Structural Thesry of Imperialism", Journal of Peace Research,
1971, pp. 81-117; Essays in Peace Research, Vol.1V, ch.13.

20. This, inc.dentally, is a reason for the use of the word
"structural" in connection with the theory of imperialism:

it is not the theory developed from the substance of, for instance,
production reiations, but from the structure of interaction
relations in general when they are constituted in a particular
way. An other reason is, of course, that the theory expresses

a structure-oriented rather than actor-oriented perspective on
social affairg. .

21. See two patlications from the Chair in Conflict and Peace
Research, University of Oslo: "Educational Growth and Educational
Disparity", Pavers No.l, and "Schooling and Puture Society",
Papers No. 7. ‘




