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Introduct ion: the four t ransformat ions

The hasi  r -  noi  n# l -a l . ra avnl  lygq] hef e a1. e f  he . i  mnl i  r -af  i  gn5 OfJlrr t r ! ruqLr\

a . :e lat ively obvious hypothesis:  to the wor ld in general- ,

and to the l iest  in part icular,  t rVestern socio-history is not

merely the history of  the West.  The West is the forerunner

of  humanity,  consequent ly Western socio-history is universal

historv in disguise,  as evidenced by the c i rcummstance that so

many others are fo l lowing in the footsteps of  the Wesl- .  t r {estern

past is their  present;  VJestern present is their  f  uture;  i rJestern

future is for  the west to create -  on beharf  of  humankind.

To explore th is we have to study l lestern socio-hisLory

in a developmental  perspect ive,and in a gIobaI perspect ive,

relat ing i t  to the other parts of  the wor ld.  That is indeed a

big order,  very hol ist ic and very global .  Rut I  have a feel ing that

i f  q imnlrz h:q to be dOne in ord_er to gain a deeper unCerstanding

of the present development probl6nat ique. The fot lowing is an

invi tat ion to jo in the author in one such explorat ion.  I  am

sure i t  can be d.one in many other vJays, but what fo l lows at  least

has the vi r tue of  opening for an analysis of  a number of  problems

refated to the development debate.

There are t i rn i ts to hol ism, some choice has to be made.
r '?Lr- !  -^*^^!^ l f  h isforr" ,  s" ' r t t ld be qepn ,aq narJ- i r - r r lar l rz qicni f in:nf2vl l lqL OJPEULJ (J!  l r IDLvI)  

- .  

qJ yqt  Lfvutcr ! )

f  have chosen the classTcaste structure,  i ts  character ist ics in some

periods and i ts t ransformat ions f rom one per iod to the next.  More

nar1_ i  arr  I  =r ' l  r r  I  haVe taken ac nni  nt-  nf  . lenarf  r l r r -  qJ-endaf d WeStef nvuyq!LurL Juqtr \

medieval- / feudal  society,  vr i th i ts div is ion into Clergy,  Ar istocracy

/ landed gentry,  Merchants/art isansT'Burghers,  peasants/VJorkers.

fn the fo l lowing, for  s impl ic i ty,  I  shaf l  refer to t -hem as Clergy,

Ari  stocrar: \ / .  Merchants and Peasanf s reqnoct i rzel  rz,  . .v '  LrvulJ

But th is is not everything there rvas in the old society.

Society is not only structured according to_-c_L_1qs, there are af  so

f  our other s igni f  icant ways of  d iv io ing hum;i i i  l ; ind:  gender,  d9e ,
1' ; ' .  a af  hnini  t "  / - ' r  rn^ ;  ^  above al l  a wav of  f l i rz i r l t1. . ,  *  r t to 

-a"
!qUg, gLII I I lUf  LVo LIdJJ fJ aU\JVC dff  C[ Wur v!  urvru_]! !u

not too young and not too old and belong to the dominant racial



and ethnic group. Not belonging to that  group means that one is

marginal .  Hence, in addi t ion to the four c l -asses/castes,  we af  so

have to operate wi th a f i f th marginal  group and the composi t ion is

- ' l -^- , i . ,  ^ . : , ,^ . . .  r r rdnah nh. i l r i ran and \zor\7 n ' ld nonnla rrnial  /ofhn. inOIIgOUy 9f  Vgr l  .  wvlLls l l t  urr I Iu!s l l  q l l9 VE!y Vau |JEvPrE, rG-.*

minor i t ies such as gipsies,  jevrs and arabs. Except-  for  being young,

there is no way of  escaping from these character ist ics:  oncc a

marginal ,  a lways a marginal .  ActuaI ly,  one may also put those

ser iously handicapped by somal ic or mental  d iseases in th is categor:y

of  marginals unfess they are able to prove that they can make a

ha:1f  hrz- ' i  I  l -haal l -  hrz . . :  ra l r  ra1 aJ_ i rzolrz nrr in l r ' l r r
Yufur\r l  .

This gives us four cfasses and a marginal ised group, in

extremely complex relat ions.  Out of  that  complexi ty,  through

histor ical  t ime, I  then ident i fy iour major successive t ransformat ions,

in the 17th,  lBth,  l9th and 2oth centur ies respect ively,  each of

them last ing about one century.  I  am certainly not insist ing on

dates or duratron. This is mainly to make two points that  are

imnnr1.  :n1t  f  nr  tha fn l lnr^r inc.  f  ho 1-ntr ' l  nrnnocc inrra- l rz inn +ha fnrrrI r t t t /VI  Lql lL !V!  ut lg !vravvvf  I rY.  L l rs LVLqa y!VUgJJ I I IVUf Vf l f  9 Ll lE !VUI

t ransformat ions has taken considerable t ime, dt  least  four centur ies -

and the transformat ions have been successive,  not s imultaneous.

By"the f  our t ransf  orrnat ions' j  I  mean Lhe f  o l lowing:

( I )  Ar istocracy against  Cfergy,  ITLh century,  separat ing State

and Church, through many transi t ion formulas that actual ly

were enacted much ear l ier ,  gradual ly placing King, I ' t i l i tary

and Law as hiqh or hiqher than Church.

(2) Merchants/Burqhers against  Church and Ar istocracy,  lBth century,

gradual ly placing Capital  (as mobife capi ta l ,  together wi th the

mobi l i ty  of  the other product ion factors and the products) as high

or higher than King, Mif i tary,  Lavr and Church. Being nei ther God's

servants nor nobfe by bir th,  capi ta l  holders could only fo l fow

Capital ,  of l  i ts  way up f i rough patterns of  indiv idual  mobi l i ty ,
' I  aai l . imicar{  1-hrnrrah :  qr / . r -em Of indiVidU^I hrrm:n r iahtg fOf hUmanr_I  ruer l l  v !  I ru l r rq l l  t  IYIrr

beings and ci t izens.

(3) Peesqqts/Workers against  Church,

l9th century (and weII  into the 2Oth):

social ist ,  social  democrat ic part ies,

Ari  qf  a ' \ - r : - \7 :nd l \1ernh^nl-  a. -*-

t rade unions, communist ,

working part ies i -n general



and part ies for  smal l  farmers and peasants making i t  possible

for working cl-ass men at  feast  to place their  sons in the

niches of  the social  structure buir t  by the other three (but

based mater ia l ly  on the work of  group no 4).

(4) Women, the young. minor i t ies an{ foreigners of  a l l  k inds,

the handicapped,against  Church, Ar istocracy,  Merchants and

workers,  2oth century,  start ing wi th the r ight  to vote for  vromen,

f ight ing for  the entry into the society f rom which they had
l - roan avnlrrr lar l  fn l Inr .zai  l . r r r  the feVOltS Of the Val t tn. ,_ t -he henj i r_:nnor lI  LvL lvvvEu pJ Lrrs rEVvrL> U! Lrrs juUl jg y L.^_ _yu*,

the for l ign rvor l<ers,  3tc.

Perfer- t lv  v.rel l  knoul ino that th is is orr^ lqqn mndn ]_ho norcna^+rrraLrrrr  r r  yr  v_JU i l luu(J,  L l le pE! )pcL LivE

nevertheless raises some important-  quest ions about the Western

social  format ion.

Frrst ,  v.zhat came of these groups, what happened to

them when the sociar order was transformed? when the church

was no ronger on the top, for  instance, i t  was no longer the

same church. obviously,  n:rany of  them lef t  the Church and rnay be

said to have been transformed lnto intel l igentsia and intel lectu.als,
: r l - iqfc nrargssionals of  var ious k inds. rn short ,  peopre who mayg!9+JuJ' tJ lv!

be operat ing wi th their  hands but according to very expl ic i t

verbal  prescr ipt ions,  known to the in i t iated, obtained through
rrnirzarcirrr  o^ucat ion.  r  make a dist inct ion here:  the intel lectuals

create such ruIes,  the intel l igentsia pract ise according to thern.
The intel lectual-s retain their  creatrv i ty,  the intel l igentsia I ive

off  the creat iv i ty capi ta l  made by others.  Art ists are more

l ike intel lectuals.  They are the antenna of  society,  sensi t . ive

feefers towards the future,  report ing structures and processes in
space and t ime and human relat ions to nal-ure,  to other humans and
tn rhn crrnarhr. t1113p di f ferent f rom the way they are perceived by their
contemporar ies.  of  course, there are also art ists who l ike the
intel l igentsia are perfect-1y sat isf ied pract- is ing their  craf ts
t^r i rh hA nar ' .  i :u lar  creat iv i ty or chal lenge: they are the d.ecorators

or socrety.

what happened to the ar istocrats? of  course, many of
them remarned as landed gentry and with the mi l i tary as an inst i tut ion.
But t -here were important new posi t ions to f i l r :  the state wi th



i ts  rapidly increasing bureaucracy in addi t ion to the cabinet

as the King's advisors,  the King being a t ransi t ion f igure serving

as an umbrel la for  the t - ransformat ion of  ar istocrats f rom feudal

lords to cabinet ministers and top bureaucrats in the more prest ig ious

ministr ies ( for  instance, foreign af fa i rs) .  Of course, in no way

did th is exclude top posi t ions as administrators in the "pr ivate

sector" .

V{hat became of the merchants? The commerci-a1 sector?

I t  is  a te l l ing s ign of  their  power and of  the nature of  the

Western social  format ion that they just  remained where they \dere,

st icking to their  t rade l i teral Iy speaking. The major di f ference

was Lhe tremendous mobi l i ty  that  set  in,  of  factors,  products,

and people,  the l -at ter  in geographicaf  spacq and social  space,

and upwards. The rnerchants wanted to come up and become the equals

of  Church and Ar istocracy and their  successors.  Needfess to say,

al I  these transformat ions were important in the t ransi t ion f rom

what was predominant ly commercial  capi ta l ism based on agr icul tural

produce and art isanal-  products to a capi ta l ism based on industr ia]

products wi th an even sharper div is ion between ci ty,  tov/n and

countrv 's ide and gradual ly between metropol i tan powers and colonies.

Also,  over t ime fami ly dominated companies had to y ie ld to

companies in pr inciple run by the shareholders,  the boards of  t rustees

and professional-s rather than the members of  the fami ly.

So, th is is the drama of  the Western social  format ion:

Lhe Church v,raning, the Universi t ies waxing; the t ransf er of  power

from the Land to Town, f rom the King and the Courts v ia the King

and the Cabinet to the President and the Cabinet,  into the State

with i ts Bureaucracy,  Capi ta l  gradual lv taking the shape of

Corporat ions.  The working class created a counterpoint  to al l

of  th is,  dt  l -east  for  some t ime: the Trade Unions, wi th the str i l<e

as their  instrument of  power.  But inst i tut ions die s lovzly.  I t  is

interest ing to see how the Church is st i l l  t -here,  wielding norrnat ive

power al though in compet i t ion wi th the secular forces. centered in the

Universi t ies.And how,with al l  th is going on,the merchants and their

successors are busi ly expanding and deepening their  base, contractual

-^ r  - -  j 'ze to the customers,  the State,  a l rd -  in an increasinglyyvws! t  !sIqL!\

problemat ic manner -  to organised labour Out of  a l l  of  th is arose,



l -han l -  ha Rf-T nnmnl ov nf  Rr,-^rrrarr ] -a / , r -h. i  +: ' l  . i  
-+" 

, t  Tnf ol  I  i  nonJ_q. i  auvrr l tJrsA v!  ur , l IgauuLaLJ t  \ -ct IJ-LLctI I>Lb ct I ILt  r r lus! ! rysrrLDrat

protected by the PoI ice and the Mi l i tary against  internal  and

external  threats respect ivefy,  and for internal  and external  coercive

power against  recalc i t rant  forces,  be they str ik ing labour or

nonnl  oc i  n t_ he terr i tor ies designated as 'bof  onied' ,  unwit l ing to play

the roles assigned to them. But to th is should be added one

avframar '  j -^cr tant addi t ronal  inst i tut ion:  the Party system,r l t ty\

meaninolees i f  there is not in addi t ion Some l<ind of  nar l  iamen1--

I  see the par l - i -arnent essel f t - : -a l - ly  as a way of  mult i - lateral-

is ing the exercise of  power,  of  expanding the ci rc l -e of  those who

can legi t imately part ic ipate in the decis ion-making process, and a way

^c . - ' r - . :  -^  !Lr  - !  * , - r rp f  renqn^rFnt.  On the One hand iS(JI  r t td. . \ f r I9 LI tCIL TUIUUEJJ t t tu!E L!ql lJpqrsI I

the k i  nrr  . ) r  f  he r-h i  ef  r rak i  ncr hi  I  af  eral  deals wi th the members ofr \ f  r rY,  v!

their  court ,  possibly pi t t ing one against  the other i  on the other.

hand the ef for t  by others to expand the circ lq making the

process more part ic ipatory.  This rvas a long-Iast ing process in

tr ' {estern history ,  essent ia l ly  inc Iuding the f  i rst  two layers of

f  eudal  society,  then rapidly accel-erat ing wi th the rnerchants/burghers

not only knocking on the door but bui ld ing the : rod.: : : ; :  parLia: ' rcnts.

Pa,; l iar ,ents reached the populat ion through popular vote and

indirect  power,  delegat ing power to representat ives,  the mern,bers

nr n:r ' l  i :mon+ .  Iv i th the rapidly expanding agenda of  issues, the

posi t ions ta l<en on these issues tended to crystal l ise and polar ise;

r-rrrnr | I  ae aF ^^Sit ions becoming over t ime the plat f  orns f  or  pol i t icaf

nar j_ ies whir_h - . ,_. . ; " .  ; ' .  ! , ._n l . ran:ma +ho mOdefn inStf \ rmenfs fhrorrc lhya! LrED WIIMI qYqf r1 t  LLI  LUl l l ,  V=Uqit lc Lr lg rLlUUEIl l  I I I -LILTII tgI ILJ UrIMYl i

which the four t ransformat ions that in my view are basic in

understanding the Western social  format ion could be channel led
. i  * f  

^  ^-*1 i  ^*^,r r rLv pqr *errLcf l tdr !  processes. They are st i l l  going of l ,  but  in

+hic nanl-rrrv the fOcuS haS been, Of CoUrSe, Ofr  the th i rd and fOUrth9vl lugl  j ' ,

t ransformat ion and the gruadual-  expansion of  the r ight  to vote to

working class males,  to women, to increasingly younger members of

qcrr- i  ptrz -  f  r r  rar- i  a1 /et  hn i r :  r . i  nr^rr i  f  ies -  nrr t  to ment ion maior i  f  ies -fu:u{ fL luJ,

even to foreiqners.

And this is more or less as far  as vr 'e have corne. A11 those

inst i tut ions of  the past are st i l l  there in the l {estern storehouse;

al l  the t ransformat ions are st i l l  going on. Erupt ion and sediment-

at iont  h istory as geology, quick and slow. Most ly s low.



VJestern socio-history as universal  h istory

There are l imi ts to qlobar ism, but i f  th is type of  exprorat ion

is to be ; f  any vafue at  a l l ,  f  now have to t ry to t race the

effects of  western social  t ransformat ions in other corners of

the wor ld.  The reader wi l l  f ind on the next page a formidable

looking tabre,  which actualry is very s imple.  idhat has been

done is s impry th is,  r  have used the div is ion of  the wor ld into

four wor lds:  the pr ivale but part ly arso publ ic capi ta l is t  ancl

democrat ic North-West,  the state and bureaucrat ic social- ist  and

to a large extent dictator ia l  North-East,  the South-V/est  or  the

Tt i i rd v;or ld of  essent ia l ly  poor countr ies,  former colonies wi th

their  ef for t  to real ise a new economic order i  and the fourth wor ld

in the South-East,  East and Sout l t -East Asia,  character ised by the

Japanese dr iv ing to becorne I . Io ] '  Ichi-ban -  as an exar ' .p le for  the rest .

I  have then tr ied to char:acter ise the power structures,

or c lass/caste structures,  i -n order to discuss their  t - ransf  ormat ions.

The reader wi l l  f ind in the upper lef t  hand corner a highly

concentrated version of  what has been said above. In the upper

r ight  hand corner is an ef for t  to character ise the c lass/casb

structure of  the social ist  wor ld t -oday, knowing that thc point

of  departure was approximately ihe same as in the First  wor ld,

the cfassicaf  European feudal  format ion vr i th Clergy,  Ar istocracy

and so on. Then, in the bottom lef t  hand corner,  two systems

have been singled out for  at tent ion f rom the Third wor:1d: South

Arner ica and South Asia.  For South America the assumption is that

Iber ian colonisat ion lef t  a very strong imprint  of  the cfassical

European social  format ion for the s imple reason that the Iber j -an

peninsula in general ,  and Spaln in part icular,  d id not reaI ly undergo

the f i rst  and the second of  the social  t ransformat ions explored for

the First  worfd and, conseguent ly had tremendous di f f icul t ies also

with the th i rd and the fourth. For South Asia,  the c l -assical

h i  ndrr  cast  svstem is used as a basis f  or  exnl6ra. i -  i  nn -  ^^.r  
+r- \^

r r r l ruu uqJ u J) '  J Lgrrr  !J u-gu qJ q vqJrJ !v!  gur iJ!v!  qLtulr .  nt lu Llrg Dat! lg

approach is taken for the Fourth v,ror ld wi th the c lassical  Chinese

rnzl  T=n:nncn qrzq1_ omqqrru u qlJqrrv Jg DJ D LErrLo .

Of course there is more in the vror ld than this.  Thus,

in the Third wor ld vrhat is missing is a discussion of  the c lass/

cas€ struct .ure for  the arablmoslem world and for the t r ibal  peoples



TABLE: WESTERN SOCIO_HISTORY U}]IVERSAL HISTORY?

WEST

r r_rst wor,Ld: ^^^i  
! - l  i  ^ !uaPrLd.Ir5L

I Clergy -+ Intelligentsia

2 Aristocracy-> Bureaucracy
(I"til itary, police)

3 l"lerchants __)' Corporations

4 PeasanLs/ -2 [ Farnrers
workers J workers

LCit izens

I Partocracy (llMp)

? To^h^^ t1urqur rBCI)

EAST

Second world: socialist

I\T

o
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T
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Elderly
Minorities
Fnrei  ,marc

Citizens

3 Workers

4 Peasants

I ' irnor it res/nraj orities
( t i - iba I  s-  indiaannrrc\,  4r  rsrYur rvqJ /

foreigners, dissident.s

F,>urth r.;orld : Ichi*ban

ghrne-

I !E! nobitiry
scholars
v/arrlors

2 l{u!g famers

3 {LlI}g artisans

4 Shang merchants

3

4

5 l,trornen
Young
Tribalsr/
i  nA i^^-^, ,^rr  ruaYgr rvuS

Forei gners

5

U

T

ii

NIEO

South America

3

4

Ari  qJ-mranrr

Latifundio
Military

I'lerchants

Peasantsr/vrorkers

5 Vionen
Young, old
l .n i  n^-- i  +. i  ^^ /*^ ir-rf I rvr a r_ruS/ rud J -

ori t ies,
( tribals,
indigenous )
Foreigrners

South Asia

I Brah.mins

z i::!e!r:r"

3 Vaishya

4 Shudra

5 Pariah
VJonen
vnr lh^ /^ |  drv\4rY/ vrv

Minorities
(tr ibals,
indigenous )

5 Bural<ornin
Viomen
Young
Tribals/
Tnul. i  

^^-^ ' ,  ^f  r  l l ( !YE11UL_t>

Forergners



in the Arner- Indian societ ies of  the Americas,  in Afr ica,  and in

the Paci f  ic  (Polynesia,  l4 icronesi-a,  I r le lanesia).  This wi l l  be

taken up Iater in th is sect ion;  there are l imi ts to how much can

be put into one table!  And the same appl ies to the Fourth wor ld,"

al though China and .Japan are b1z f  ar  the most important social

format innq- there are Certainlv al  so ofher cOuntr ieS in that  reoion!  uY tvrr  
'

I  wi l l  at tennpt to shovr,  however,  that  what is in the table is already

suff ic ient  as a basis for  understanding much of  what is going on

in the ivor l -d today under the heading of  "development".

One pecul iar  factor wi l l  s t r i ]<e the reader as i t  has

struck thc author:  why this number 4? VJhy does i t  seem nol  only

frui t fu l  to th ink in terms of  four c lasses for the rnembers of

qor- iatrz-  addir  ^rrr ! t^nal-  f  r f th COunj-rv for  fhe rn^rcr i  nelq-JUUaELy, q 'uuar l9 dl l  ctuuf LI(JI IAI  Ia!Ll l  U\JLlL--  )  . r rqrVf r lqrJt

but th is four- t ier  system is even handed to the social  scient ist

on a plat ter ,  through the tradi t ional  d iv is ions of  Hindu, Chinese

and Japanese societ ies? And as to the occident:  there are

obviously not only three estates in society,  that  v,roul-d leave almost

everybody who later on also were to become ci t izens out.  As a

matter of  fact ,  the three top layers might account for  ten to

twenty percent of  the male populat ion and the bottom t-rvo for  e ighty

to ninety percent.  So a somevrhat distorted view of  society would

be needed to th ink of  the Viest  in terms of  three layers only,  not

invoking the four- t ier  model vr i th the f i f th c lass of  marginals.

This f i f th group is a rather mixed category and rather

-*1-- :  - , ,^ , ,^  mlarr^ +L^*^ nkrrr i  nr iq l  ru r ,znman o\zar\7r, thara in theqrtLJfVUVUD. f l lUJt  LIrE!g q!E vvVrvuJf)  VVVl lLsl l  EVE!]VJI lgrq

systern except (aoart  f rom i l legi t imately)  wi th the c lcrgy and the

monks. But even as wives of  the wiel-ders of  power,  they may be

marginal ised, as is very rvel l -knovrn.  The sane appl ies to the very

young and the very old whereas the racial /ethnic minor i t ies

(sometimes they are major i t ies),  the t r ibals and the ind. igenous

are more of ten"kept in their  p lace",  "place" afso having a

cl  a:r  aaacr:nf,a--  a-  - r^ l tc meanl-ng.

Let us then proceed v,ror ld by wor ld,  start ing vr i th the

Second worf  d,  asking the quest ion:  t^ t rhat actual ly happened in

connect ion wi th the social ist  t ransformat ioq using the ideas

r latza' lanarr  in connect ion wi th the t ransformatron of  the First  v ior ld



(which is what we actual ly have had in mlnd al l  the t ime when

talk ing about the "WesLern social  format ion"and ! ' lestern socio-history

Russia had a part icular ly v ic ious version of  the c lassical

European format ion,  a feudal  systern wi th only r ights and very

few dut ies at  the top and only dut ies and very fev;  r ights - t  the

bottom - wi th serfdom last ing r ight  up to L854 (  l i l ie s lavery in the U.S. )

At the same t i rne a pre-capi ta l is t  format ion was taking shape,

a remarkable feature of  the c lassica]  format ion in Eastern

Ettrone and Sorr fhern Ettrone.-aq onnosed fo North-VJestern Errrone-

being the abiJ- i ty of  the merchants to t ransform themselves and

evolve further even i f  the f i rst  and second transformat ions in

the vert ical  structures of  society had not taken pIace.

One way of  analysing the social ist  revolut ion start ing

in 1-9L1 would be toconceive of  i t  as a grgant ic ef for t  to make al l

the four t ransformat lons at  the same t ime. A success up to a

r -prfain noin1_ -  €^;1"-^ in ni_her reqnro. tS. Tire feSUlt  in the9Er LqI l l  PUIrrLt  A rOr!Urs r l r  vurrs!  !sJysu

present phase is stagnat ion,  wi th a sol id machinery of  normat ive

anr l  nrrn i  I  i  rzo power presiding over the very special  structure that-"-  | /  )

was the resul t ,  c la iming -  wi thnormat ive power -  that i t  is  "social ist"

and punishing -  v ' r i thpuni t ive power,  even very harshly -  those who

claim i t  is  not ,  not  to ment ion those who claim that i t  ought not

to be.

In pr inciple what happened vras that-  the th: :ee top layers

were el iminated "as a c lass";  as social  persons, many of  them also

as physical  persons, by being ki11ed, exi led internal ly or external ly,

as refugees. They had been the wrelders of  normat ive,  puni t ive

and contractual  power on the basis of  CuIture,  i ' i i I rLary/Pol- ice

/  |  ha n^r. 'ar  nF destruct ion )  and Economy (  the power of  construct ion )  .\  er f  u yvvve!

What was lef t  was poh/er over power,  pol i t ics,  the power to decide

which forms of  power to use and in which proport j -ons.  In pr inciple

t-he sf  ate was rel  at ivel-v c l -ean . Decis ions could foI low some

blue-pr int  in Marxist-Leninist  theory.  Normat ive power was to

be vested in the party which would be responsible for  development of

a social ist  cul ture.  Funi t ive pcwer would cont inue where i t  was,

with the mi l i tary and the pol ice,  the GPU/NKVD/KGB being cont inuat ions

of the tsar ist  secr:eL pol ice,  the Okhrana. The Red Army l -ater on
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became more l ike the tsar ist  army, but both inst i tut ions incoi :porateC

a sor id element of  normat ive power as party appointec pol i t ical

commr-ssars.

Consequent ly,  just  l i l<e in the c lassi-ca]  European social-

f  ormat i  on |  [pra r . r :s a hearzrz concentrat ion of  norrnat ive anr]  nrrn i  t  i  rzef rv! t i lquIVL qlrq yurMIVe

inrrTaF 
^n 

l_nn . i -  rL- .^ +^.-  ^r  ^^h+^r . . i th the WOfd nar1-. \ r . r^r . \7uvwsr vrr  Lvyr ! r t  Lrrs LUP ufds> lEy!sJsrILCu WILII  L l . le WUt(- l  l /c t l  LULIctLy

standing for the J l - l tp-complex,  l I (Russian P) standing f  or  t -he party

But a society cannot bui ld on the basis of  Cul ture,  t4 i l i tary

and Pol ice al-one, oD only normat j -ve and puni t ive pov/er.  There

has to be an economy, and there has to be some contractuaf element.

The blue-pr int  incl-uded social isat ion of  the product iono and social-

isat ion was interpret ,ed as 6tat isat ion,  stat . ism, "publ ic sector 'L

-^n+ 
rn ' l  I  ad 

--CdUCti-On, gUide_ , ' ,- . .cduct]-on,o, , , -o"- . ,oratherthanthemar]<et.
The resul t  was technocracy:  the BCI-complex,  only wi th the

di f ference that c j -n th is case stands for state corporat ions.

They are big and numerous, but they are not that  d i f ferent f rom
{^ho a^ry^cn^nr l i  na ni  I  I  r rc af  FirSt vrOf ld qor-  ief  v.  I i6reorzer-  indppd- norL vvv!rv DvUrgLy. - lv l 'wvg!,  r t rgEsv-,

is  the l -1MP-comple, '< unknovrn in the First  vror ld.  The di f  ference can
norhrnc } .a r^rmulated as fo l lows: in the social ist  forrnat ion the

partocracy is so expl ic i t ry,  unashamedly on top of  the system; the

partocracy having the f inal  vrord not onty in rul ing over workers

- - ,1 -*+^qrru yEaDqrrLD and marginals,  but  a. lso in the countf  ess conf l ic ts

with technocracy.  In the First  wor l -d the mi l i tary and the pol ice
h^.- !  

^  ^€are parrs or the bureaucrat ic complex,  and this total  comprex,

also referred to as the state,  r -s in pr incipte controf led by
n^nrr l  ar- l  rz al  onf  ar l  nrr l  i :man#e th^ 

-1,vyurqr rJ s!su Lcu !uar i rc l ruElrLr r  drru d.  guvernment f  eSponSibIe tO the

parr iament.  There is a murt i -party rather than a s ingle-party

system. But before one becomes too lyr ical  about that  d i f ference

and starts ta lk ing too much about democracy versus cl ictatorship

i t  is  vrorthwhi le to draw at tent ion to two factors.

Thus, al though the communist  party in the social- ist

format ion e><ercises s ingle-party control  over the total  format ion
; -  !L- !  mAV l ' le fe ' fOrr^A. l -a -  ^-r+rz 

j in#=fn--h. in1-horoalr  ct  wcty Ll tc l  L r , tq]  vs r  sr  E!  !  eLL LU dS d Pdr Ly LrJ-U LdtOf S^.rr-

could st i l l  be considerabre democracy inside the party:  open

discussion, votes,  delegates,  up and down consul tat ions,  even fact ions
(al though they may be t , iore impl ic i t ) ,  an execut ive commit tee responsible
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to an elected body. And, to take a corresponding argument in

connect ion wi th the First  vror ld:  even in a mul- t i -party sysrern

l_ herp m;r \ .7 l " ro a h i  ddan qi  ncl  o n:r t r r  c\7q]-  a_r _.__m, a consensus anong

^^-!  {  ^-  +L- ^+part l -es tnat  together const i tute the rnajor i ty that  starts operat ing

when cr i t ical  issues come up or are being discusse{ such as foreign

pol icy,  secur iLy matters,  quest ions of  fa i th and loyal ty.

l " la jor i ty coal- i t ion for  cr is is may behave in a very und.emocrat ic

manner,  excluding dangcrous opposi t ion part ies not only f rom

decis ion*making but al-so f rom the informat ion that would const i tute

the basis for  decis ions.  And that coal i t ion may also have at  i - ts

disposal  the mi l i tary and the pol ice in what could be referred to

as a hidden autocrat ic structure.  Conclusion: in the social ist

format ion in the Second v;or ld autocracy is expr ic i t ly  on the top,

in the capi ta l is t /democrat ic format ion in the First  wor ld autocracy

ie imnl ic i t l r r  in *ho h:c lzdrnrrnd +^ r^^, , . ,y,  yrvurr . . ,  uv rE,.robl l ised in crLses.

But then there is another character ist ic of  the social ist

format ion:  a very c lear demarca.t ion l ine between the non-manual

-+;^*^ i ' t  nar l - r r . rA. \ /  and teChnOCfaCr;  . )n f  hc . )nA hah' l  ih. l  . t - l - rnrr  +lraeuuut/qLrvrr)  r r r  yqr LUUI quy a I  vrr  LrrE urrc r ld l lQ, ancl  tnel i  L. t I=

manual occupat ions held by workers and peasants.  In addi t ion to

that the peasants have a posi t ion markedly infer ior  to the r ,^rorkers.

c lassicar sociar ist  doctr ine in th is regard is very s imi lar  to

classical  feudal  and classical  capi ta l is t :  make the peasants

produce as cheap foodstuf f  as possible by paying them as l i t t le as

possible '  by f ragment ing and isolat ing thern as much as possible.

The two typicar soviet  inst i tut ions,  the korkhoz and sovkhoz

(organisat ions for col lect ive farming, the lat ter  being direct ly

state-control led )  are vrays of  sociar is ing product j -on,  but also
r^74\7q nf  annf rn ' l ' l  i  

-  
1r^6+, ,* r  -  J l . r rng peasants. The workers have access to c i ty

l i fe,  more money, cheap food, more mobit i ty.  The typical  technique

for Northern European transformat ions in the middfe of  th is century,
lar-{- inn +ha ^easants fo l l -ow in the wake of  the substant ia l  i -ncrease

in mater ia l  l iv ing condi t j -ons that cane as a resul t  of  the struggle

of the working class through trade union format ion and str ikes has

not been pract ised in the Soviet  Union.
1^ l . -^ 1^^^-

-o inted out of ten' fL^ single party

^;^+^+^,^L. . i^urctat .orsnrp is not of  or  by the proletar iat ,  but  over the proletar iat

Btt t  I  do not th ink t {omen can be said to be a marginal ised category

in the soci-al ist  countr ies today. They are exploi ted in the sense
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of being forced by the structure to carry out two jobs;  serving

the fami ly in general  and the husband i r r  part icular at  horne, and

having an occupat ion/profession in society.  But,as to the lat ter :

the fourth t ransformat ion,  women doing vrork forrner ly only being

done by rnen, secrns to have been qui te successf ul ,  of  course helped

hv t  he scarr : i  tv  of  , 'nen af  f  er  the terr ib le ant i -Soviet  crennr- i  de

carr ied out by the nazrs in the Second tr for ld l {ar  (20 mi l } ion,

srrrnr i  s ino' l  v f  ew are aware that l i i t ler  v lanted not onlv to el  i  mi  nate

Jews and gipsies and those with niental  d isordcrs,  but  a lso a very

high number of  Russians in order to create space for cofonisat ion).

t ihat  is  missing, as mcnt ioned, are men doing the work of  women,

part icular ly at  home. And I  a lso doubt that  non-white minor i t ies

in general  and non-Russian minor i t ies in part icular in any v/ay can

be said to have the same access to the higher layers of  society,

n=rf  in" l : r ' l r r  { -a t -ha rrnnar r l ln1.1s Of nart . taraCV_ aS the RUSSianS.*t . . " -  !qvf ,  gJ

So, what happened in terms of  the four t ransformat ions?

This rvas te lescoping of  h istory,  rndeed. VJi th the Lop thrce layers

to a large extent el iminated the social  system analysts would

immediately suspect that  they would have to be recreated very

nrr in l r ' l r r  in ^rAor {-n narrrr  out  the funct ions of  normat i r re_ nrrni t i r re
Ysrvrr fJ,  J "*  

r  v!  r rvr f r iqLlvL,  yurr f  Lrvu

and contractual  por/ , /er .  They had to be created f  ron scratch,

and the system was perhaps not c lever enough j  n rnaking use of

r lersons trho had been el iminated" aS a c lass "  .  T , te social ist  countr ies

in Eastern Europe did th is to a larger-  extent,  but  then theirs

was not a bloody revolut ion in the October L9L1 sense, but a

i ransformat ion al-so engendered e>rogenously,  through the presence

of a Red Army .  Hence, what should have been l iberat ion of

v lorkers and peasants,  became a rather major t ransf  ormat j -on of  the

upper layers exploi t ing workers and peasants,  repressing thern

pol i t - ical ly whi le at  the same t ime guaranteeing sat isfact ion of

their  basic mater iaf  needs, to a large extent abol ishing misery.

The Revolutron was made in the name of the th i rd t ransformat ion '

I  t  vras supposedly a social ist  format ion putt ing workers and peasants

on top, not necessar i ly  over anybody but at  least  on their  s ide'

But thrs v.ras the t ransformat ion that did not take place; vrhat did

take place were the ot f ier  three transfor* i -orrr ,  the f  i rst  and the

second and the fourth,  the t ransformat ions in the name of which

the Revolut-ron had. not been cond.ucted. And these transformat ions

came out in a di f  f  erent manner f  rom what had happened in t -he VJest '
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Trre;6 r .o separat ion of  State and Church in the sense that the

Orthodox church almost disappeareo in a physicaf  sense (  the churches )  ,
' i f  n^r  cnir . i+ual ly.  But the party took the place of  thc church, and

ftr l f i l led many of  i ts  funct ions in the c losely coordinated dual

party-state system character ist ic of  the Soviet  Union. And al though

the cfassical  ar istocracy was abol ished, a nerv ar istocracy came in

with the interest i -ng honor i f ic  tovar ishtch -  Genosse, Comrai ie -  mainly

used at  the Lop of  social- ist  society,  and when addrcssing r-hem f  rom

lower down. Pr ivate sector merchants were abol ished but reappeared

as powerful  state employees, etc.

I  let  that  do as one var iat ion of  the theme explored: something

+h.+ ma\7 h:^^an When the tranSfOrmat iOnS are Carr ied Out tOO qUickty.. ,  q-yy\

T,et t ts then nr:OCeed LO eXaCl. lV the onnoqi+a'  ' r lh=r h=nncner l -  nrur Lrrsr l  lJ !vvssu Lv s1\qvurJ urrs vuyv-rLs.  vYl lqu rrqPPErlgu/ uI

rather did not happen, in South America r ,vhic l r  is  l ike asking what

hannoned 
^r  

r l i r l  ncr l -  hennen in J-hp .-rr r rntr \ .2 th: f  lof t  i tq imr,r ' intr rqyyurr l  LtL uvurru!J LrrLru r-uJ rrrryr . r r ru

on South America,  Spain.  Imagine that we consider Spain as a

country that  d j -d not have the f i rst  and second transformat ions. Unt i l

\ /erv rer-cnf lv.  in faCt SO I .ecent lv fhaf  onp miahf orzon qAv fherz arer  uvurrLr j  t  L uvLrt  rq) ,  LrrsJ qls

^^;  -^ +^A-.7? What k ind of  ccl l tnf  rv rarr1rr l  r1 wr.  oef  ?
Yvf r lY v l l  Lvuqy; vYIIqL n I ILU i rJurLr ws VELa

The answer is rather obvious. When the clergy is not t ransforned,

i t  re inains c lergy and a country gets a high number of  pr iests and

a por. , ler f  uf  church. t rVhen the ar istocracy is not t - ransf  ormed, i t

remains ar istocracy and does what ar j -stocracy alwal 's used to do: as

Ianoed genLry (but not always so gent le) ,  runni .ng Iat i fundos and/or

becomi-ng mi l i tary.  Maybe even the f i rst  son would inherr t  the

Iat- i f  undo, the second son rn in ] -ho mi l i+-- . '  
- -A 

i f  + l - r^rn i -
Jvrrr  Lr lE rrr f  t f  LaLy I  c l l lu 1r Ll reI( j  I5 ct

th i rd son, he could be given to the church as an extra- i -nsurance
4^- f r - '^  s- ' - j ' r . ; .  OUt Of that  WOUId COme exact lv r . ;haf  Fr '^h razlr '  ih!vI  uI Is lq| t I rJ.  VUL V! UrrqU WVu.|Vl t tc LlrqvurJ !vfrqL UVt: : I I  uU(lCty I I I

Spain is known as los poderes fdct icos,  those with real  power:

the church, the lat i fundistas,  and Lhe mi l i tarv. I t  a l l  has a r ing

of the l8th centur lz,  or  even before :  the 17th and the l6th,  So

rarr lat-  a ac in Fr i r rnna:n hie{-  nrrr  in . reneral_ r , r i th f  h1. :  Sf  r - t tOOlC ]- :et f ,VeenLV uv !  qf  t  vv !  urr  urru o ui  UYY

the sacred and the secular,  and between central  power and local  power.

In the c lassical  conf igurat ion,  one can st i l l  sense the al l iance

between the Lhree poderes fdct icos,  not only central ly but aIso,

and perhaps part icular ly,  at  the local  level  -  not  necessar i ly  in
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the sense of  Lhe vi l lage but in the sense of  lhe region, the

province. Go to Andalucia today; they are st i l l  there.

One part icular ly important consequence of  th is lack of

t ransformat ion would be the l -ow level  of  ar t iculat ion of  the new

f orces :  inte 11ec tual  s/prof  es s ional-  s/  arLi  st  s ;  admi n i  stratorsr/

bureaucratst  pol i t ical  part ies/par I iaments.  I1-  is  not that-  they have

l :een missing, they have been there and are there,  both in southern

Europe in general  (and Spain in part icular)  and in South America.

Rrrf  fhev mav h^ ^^^^n/r : r '  in nower to lns poderes f jct . i^^-  rn. l  h^+huuL urr9f  r r rqJ uE SEUUIIUq!r /  f l l  l . /VVVg! LU fUD iJvUEIEJ !OUL_LU(J5 dl lUr iJUL

as a cause and a consequence of  th is,  they rnay be secondary in

-"^rrr"  r ' rL" r lJ Sn:niqh infal loni-rr : lq/ar | , ic+- and rrn inLluct-Ll-  Ly .  lv l ly  ( IJ-LI  5U iL(d. I ly  JpqrrrDrr  r r r  LEr*--  *-  
-^r  

L5 el lLt  t , tp -LI I

France/I1exico,  just  l ike South Arncr ican intel fectuals/arLists?

Because France and Mexico,  (which af ter  a l l  had the 1910-I l  revol-ut ion,

before the revolut ion in Russia,  October l9t7) of fered a more fert i le

soi l  for  their  act iv iL ies,  and a morc airprecraLive publ ic permit ted

to eniov q,p6,111ar nrrrcrr- i rc nf  TfULh and Bearrrv - l f  i5 nOt- thatrs qu L 1 .

Snain and Sorr t -h Afner iCa in Fn\/  q6'nqF \a/FrF incanahle of  ^-^^,r^;^^ *n
--* : r i  F\ Inef fca 1n pruuuur i rg LUp

_.,_r j ! . .  ^-r . .  fh:1- fhpr;  r^rpre inr_:n:hla af  nnn-, , - i -^  *hoir  nrnr l r r r_fqYud.rr  Ly r  urrry *---r  - r  U(Jrrbui l . r r r rg Lr^-^

On the other hand, the commercial  c lasses could evolve fur ther,

gradual ly t ransforming themsel-ves f rom running commerciaf  capi ta l ism

Lo running indusLrtaL/f inancial  capi ta l ism. For th is Lhey needed

vrorkers and there was always an excess from the fourth layer in

society.  Spain came at an ear ly stage to i ts rndustr ia l  revolut ion

thus creat ing a working cfass wi th in a f ramework that in a sense was

st i l l  r , rediaevaf .  In the l93O's the social  format ion in Spain v;as prob-

ably not that  d i f ferent f rorn that  of  Russia or Eastern,  South Eastern

and Southern Europe in general .  A revolut ion might have had a

chance Lf  i t  had not been for two rather important di f ferences relat ive

tn I  q l  7 "  I  q l  ? had : l  ro:drr  hannonod e^ +ha ^ l  -^--L'  L '  ,  r ls l -F - . .e upper c lasses were rnore

than adequately warned, and the other s ide had not been weakened by a

world war.  The commerci-a1 bourgeois ie would be supported by al l

three major pi l lars of  society - the church, the landowners and the

mil i tary -  in the struggle against  the smal l  people cf  the fourth
' l  r r ror  f  ha ^6asants and the WOrkerS. The lat ter  had the nowcr ofLlre I /vYYU!

numbers and a s imple calculus:  "we have only our chains to lose".

The former had the power of  ideas (  the church )  ,  exchange (  the land-

^r^7norc l_ ha f  actory owners )  and coercion (  the mi l i tarv )  .  Of course
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they did not have monopoly power:  there was the powerful  idea of
Marxrsm on the other s ide,  and many remained loyal  to the Republ ic.
By and large the outcome was given in advance: a th i rd t ransformat ion
did not take place, the society that  had not had a f l rst  or  second
transformat ion was st i l l  suf f ic ient ly strong to block the thi rd
(reaving arone the fourth which was not to startunt i l  about for tv
years later )  .

In descr ib ing the Civ i l  War of  Spain in these terms, there is
an under ly ing assumption that the external  a id to the bel l igerent
part ies b1z and large balanced each other.  This assumprlon may not
be total ly correct .  But another version of  the same idea is probably
correct :  had only one srde given support ,  then the war wourd have
been decided quickly and in favour of  the s jde supported. And
this is the history of  South America.  The part ies to the conf l ic t
are about the same, vr i th one major except ion:  the f i f th layer,  the
i  

^^ i  ^^^^, ,^r l rcrrgenous 
'  

are at-  least  potent ia l ly ,  and in some cases alreaciy toclay,  the
overwhelming ma;or i ty of  the populat ion.  This afso nakes the
South American societ ies much mor:e compl icated than Southern Europe:
at  the bottom an indigenous populat ion together wi th imported non-
white people ( the blacks f rom Afr ica,  the browns from rndia,  the
ye1low from china);  then there 1s the rber ian layer carry ing the
social  code descr ibed above i  and then on top of  a l l

I
fh: f  a rzannr l i

layer of  technocrats running a BCIMP complex,  m.ore or less the saf i re asthatof
the First  wor ld in general ,  very smal l  and certainly very far  f rom
rooted in these count: : ies.

For that  is  exactry what is missing in th is type of  social
f  ormat ion f  rom the point  of  v ier ,v of  western socio-history:  the BCI-
complex,  wi th the supporLing mi l i tary and pol ice inst i tut ions hs a
part  of  the bureaucracy),  a l l  of  i t  to some cxtent responsible to a
pol i t ical-  decis ion-rnaking machinery based on elected par l iaments

and an independent j  udic iary .  t r { i  bhout an ef  f  rc ient  state machinery,
a reaf bureaucracy and without a welr- t ra ined, even creatrve
i  ntol  I  i  oent e ie th: t  

-an 
nrr .F i  f  

-  
nrn€a--  ir r rLsrrryul lurrq 

v*-  rLo p!v!ss>rortdl- isITl  and innovat ivg

energy at  the disposal  of  bureaucracy and corporat ions,  Do BCr-
complex is possible,  ro technocracy.  r iJ i thout that  no t ransformat ion
frnm aarar ia to industr ia on a r :eal ly large scale would be possible,
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and the country woufd I  ikety remal-n an exporter oI  one or

two crops depending on naturaf  endovrments -  cof fee beans and sugar,

wine and ol ives or beef;  minerals.  Such exports would be compat ib le

with a stable property structure and a stable J<nowledge structure,

both protected by the mi l i tary -  in oLhcr words compat ib le wi th a stat ic

and classical  f  ormat ion.  f  ndustr ia l ism presupposes a level  of  dynar,rrsm,

mobi l i ty  of  product ion factors and products,of  the buyers and sel lers

and their  fami l ies, d6^dr:nhin: .1 t r ,  - .^r  ^^^. i  _. . r  r , , .  WhiCh al l  addSYsvY! 
qtJrrruqrrJ ot lu Jvutoaty

up to the somewhat overworked dichotomy in development theory:

t radi t ional  versus rnodern.  Vihat has been done here is only to

relate that  useful  d ichotomy to very concrete social  processes.

At th is point  the s igni f icance of  the modern pol i t ical

machinery '  wi th part ies and par l iament-s,has lo be brought into thc

ni  cfrrro r  would conceive of  i t  predominant fy as a way of  b lunt ing

the tremendous class contradict ions bet,ween the f i rst ,  second and

third layers on the one hand,and the fourth and f i f th on the other.
r rArn:ni-o rrn ' . -q4l f  inJ-n A nArf  \7 and f  r r t  J-^ naf r-Fn 

-- i67j  
j *17rt  iq :vrYqrr f  DE JvurJsf  r  f  r rLv q Pqr LJ qrru (-r-y LU vgL Ll lc l t ta jUrrLJ rD q

formula vr i th a certain plausibi l i ty .  But the formula presupposes

that the c lass contradict ions have already been k-r lunted so that

there is less blatant fear on top, and hatred at  the bottom. Otherwise

the reacl ion of  the f i rst ,  second and third layers is exact ly that

nf  t -ha (nani  cI  and South Arner ican siLuat ion dur ing Lhe last  century:

^^^r^^^ ^^r ies of  mi l i tary coups d'6tat ,  more or fess successful .qlI  EI IUIg>J JE

Iv lost  of  thein have had one thing in common: the abol i t ion or suspension

of f  he nartv/n^r ' l  i :man1- : r r r  nr^/-aqq 4. .1 almOSt WithOrrf  exr-enf . i  on_/  LJqL L u^uulrLrvr l ,

af 1-or l ' -ha anlna 1-ha f  hraa -  -  'q! Lsr Lrrs yu. ! : ,  pooeres f  act icos are st i l l  on top lv i th

an ad-mixture of  a modern, industr ia l / f inancial ,  urban-based capi ta l rst

ar aman{- ovc' l ' rd ing everybody er lse" The other instrument of  countervai l ing

power designed by the fourth layer,  t rade unions, are usual l l 'e i ther

abol ished or heavi ly discipl ined. The resul t  is  exact ly Spain

drrr ino f l re pp:nnn nar inr t  
-nd_ SOUth Amefir :a f  ar  hevond. NeedleSSvuJ vlr '

!^  !L ' i  ^  wi l l  make the contradict ions even sharper.  The fear ofL\J 5dY r  Lr laS

a revolut ionary rather than an evofut ionary process wi l l  increase. In

al l l ikel ihoodwe qet the former,  and we are in a wel l -known vic ious

circfe.

In South Arner ica,  the great except ions are i "16xico and Cuba,

the lat ter  being relat ively s i rn i lar  to the Soviet  Union, the former
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being simi lar  only to i tsel f .  Cuba is much smal ler  than the Soviet

I In ion- nclqqihlv c lne reASon whv there soems Lo be less di f ferencet  uvv

between worh,ers and peasants.  But there is a sol id technocracy

and partocracy on the top, only that  there are many mechanisms for

art iculat ion of  gr ievances within the system, al though not v; i th in a party

systen. As in MSxico, the church plays a secondary role and. unl ike
.^eI t l ix ico,  l -at i fundismo has been abol ished or ta l<cn over l-rrz t- h o

sLate (as in the Soviet  Union).  u6xico is in a sort  of  middle

posi t ion beLrveen western t radi t ional  ( inher i ted f rom Spain),

western modern (  inf luenced by the United States )  ,  and the Soviet

format ion vr i th i ts de facto s ingle parLy system in the hands of

the PRI,  wi th the very appropr iate name Part ido Revolucionar io

Inst i tucional  (a name whi-ch couf d apply to the Soviet  party )

Let us then ask a quest ion:  i f  Spain (and to a lesser extent

Dnr1- rrn= l  \  ara ^ i  r  n+ +r j  es f  or  south America_ carrv i  -^ - , .^hr  vr  uuYqr, /  q!u 
LJf  rvu vvur lL!  rsJ !v!  uvuLrf  f  e! f , '  uu!  ! l  r r lY Jv t t tuur l

of f  ho rFqnr ' \neihi  l  i t ru fnr  l_ ha r^rpqf Frn imnrinf   n +hnca 
^nlrh+r iac 

f  l - r- . - - - - -J * . . . IJrr-rrL on I-r r (J5e uouIILI les '  t l len

why have thesc countr ies today almost made al l  che way as 1. /e stern

modern format ions? Put di f ferent ly,  when Portugal  and Spa, in underwent

drast ic changes in the mi-d-L91O 's -  in a revolut tonary manner f rom

L974 oi l ,  (and perhaps relat ively unsrtccessful l  y)  in Portugal  and in Spain in

an evolut ionary rnanner f rom the death of  Franco, November I975, but

started ear l ier  (  anci  rather successful ly;  - then vrhat rvas the reason?

trJas i t  the yearning of  the populaLions for f reedom, that  is

for a r-han.re of  the nol  i tv  f  rom autocrat ic to democrat ic natterns
I /qLuurrro

f ree elect ions,  par l iaments and free trade unions? Or lvas i t  the

\TAirninn nf  
^ani fa- l  for  c1.1rnorafp nrof i t  and eCOnOmiC nrAra/ fh inrvrrrrv Y!vvv urr  t l t

oenor: l  -  r rnhamnered l ' r r" '  f  he t radi t ional ism of f  he nor le lgg tLct icosvvvL J

and i ts concomitant,  the inadequacy of  state bureaucracies and a

locaf intel l igentsia,  untrai-ned in business administrat ion? Of

course i t  was both,  one explanat ion does not exclude the other.

The pressures for  the f i rst ,  second and third

transformat ions al l  made themselves fel t ,  and both the Salazar and
Errrnan raaimas were unable to accomrnodate them. At the same t ime,

their  neighbours to the north were al l  c l i f ferent,  and these noi : thern

neighbours descended upon their  coasts in swarms, in the mi l l ions,

as numerous as the popufat ions themselves and afso rndde some impact

as carr iers of  the jo int  message of  f reedom (at  least  to t ravel)  and

wealth (  at  l -east  to t ravel  )  .  fn other words,  both l iberal  and
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marxisL theor ies v,roufd have something valuable Lo of fer  in explai .n ing
. t -hoqo nr^.aqqeS. And corresp6ndingly,  i t  s tands tO reaSOn that

the same wi l l  happen in South America,  sooner or laterr  possibly

, . ' i  1-h :  Qnan i  c\  rather than POrtugUeSe model_ as a guide .  The

assumption, however,  is  that  South American countr ies are suf f ic ient ly

western to mal<e their  sociaf  h istory a repl icat ion of  V{estern social

la i  
^+^-. 'r r rJuv!y. That assumpLion may turn out to be total ly wrong in

the countr ies where the f i f th layer is of  any s igni f icance, even being

the major i ty of  the populat ion,  and st i I I  a carr ier  of  non-IVestern

n:r*ornc sondero Luminoso may prove to be a weff-chosen name.

So let  us now turn to these non-VJestern patterns,  a l l  the t ime

fol lorv ing the project  of  the Table.  l /e are turning to the South

and East Asian tradi t ions,  to India,  China and Japan. A glance

at the Table br ings out the major pornts,  so important that  i t  is

sLrange that they are so of ten over looked in Devel-opment theory:

the Indian, meaning Hindu pattern,  is  very s i rn i lar  to the t radi t ional

Western one, whereas the Chinese and Japanese patterns are very

si-mi lar  to each other and di f  ferent f rom the i {estern/Hindu. }1ore

nar l - i r : r r lar lv-  fhe I { indrr  svstem haS the Clerov/ intpl lecf ' r - r^ fan
yqr uIUuIqr rJ t  L l rs rrrr !qs DJ J LsrLt  l rqJ urrs L rur YI /  rLL usrr99 LUqIJ UII  LUP r

then comes the warr ior  caste,  then the merchants and then the peasanLs/

workers.  In China/Japdf l ,  hov;ever,  there being no God there is no

rr .a l  r - l  erov oi  1_ her -  hrr f  i  nf  e l - lectual-s are r :cr l  a i  n l  v on top toqethervfLrru! ,qal l rJ--r ' - - ) - - . . - -

' ' ' i  { - }"  -^r" ; ' r ;  f  "  and the warr ior  caste (as opposcd to mcrcenary soldiers).vvf Lfr  r rvvrrruJ

But,  and this is the big di f ference: the merchants are at  the

bottom, s ince so much of  the responsibi l i ty  for  economic act iv i ty

was in the hands of  the feudal-  k ings.  In betrveen are the f  armers

and the art isans, the Iat ter  later to be transformed into workers.

Given the tremendous western impacL, two centur ies of  Raj  in

India,  the Opium wars and gunboat drplomacy 1n China, and thre

indicat ion of  a s imi lar  threat to Japan (Commodore Perry and his

grey ships in 1854) in Japan, onc can almost read of f  f ron the Table

what the consequences would be. Thus, India would adjust  easi ly.

Al l  that  was needed was for the brahmins to become less concerned

with t ranscendental  and tradi t ional  matters and nore l ike modern

intel lectuaLs; for  the kshatr iya ( jo int ly wi th the brahmins) to

enter into the Indian Civi l  Service,  not the mi l i tary and pol ice
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1^--^^1..^^ ^^ ' r . ,urancr ies onry;  and for the vaishyas+ part icular ly the banyas, to

cont- inue what they had alvrays done, t rading, gradual ly making the

transi t ion f rom cominercial  to industr ta l / f inancial  capi ta l isrn.

Of shudras there are many, serving as peasants and workers and for

the most menial  jobs, there v" 'as that  real ly bottom layer of  society,

the t rue outcasts,  the 1:ar iahs .

So, fndia adjusted. The "brown sahibs" did adapt and they

became exact ly,  as the saying goes, more Br i t ish than the Br i t ish
rL'^-^^r  - -^^ l \o real  t ransf  ormat ion of  a social  structure was necessarv.Lr lg l r rSEf vE>.

The inter-caste relat ions could rernain more or less as they vJere,

only the jobs had to change content.  A funct ional  change vras needed,

not a structural-  change. That change v;as only too easy, and precisely

for that  reason not very profound. No rea, l -  t ransformat ion was

needed; no revolut ion.

This,  then, immcdiatc ly begs the quest ion:  why did the sarne not

hrnnan in enrr lLt  America? After al I ,  the t ransi t ion f rom tradi t ional

to rnodern in the West can afso be seen as a funct ional  rather than

structural  t ransformat ion.  The clergy vJere only on top in a

I inr i ted sense in the ancien r6gimc: not now ei ther.  There were two power

ladders,  one sacred, one secular.  Correspondingly,  the povJers of  the

state are st i l l  seen as super ior  to the pov/ers of  capi ta l ,  even in

the ci tadel  of  capi ta l ism, the United States of  America.  The

intel lectuals are not on top, nor are professionals or art ists

but they are on a paral le l  ladder.  In some conte><ts that  ladder

haq nr i  nr i  tv -  mosf r : l  r .ar l  v Seen in thc cAqe of  the nhVsic ians
YLLVLLvJ|y, ' .1

(part icular ly the surgeons of  hearLs and brains)r  in general  not .  Hence

the ranking order was -  by anci  large -  maintained.

The reason why this t ransformat ion did not take place,

-^ncadrrontIrz 
iq,  nrnl ' rahlv nOt the StfUCtUfa]_ COnStfaint  dr . r i rz ino. lu l - / ' ] : 'Lvvg}JLffvr I IY

f rom a change in relat ive point ,  but  located in two other rather

obvious f  actors.  First ,  North America rvas colonised f  rorn t r lor th- I , /estern

Errrnna , . rhara the f  i rSt  and SeCOnd t f  anSf Ofmat iOnS had f  aken nl  ar :e
t / !qvu

wherea-s South Aner ica was col-onised from South-Western Europe where

this was not the case. The role models v/ere di f ferent,  the social
' i  mnri  n1- d i  rra5spl .  Second, to anybody vr i th some knolvledge of social

history,  i t  was more than obvious that the th i rd t ransformat ion

^^"r I  ^-^;  r . -  fo l low in the wake of  the f i rst  and the second. Thisuvuru EqJfry l
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would make the el i tes in l :oth South America and South Asia very

hesi tant  about the f i rst  two transformat ions. But the South Asian
' leaderq rniohJ_ hrrza harror l  +hat the CaSte baff ierS Vr 'ere SUff iCientr  rL! f  

Yr l  
u

f  n nrF\rant-  1ar7g1 noS f  our and f  iVe frOm SUrgirrg fOrward, f  lOOding the
-  

* l

qfrrrr- l r r re I icrht Iv f ransformed hv fhe r-hance of  the f r rqgl ions of  thev! r t tv u v_1

f i rst  three layers.  The leaders in South America might not have

fel t  thus protected. The Spaniards were thrown out in the per iod

lqr^ /araant_in6, Chi le)  -  LB42 (Dominican Republ ic) ,  and the portuguese

from BraztL ( IBB4),  Buttheir  social  impr int  was lef t  behind. In a

sense one cannot but admire the tenaci ty of  q[@

in South America,  keeping in mind thaL they must have been great ly

inqnired bv the ul t ra-stabi l i tv  of  their  former "mother" countr ies.

The French adage "1. l Ius qa change, plus c 'est  la rn&ne chose"

-^ '^1 . ;  ̂ ^  r -^! !^-  tO India Lhan tO mOSt Ot-her col . t  ntr i  es _ _j_-^.^ I  hoqy[JrrcJ usLLgr Lv f l rurq urrql l  uv r l rv-L vLr lL glvel t  L l rs

t remendous f lexibi l i ty  of  the r ich Hlndu cul ture.  In China and
T^^-- .  + l .  ^  ^;  ! ,\Jqyarr  Lrrs rrudd.t ioat  ura= di f  ferent.  There is no way in which these

two countr ies could s imply keep Lhe structure and transform the

f unct ions,  and st i l l  y ie ld a modern l 'Jestern social  f  ormat ion.  The

mat-cr iaL for  the intel lectuals/professionafs/arLrsts and administrators/

bureaucrats was certainly present at  the top of  sociel-y.  But the

third ingredient in the t r {estern social  f  ormat ion,  the corporate, /

cani i -a l  i  s f  e lernent was at  the bottom! Somehor,v i t  had to be hoisted

,rn r-n l -hn tnn in order for  a Society to repl fCate thc ' , 'Jestern social-"" ty

format ion i f  not  tVestern social-  h istory.  For that  to happen the point

of derrartrrre vy35 too di f fcrent How could that be achieved?

In Japan, th is is precisely what happened: dur ing Lhe end of

the Tol iugavra Era,  merchant capi taf  vras accumulat ing at  the same

t ime as the samurai-  were in decl ine.  I t  was the bacl<qround for

the famous shi-sh6 al l iance, whereby the merchants gave r ice st ipends

to the samurai ,  the intel lectuafs/warr iors,  sustaining them by

paying their  l ivel ihood. In short ,  the BCI-complex was already

there as a syml: iosis thaL had- emergcd cnt i re ly endogenously.  How

the merchants managed to get out of  their  "g ipsy" image and into
!L j  -  : Ievated aS tha ,Tananesc . .c\r()orat  i  on toda. '  ;  ^  -  1^ ' . -Jur i rELlr_Lrrv cr5 srEvcrLc(r  d.> Ll l -  

- ' ' -Jy r  15 d f  uI Ig

story in which the mariage de conv6nience vr i th the S ! i  nust  have

nl : r rod i  r i l -hai .  mainr 16l  e_ HOWeVef that  n i \z ha i  n Ofdef tOr t tqfvv '
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carry out the rnodern funct ions f rom the top, a t ru ly structural

t ransformat ion was neededr and tool< place. The resul t  is  Japan, today.

l r lhat  happened in China was very di f  f  er :ent .  The ent i re Chinese

system was in cr is is,  not  only the intel- l -ectuals and warr iors.

A total  t ransformat ion was cal- led for ,  and in addi t ion a f ight  against

l iestern and Japanese imperiaf ism. The transformat ion can be seen

as a three-stage process: the Guomindang per iod I9 l1-L949, the

i iaoZeSong Per iod L949-L976, and the thi rd per iod af ter  the death

of I ' iao:?edong which we are nov/ exper iencing. of  course, in the

f  i rs l '  ner i  nd -  na)\^7Fr anr l  ruo4]th r ,verc no loncrer vzi  1-  h thn Fmnarnr and

the mandarinate,  but  came into the hands of  the Big lJar lords,  the

Fl j  ^  r :nr lnr . rnarq _ and Ri o l l rban-baSed. I t  was the taSk Of the mi l lenia-ULY r urrs ULY

old Chinese bureaucracy to be at  thc disposal  of  the three'bigs '

as bcfore i t  had been at  the disposal  of  the Emperor.  That the system

becarne ut ter ly corrupt,  opppressLve, and rot ten,  a lmost goes without

saying. Maybe the Guomindang per iod should oe seen rather as the

end of  the Emperor system, in the gutter,  than as the beginning of

some1_ h i  ncr nnvT !r '^  t  ^ ' ra l i t iCS Of thc,  f  i  rsf  nresi  dCnt Of theJvl(Lg LrIr I rY l IUW, Ll tg I t tV!  qI  
YUqf I  LIUJ VI LI IU r  ! !  J L yrsJr\

Chinese Republ ic notwithstanding?

There is no doubt thal  Lhe second per iod broughL in thc people,
r ! -^ -- !^  and the workers,  and in colossal  numbe::s.  t , lor  is  thereLrrs ysqJolr  LJ

any doubt that  Lhe l iaozedong revoft i t ion was rnade against  Lhe merchants,

.n l i je the preceding transf ormaLron rhythm, in an cf  f  or t  to l iberate

their  creat ive energies.  But,  in other terms: th is means that the

net outcome of the I ' laozedong transformat ion lvas a rnodern China

r,v i thout the th i rd Ieg of  the technocrat ic t r ipoclr  the corporat ions.

The idea was to run the economy on the basis of  bureaucracy,

intel l igentsia,  and above aI l  the Local  leveI,  mobi l is ing popular

forces in a rnyr iad of  smal l -scale ef for ts wi th in the sett ing provided

by the People 's Communes ( f rom 1958).  Conceivably th is is the

basic factor the Chinese process had. to catch up with af ter  the death

of uiao' tef leng: the creat ion of  a corporate element,  a "pr ivate sector"  ,

! r  yuu rrAU. There is the farnous sloqan of  the Four

t . lodernizat ions:  of  agr icul ture,  industry,  the mi l i tary and science

but the keyword here is probably"modernizaLion" rathcr than 1-he

four speci f i  c  f ie lds.  Both i -n the agr icul tural  and industr ia l  domains

l . :aq, i r :  r -hanoeq =ra f  : lz in^ nt .aCe in the Sense that a nr iVate SeCtOt:  iSq vr-
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emerging both for  product ion and distr ibut ion,  and intel fectuals

are no doubt also gear lnqr their  act iv i t ies more in th is direct ion.
ml. ;  ^  *a\ .7 nr. l l_ harze talcen nl  ar-o af  f  he Fa?nAnca nf  J-ho r tnrr l . l  i  nal l lJ  l t ta l  UI tLtuJ Lql \El l  lufquL qU Urtg ts,UUIfU

sector;  based on the planning of  product ion,  d istr ibut ion and

consumption in the ?eople 's Republ ic.  But i t  has def in i te ly taken

nl ar:e at  f  he F'n^ne^ aF +he f  OCal SeCtO1^ .

Let me try to summarize.  The Russian Revolut ion was an

effort  to make al l  four t ransformat ions in the name of the th i rd

and r .ndad l rn dni  nc f  ho f  i rcf  ao. . rnr l  anr l  f  ha f  nrrr l -hr r lJet  lvur Lrr , rcrrrrrr9

considerably short  precisely on the thi rd.  The South Aner ican

non-transformat ion was exact ly that :  nei ther the f i rst ,  nor the

second, nor the th i rd,  nor the fourth -  and relat ively successful

at  that ,  a lbert  wi th t remendous var i -at ions wi th in the cont inent.

South Asia was the clever pupi l  in t -he IJestern development = u_niversaf

modernisat ion c lass,  managing to Jceep the social  structure basical ly

in tact ,  yet  t ransforming the funct ions.  Btt  for  Jaoan dn' : i  ( l i r lha tnere

were considerable rier.nrtures fron the Western process.

'Fha I  nni  g iS di f  f  erenf rrar-  +ha rr . r^ COUntr ieS Were def i  n i  te l  vvlerrut  l - -  L l rsr  wElL

ha:di  nn . i  n f  he di f  eCLiOn Of t -  ho Rf-T-r .nmnl aw Thnrr  h^d the BIevrt t t / f  u^.  r r rsJ l lqr

parL on top, hence no problem parLicular ly as Lhere was no trans-

cendental ly-or iented rel ig i -ous Lradi t ion for  IJestern "ral ional i ty"

to supersede. The f i rst  t ransformat ion,  hence, was not needed

3y lJestern standards these v/ere already secular states,  nei ther

confucianism nor fuddhj-snr having any place for a God lcestowing

salvat i -on on sinners wi th His grace. I ior  d id T-^^-^^^ ^ l - ;  ^+J apanese snl-ntoISm,

which was used to sanct i fy the State,  her,crer ing -"r- l ' ,e for  ths State ' : :e in,^"

almost sacred); nor Chinese daoisn with its dial-ectical naturd philosophy.

lJithin this setting, *,o the extent to which the seconcj, thiri and

for.rrth transformations in the Western sense ever took place is open to discus-

sion. I  wou1d argue that they are strongly based on indiv idual ism,

- - ,1 
rL- 

-+ 
T-^^-d.rrLr LlrcrL r . rayctr l  is  a lmost the negat ion of  indiv idual- ism, the group or

cof l -ect iv i ty at  var ious levels being the social  atom. lVhat is

qui te c lear is that  af ter  the defeat of  Japan in the Second World

Vlar,  the U.S. occupat ion f  orces t r ied to impose the !"Jestern socio-

hi  crnr i  n: ' l  nrccess with a human r ights t radi t ion,  pot i t ical  part ies-v ' \



23

and a par l iament,  f ree t rade unions, and the dissolut ion of  the

nowFr of  i_wo of  fhe nodereq f(ct icos in the lber ian t radi t ion:

the landlords and the mi l i tary.  In addi t ion Japan had a creat ion

of i ts ov,7n, the zaibutsr,r ,  a conglomcrate of  cooperat ing economic

inst i tut ions of  d i f ferent types (hence, .  1L-- .
n6l t r le cartel ,  wi th

which i t  is  of ten compared);  these were also the objects of

dismantl ing exercises.  The lat ter  was not successful .  The land

ref  orm probably was, but as to the rni l i tary i i is  bet ter to postpone

ih\7 i r r r laamanl*.  TO vthat CXtent pOIi t iCal  part ies/par l iament are

real ly important in the Japanese decis ion-making process is cerLainly

a subj  ect  of  debate "

In China the creat ion of  a BCl-complex came a cenr-ury later

than in Japanf and in stages. On Lhe other hand, China had something

that certainly has to do r .v i th the th i rd t ransformat ion,  rn grar: t ing

rcal  c i t izenship,  even digni ty on Lhe common man, the worker and the

peasant. As in thc. case c.f Japan, the Confucian tradition woul-d cert:inly

stand in the way of  the fourth t ransfornat ion for  women,and a high

l-evel  of  :<enophobia woul-d have the same ef f  cct  for  f  oreigners.

In addi t ion to that  Japan also has i ts own par idr  c lass,  thc bural<u,nir , ,

a group associated with leather-work and consequent ly not too dissimi lar

f rom par ians in the I I indu sense.

Conclusion of  the conclusion: t r /e have deal t  vr i th s ix social

processes, one of  them, the modeJ- process f  or  developrnent because of

r-ha n^r^76r nnci l ign of  the lVest,  the other f ive nore or l -ess imitat inqL"" -

+I- ;^ Two of  them are cfearfv wi th in the Occident:  theurrIJ l .JIUUg>J.

Qnrzi  af  / '?a<larn I i r r rnna:n nra,  t - ,Jcess and the Southern iuropean/South

American process; one of  then telescoping the standard western

process, the other ai 1-hor n^F r in] .  I  i  na aFF +ha nrnrrnA 
'1^i*- ,ng

so \ /prv Iate- Then there is the Fi indu qn^r-p- ernineni-  Iv srr i ted for,  !1r ! r r rL l rL!J JqaLLu !vr

a transformation and for that reason not reaf ly being transforrneC.

Fina1ly,  there is the O: iental-  space with a di f ferent socio-1ogic,

creat ing their  BCI <omplexes in their  own vrays.  Interest ingly

ennr icrh- |h,-  r -orrnfrv l -haJ- we.S fnoSt t fangfnrmnd fhrnrrah +l- ' ' i  ^errvs\Jrr ,  L!qr l r rvr t r lsu Lrrrvuvt t  Ltr f  
-  

prvug>>,

Japan, never ta lks of  i tss l f  as having had a revolut ion - ' -he term

"Mei j  i  Restorat ion'beinq used for the events of  1866- whereas the
nr^^6ceae 'eacciated with the names of  GanChi and. l fac; :donq certainly

were revolul_lonary But were the consequences revolut ionarv?
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I  have argued elsewhere that for  Gandhi the burden was too heavy

and for Maotzedong i t  was too l ight !  Gandhi  wanted to mobi1ise

the pariahs and the @gCS-, not to mention the women against the

top three, the brahmins and kshatr iyas and vaisyas -  and he was

ki l led by a bul let  f  i red by a non-f  anat j -c brahmin. t tac fedong's

revolut ion was also against  those at  the topr f rom a Western point

of  v iew, But f rom a Chinese point  of  v iew i t  was more l ike mobi l is ing

the top three layers intel lectuals r  p€dsdrr ts,  workers against

the fourth,  the merchants (al though certainly in al- I iance with

warlords,  landowners and big business).  From the point  of  v iew of

social  topography, Gandhi 's was an uphi l l  f iqht ,  Mao "?edong's f ight .

was downhi l l .  Gandhi  fa i led,  and so did Mao l  edong i f  the goal  was

modernisat ion:  h is struggJ-e against  the merchants was successful  but

only a pyrrhic v ictory,  leaving the country at  h is death wibh a

truncated BCl-complex .
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Let us then try a s l ight ly di f ferenl  approach to the same

problem: the relat ionship between Western social-  h istory and

social  t ransf  ormat j -ons elsewhere. Again,  t 'able 2 may look scmewhat

formidable,  but  the logic is the same as in Table I  ,  only not

div ided in four by thc compass and the map of  theworldj  but  according

f  n l - rznc cr f  no\ ,Ve1. .
- ] -yu.Y""

rFhn 
^ni  nf  nf  dcrnarf  r r rp f  Or the WhOl e Tahl  e i  s noger.  Thev\

-u 
=ar*o normat rve ,

coercive and contractual  or  thepower of  ideas, the power of  destruct ion

and the r lcrvrer Of COnStrUCtiOn. BUt then there iS aISo mpf a-n.) \^rer

or the power over power,  the powcr to decide what k ind of  powcr

to useror what k ind of  power-mix,  in a given si tuat ion.  These

three forms of  poh/er,  and the meta-power arc Lhen seen as embedded

in inst i tut j -ons wi ththeir  gener ic descr ipt ions,  Cufture,  MiI i tary,

Fcannmrz :nr l  Dnl  i1-r ;

So much for the power sentrers or power wielders.  Power,

however.  is  a relat ion:  there aLso have to be power reccivers.

Leaving the outsidc ' , ' . 'or fd out,  I  woufd then see two types of  power

receivers:  people and non-people,  the lat ter  being marginal ized,

nnf hoina raal l r r  nf  ] -ha qnniatrz o\rAn i f  l_harz ara in cncial*rz
rvvfL Ll  .

And that gives us an ans\{er to the quest ion formulated above:

Why do we f  ind Epg_t cfasses, and one rnarginal  group? There is a Iogic

to i t :  three types of  power could give r isc to thrce types of  povJer

-^-r^-^ --J + r-  ̂ *  !1.^-^ those t-w()  tvnes of  n()we. i -  receivers.
-El l9glJt  

q l IU Ll lg l l  Lr lgtg qIg LrrVJs uvvu LJtJUJ v!  vvwL! ! t

Fiowever,  to th is should then be added a level  O at  the very top,

the apex of  society,  the poinl  where meta-power is exercisecr. ,  the surmi- t .

This is not a c l -ass,  I t  is  precisely the central  point  howevcr

much i t  may be legi t imised as being by grat ia dei  or  an expression

of vox popul i  (wi th the obvious Lransi t ion formula,  vox popul i ,
. .vox d.er )  .

Actual ly,  according to th is forrnula the second worl-d or social ist

forrnat ion should be wri t ten somewhat di f ferent ly:  on top the party

alone as the rvrelder of  normat ive power and meta-power;  then the

mil i tary and the pol ice wielding coercive pov/er,  then the 1-echnocracy



Hindu, traditional brahmin lishatriya

China, traditional shih shih

Japan, traditional shi - 
l.- -:5t tr

Power receivers

POLrfy PEOPLE (4) NON-PEOPLE (5)

workers/ marglnals
peasant.s

KINGICOURT

workers/ marginals
farmers

STATE/CAPITAL PRESIDENI/ TRADE UNIONS I.OCAL I,EVil,
CORPORATTONS CABINEI

vai-shya

PARLIAI"IENII

KING/COURI qhudr:a pariah

EMPEROR/ mrig-litrng marginals
l4andarinate

H"PtrROR/ r'r6i',6 rnarginals
^L^-,--+^
-rr t  

jurqLE

Table 2z SOCIO-HISTORY AND TTIE DGRCISE OF POIJER

Power senders

Normative power Coercive po\Mer Contractual power Meta-power
Idea trrower Destructj-on povver Construction power Power over power

CULTURE (1) IIILITARY (2)

Western traditional
n] 

-^^UIEJJ

Institution

Western nxcdern
F1 ^^^

Institution

intelligentsia bureaucrats

UNTVERSITY STATE

clergy

CHURCH

aristocrats

MILITARY
I,AW

ECONOMy (3)

aristocrat/burghers

LANDAIII,'JN

capitalists

e!e!e

shcr
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( the BCI-complex) wielding contractual  power,  and as no four,

the wor l (ers and i :he peasants.  That structure is actual ly inpt ic i t

in Table I  a l ready. But I  have preferre6 a var iat ion so as to make

the gap Joetween workers and peasantsrand between partocracy

and technocracy (  and between non-manual and manual )  more vis ib le.

In the Table the podere s f (ct icos are very v is ib le as wel l

as their  major expression, the King and his Court .  So are the

r :hal  lenclers:  f  he rrnirzorsi  l -v wi th secular knnrnr ' ledcro r-hal  l r -nrr inrr  l -  hprurrYU! J.

sacred knowledge of  the church, the State turning the mi l i tary

(  and the pol ice )  and the administrators of  law in general  into

siate funct ionar ies,  the cfassicaf  econony of  a t radiLional  society

bcing Lurned into any kind of  mixture betwcen cenLral ly planncd

and free market economies run by the State and the C orporat ions

resnect i  r re ' l  v  -  And then the basic chal lenoe at  f  he I  evel  of  the

pol i ty i tsel f :  the Fresident succeeding the King, the Cabinet the

Court .  and Par l iament graduat ly opening i tset f  to the pcople,  and

even to non-people.  I  have added l ' rade Unions as the power instruments

of workers and peasants and the f ,ocal  iev- l  as ih:  ( rn '*ntral)  lnwer basis

of  non-people.  Anyone with a sense of  l {estern history woufd th ink

of a high number of  t ransi t ion formulas,  for  instance, the nordic

formula of  subst i tut ing the cabinet for  the court  and ma1<ing i t

resnclnsih ' l  e tn D:r l  i :monf rzef  1<eenino ]_ ha l r ina al"  leaSt in theruruvrrr  f  qrrrurru,  j - -  i : r l rY r  
qu

namc. And those part icular ly interested in Spanish history wi l l

see the f  i rst  chal- lenge to the poderes f /act icos af  ter  thc c leath

of Francc, in thc shape of  Lhe r  ar l iament,  arxr  the obvious react ion of

23 February f9Bl :  the at tempt (ser ious or nct  ser ious is another matter)

^€ -  d^r^^ ; -  Par l iament.  Obviously,  the second basic chal lenge in Spainu! q 
:  ur l /s rrr

comes from a strong State,  for  instance capable of  levying taxes and

even col lect ing them from people not glacl ly suf fer ing such excrcises.

And the thi rd chaf lenge is already therc:  the universi ty as the

base for intel lectual  po\{er,  pushing Lhe church into the background

as a servicc inst i tut ion for  re l ig ious r iLual  only.  Consequent ly,

there is mater ia l  for  at  least  two more grfpe at ter , rpt-s,  one in the

ministry (of  f inance) and another in the major universi ty.

Let us norv return to the basic points rnade in the f i rst  sect ion:

the four t ransformat ions tool< considerable t ime and the ' : ra:rsformat ions were

successive,  not s imuftaneous. Yet,  and that 's the point  made in the
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second sect ion above, that  process is not only descr ipt ive of

Western social  h istory,  but  normat ive for  the rest  of  the wor ld:

what was good for the West is good for the wor1d. Reading

Western history one is struck by the enormous amount of  t ime needed,

the blood-shed, the back and forth movements,  to obtain th is

funct ional  t ransformat ion wi th so I i t t le structural  change. Reading

Japanese history,  one is s imi lar ly impressed with how 1i t t le blood

was shed, how quickly the t ransformaton took place, and how the

change was not only funct ional  but  a lso structural ,  a l though not

exact ly in the same way as in the West.

To gain in perspect ive, 1et us now try to br ing in the two missing

social  format ions:  musl im and tr ibal ,  the former occidental ,  the

l-at ter  non-occidental ,  but  both of  them def in i te ly located within

the Third World as def ined by Table 1.  There are no tradi t ional

guidel ines for  the analysis of  these format ions,  s j -mi lar  to those

used in Table r .  on the other hand, Tabre 2 is a useful  guide: i t

makes sense to ask for  musl im and tr ibal  social-  format ions how the

three types of  power are exercised, how they are integrated, how the

power receivers are art iculat ing their  demands and how the lat ter  are

recei-ved.


