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Chapter 1 

In trodu ct ion 

MarXism serves as a useful theoretical framework for examining social 

conflict and social change. By pinpointing the mode of production and the 

social relations of production as the basis of social formations, it has 

given insights of lasting value to the understanding of social harmony 

and social cleavages. However, as Marx himself was aware, his 

explanation of historical development was limited to the western 

historical experience of the nineteenth century. Thus the greatest gap 

in classical marxism becomes apparent in its treatment of the non

European or non-Western world. Further, history has demonstrated that, 

contrary to the argument of Marx and Engels, socialist revolutions have 

not started in the most industrially advanced countries of Europe. On 

the contrary most successful revolutions have occurred in the less 

developed countries where, although undeniable compatabilities with 

marxist analysis have been identified and retained, the leadership has 

examined their own unique histories, culture, values and tradi. tions 

in order to formulate successful ways in which to achieve social change. 

A fundamental component of the struggle for independence and liberation 

in the colonized world is the spirit of nationalism in the face of continued 

and organised repression of their way of life. 

Against this background, therefore, this essay aims at examining 

nationalism as a force for change and the role of national democratic 

movements in that process. Taking a broad and com_!XIrative approach, 

an attempt will be made to highlight what is general as well as what is 

specific to nationalism and national movements in their various guises. 

This discussion will be set against a thorough account of classical 

marxist analysis as applied to western Europe and the modifications which 

developed out of the neo-marxist focus on underdevelopment. Of 

theoretical significance to the concerns of th.ts essay, is the work of 

Antonio Gramsci, particularly his concept of hegemony. For this 

reason, his contribution will also be treated in some depth. 
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The notion of the bourgeois revolution will be examined and will be compared 

and contracted with the notion of the national democratic revolution. One 

theme will be to examine the role played by economic forces in the process 

of change and in the development of national movements and it will be 

demonstrated that, in the last instance, economic factors play a determining 

role in the nature and direction of change . At the same time, the role of 

the individual will be explored in order to examine the impact of the human 

will on the historical process. It will be argued that whilst conscious 

intervention by men might affect the nature and direction of social change to 

a point ,ultimately they are restrained or confimed by the limits of the 

socio-economic environment in which they operate. In this regard, 

therefore, it will be argued that national democratic movements have been 

the products of both economic conditions of a specific nature and the actions 

of individuals working upon these conditions. In this regard it will be 

pointed out that national democratic movements have often achieved their 

objectives, and sometimes socialist objectives, by being able to encourage 

diverse classes or sectors within society to identify with their goals. 

Whilst generalizations can be made with regard to social conflict and social 

change, it is contended that the use of conjunctural analysis should be 

central to a discussion of this nature. The term conjuncture is understood 

to be the ensemble of social relations at a given point in time and space. 

These should be treated intrinsically as well as being seen as part of a 

wider structure. (So for example, the revolutions of the eighteenth and 

nineteenth centuries can generally be termed bourgeois revolutions, given 

the stage of economic development in Europe at the time and paving the way, 

as they did, for the development of capitalism. However, given the 

difference in the conjunctures of say, England and France, at the poliUcal 

and ideological levels as well as at the economic level, response was very 

different in each case. France took a revolutionary path, whilst England 

travelled a more evolutionary one.) 
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By the same token, one can generalise about national movements and social 

change in the less developed countries, arguing that they arose in response 

to the common experience of underdevelopment. At the same time, 

however, the nature of the conjuncture in each case must be analysed and 

taken into account in order to explain why certain measures were adopted 

by certain national movements. For example, the extent of western 

capitalist penetration must be considered, the presence or absence of formal 

colonial control as well as the nature and distribution of classes amongst 

the colonized or underdeveloped population. 

A distinction should be made between the notion of revolution and that of 

transition. Whether one is concerned with the move from a feudal to a 

capitalist mode of production, or with the move from capitalism towards 

socialism, or with the move from foreign capitalist domimtion towards 

liberation, this distinction must be borne in mind . Revolution, irrespective 

of how long the contradictions out of which it is born have existed, is 

a rupture or abrupt change in the social and economic order, the victory of 

one class over another, and it potentially opens up possibilities of 

transition from one order to another. 

This applies whether we are talking about a bourgeois revolution, a sex:: ialist 

revolution or a national revolution. The process of transition, on the other 

hand, is a more long term phenomenon whereby one mode of production is 

destroyed and replaced by another, changing, at the same time, the 

political and ideological elements of the social formation. It will be argued 

that the nature of the revolution, the alliance of classes engaged in the struggle 

for social change as well as the nature of the forces with which they l:n ve to 

contend, will ultimately determine the likelihood of successful transition 

or, alternatively, the duration of that transition. 

The essay begins with a discussion of the basic concepts to be used. These 

include an explanation of Gramsci' s concept of hegemony and on the pivotal 

role of the organisation of the production in determining the nature and features 

of a society. An outline of the development of European economies from 

feudalism to capitalism will be discussed, followed by an examination of the 
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bourgeois revolutions that accompanied this process . 

The essay then focusses on late capitalism, in particular imperialism, 

and the contribution of neo-marxists . l'he effects of imperialism on 

colonized masses, with particular ref. to the concept of the national 

bourgeoisie; the peasantry and the proletariat, will then be discussed . 

The nature and potential of alliances between these classes will be 

critically examined. An explanation of Gramsci' s concept of hegemony, 

which is of particular imperialism to the question of alliances, will be 

presented. 

Finally the origin and nature of the concept of "National Democratic" 

movements will be discussed. 
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CHAPTER 2 

APPROACH 

The approach used in this paper is to examine the national movements against a 

background of the historical development of society. A central role is assigned 

to the evolution of the economic system in tracing this development. The modes 

of production that have characterised different societies at different points 

in time shall be briefly discussed. 

Marx pointed out that production is the activity of human beings working on their 

natural environment to modify it to meet their needs. This production can be seen 

merely from a technical, physical point of view (in terms of the forces of 

production) or in terms of the actual activity of work (the labour process). As 

a social process, however, it also involves relations between people, the social 

relations of production which govern access to the means of production and the 

use of the product. These relations are the result of a long process of 

historical evolution. 

Marx argues that the analysis of society must start from the structure of social 

relations, and not from individual choices or motivations. "In the social 

production of their existence, men enter into definite, necessary relations, which 

are independent of their will, namely relations of production corresponding to a 

certain stage of development of their material forces of production. 

Marx states that "The mode of production of material life conditions the social, 

political and intellectual life processes in general." A mode of production is 

the simple,basic structure of social relations that is the starting point for the 

analysis of a particular stage of history. Different stages of development are 

characterised by particular, different structures. Each mode of production defines 

a pair of opposed classes, a class of producers and a non-producing class that 

exploits them. The relationship between these two classes is the central, 

defining feature of the mode of production, At this level of abstraction classes 

should not be thought of primarily as groups of people, but as opposing positions 

within a structure of social relations. In particular, a class cannot be conceived 

of in isolation, since it only constitutes a class by virtue of its relation to 

another class. 
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The various modes of production have existed in successive stages in the history 

of human society. Each had its own structure and was able to "reproduce" 

itself - that is to maintain both the forces of production (by replacing used up 

means of production etc) and the relations of production (by perpetuating the sub

ordination of one class by another). The mechanisms of reproduction differ, of 

course between different modes. The stability of each mode, however, is only 

relative; each generated development of the forces of production, and in the 

process, brought about changes in its own functioning that led in the end to 

a breakdown of the existing structure and its replacement by the next in the 

sequence. 

Marx states that "at a certain stage in their development, the material productive 

forces of society come into conflict with the existing relations of production.. • 

From forms of development of the productive forces these relations turn into their 
)l 

fetters. At that point an era of social revolution begins ••• 

In broad outline, the Asian, ancient and feudal and modern bourgeois modes of 

production may be designated as prbgressive epochs of the socioeconomic order", 

Society, according to this account has evolved from a n.ebulous primitive 

conunercial stage, through the ancient and feudal periods into the capitalist 

societies, which will in turn be replaced by cOIIDI1unism. Socialism is a transition 

phase between capitalism and communism. The ancient mode is defined by the 

opposition between slaves and free slave-owning citizens. The feudal which shall 

be examined in greater detail in Chapter 3, in its classic form, involves production 

for local use by a class of unfree peasants or serfs who control their own 

subsistence plots, but are compelled, by extra economic coercion, to support a class 

of feudal landlords. 

It is important to keep in mind, as Amin reminds us that ''Marx and Lenin always 

believed that there were different roads of capitalist development and that these 

were related to class struggles and to hegemonic class blocs." .f:'A recognition of 

this reality led Marx to point out that the history of Asia, Africa, America and 

Latin America could not be fitted into this "Euro-centric" succession of stages. 

For example he introduced a distinct mode - the "Asiatic" mode to explain 

differences he percieved in Asia. Thus Marx was aware of historical specificity 

and spatial and temporal differences, but as this main area of concern was Western 

Europe in the 19th Century, he did not fully develop these ideas - This was left 

to the ieo-marxist tradition arising out of the theory of underdevelopment. 
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Marx admitted that the succession of stages could be broken by outside influences 

especially by conquest. "In all conquests there are three possibilities: the 

conquering nation subjects the conquered nation to its own mode of production ••• 

or it allows the old mode to remain and is content with tribute ••• , or 

interaction takes place, which gives rise to a new system, a synthesis •••• 

In all cases the mode of production - whether that of the conqueror or of the 

conquered nation or the one resulting from the fusion of the two - is the determinant 

of the new distribution that occurs". 

A social reality cannot be reduced to a single abstract mode of production. Marx 

has argued that: "In every social formation there is a specific kind of production 

that predominates over all the others, and whose relations therefore determine their 

rank and influence - It is a general illuminant tingeing all other colours and 

modifying their specific features". Relations characteristic of several modes of 

production may be combined in a "social formation" with one of them pre-dominating. 

Such an approach for e.g. the inclusion of the petty commodity mode of production 

which is characterised by production for the market by independent producers who 

own their own means of production. This mode can be said to articulate with the 

dominant mode within the overall social formation. 

An important feature of the approach adopted by this essay is expressed clearly 

by Amin when he states "Historical materialism will not permit us to conceive of 

capitalist development as an economic fact, that is as an isolated transformation 

of the relations of production through the evolution of the productive forces, 

without the active intervention of political transformations". 
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CHAPTER 3 

FROM FEUDALISM TO CAPITALISM 

For nationalism to become a reality in Western Europe Feudalism had to disintegrate 
and a capitalist society had to be ushered in. This chapter examines the nature of 
feudal societies, why they had to disintegrate and how capitalism came to dominance. 

Perry Anderson minimally defines feudalism as "the combination of large landownership 
with small peasant production where the exploiting class extracts the surplus from 
the innnediate producer by customary forms of extra-economic coercion - labour 
services, deliveries in kind or rents in cash -and where commodity exchange and 
labour mobility are correspondingly restricted". Capitalism is distinguished from 
all the preceding stages by the fact that all modes of production in class 
societies prior to it extract surplus~abour from the immediate producers by means 
of extra economic coercion. (p4O3). lV 

Capitalism is the first mode of production in history in which the means whereby 
the surplus is pumped out of the direct producer is "purely" economic in form -
the liage contract. The "superstructure" of kinship, religion, law or the state 
necessarily enter into the constitutive structure of the feudal mode of production 
intervening directly in the internal nexus of surplus extraction. Capitalist 
formations are the first in history to seperate the economy as a formally self 
contained order - they provide by contrast its "external pre conditions". Pre 
capitalist modes of production cannot be defined except via their political, legal 
and ideoalogical structures since these are what determines the type of extra 
economic coercion that specifies them. 

Feudal Europe was not a homogenous entity - Its regional social formations were of 
qualitatively different kinds and played different unequal roles in their 
interrelationship. Nonetheless striking progress towards homogenization was made 
very quickly in the course of s-everal centuries. For Europe the Romantization of 
Italy, Gaul and Iberia testified to the power of the tendency towards homogenization. 

It would be useful to mention the three unequally developed subregions of feudal 
Europe since later paths of development can be traced back to this unevenness. The 
regions were 

(i) the most developed - Italy and the regions that make up the Languedoc. In this 
relatively developed region feudal farms did not expand because they came up 
against a more solid ancient heritage. 

(ii) partially developed - northern France, England, Holland, Western and Southern 
Germany, and Bohemian.Feudal f•rms grew and capitalism found its most fertile 
soil in this region. 

(iii) original level of development not as high - Eastern Germany, Scandinavia, 
Hungary, Poland and Russia. Feudalism appeared later and was characterized 
either by models of integration or models of external domination. 

As pointed out above, the different manifestations of feudalism have been defined 
by the prevailing superstructure - In societies preceding it, ideology was the 
dominant instance in the sense that social reproduction operated directly on that 
level. 
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Thus ideology, normally in the form -of a religion, was the ideology of the state. 
In this case the superstructure was perfectly adapted to the relations of production. 
However in the feudal West, Catholocism was resisted by the fragmentation of the 
feudal lords and by the resistance of the peasantry. 

The independent organisation of the church during the feudal stage allowed for 
more flexibility in the transformation of relations of production in these regions. 
The adjustments of religion took two forms in the West: the modification of the 
ideological content of religion (Prof.estantism) and the elevation of religion to the 
place of state ideology (gallicanism or Anglicanism). This occurred as royal 
absolutism gained strength in the period of the mercantilist transition. 

Feudal Europe was differentiated by, amongst other factors, the contact certain 
regions had with Brzantine and Arab areas. "In these regions, particularly Italy, 
not only were the productive forces more highly developed (manufacturing) but also 
embryonic capitalist relations appeared sooner. However, it is not these advanced 
regions that ultimately became the centres of capitalist d~velopment but the 
partially developed regions described above " (Amin P81) ~) 
Feudal Europeunderwent "expansion without change" from 1150 to 1300. This 
expansion underwent a crisis from 1300 to 1450 because of decreasing output from 
existing technology. This meant a series of technical revolutions in agriculture. 
This was facilitated by the flexibility of the relations of production - serfdom 
was lightened or abolished, payment in money was suostituted for that in work or 
kind etc. A second wave of expansion followed : 
the search for food products or wood through the colonization of new lands, whether 
reconquered from the Arabs . (Spain and Portugal) or located in the Euro-Asian steppes. 
(the Ukraine+ Siberia) or the islands of the Atlantic. 

This was the initiative of the monarchist merchants - a movement which established th1 
economic system of the mercantilist world. It was in this system that the old 
advanced regions (e.g. Italy) lost their advantage to the new centres of north 
Western Europe. Thus from 1500 to 1800 Europe underwent a transitional period 
during which the capitalist mode gradually established itself within the feudal 
system. 

At the end of the mercantilist period there emerged a world conditioned by the 
results of a new type of unequal development - that of the mercantilist era. In 
1800 there were capitalist centres on one side and peripheries on the other. Among 
capitalist centres some were complete (England and to some extent France) whilst 
others were not. 

The dominant character of society was feudal in England until the revolutions of 
the 17th Century (fromwell, then 1688), in France until 1789 and in Germany and 
Italy until the 19th Century unification. However it would be incorrect to newvic 
bourgeois revolutions as absolute breaks with the past. Struggles heightened into 
outbreaks of revolution which were often succeeded by periods of restoration. 
Cromwell's radical revolution was followed by a restoration, then by a second 
mild but incomplete "revolution" - carried further by the peaceful extension of the 
franchise in 1832. In France also the revolution that culminated in 1793 was followed 
by a long restoration. The revolution in 1848 was part bourgeois, part proleterian 
and was followed by a second restoration - connnenting on these trends, Am.in states 
"class struggle continues after it (revolution) although it creates a point of no 
return in the process of social change" 

By the time feudal societies acquired their complete form with absolute monarchies 
new class contradictions (agrarian capitalism plus manufacturing capitalism) were 
too far advanced for the state to avert their development in any significant way. 
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At this stage of development the struggle between exploited peasants and their 
feudal exploiters is the decisive one in the combination of struggles leading to the 
capitalist transition. When the bourgeoise was too weak, as in Germany peasant 
struggles failed because in themselves they· could not produce capitalism. 

However, as pointed several times above, diverse circumstances and forms ensured 
that these struggles themselves developed into different paths - Peasant and 
bourgeois struggles interacted and mutually reinforced one another in an escalating 
historical spiral. It was the nature of these series of alliances that makes 
Peter Jones remark that "the great paradox of . 1848 revolutions - the revolutions were 
in fact made by these classes who were for the most part untouched by the general . 
range of liberal ideologies - It was the working class that died on the barricades" ;f-
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CHAPTER 4 

THE BOURGEOIS REVOLUTIONS 

Marx and Engels, in a famous passage from the·manifesto described the way in 
which the bourgeoisie achieved economic and po 1i tic al power. "At a certain stage •••• 
the feudal relations of property became no longer compatible with the already 
developed productive forces; tney became so many fetters. They had to be burst 
asunder; they were burst asuncer. Into their place stepped freee competition, 
accompanied by a social and political-constitution adapted. to it, and by the 
economical and political survey of tlie oourgeois class". ·~\ 

This passage is widely interpreted as a generalization of bourgeois revolution. In 
the revolutionary road to capitalism. peasants· freed themselves from feudal tutelage, 
establishing a "simple, petty commodity" economy of free peasants. The 
differentiation that was occurring within them resulted in a diffused agrarian 
capitalism - Craft workers also created small, dynamic industrial enterprises -
The second,reformist road resulted mainly from integration into the merchant and 
capitalist system. 

The French revolution is the model of the radical bourgeois revolution. As analysed 
by Albert Soboul the bloc of free peasant and petty craft producers stood against the 
bloc of the oligarchy of great feudal proprietors and the commercial and the 
connnercial and financial big bourgeoisie - Later the empire and then the 
Restoration tried to impose a compromise to safeguard the interests of the big 
bourgeoisie and the great capitalist proprietors descended from the feudal lords., 
However certain measures taken at this stage strengethened the position 9f the 
small peasantry, particularly, its kulak sector. The weight of this small 
peasantry slowed the subsequent development of capitalism in France. ,j_\ 

The English revolution was less radical. In this country the free small peasantry 
and its rich yeoman sector were older and had been the champions of the Cromwellian 
revolution (followed by the Levellers,. whose revolutionary ideology was radical 
in a way unparalleled at the time) Here rationary forces were able to impose a 
com.promise more favourable than in France to the big bourgeoisie and the great 
landed aristocratic proprietors who had begun the agricultural revolution. The 
revolution of 1688 testifies to the nature of this compromise, under which England 
lived until the mid 19th century when the abolition of corn laws destroyed the 
standing of the agrarian capitalism to the exclusive profit of industry, 

England was able to overcome its obstacles sooner - Differentiation within the 
peasantry accelerated before the Industrial revolution, together with the 
modernization of the great states. The Industrial revolution therefore had its 
disposal a bigger proleteriat than it had anywhere else. This proleteriat almost 
became radicalized after the Industrial revolution during the time of Chartism - How
ever massive emigration provided the safety valve that prevented this from 
happening. 

Amir points out that "in radical bourgeois revolutions. the radical peasant 
compotent.goes beyond capitalist demands - It calls into question class society." '0 

Albert Soboul notes that the poor peasants in France did not want the division of 
conununal lands which the rich areas were demanding. 

However, radical or not, peasant struggles have ultimately served the interests 
of the bourgeoisie and not the peasantry. The goal of their radical wing - an 
egaliterian communal peasant society without classes-was ~d*·tealised. 
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Whilst the English and French bourgeoisie was able to provide leadership for the 
development of a national state, this was not the case in Italy - Gram.sci provides 
an illuminating analysis of why this did not occur. In'Prison Notebooks', he asks 
the question why the medieval communes in Italy - the autonomous city states like 
Genoa, Florence and Venice - were unable to create a united Italian nation under 
their absolute monarchies. The answer · to this, he argues is located in understanding 
why the Italian bourgeoisie of the communes was unable to transcend its economic 
corporate phase to create a national state based·on its hegemony. s> 
In his notes on the French Revolution, he states that the Jacobins made the demands 
of the popular masses their own. They identified the interests and requirements 
common to all the national forces and represented the needs and aspirations of all 
the national groups which had to be assimilated to the French bourgeoisie. In 
describing the achievements of the Jacooins, he says "Not only did they make the 
bourgeoisie the dominant class - they made the Eourgeoisie into the leading, 
hegemonic class of the nation and created the compact modern French nation". 

There were many problems in this alliance of the bourgeoisie and peasants - use of 
force etc but this is consistent with Gramsci's approach - "hegemony protected by the 
armour of coercion" (the domination of the 'bourgeoisie is maintained by a 
combination of force and consent depending on the conditions at any one time. 

The balance between coercion and consensus was very different in the Italian 
Risorgimento, the movement which led to the unification of Italy in the 19th 
Century and to the ascendancy of the bourgeoisie. Change actually occurred in a 
very conservative way by the moderate party, led by Cavour, Prime Minister of the 
Independent state of Piedmont, using his monarchy and army. Thus there was no 
reliance on the democratic struggles of the people against the landowners. Instead 
the moderates formed an alliance with the Southern landowners. Thus this 
revolution took the form of what Gram.sci calls passive revolution. This concept 
will be examined in Chapter 7. 

John A Davis, on examining the era of bourgeois revolution makes some useful 
contributions. He points out that it has oeen,erroneously assumed that the 
bourgeoisie has to play a definite leading role in a bourgeois revolution. He says 
"The specificity of bourgeois revolution •••• does not depend on its leading actors 
but on its contribution to the general development of bourgeois society. In the 
German revolution of 1848, Marx urged the workers and artisans to fight for a 
progrmmne of advanced bourgeois democracy. In 1905 in Russia, Lenin insisted on a 
bourgeois revolution being made by an alliance of peasants and workers because of 
the weakness and cowardice of the bourgeoisie. 

Further Davis suggests that a clear distinction be made between bourgeois and 
bourgeois - democratic revolutions. "The political freedoms associated with 
bourgeois democracy are sometimes a corrolary of successful bourgeois 
revolutions but cannot, any more than bC?urgeois leadership, be regarded as an 
essential part of a general definition. ,:; 11 

Those countries that were able to shake off the "fetters" of feudalism first and 
rapidly developed into complete capitalist societies, were able to embark on an 
expansionist policy. This process of imperialism shall be discussed in the next 
section. 
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CHAPTER 5: 

IMPERIALISM AND UNDERDEVELOPMENT THEORY. 

Imperialism forms a major aspect of the conjuncture upon which national movements 

of the twentieth century have to operate. The following is a brief outline of 

some of the major developments around the turn of the century. This outline 

shall be followed by a short examination of the theories of imperialism developed 

recently. 

The nineteenth century witnessed a period of capitalist accumulation and developmen 

in the main centres of capitalism - especially Britian, Germany and France. By 

the end of the nineteenth century Germany and the US had emerged as major 

industrial rivals to Britain. The area effectively integrated into the capitalist 

world economy expanded enormously during the century. In this period we see the 

beginnings of the division of the world into "Advanced" and "underdeveloped" areas. 

The end of the nineteenth century marks another major turning point - the 

beginning of what Leuin called the "Highest stage of capitalism". 

The central issue between the classical marxists, the underdevelopment school and 

neo-marxists is the effects of this expansion on the less developed countries, 

The view held by the "classical marxists", and which has been recently revived 
/"CJ;. , ' 
concern on the progressive role played by capitalism in developing the forces 

of production. According to this view the development of each country is 

determined primarily by its internal structure, specifically by the nature of its 

dominant mode of production. Capitalism tends to generate economic development 

while other modes do not. It emerges initially in a few centres, generates 

capital accumulation and development there and opens up a lead over the rest of the 

world without necessarily taking anything away from it. Capitalism then spreads -

starting the same process in other areas. 

Paul Baran was one of the first writers to examine capitalist exploitation 

substantively on a world scale. He argued that the destiny of underdeveloped 

countries was distinctly different from that of the areas that had experienced 

capitalist development at an earlier date. ,i 
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Baran argued that monopoly leads to restriction of output and of investments, 

and hence to low growth (in all parts of the world) In advanced countries 

output is high and high monopoly profits depress workers' consumption, so that 

there is a chronic shortage of demand, which can be (partially) overcome by waste 

and especially by military spending. In the underdeveloped countries the surplus 

is partly absorbed by the luxury spending of the ruling class but much of it is 

transferred to the advanced countries as profits - contributing to the problem 

of absorbing the rising surplus monopoly thus transforms capitalism from a force 

for development into a cause of stagnation. Because they did not undergo a competi

tive stage underdeveloped countries are "Frozen" at a low level of development of 

production. 

PP Rey, writing in the early 70's, developed Luxemburg's idea of capitalist 

penetration into pre-capitalist modes. Rey provides a more sophisticated account 

of the workings of the pre-capitalist modes involved and their interaction · 

( 1'Articulation") with capitalism. His is a theory of the transition from one mode 

of production to another over a long period in which the two co-exist. He argues 

that some kinds of coonnodity exchange can take place without fundamental alteration 

in the mode of production, so that incorproation into a world market is not 

necessarily a key turning point. The capitalist mode of production requires the 

reproduction of a class of free wage labourers seperated from the means of 

production. This requires marketed supplies of subsistence goods during a long 

transitional period, Until capitalist farming is fully established. In previously 

feudal areas these were ensured by the actions of the ruling class itself. In 

other parts of the world capitalism could only be implanted by external conquest 

followed by foreign investment (in the absence of a nascent local capitalist class) 

Accountin~ for the late start of capitalist development in these areas. In the 
cJ 

nee-colonial stage the persistence of a pre-capitalist mode articulates with 

capitalism hampering development. 1• 

AG Frank and I Wallerstein suggest that the unit of analysis must be a world 
H 

system in which different geographical areas or nations are merely component parts. 

Capitalism is not characterised by a specific relation between classes but rather 

by production for profit within a world system of exchange and by the 

exploitation of some areas by others. The ''Metropolis" or "Core" exploits the 

'Satellites' or 'Periphery' by direct extraction of profit or tribute by 'unequal 

exchange' or through monopolistic control over trade. 

/Page Fifteen •• . 



Page Fifteen 

Underdevelopment is not a state of original backwardness but is the result 

of the imposition of a particular pattern of specialisation and exploitation in the 

periphery. 

Frank and Wallerstein insist that the internal structure and development of 

different parts of the world economy is primarily determined by their place in 

the whole and that the organisation of production at a lower level is secondary. 

The "Dependency theorists" have shown how development can be stifled by limited 

markets and by balance of payments problems, but their analysis rests on an implicit 

assumption of a pre-determined pattern of specialisation between different 

countries. 

An outline of the development of marxist theory serves to highlight the fact 

that tthe relationship between the advanced centres and the LDC'S is such that 

autonomous, complete capitalist transition is impossible to attain in the LDC'S. 

Hence the classical marxist view of the progressive role of capitalism cannot be 

applied to the third world in the twentieth century. The underdevelopment school 

has made a significant contributo the understanding of exploitative relations at 

an international level. In terms of this they have provided content to the 

concepts of the national Bourgeoisie and the comprador class as well as 

explaining bloc transition - concepts which shall be examined in the next section. 

A major weakness of the "dependency theorists" was their almost exclusive emphasis 

on external economic relations to the neglect of internal political determinants as 

a factor in exploitive relations. It was the next generation of neo-marxists like 

Amin that began addressing itself seriously to this short coming. 
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CHAPTER 6 

IMPERIALISM AND THE NEW CLASSES. 

It is quite clear that to-day the world stands sharply divided into centres of 

advancement which have been able to accumulate wealth at an unprecedented 

level, and areas of underdevelopment characterised by backward technology and 

poverty of countries. The precise relationship that exists between these two 

areas has been the centre of much debate. This essay shall operate on the 

assertion that such conditions have developed as a result of the spread of 

capitalism throughout the world with the advanced centres exploiting the LDC'S. 

The following points shall provide the necessary framework within which this can 

be examined. 

(i) From the discussion on the appearance of the capitalist mode it was clear the 

development of the regions destined to become the centres of the world 

capitalist system was made possible by the internal disintegration of feudal 

relations made possible the social framework for the agricultural revolution, 

Rise in agricultural productivity made possible the creation of a surplus, 

prolectariat in the urban areas creating a marketable food surplus necessary 

for the reproduction of this proletariat. Thus the agricultural revolution 

preceded and made possible the industrial one. 

(ii) The articulation of the class alliances that enabled the new capitalist 

relations to spread took different forms but always expressed the same basic 

condition: the alliance of the dominant class (the industrial bourgeoisie) 

with landed property owners within the framework of a complete and powerful 

nation state. 

(iii) The external relations that developed were aimed at fulfilling the needs 

of internal accumulation - creating the world capitalist system. This system 

emerged with a group.of autocentred and interdependent centre formations and 

of peripheral formations subject to the logic of accumulation in the centres 

that dominated them. 

Whilst these stages of development that marx outlined are valid for the general 

establishment of the centres, it is not so for the LDC'S, The following is a 

framework that could possibly be applied to them - Capital from the advanced 

centres emigrated to the LDC'S in search of higher returns. An export sector 

was created there to obtain from the LDC' S products necessary for constan.t 

capital (raw materials) or variable capital (food products) at prices less than 

that of the advanced centres. The internal market in LDC'S will thus be limited 
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and will be biased in favour of luxury goods as against mass consumer 

goods. 

The modes for LDC'S is different from that of the advanced centres in the 

following respects : 

(i) Here the capitalist modes was introduced from outside by political 

domination. Pre capitalist relations did not disintegrate but were deformed 

and subjected to the laws of accumulation of the advanced sector, we can 

see this in the absence of a prior agricultural revolution, that is in the 

stagnation of agricultural productivity. 

(ii) The class alliances that provided the political framework were not 

primarily internal class alliances but an international alliance between 

dominant monopoly capital and its subordinate allies. The latter were 

feudal elements and the comprador bourgeoisie. There was no complete and 

independent national state serving these local classes but only an 

administration serving monopoly capital - directly in the colonial case 

and indirectly during neocolonialism. 

(iii) External relations were not subject to internal development but determined the 

direction and pace of development. 

Four main classes have been identified in colonised populations: The national 

bourgeoisie, petty bourgeoisie, the proletariat and the peasantry. Intense 

theoretical debate wages around each of them and on the question of alliances 

between them. 

Writers on imperialism and its effects have focussed especially on two aspects: 

whether a national bourgeoisie, and whether a peasantry exists in the less 

developed countries, Such theoretical debate has been important because the 

policy of national liberation movements which have been geared towards action, 

have had to analyse societies and face such questions. Perhaps the soundest 
-r.,f?f. 

approach is to examine each social grouping within its specific conjunctive 

without making sweeping generalisations. 
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Various forces play on each individual in a society shaping his/her 

perceptions. If the political positi'on of the individual is viewed outside 

the specific ::onditions of the individual, one would be engaged in a futile 

exercise. 

Prabhat Patnaik, writing about the Indian situation, captures the debate 

around the National Bourgeoisie succintly when he states that the II position 

of the bourgeoisie is paradoxical - it wishes to introduce independent 

national development yet it cannot do so without relying on metropolitan 

countries: It is nationalist yet it must collaborate with imperialism. The 

failure to appreciate this paradox leads to the identification of one group of 

bourgeoisie as nationalists, the other as collaborators. A contradiction 

which underlies the position of the bourgeoisie as a whole is identified 

as existing between sections of the bourgeoisie. 11 _:.J 

On the other hand, Nkrumah is about the toughest attack made on this 

grouping stated that "Africa has in its midst a hard core of bourgeoisie who 

are ana,lagous to colonialists and settlers in that they live in positions of 

privilege - a small selfish money minded reactiongry minority among vast 
I 

masses of exploited and oppressed people." 

Cabral divided the petty bourgeois in Guinea - Bissau into 3 groups in terms 

of their relationship to the struggle for national liberation; a part that has 

compromised itself to the Portuguese and that which has not been able to make 

up its mind. The third is identified by a "total commitment and total 

identification with the toiling masses. 11 It is this group that "commits 

suicide" and would have to play an important role on independence since 

it was the grouping that knew "how to manipulate the apparatus of the state. 11 

'I'he notion of the proletariat as revolutionary grouping is rejected by sorre 

writers e.g. Fanan who label them as 11 a labour aristocry. 11 Such a 

dismissal is generally based on the relative wealth of the workers compared 

to the peasantry. Such a position is weak since it's a highly ne chanistic 

understanding of classes and since it does not recognise the differentiation 

within the peasantry. 
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Equally intriguing is the debate on the peasantry - does it exist? , is 

it differentiated or homogenous?, what are its interests?, does it have 

revolutionary potential? Marxist writers have customarily regarded socialist 

revolutions as involving worker-peasant alliance - especially, after the 

success of the Russian example. Fanon is an example of the recent writers 

that have tended to place more emphasis on the peasant as a revolutionary 

grouping . He says: "In colonial countries the peasants alone are revolutionary, 

for they have nothing to lose but everything to gain. The starving peasant, 

outside the class system is the first among the exploited to discover that only 

violence pays. For him, there is no compromise, no possible coming to terms." 

H /1 NJ Zit A UI V I 

However Hanza Alaic points out that "The constellation of peasant forces that 

participate in a ravolutionary movement depends upon the character of the 

revolution, or, as marxists would see it, the "historic stage" which it 

represents. Thus, when a revolutionary movement progresses from 

"bourgeois - democratic revolution" to "socialist revolution" the roles of the 

different sections of the peasantry no longer remain the same". 

The relationship between workers and peasants and the differing nature of 

peasants can best be seen within the "articulation" framework of P P Rey. 

His theory is that of transition from one mode of production to another over a 

long period during which the two co-exist. He accounts for the workings of 

the pre-capitalists in their interaction (or articulation) with capitalism. He 

argues that some kinds of commodity exchange can take place without 

fundamental alteration in the mode of production so that incorporation into the 

market system is not necessarily a key turning point for the pre capitalist 

mode of production. The capitalist mode requires the reproduction of a class 

of free wage labourers seperated from the means of production. This requires 

marketed supplies of subsistence goods during a long transitional period 
, . . -.., tft I 

until capitalist farming is fully established. 

In previously feudal areas there were ensured by the actions of the ruling class 

itself. In other parts of the world capitalism could only be implemented by 

external conquest followed by foreign investment (in the absence of a nascent 

local capitalist class) accounting for the late start of capitalist development 

in these areas. 
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In the neo colonial stage the persistence of a pre capitalist mode 

articulates with capitalism hampering development. 

In focussing on the alliance of workers and peasants, we are really 

examining an aliiance of elements of modes of production of different 

historical origins. KW G P(!t states that flp_easant production is 

essentially petit bourgeois and pre capitalist.... they do not sell their 

labour. fl However ,AJ..ctY.i'insists on a careful examination of the various sectors 

under the lebel fl peasantry" . 

Firstly, there is the commonly called "poor peasart" who cultivates the 

land for the landlord. He suggests that these peasants be called sharecroppers, 

Secondly the "middle peasants fl who own sufficient land to cultivate for them

selves whom it is accurate to term "Independents smallholders" • l'he ehird 

grouping is the "Rich peasart fl who owns substantial tracts of land and whose 

farming is primarily based on the exploitation of wage labour. 'I'his is the 

capitalist farmer. A fourth group which Alawi suggests has been 

erroneously described as poor peasant is the farm labourers. By placirg them 

in a seperate category Alavi demonstrates that the essential difference is not 

that of relative differences in wealth or property but those of relations of 

production. This differentiation assists us in understanding which sector/s of the 

peasantry would ally itself with the workers. 

'I'he inter-action between urban and rural consequent upon the encroachment of 

capitalism link peasants with towns. New urban enterprises recruit their wage 

labour from the dispossessed peasants. 'I'hose which are unemployed may eke 

oue a living in occupation which are organised in petty-bourgeois lines -

street hawkers, shoe cleaners, etc. Such a situation may te very closely 

articulated with the working class proper but may not be part of it 

structurally. 
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CHAPTER ~: '/ CIASS ALLIANCES AND THE CONCEPT OF HE GE MONY. 

From our discussion on the bourgeois revolutions it is clear that the concept of 
hegemony is central to the type .of transformation a society undergoes. 
Hegemony refers to the creation of a broad based alliance with the most progressive 
sector (bourgeoisie in feudal society, protectariat in capitalis m) achieving a 
position of national leadership. 

The starting point of Gramsci' s concept of hegemony is that a class and its 
representatives exercise power over subordinate classes by means of a combination 
of coercion and persuasion. Hegemony is a relation, not of domination by means 
of force but of concent by means of political and ideological leadership. It is the 
organisation of consent. The use of the term in the Gramscian sense must be distin-;r 
guished from the original Greek meaning, the predominance of one nation over another. 

The foundations of the concent of hegemony were laid by Lepin who built on the work 
which had been done by the pioneers of the Russian labour movement. Perry 
Anderson shows that the term was first used by PlekhanoV' and other Russian 
Marxists in the 1880 1 s to denote the need for the working class to lean an alliance 
with the peasantry for the overthrow of Tsarism, for Le..vin this alliance was the basic 
strategy for the 'bourgeois revolution', as the Russian bourgeoisie was too weak and 

•.JI.I , f<-Ff ". 
cowardly to do so. (This apparent paradox sha-ll be discussed under "Bourgeois 
Revolution "1 

; 

Le1vin accepted the idea of an 'alliance with the bourgeoisie' but qualified this - This 
alliance was not to b.e with the liberal bourgeoisie which was prepared to come to 
terms with the mbria~rony, -the the revolutionary, republican "bourgeiosie" .i.e. the 
peasants . This alliance was both for the revolution and thereafter. All social 
democrats were concerned as to how social democracy would carry on the fight for the 
'next stage' (i.e. the socialist), after the bourgeois revolution. Until April 1919 
Levin did not believe that the first revolution would immediately develop into the 
second because 'only a revolutionary dictatorship supported by the vast majority of 
the people can be at all durable... The Russian protectariat however, is at present 

--,~ 
a minority of the population in Russia (1905). This

1
,rectified in April 1917 when he 

based his tactics in class struggle in the countryside and put forward the idea of a 
dictatorship of the protectariat and the rural poor. 

Arguing agaimst the economists, who saw the working class movement as a 'movement 
of workers 'in the sense of spontaneous struggle by the workers as a body LeNin 
emphasized the necessity for revolutionary theory in a social democratic movement. 
This theory was essential to get workers to play their historical role. 

The party was to be the vanguard and organise,.~he leader and ideologist of the workers 
Levin pointed out that one of the tasks of the party was "to combat spontaniety". 
This was so because !!he "spontaneous development of the working class movement 
leads to its subordination to bourgeois ideology ••• trade unionism means the 
ideological enslavement of the workers by the bourgeoisie. As Kolakawski explains: 
"The workers may fight to sell their labour power on better terms, but the task of 
social democracy is to fight for the abolition of wage-labour altogether." 

For Levin 'the organisation of the revolutionaries (i.e. the party) must consent first 
and foremost of people who make revolutionary activity their profession ••• In view 
of this common characteristic of the members of such an organisation, all 
distinctions as between workers and intellectuals must be affected". Such a party 
would have to take over the spontaneous movement of the working class as well as 
make itself the centre of all forms of protest against social oppression, 
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concentrating all the energies directed against the autocracy regardless of their 
origin (i.e. including the privileged classes). 

It will not be within the scope of this essay to qrgue the merits or otherwise of 
Levin's conception of a party as an agent of socialist revolution. The above has 
simply served to outline how Levin's contribution laid the basis for the concept of 
hegemony where 'a class and its representative exercise power over subordinated class 
by means of a combination of coercion and persuasion'. 

It is important to note that the 1917 revolution triumphed when the Russian working 
class under the leadership of the Bolsheriks succeeded in combining the class 
struggles against the capitalists and Tsarism with a range of massive democratic 
movements - of the peasantry for the land; of the workers, P3asants and soldiers 
against the war, and of the oppressed nationalities for their freedom. The working 
class emerged as the national leader of all these democratic struggles. Since Levin 
developed in practice and in theory the concept of leadership by the working class of a 
broad alliance of social forces, Gramsci regarded him as the founder of the concept of 
hegemony. 

For Levin hegemony was a strategy for revolution. However Gramsci added a new 
dimension to this by extending it to include the practices of a capitalist class on 
its representatives, both in gaining state power, and in maintaining that power once 
it had been achieved. 

Gramsci distinguished between domination (coercion) and 'intellectual and moral 
leadership' 'A social group can indeed must, already exercise 'leadership' before 
winning governmental power (this is indeed one of the principal conditions for the 
winning of such power) it subsequently becomes dominent when it exercises power, 
but even if it holds it firmly in its grasp, it must continue to I lead' as well. - Thus 
Gramsci transforms hegemony from a strategy (as in Levin) into a concept - a tool for 
understanding society in order to change it . 

He developed the idea of leadership and its exercise as a condition for achieving 
state power into his concept of hegemony. Hegemony is a relation between classes am 
other social forces. A hegemonic class, a part of a class, is one which gains the 
consent of other classes and forces by creating and maintaining a system of 
alliances by means of political and ideological struggle. The concept is constructed 
with the aid of a number of other concepts which are related to it. These include 
the 'economic corporate' and the 'national popular'. The notion of building up a 
system of alliances is centrelto the concept of hegemony. He has stated: 'The pro!ec
tariat can become the leading and the dominant class to the extent that it succeeds in 
creating a system of alliances which allows it to mobilise the majority of the 
population against capitalism and the bourgeois state'. 

The working class can only develop into a hegemonic class by taking into account 
the interests of other classes and social forces and find ways of combining them with 
its own interest. It has to transcend sectional or 'economic-corporate' struggles 
and be prepared to make compromises in order to become the national representative of 
a broad bloc of social forces. Roger Simon, discussing this concept, states: 'Thus 
the relation between the two fundamental ·classes of capital and labour is not a 
simple one of position between two classes only, but is a complex one involving 
other classes and social forces. Each side strives to strengthen its own pattern of 
alliances, to disorganise the alliances of the other, and to shift the balance of 
forces in its favour. 1 
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Levin saw hegemony mainly in terms of an alliance of classes or parts of classes. 
Gramsci elaborates on this by adding an important dimension with his concept of 
'National-popular'. According to Gramsci a class cannot achieve national leadership, 
and become hegemonic, if it confines itself only to class interests. It must take into 
account the popular and democratic demands and struggles of the people which do not 
have a purely class character - that is, which do not arise directly out of the 
relation of production. Once again Grmsci conceptualises a strategy of Levin for 
the latter did establish a broad democratic movement as mentioned above. 

Examples that Gramsci points out are the radical and popular struggles for civil 
liberties, movements for national liberation, the women's movement, the peace 
movements and movements expressing the demands of ethnic minorities, of young 
people and students. Each has its own specific qualities and cannot be reduced 
to class struggles even though they are related to them. 

Thus for Gramsci hegemony has a national-popular dimension as well as class 
dimension. It requires the unification of a variety of different social forces into a 
broad democratic alliance expressing a national popular collective will, such that 
each of these forces preserves its own autonomy and makes its own contribution in 
the advance towards socialism. Gramsci calls this strategy of building up a broad 
bloc of varied social forces, unified by a common conception of the world, a war of 
position. 

In analysing the war of position carried out by the two fundamental classes for 
hegemony, Gramsci drew a distinction between the strategy employed by the 
capitalist class and that which is appropriate for the working class. The strategy 
of the bourgeoisie has a special quality which he called passive revolution. This 
concept was derived from his analysis of the Risorgimento - the Italian unification 
movement of the bourgeoisie. This was a "revolution from above" i.e. through the 
agency of the Piedmontese state. 

Gramsci suggests that a strategy of passive revolution is the characteristic 
response of the bourgeoisie whenever its hegemony is threatened and a process of 
extensive reorganisation is needed to re-establish the hegemony. A passive 
revolution is involved whenever relatively far-reaching modifications are made to a 
country's social and economic structure from above - through the agency of the state 
and without the active participation of the mass of people. Social reforms which 
have been demanded by the opposing forces may be carried out, but in such a way 
as to disorganise these forces and clamp down any popular struggles. 

It follows that the appropriate strategy for the working class is an anti-passive 
revolution based on the consistent extension of class and popular democratic 
struggles. 

For the working class the task of passing from the economic - corporate phase to 
the hegemonic phase requires a transformation in the political consciousness of the 
working class and members of the other classes and groups whose support is needed 
for the broad alliance • 
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The various, diverse classes and social forces are bound together by a cementing 
ideology which cannot express the class interests of any one class. It has to 
be a synthesis which is based upon historical traditions of any country and the 
contributions made by the diverse social movements which make up the hegemonic 
bloc. This process of ideological struggle was called by Gramsci intellectual and , 
moral reform. For Gramsci, ideology must be seen as having a material existence in 
the social practices of individuals. 

Capitalist society must be understood as a complex network of relations between 
classes and other social forces, dominated by the struggle between capital and 
labour. These social relations are embodied in a great variety of organisations and 
institutions including churches, political parties, trade unions, the mass media, cul
tural and voluntary organisations. Gramsci calls all these social relations and 
organisations (other than the state) civil society. Civil society embodies both the 
sphere of class struggle and popular democratic struggles. Thus it is the sphere 
where hegemony is exercised. 

A class which is advancing towards hegemony in civil society must also achieve 
leadership in the sphere of production. The bourgeoisie has become the hegemonic 
class in civil society and because of its control over productive forces. However, 
this power has never been absolute - this has always been challenged by the 
struggles of the workers. The social relations of civil society interpenetrate with 
the relations of production. The term historic bloc is used by Gramsci to indicate 
the way in which a hegemonic class combines the leadership of a bloc of social 
forces in civil society with its leadership in the sphere of production. 

Marxism - Leninism has taken the view that the aim of revolutionary strategy is 
the capture of power from the state as a pre-requisite to the building of socialism. 
Gramsci argues that power must be seen as a relation. The social ::-elations of 
civil society are also relations of power in addition to coercive apparatuses of the state 
He used the term intergral state to describe this conception of power. Thus the 
political struggle of the working class must also be extended to the whole of civil 
society to win a substantial amount of hegemony, as a condition for gaining control 
over the state . 

Gramsci compared civil society to a powerful system of "fortresses and earthworks" 
standing behind the state. In this regard he compared Tsarist Russia and the West -
In Russia the state has absolute power thus the capture of power in a single historical 
moment v\CIS possible. Whereas in Western Europe, where civil society is well 
developed, a "war of movement" has to give way to a different strategy, a "war of 
position" . Revolution is a process of expanding the hegemony of the working class 
and not a sharp rupture at a single movement when state power passes from one class 
to -another. Thus, the transition to socialism consists of two distinct processes, 
interacting with one another: the growth of working class hegemony, and the 
transformation of the state into a socialist state. 
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CHAPTER r 

NATIONAL DEMOCRATIC MOVEMENTS 

The National question, which in the nineteenth century was primarily that of 
oppressed European Nations, was transferred in the twentieth· century to Asia, 
Africa and Latin America. This was not simply a geographical transfer for, as 
a result of the imperialist system, it implied a change in the very nature of 
National question. The old national question, that of European nationalities 
oppressed by absolutist feudal regimes, was part of the incomplete Bourgeois 
Revolution. The new National question, that of the People's Oppression by 
capitalist imperialism, is part of the rising socialist revolution. 

Amin expressed it as " ••• more precisely, one of those 'Bourgeois Democratic' 
demands (like the peasant demand for Agrarian Reform) which can only be satisfied 
during the Bourgeois stage of uninterrupted revolution under Proietarian 
leadership." 

The familiar phenomena of the disarticulation of the economy of the underdeveloped 
societies impede the ~formation of a nation in the LDC'S. Capitalist development 
in its peripheral form destroy society and hinders its possible constitution into 
a nation. As the preceding discussion has pointed out the creation of a centralized, 
internal C'a'r':i.s· essential for nation formation. Where such a market exists in an 
LDC it usually becomes geared for the exclusive demands of the exploiting market. 

One of the ways in which we see the absence of a national construct is the 
fundamentally foreign nature of the culture of the local Bourgeoisie whereas the 
people continue building on age old traditions. The people within each country 
defined by boundaries that are arbitary and artificial - constitute neither one 
or several nations. They are formed of one or more ethnic groups, sometimes 
intermingled or living in symbiosis, whilst in the majority of cases they are close 
linguistically or, at the other extreme, clearly seperate geographically. There 
are conquered peoples, and conquering people's of past periods, majorities and 
minorities, those whom peripheral capitalist development has favoured and those 
it has not, and those based in urban areas and others in rural. Class struggles, 
under such conditions, manifest themselves as ethnic struggles and can thus be 
manipulated internally and externally, by reactionary classes and imperialist forces. 

Under these conditions the National Liberation Movement is often "A National 
Movement without a Nation". Under these circumstances the leadership of revolutionary 
movements face a dilemma as far as nationalities are concerned. They certainly 
cannot deny their existence - as certain short sighted elements advocate. They 
cannot aim simply at the ,gbollition of class exploitation. These liberation movements 
have to put into their programme the immediate and real struggle against all forms 
of discrimination inequality and oppression based on ethnicity, language, religion 
or custom. It is the adoption of such a programme that is the essence of 
National-Democratic Movements. 

Soboley captures the apparent contradiction there exists in the concept of a 
National Democratic Movement when he states: "That the specific and transitory 
nature of the National-Democratic state is due to the fact that it is not a single 
class state, or even a two-class (workers and peasants) state, nor is it the 
dictatorship of one or two classes. It is a state embodying the interests of the 
entire patriotic part of the nation which has to repress the overthrow reactionary 
classes. The relations established between the Democratic classes in power, 
victorious over reaction and gathered together in a national front, will mean both 
a lasting alliance of these classes and a struggle between them of furthering 
national prosperity." 
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The term "National-Democratic Revolution" seems to its critics to be ridden with 
contradictions. It is now part of international usage to characterise the wide 
range of struggles in which unity is forged between the proletariat, the peasantry, 
the urban petty Bourgeoisis and often the National Bourgeoisie. The critics of this 
term especially focus on the National Bourgeoisie claiming that this class has no 
revolutionary potential. Such critics usually insist on a rigid proletariat -
and/or peasant-based content for the struggle. 

Levin's experiences, upon which many National-Democratic struggles are based, drove 
him to insist on the importance of the Bourgeois Democratic Revolution as a 
first stage, and the necessity for the proletariat to extend its boundaries thereby 
advancing its own interests and prospects in future struggles - the process which 
i,ramsci referred to as the creation of a 'Historic bloc,. under the alliance of 
peasant and proletariat a class dictatorship would be established - one which is 
democratic, not socialist. He stated that •The Democratic Revolution will not 
extend beyond the scope of Bourgeois social and economic relationships". 

Nevertheless, he argues, the proletariat is a consistent fighter and it must 
safeguard its own class interests and Political Line to ensure the advance to the 
"Second Victory" of t}:le Socialist Revolution in Europe as a whole. This "Second 
Victory" is dealt with .his "The April Theses" - written after the accomplishment 
of the Bourgeois Democ'i'atic Revolution in Russia in February 1917. In this article 
Levin distinguishes a Republic based on soviets, which are organs of popular power 
from a Parliamentary Republic. This distinction is further elaborated by the 
concept of "Dual" Power where both Parliamentary and Soviet forms of democracy co
exist as a transitional stage between Bourgeois-D~mocratic Revolution and the 
dictatorship of the Proletariat and Peasantry. ~~ 

However, changes in the world since have lead to a different perspective. The 
most important factors that has lead to this change is the aggressive imperialist 
policy of the advanced countries. The changes in perspective have also been in
fluenced by the growing number of socialist countries that are prepared to provide 
assistance to National-Democratic movements. This development could already be 
detected in the experiences of the Chinese Revolution. 

Mao, in his article, "The Chinese Revolution and the Chinese Communist Party" 
(1936) defined Chinese Society as Colonial, Semi-Colonial and Semi-Feudal, with 
a "Flabby" Capitalist sector. He identifies the Chinese "Chief Enemies" as 
imperialism and Feudalism. He says that " To carry out a National Revolution 
to overthrow foreign imperialist oppression and a Democratic Revolution to 
overthrow the Feudal landlord oppression; The primary and .doremost task being the 
National Revolution to overthrow imperialism." Mao does not see this in terms of 
two different stages-they are at once distinct and united.- · 

Mao identifies part of the Bourgeoisie as also being opposed to the Revolution. It 
was this groupings collaboration with the Kuomintang and Japanese Imperialism that 
assisted in the crushing of the movement during the tragic 1927-1937 period, 

Yet Mao still characterises the Revolution as a Bourgeois-Democratic one. He says: 
"In present day China the Bourgeois-Democratic Revolution is no longer of the old 
type which is now obsolete, but one of a new special type ••• The new Democratic 
Revolution is part of the world proletarian-socialist revolution, for it resolutely 
opposes imperialism.,.,The present stage of the Chinese Revolution is a stage of 
transition between the abolition of the Colonial, Semi-Colonial and Semi-Feudal 
Society and the establishment of a Socialist Society" 
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In an article written in 1949, the final year of victory of the CCP, Mao defines 
clearly the forces of the revolution as the working class, the peasantry, the 
urban Petty-Bourgeois, and the National Bourgeoisie, led by the working class 
and its party. Mao based his general programme at this stage on a principle 
contained in a manifesto adopted at the KMT'S First National Congress which 
was led by Sun Yat-Sen and had CCP particupation,lt stated that the modea:-n 
democratic state "is usually monopolised by the Bourgeoisie and/has become 
an instrument for oppressing the common people. On the other hand, the KMT'S 
principle of democracy means a democratic system shared by all the common 
people and not privately owned by the few". 

The views of Levin, Mao and succeeding generations of Revolutionaries must be 
differentiated from those who subscribe to the west-centred linear conception of 
history. The latter see national democratic struggles in terms of the development, 
net the overthrow of capitalism. It is stated that if underdevelopment is back
wardness and not super exploitation, capitalist accumulation will gradually 
overcome it. Thus the National Liberation movement is an integral part of the 
still rising Bourgeois Revolution and the possible resistance of the peasantry to 
this development is both useless and reactionary. Qi. the other hand Amin Amin 
states "That National Liberation is part of the crisis of Capitalism, of the 
Socialist Revolttion; and the resistance of the peasants to-day, that is during 
the imperialist era, is revolutionary because it lays the foundation for the worker
peasant alliance.,· 

The strategies adopted by the National-Democratic movements generally have been 
a combination of long_-term mobilisation of people as well as armed struggles. 
The form has differed in differing situations: The FOGO approach in some Americm 
States where a group of Guerillas announce their presence in a rural village 
expecting an infra structure to be created for them. Developed by Regis Debray 
this approach was limited in its success and was not adopted outside Latin 
America. 

On the other hand the concept of the "People's War" as especially developed in 
the· Chinese, Vietnamese and Mozambican experiences is in fact primarily Political, 
not military. It is characterised by the creation of liberated zones wherein 
democratic principles are concretized. What was developed was not so much 
the use of irregular troops or units to harrass a more powerful enemy until it 
is worn out, but rather the political organisation of poverty-stricken people moved 
to action by hunger for land, justice and dignity. 

This discussion does not preclude the possibility of Nationalist movements which 
see their goals in socialist terms only. In fact the socialist Rhetoric which has 
come to characterise the policies of many African Governments serve simply to 
mystify the exploitative relations that the majority of people are subjected to.,.\m 
example of this is Uganda's Mitton Obote's call for the "Move to the Left". In 
many cases, most clear in the Kenyan experience, Nationalist Leaders have taken 
over the reins of power only to further their narrow interests. The basic structure 
of the economy remains unchanged - it is only the colour of the actors that are 
new. The indigenous Bourgeoisie that develops is really the representative of the 
foreign multi-national corporations. 
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Those movements which have witnessed the successful transformation of society 
have also been plagued by the presence of reactionary elements. The 
experience of Frelimo is an example of this. Shortly after the launching of the 
National Liberation struggle under the standard of Frelimo in UJ62 a Reactionary 
grouping emerged opposed to the Policies of the Revolutionary axis of Mondlane, 
Dos Santos and Mashel. The latter shared Machel's view on decondonization.·2 

The reactionary grouping of G~enjere, Si mango arrl Nkauandame aimed to simply 
take over power to reach personal ambitions. They envisaged the creation of a 
Black Elite. These differences manifested themselves in the question of the type 
of education to be conducted in liberated zones, the collectivization of farming, 
the abolition of private ownership, the status of women, youth, and tribal 
structures. By 1970 the reaction aries had been expelled from the organisation 
allowing Frelimo an unimpeded path towards socialism. 

Such developments have raised the question of the possibility of a genuine 
socialist transition occurring in the third world. In conclusion, five principles 
cited by Amin prove useful in future thinking on the inter-relation between class 
and national struggles. These principles are as follows : 

(1) The struggle for socialism in the periphery of the imperialist system cannot 
be seperate from, or opposed to, the struggle for national liberation. The facl 
of imperialism requires us to recognise the transition to socialism as result
ing from the historical fusion of the goals of social and national liberation. 

(2) This double-edged struggle cannot really be carried through-in terms of either 
national or social liberation - except by the popular bloc under the ideologica: 
leadership of the proletariat. This popular strategy must be affirmed in theor2 
and in practise-guaranteeing the possible success of a strategy of uninterrupt
ed revolution by stages . 

(3) The popular bloc must try to overco11e national contradictions anong the 
the people and preserve the largest possible state framework. 

(4) The popular bloc must adopt a flexible tactic based on a correct analysis 
of the hegemonic bloc of the local state and the weaknesses and 
contradictions that characterise it. It must also be known how to take 
advantage of opportunities to weaken this Heagemonic bloc. 

(5) The popular bloc must be extremely vigilant with regard to foreign powers. 




