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Karl Marx (1818-1883)
 
· 'The Communist Manifesto' - Scarcely coauthored by Frederich Engels
 
· Intended for a mass audience and was largely presented in newspapers
 
· Much less intellectual rigor as there is with 'Das Capital'
 
 
· 'Das Kapital' - Finances for research and writing provided by Engels
 
Frederich Engels (1820-1895)
 
· Father of the Marxist Theory along with Karl Marx
 
· Engels helps Marx financially because Engels comes from wealth through factories
 
· Engels helps contribute ideas to Marx & Engels, but for these works Marx is the main writer
 
· Marx and Engels political theories are hard to categorize 
 
· Much of their writing was intended for a mass audience, as with the 'communist manifesto' 
 
· Most of their writing consisted of biographies of famous people, or commenting on events that were occurring at the time
 
 
Level of Analysis Issues - System, Unit, Individual etc.
 
·  Marx & Engels consist of primarily system level analysis 
· The opening line of 'The Communist Manifesto was the most important line they ever wrote "History of class struggle is what determines everything" Back then was struggle between workers & owners - this struggle determines and shapes everything - As far as they were concerned class struggle shapes war & peace. It is unleashed by the bourgeoisies as they seek to exploit financial gain
· There will also be war as long as there is capitalism 
 
· War will only disappear when the bourgeoisies have left the economy 
 
Marx & Engels wrote works on the Issue of Imperialism
 
· They had been very interested in the issue of imperialism and how it comes about; they were trying to explain why industrialized countries in what we would call the first world came to colonize and dominate the less developed worlds
 
· First thing to note is that imperialism is not a new phenomenon, nor did it arise with capitalism; Imperialism is almost as old as recorded history, in fact the very first - recorded - empire came into existence just around 2300 BC
 
· In Mesopotamia (modern day Iraq) the Sumerian's First empire came in Sargon 
 
· Although imperialism has existed for millennia, Marx stated that capitalist empires - in other words Imperialism during the era of capitalism -  is different than these earlier forms of imperialism; Imperialism is not new, but it is the kind of imperialism that exists under capitalism that is different 
 
· According to Marx, the reasons the capitalist form of imperialism is different is because it is transformative; It changes the areas into which it extends
 
· Marx said the reason why capitalists in the developed world and their governments can engage in imperial ventures is because of the "climbing rate of profit" 
 
·  Profits lead to the tightening of wages and work hours for the purpose of getting wealthier
 
· There is a point where these capitalists can no longer squeeze any more profit so the rate of profit begins to fall, so, where can we find more profit? More workers to exploit everywhere else in the world where labor is cheaper. Capitalists keep squeezing domestic workers until there is nothing left and begin to seek other exploits in search of more profit; eventually employees realize they are being exploited and they will rise up to overthrow the bourgeoisies and enter and era of communist, sharing etc.
 
What was the specific form of this exploitation as far as Marx & Engels were concerned? 
 
Basically 2 forms
 
1. The extraction of Wealth
 
· The exploitation and plundering of resources, slaves, etc.
 
1. Export of Surplus Manufactured Goods 
 
· Export/Sub-contract labor to developing countries for higher efficiency and sell it to the people 
 
 
Confusing aspects in respects to Marx and the process of imperialism
 
· Despite first appearances Marx & Engels are not completely opposed to the spread of Capitalism
 
· There are actually - as far as Marx & Engels are concerned - some good that can arise from the spread of capitalism
 
· For one they liked how efficient capitalist communists were
 
· They believe that the struggle between the proletarian and bourgeoisies is an important factor in the evolution of government that will lead to Communism ( a good thing in Marx's eyes) following an overthrow of the bourgeoisies at the hands of an overexploited lower class
 
· As far as Marx & Engels were concerned, it was no possible for a rise of capitalism in the developing world that had not yet experienced the rise of capitalism and growing economies
 
· Marx & Engels believe that the spread of capitalism and chasing profit is a necessary evil needed to bring progress in society 
 
· In short, unless capitalism spreads to the developing world, the developing world would be stuck in a not ver productive not very egalitarian, not very desirable way of life; it will be stuck there forever; there has to be a force that comes in and upsets everything in these traditional societies that the opens the door for the next stage of development which is communism; it is capitalism that brings this next stage in the evolution of government
 
· Marx understand that the spread of capitalism will bring end to the former way of life, millions of lives will be affected, many will be killed and there will be a mess, but Marx strongly believes that this is the only way we can do it
 
· Unless it happens the world will never feel the shit the workers have to deal with there will never be a revolution
 
· Although it is a very destructive process, it is the only way to destroy the poisonous ideas of the past
 
 
Vladimir Illich Ulyanov ("Lenin")
 
· Used the name Lenin because he was exiled from civilized cities in Russia by a szar
 
· Lenin is undoubtedly the key individual in the success of the Bolshevik revolution in Russia
 
· Unlike Marx & Engels who simply wrote about revolutions; Lenin actually achieved a revolution to overthrow of the Szar and became the first leader of what becomes known as The Soviet Union
 
· Lenin is a pretty rough leader; not as bad as Stalin, but pretty bad
 
· Died 2 years later after a failed assassination attempt that ended up killing slowly from lack of recovery and is replaced by Stalin
 
It is difficult to categorize his theories because although he wrote he didn’t write many works; he was very busy planning revolutions and political movements
 
· 'Imperialism: The highest Stage of Capitalism' 
 
· Lenin wants to address one of the failed predictions of Marx & Engels in regards to the rise of capitalism and succeeding rise in the exploitation of the lower classes etc.
 
· Marx & Engels predicted that the rise of capitalism would lead to the further exploitation of resources and developing countries until it becomes unbearable, but this was not happening; in many parts of the developing world the standards of living were improving
 
· Lenin's answer: The bourgeoisies - the capitalists; the owners of the means of productions - They're not stupid and they are very aware of the fact that if they keep squeezing their workers eventually they will rise up and attack the capitalists
 
· The capitalists eventually realize that they have reached the point where they cannot exploit their workers anymore, so now it seeks foreign areas to dominate, extracts wealth from those areas, brings it back to the developed world and creates benefits (health, pensions, reduced work hours etc.); in this way what imperialism is doing is providing the resources with which the bourgeoisies can buy off their own workers enough to prevent them from revolting; this cycle continues until the world is stripped of exploitable areas  
 
· Lenin agreed with Marx on much of his theory, but the dynamics of Lenin's ideas are different
 
· The other part of Marx & Engels'  theories that Lenin disagreed with was the was the specific form of imperialism
 
· According to Lenin the capitalist will exploit, but there is also a third way to enrich yourself and that is to export capital
 
· You just need to send manufactured good to the developing world, you can also send capital and use it to set up factories and build mines; all designed to extract profit (foreign direct investment) 
 
· Why? To take advantage of their proximity to the raw resources, markets, low wage labor, etc. 
 
· Eventually there will be a global division of labor: high tech work will be done by factories at home, and all low level low skilled grunt work will be done abroad in low wage areas 
 
· According to Lenin, states in the developing world will never be able to catch up, no matter how hard they work, they will always be dependent on the developed world (tech etc.) they will only be producing the products of the first world
 
 
 
 Critiques of Marx & Lenin
 
1. They very much explain everything on the basis of what critics would call a "Crude reductionist revolutionary model" (everything is about economics for them) 
 
· Critics say sometimes other factors might explain at least part of what is happening with respect to imperialism; imperialism can occur from all sorts of reasons in addition to economics; sometimes imperialism comes on the backs of religious fervor; cultures who prize military or martial values; cultural ideas of ruling and being a great warrior; colonization to spread civilization to uncivilized areas during colonialism (White man's burden where they had to bring gender stereotypes and etc. to these areas)
 
1. Sometimes imperialism was brought up from security concerns; the British would set up a very rich and valuable colony that they would want to continue to trade with, then want to conquer another area to create trade route to another area, then another area to protect that area and so on; there is always a will to expand their empires because we always have to protect ourselves from everyone else
 
· Model is not saying that economics plays no role because the initial area is valuable economically but it is the logic of protecting it that leads to the expansion 
 
· Many of these secondary and tertiary areas become money pits that cost the enemy money to control 
 
· There is an idea that the notion of security has gotten out of hand
 
1. Models are essentially ethnocentric 
 
· This is how Marx, Engels and Lenin all saw the evolution of history as: present, and everybody on the same path/line to the same future; not just any path to any end, it is the path being travelled by the west
 
· In 'Das Kapital,'  Marx states that industrially more developed countries show the less developed ones a glimpse of their own future
 
· There may be multiple paths, we don’t all have to go the same path to the common future 
 
· There could be multiple paths to different futures
 
 
Andre Guider Frank (1929 - 2008) - Critical Theory, Dependency Theory ' Capitalism & Underdevelopment'
 
· Underdevelopment 
 
· When capitalism moves into an area, it does not develop an area that is undeveloped, it actually moves into areas that have societies and de-developing them - making things worse than before the capitalists arrived - Not finding empty fields and building new factories, they go into developed places and start to tear and rebuild 
 
· Metropolis Satellite model (overheads)
 
 
 
Modernization Theory - Non-Marxist Variation of the theory will be discussed here
 
 
Walt W. Rostow (1916 - 2003)
 
· He was an American scholar
 
· The senior advisor of presidents Regan and Kennedy (if not immediate circle of the president, he was next. Pretty informed guy) 
 
· Wrote 'Stages of Economic Growth: A Non-Communist Manifesto'
 
5 Stages 
 
1. Traditional (agricultural society)
 
·  Productivity is low; they grow enough to eat and that is about it
 
· Political & Economic power is very concentrated in the hands of a few
 
· Many live their lives without even being able to imagine anything different, things are timeless and don’t change very often at least; everybody starts on the same foot
 
1. Pre-Conditions for Take-off 
 
· Begin to discover things like science
 
· Become more productive by applying this science to help their economies
 
· They have extra money to provide for education; a larger segment of population becomes educated
 
· First entrepreneurs
 
· In addition of agricultural production we being to get industrial productions 
 
· Getting to this stage isn't easy, it won't occur everywhere, and most certainly will not come at the same time
 
1. Take-Off
 
1. Drive to Maturity
 
· One of the keys is that productivity outsprints the growth of population; in other words there is more stuff to go around
 
· This stage will probably take about 4 decades 
 
1. Era of High Mass Consumption
 
· Instead of plowing everything back into the economy to generate new capital for new innovation etc.
 
· Finally the economy has reach such a great prosperity that everyone may reap the benefits of this prosperity, everyone has money for luxuries etc.
 
· Rostow offers advice, "In some places these factors come together sooner, and easier than in other; some try to make it all the way to the end quicker, but because everyone is moving on the same path to the same goal, if somebody is stuck at one of the earlier stages we know how to help them get to the next stage, what resources to give them (imf); what worked in the past for us will work for everybody else -  "jumpstart and economy" to help it move up levels
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
