10
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Imperialism, as | speak of it here, is white exploitatiothef norwhite world,
a plaguethat began some 500 years ago onWrest African coast and spread across
theglobe.It has not beeoured by emancipation, by decolonialization, or by economic
development(which suffers from the same diseask)has been curedat times by
revolution, for instance in China and Cuba. One saoale is now underway in
Indochina. But a deadly pattern has emerg&thich we see in Indochina and
elsewhereno revolution may run itsourse without armed intervention by the white
world, the WestThis pattern is grounded in the logic and beliefs of imperialism. Here
are two allegories:

fiThoe gooksc a nvind If P, then not Q. This statement enjdpe status of
axiomatic certainty. There is no possible logfovithdrawal that follows from such a
selfverifying axiom.i T ly@oks cai win,0 sowe escalate. Thus we come to fight the
gooksand the chinks and the niggers as vidiBut those gooks didhwin, did they?
Now those chinks and gooks and niggegether cart win ...0 Sothe airtight logic
flows on, andsowe enter World WaHl .

The second logical sequence begins benignly endilgh,sanemar? wants
violenceo Is it therefore insane to sanction the incess@ience that a Black South

! Reprinted with permission from Richard Peet.

Editorsoé note: The author uses politically
an insult but a stylistic strategy to convey the position of the imperialists.

*Editorsd note: At the ti me t hiskindwastamnméne wa
We decided not to correct the original use of language to ensure that the text remains readable.
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African endures? But this, @burse, is not violence. It is merely a high mortality rate
from disease, starvation, and suicide. We blame it offtdpailationBomb or on Their
Own Stupidity, never on our own Chase Manhatt@gbentures. But when their
revolution beging that is termediviolencep and violence is insan&owe send in the
marines: fipeacekeepetswho never even heard dfpartheid. When Black troops
arrive from East and West Africa, we defend the territorial integrfitfouth Africa
against thesénvaders, these perpetrators @fiolenceo Next to arrive are the gooks
and the chinks .And sowe enter World War Il

These allegorie express a proposition that is the foundasitmme of this paper.
| can state the proposition in two ways, asfewhich will seem trite and the other
perhaps mystical or fooliskirst: all things can be rationalized. Second: all of Western
science andiktoriography isso closely interwoven with Westetimperialism that the
former can only describe and justify tlagter, not predict it or explain it or controliit
not everwhen human survival is at stake, as may now be the casse¢bed form is
easly confused with théeast is east and wastwesb form of cultural relativism, an
argument which has sonpeedictive use in linguistics, but otherwise merely expresses
the fact that crossultural communication is always difficult, alwaysperfect, but
never truly impossible. | am trying to sagmething rather more specific. At this point
| need a felicitouserm.

The wordethnoscience has been used for the past few ydarslesignate an
interdisciplinary field on the common border afthropology, liguistics, geography,
and psychology. That fieltties to analyze the cognitive systeinghe beliefs about
realityi which are characteristic of a given cultuliaguistic universe, and to theorize
about such matters on a crasstural basis (Conklin, 1%2). | will speak of fian
ethnoscienogand mean thereby thetal set of explicit and implicit terms, relations,
and propositionsvhich circulate among the members of a culture or growpiltdres.

Some propositions will be axiomatically true by commonsemt.Some will
carry different trutHfunctions for differentindividuals. Some will contradict some
others. Concepts willary in much the same way. This universe of discourse will be
saidto possess the following defining characteristics:

(1) It includes popositions about unique events as well gsneral
propositions. Thus it extends over all of history, alscience, and all of
practical knowledge as understood by the members.

(2) It is absolutely comprehensive. If a given phenomeisoknown to the
members of two such groups, it will be incorporateshto both
ethnosciences.

90



James M. Blaut

(3) An ethnosience doesiot include the judgments of valupreference,

(4)

virtue, or taste which the members hold. This is@irse a tricky point.

In Western science and history, for tense, the notion of valuéree
statements is viewed as a fictimometimes useful and more often not. In
epistemology it is difficulteven to imagine a statement or thought,
however mundane, th& valuefree. All | require here is the possibility
of crudel splitting off a valuestatement from a corresponding
knowledgestatement, andnly to the extent that the latter can be stated as
a distinct propositiontelatively clear of valuation. The statemefit,see
the lovely chaid must then becom# see a chiao + fil judge the chair to
be lovelyo The former is explicitly withirthe etmoscience. Though still
not wholy valuefree, it can baised as a relatively independent variable
(i.e., the fly onNapoleor@s horsés nose).

This separation is needed to diglilish the universe -calledian
ethnoscienae from the larger universe embracing all thougdrd
expressed by terms likevorld view0 Weltanschauung, cosmology and

so on. Only in this way can we get at the interactions between
ethnoscientific variables dnnonrethnoscientific variables. Therucial
interaction is the effect of Western imperialism, as aobatterests and
norms, upon the two most relevant portionsVééstern dinoscience;
first, thisnssd o converdidnalbdliefs about what haened

in history; and second, sociacience fiparadigms @r clusters of
accepted sociacience theoryKuhn, 1959)

Any two ethnosciences can be mapped on one another, byofvay
comparing them. Each can be a different stdtetnowledge forthe same
culture. Each can be from a different culture. Onelmarfrom a specific
culture and the other from a group of relatedtures in which the first is
included. The pair with which Wwill be concerned in this paper is, first,
the whole of Westerrscience and iktory, and second, a theoretical
ethnoscience that create by modifying the first in one respect: |
withdraw themore glaring rationalizations for imperialism.

An ethnoscience has two additional properties which are axiomatiestable.

The first desribes the relations among statemewighin the system. The second
describes the relation betweeneathnoscience and a corresponding value system.

We can think of Western science and history at a given tinedm@sining a

certain number of persistertetoretical paradigms aridstorical reconstructions. This
population of scientific and historicdleliefs can be assumed to have an overall
structure, howevetoose it may be. | will speak of a relation d¢ompatibilityo
betweenpairs of beliefs, meaningimply that they can cexist. A pair in widely
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separated disciplines can no doubt contradictamaher and still cexist, and there
are rare cases of this santhin single disciplines: e.g., particles vs. waves.

The general rule would seem to be ttlzcepted paradigms alikely to
reinforce one anothdrby using common elements, fexamplei or at the very least
be essentially unrelated. Compatibildy these terms is no problem. The same should
hold true for pairs of historical beliefs and fanixed pairs, as in psychoanalytic
history, for instance. This should also hold for parambefiefs in public policy: e.g.,
the putative views of thelectorate.

Obviously, the concept of compatibility is probabilisticdpecific cases and
becomes axioatic only when we deal with beliefa aggregate. The axiom is best
stated in the same forrmm a given ethnoscience, through a given epoch, it is unlikely
that any basic, important beliefs, scientific, historicalpablic-policy, will be sharply
and emhrrassingly incompatiblerith any other such belief without a resolution of the
conflict taking place relatively quickly. This axiom is closely analogmuthe theory
of cognitive dissonance, i.e., incompatible beltefsd to get in one anotlisrway.The
axiom will let us deal witheach ethnoscience as a system, and it lets us connect
together variouslistant belief§ distant in subject, time, and space.

The second axiom is more crucial to my argument: a fundanegitaf in the
ethnoscientific systenassociated with a givesociety is not likely to fall into or
remain in conflict with dundamental value or norm that is held by the members of the
society or by the policynaking elite if the society is highlstratified. In other words,
crucial beliefsshould conform tarucial preceptsthe true should also be the good. If
there wereno such conformality between ethnoscientific system and value sysgem,
would have science proving that religion is false, history undercytttgotism and
the likeT dissonances that a culture certaicdynot tolerate in high degree.

| think | can identify a single ethnoscience that is characteastire European
nations (or elites) which have participatéidectly or indirectly in the imperializing
process. Tis ethnosciencespans the entire European culture world through five
centuriesof its history.This level of generality would be too broad touseful in most
other contexts, but that is not the case heretworreasons. First, the span is quite
normal for studies in thehistory of scholarly ideasSecond, whatever the variations
amongthe national (or nationadlite) ethnosciences, all should havkasic similarity
in matters pertaining to imperialism, to relationshijggween Europe, with its set of
wants, and the rest of theorld, where the wants are to be fulfilled.

This [w]hite, or Western, or European, ethnoscience is itttellectual
underpinning of imperialismit includes within it thevarying paradigms of Western
science and the proposition$ history. Allowing for necessary variations, this is the
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common, general systeaf scientific and historical ideas in which we White, Western
social scientists are working. Its growth has paralleled and supportegrogh of
imperialism, and it has beme for us an almost irresistibégrong current of thought,
pulling each new theory and interpretationthe same direction as the old: toward
compatibility with the policies and goals of Europe and empirkere is nothing
mysterious about this forcand some of us succeed in swimmagainst its pull (else
there would be ngjournal] Antipode!®). But it hasproduced a general drift dias in
those parts of Westerrthmosciencewhich are closely involved with imperialism. |
will show in later paragrdps how this bias works its way through the chimks
scientific and historiographic method.

European ethnoscience, like every other, is perfectly comprehensseepe.
Hence it contains a set of historical beliefs andialscience generalizations atidhe
Non-White world as well ashe White. | noted earlier that lofign consistency must
be maintainedetween the ethnoscientific system and the value systengoMeening
system of values in European ethnoscience is that ofthie world alone: the
imperialists, not the imperialized. To fiis ethnoscience to an amperialist value
structure requiregjuite drastic changes, even if this structure is a limited set of
normative propositions and not the entire value system of a sproifi€uropean
culture. Even more drastic changes are requirethtorporate the findings of Third
World social scientists and historiafte the extent practicable).

The European model has to be examined very closely for biasdd
guestionable historical statemertsaling with the Third Worldwith imperialism,
with European affairs relating to the Third Worlthd for sociakcience models and
generalizations which are comparabiyased or questionable. Each of these must be
deleted. In some caséswill very deliberately introduce alternative statements with
biases tending in a ThirdwWorld direction and build models to generate new
hypotheses, however improbable these may seem. If | call thereddct a sketch of
Third-World ethnoscience, nothing impressivengplied. This is not the ethnoscience
of an entire culture. Nor i that of a synthesis of cultures. It is best described as an
attemptto broaden Western ethnoscience by removing its more flagrant imperialistic
biases and enriching it with Thid/orld dat. Many ThirdWorld social scientists and
historians, perhaps most of them, are engagedsentially the same enterprise.

“Editors6 no tAstipodeWaseestaplished asaah alternative, radical geography
publication, some of whose recurring concareracism and imperialism.
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iv

The argument turns now to the sphere of method, since a crucial point is the
vulnerability of scientific method and historiogtay to bias. If the drift of bias in
Western scholarship is in the direction of congruency with imperialism, the one most
pervasive and persistent interest of Western culture as a whole, then methodology will
not check that drift. Even the most carefdisciplined, expert and perceptive
scholarship will be unable to ds, although without such care and expertise matters
would be worse.

The problem is most acute in history, but most easily diagnosed. Visualize the
hi storiands | ob olbng a chais of datuneniary frepartspnaach o |
document adding its quantum of value bias, imperfect perception, incomplete
description, subjective categorization, asmlon. These are normal hazards of the
trade and negotiate them as besin. Always seek tovercome these difficulties of
concrete, artifactual data and, as it w

Consider now the problem faced by a European historian trying to gather data
on, say, the history of a colonial possession of his own country. Oné setirges
derives from those individuals whose participation in the events under study would
ordinarily persuade the historian to rely most heavily on them for primary data. But
they write in NoAWestern language and script, convey the beliefs and vafuas o
Non-Western culture, and are likely éwincerather consistently negative bias against
the occupying power, its agents and their actions. By contrast, there is an abundance of
easily available records writt eohhisiomn t he
countrymen whose ordinary bias is inflated by racial, cultural, class, and patriotic
prejudice. The historian must thus choose between two kinds of account, each with an
opposing bias. Not surprisingly, he is likely to accept the bias of hiscowntrymen,
whose material he can deal with in terms of known means of judging evidence. He can,
as it were, enter their minds. However carefully he may avoid contaminating his work
with his own attitudes, the bias has entered it eeen

The shelves otolonial and NorWestern history contain rather few works by
Europeans who are familiar with the N@vestern language and culture of their area,
and fewer still by colonials themselves. Instead, we have a vast literature written by
colonial administratorturnedh i st or i ans, with titles |
Dyakso. There i s also an abundahmsworanso f !
from the occupying nations, works very aptly described by Van (I855)as history
Awritten fr oimet.dHancepveesed theoirhportance of a handful of
studies written by NoiWestern historians, mostly after independence has been
attained, studies which present a counterfoil to the European view, a different
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interpretation, and often a body of newdampatant data. Until this literaturehas

grown very much larger, we must assume that the basis for reasonably objective
judgment of the colonial and poolonial past has not as yet been laid. Thus we must
garnishthe bulk of existing data and review the evidence behind the most crucial
generalizations about the nature and evolution of imperialism.

Science has proven as vulnerable as history in the mattenresisting
imperialistic biasi of breaking out of the paradigms which assert that, for any
hypothesisP, Pis true of the Third World if P is useful to imperialistic policies and
false if not. My concern is withlacunae in scientific method, specifically in the
methodology of pure and applied soesalence research being carried out today in
neo-colonial countries, independent areas which maintain one or another form of
colonial economy(Much more willbe said about necolonialism later.Nearly all of
this researclnas the stated goal of contributing directly or indirectly to economic and
sodal development, and those who conduct the research accept by and large the goal
and honestly follow the canons of scientific method. Yet the results continue to fit the
old paradigms.

We notice to begin with that the probable direction of bias mmedicted
from the roles, values, and reward system that are typical of the investigators. Much of
the research is carried out by White social scientists from North America or Europe
with financial support from their own government or a corporate foundaiost are
inclined to accept the ideology of thewn culture in at least skeletal forinwould
not receive the financial support if they did not, in most casasd this ideology is
compatible with the paradigms in question. 3dearadigms assert thatyaP is
untrue, unworkable, or wrong if P leads to radical, social and political change, or
merely to political instability. Investigators who are nationals of the-aodmnial
country itself usually are government employees, participarasystemthatprovides
faster promotion and like rewards for findings which do not point to governmental
errors and contradictions at any level, from the small development project to the
national policy of neaolonialism. University research is only slightly less
constained, and professors in any case have little opportunity to ddtashould be
added that govement and university social scientists are usually recruited from the
class that benefits from newlonialism. If many of them oppose it nonetheless, they
tend not to dsoin the context of sponsored research. Hence we find the potential for
bias toward the paradigms of imperialism at the start of research. The potential is
enhanced by the fact that nearly all investigators ingested these paradigmsrae the ti
they were trained.

®> The following may be mentioned as examples written in or translated into English: Aguilar
(1968) Dutt [1908], Fei (1953, Freyre(1949, Gopal (1965, Sanchez1965, James(1962), (1969,
Ortiz (1947, Panikkar(1959, Thapar (1966, Williams (1961/1944).
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Scientific method is relied on to ward off systematic biasjtannot dosoin
a neacolonial situation such as we are describibhgierely disguises the bias behind a
facade of spurious objectivityrhe facade is most impressiwdnen formal models are
used and whemasses of quantitative data are processed. However, these approaches
seem to confer no greater immunity than do atlfbtyrdal, 1968, 1€6). Most of the
modek are drawn from Western theofyiven that other models alikely to provide
equally good fit in a typically complex systemme systematic choice of a Western
model adds to the probabilithat the system will be wrongly subsumed under an
inappropriatgaradigm. The samgstematic error recurs in the choiceagsumptions.

A special problem arises when simulation models are develgpedfically
for mass datgrocessing. The choice of variablec@nditioned by the availability of
statistics. These, in turn, reflettte information needs of the prior colonepoch (or
presentargescale commerce); hence, the simulation becomes a caricangenust
see this problem in the context of theories that exairitle of the variancé when
they are tested at dllthat a badnodel or bizarre assumption is alst never rejected
for reasonghat have anything to do with scientific method or results. feéered
models are congruent with views, values, and interests wiodlid not be abandoned
in any case.

Empirical research fares no better than theoreticas liobbled by the same
biases. Implicit Western models tend to gov#re selectn of problem field-work
area, sample design, datategories, and the like. Interview biases are monotonous in
their congruence with the hypothesis and purpose of a staliaps thenost serious
problem in empirical research is the tendency to liesm a given situation some
truism dredged up from European historgbout which more will be said later.

Thus it appears that Western science, like Western history, bkags
methodologically incapable of controlling its own tendencyiriterpret the Third
World in terms of the paradigms of Western ethnosciemcd the interests of
imperialism. For this reason, one mustopt an attitude of systematic skepticism
toward theoriesabout thedynamics of the Third World. The predictions from such
theoriessuggest strategies, e.g., for economic planning, but one findftery that
the predictions are merely restatements of the assumpiigisally chosen for a
model that has noteally been tested. Thassumptions themselves turn out to be
epigrams of imperialism. Seconomic development can become a way of phrasing
imperialist strategynot an alternative to imperialism.

Few of us believe in the possibility of a perfectly objeescience or history,
so the foregoing argument should not be, in principlepalatable. If it gives some
discomfort, this may be aymptom of the difficulty we have in swallowing the
proposition thatour lack of objectivity is not a random error, norerva class or
national bias, but a systematic tendy of Western thought, tied {...] Western
imperialism. The tendency is rather slight at teeel of individual research: an
unconscious valuading of adjectivesa notabsolutelyrandom sample; arpject
selected becaugesearch funds are available for this sort of thing and not That.
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cumulative effect, like th€oriol[i] s force and the solar winds no less powerful for
being unnoticed. Hypotheses that clash wtiperialism simply do not res to the
status of paradigms or truismsence, over the decades and centuries, we maintain a
body of beliefthat is truly theethnoscience of the Western world; not, agdatms to

be, the universal science and history of the worldahkale.

\Y

We can ow compare the geographic models of imperialism whaoterge
from Western and ThirilVorld systems of belief. | have saidthing thus far about the
content of these ethnoscientific systenmstead | gave an elaborate methodological
fanfare, the aim of with was to raise some doubts in advance about the seeming self
evidenceof the one set of beliefs and the seeming improbability of the dthal.
discuss these beliefs only to the extent that each underlesters into its respective
geographic modelbut their basic formwill emerge quite clearly as we procedd.
speak of t lyeograpliodechuse spase afd resources are perhaps their
main dimensions. They span some 500 years of human history, bualdegpan the
globe. This scope is rout in historical geographyote that the Western model is
non-Marxist. A Marxist model of theclassical or European tygesomething of an
intermediate case will be examined briefly at a later point. The Western model will
be given rather cursory dis@isn in any event, since it is @llection of alttoo-
familiar truisms. It will in fact be treatedery shabbily, and used mainly as a foil for
the ThirdWorld model toward which | admit a favorable bias.

It should be said at this point that my use &f ttrmfimodeb in this discussion
is intended to emphasize not only the fact thatare simplifying process to a bare
structure for analytic purposelsut also to emphasize a property of models which is
vital to this kindof discourse. Models are not riyal They can be as improbable and
outlandish as one may desi®y long as the model world and reabrld remain
separated. Some of the historical statements in Thied-World model areso
thoroughly contradictory to the truisms Western history thathey may not even
seem plausibleMy task is toclothe them with just supporting evidence as conveys
their plausibility.Historians must carry the burden from there.

A Hropean civilization arose and flowered, until in the entbitered the face
of the eat . These words by Marc Blogi962, xx)sum upthe Western model quite
nicely. They convey the root belief in areffable European spirit,sai generis [Latin:
of its own kind]cause of European evolutiamd expansiorA small number of such
beliefs ae the basic truismaf imperialism, generating those arguments which justified
imperialism during its evolution and those which (I claim) disguise it todHye
following truisms seem to be crucial:

(1) Europe is a spatitemporal individual, clearly demarcdtand internally
coherenti a fcivilizationo. It has been such sintbe Middle Ages or
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before, although the boundaries have extendednglo-America and
beyond. This conception gives the model a simjBenocentric fornf,
with a distinctive geometry: ammer spaceclosed and undifferentiated
(all portions have the properffEuropean); an outer space, also closed
on the spherical surface; andaundary between them which has finite
width and important interngroperties.

(2) The rise of European civilizatn throughout this periochas been
generated mainly by inner processasnEuropean peopleand areas
have had no crucial role in epochal events: the Reformativa,
Enlightenment, the Industrial Revolution, asd on. Wheneverevents
outside of (topologal) Europe assume significance, as duthmages of
exploration and mercantilism, Europeans themselvesth&agctive role.
Here we have the first property of the boundaslective permeability.
Major forces in cultural evolution cannblter through it in a centripetal
direction, although raw materiatein doso;likewise Aztec gold.

(3) All nonEuropeancultures are more or less primitive, e time of
colonization, by comparison with Europeans in the abstamct by
comparison with the particularuEbpeans who colonize a givenea and
pass judgment on its inhabitants. All such culturesuapgogressive. All
are either standing still or declining at time of colonization. (China is
usually conceded to have barebached théEuropean civilization level
of pre.Enlightenment timedyut is the very model of decadence.) All such
cultures are barbarowmd heathen. In sum, thnEuropeanworld is
less strong, lesmtelligent, and less virtuous than Europe. Hence there is
a kind ofosmotic differatial in power, knowledge, and righteousness.

(4) The outward expansion of Europe, like the rise of Eurdpelf, is sui
generis, a product of internal forces and motivds.is a fistriving
outward, anfurge to expandl There is seljeneratecevolution withn
the boundaries of Europe and there osmotic pressure across the
boundary. The result ignidirectionalflow: a diffusion process, not an
equilibrating system. (By no coincidencelassic diffusionism in
European social science was imperialistitynaentric, and often racist
in tone[ €)]As a corollary, anygiven part of thenonEuropeanworld
gains its important attributeisom the European impactherefore the
nonEuropean world as whole i excepting the areas depopulated and
settled by Europeantyus becomingpseudopodgprojections]of Europe
itself i displays the patteroreated by a decay function: the farther one
gets from Europe (ithe sense of connectivity, not true distance), the less
intense theattribute. This can be described in pataaseries of agarea

®The term fidomocentricd is adapted from Shen
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or wavediffusion bands, and in part as @ntinuous cline Thus,
whenevemon-European areas display qualities indicative of importance,
progress, and the like, they do as a result of Europeanizatiamd in
proportion as they havreceived the European impaghus also, the
process of imperialism becomes a matter of givanglization while
taking resources.

These historical truisms provide some of the major elemerdssinucture of
ideas that underlay European imperialismotiyghoutits course and underlies it still. A
double standard of moralityas accepted by which privacy, brigandage, privateering,
slaveraiding, slavetrading, and slavery itselivere permitted sdong asthe venue
wereextraEuropeari indeed, the Enligienment in Europeather coincided with the
age of slavery beyond the boundaBplonialism acquired the status of a natural and
inevitable processalmost foreordained by the internal evolution of Europe and
developingsmoothly and continuously from thest voyages of Henry thBavigator
to the final partition of Africa. The establishmentlafgescale capitalist enterprise in
colonies and former coloniesas equally inevitable, a matter of finding better and
higher usedor land and labor than the nais themselves were capableachieving.
In the twentieth century, discomforting events like Japamabrism and the growth
of Chinese communism were cognized effects of European ideas. Were it my
intention to elaboratéully the Western model, | suld attempt to show how these and
like processes are, and have been in the past, cognized in terms fefvthasic
persistent truisms (not all of which have been mentionédpurse), which serve as
assumptions in the model. At all stagesnodern histry, Europeans have drawn these
truisms from Westerrethnoscience whenever the need arose to justify events past,
current,or planned.

The same holds true today. The conceptionoofEuropearpeoples as inferior
in strength, intelligence, and virtué tha is, a national power, technological
innovativeness, and justifiable aspirationis still basic to the international policies of
the West, although rarely stated in explicit terms and perhaps notdesem out into
the conscious decisiemaking processBefore pursuinghis matter furtherwe had
best present the alternative mqdkeét of the Third World.

Vi

Somewhat earlier, |1 characteed ThirdWorld ethnoscience in diighly
simplistic way, calling it Western ethnoscience with amanstraint remowe its
support of imperialism. But if that oneonstraint is removed, the shape of
historiography and social scienceust change. Fanon makes this blunt assertion:
fiwhat the West ham truth not understood is that today ... a new theory of man is
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coming nto being ( Fanon, Wha@hér7he is litezally) right or not, this is
clearly the program for a Third World ethnoscience.

The model, as | build it here, goes well beyond existing scholatakigny
model should). Where my own speculations are wowem the fabric, the design
remains in harmony with the whole. This deskgrs one basic motif: basic skepticism
with regard to any truism oparadigm of Western ethnoscience which seems to
reinforce imperialism:by derogating a part or property of the irth World; by
asserting alependency on the West; by claiming that some form of Western enterprise
in the Third World isa priori [i.e. derived from reasoninglogical, proper, or
necessaryby rationalizing the use or potential use of Western force ihia-World
region; @ simply by asserting that European historysus generis i that cultural
evolution is a European monopoly. Skepticigads to criticism, and thus the fabric is
unraveled and rewoven.

This model asserts a body of propositions, mosttath are simplalenials of
one or another part of one or another Western truismill draw these propositions
together into a schema of the historigabgraphy of imperialism, somewhat arbitrarily
divided into threespacetime stages. Very little wilbe said about the geometrytbfs
model since its most fundamental quality is (or can be expresgetthe absence of
ethnocentrism, domocentrism, and therefore nodality.

Stage | can be called the SlaBased Industrial Revolution, witbounds
extendingfrom Atlantic Europed the West African coast; thenttethe Atlantic coast
of South America; thence northward along st to the West Indies; thence back to
Europe. This period lastery roughly from 1450 to 17500 deal with it adequately,
one wauld have to discuss events occurring in Asia at the same time, butdowitnt
myself with one proposition: the impact of Europe on Akraughout this period was
very light; the model itself suggests wilyis was so (Panikkar, [1959]; van Leur,
[1955]).

The period begins with privateeririgchartered piracy on theGuinea Coast
by Portuguese merchant and naval ves&isallscaleslaveraiding occurs. Equally
smallscale sugar planting begins saveral Atlantic islands (e.g. Sao Thome), using
captued slaves angroducing for the European market. Iberian seamen continue to
probesouthward, less concerned with rounding Africa than with preyinigeorcoast.
As profits and experience increase, ships grow stureNemntually the orbit enlarges to
the wint where a landing is made tine New World, and Iberian interest shifts in part
to New World privateeringfi ¢ o n g).uMeanivhile, the Portuguese open a lucrative
trade in the Indian Ocean, beating Arab competition mainly thrbigftrseas piracy
on the smaller Arab vessels. This trade intereats mainly because it leads to
settlement on the Brazilian coasthose warfare and European diseases, combined
with slavery, quicklydestroy Amerindian competitors for land. Planters move across
the Atlantic, vagly increasing plantation acreage and stimulatingsthee tradeNow
Europe hits the jackpot and commences the éxmosion of imperialism: massive
expansion of commercial, slabasedagriculture in the New World.
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The acquisition of diseasamptied lad in limitless quantitiesvas theone
major advantage which Europeans managed to wresttlwetivilizations of Africa
and Asia.ln this model Europe had naurge to expananot shared by these other
civilizations; nor didEurope have any technologicalvantage, save ships that were
slightly more sophisticated as a result of the prior epoch of Afrgeacy; nor did
Europe display any other distinguishing sign of cultadilancement or achievement
motivation in the fifteenth aneéarly sixteenth centuryShe merely got to the New
World first, andobtained its lands in exchange for genocide.

The ThirdWorld model can therefore postulate that Europeansnbadnate
superiority, nor even the power to conquer-wiarld civilizations. This power was
only ganed in the eighteenth century, 2g6ars after Columbus, as a result of the
industrial revolution, whichbegan not in Europe but in the West Indies, thereafter
diffusing (outward?nward?) to Europe (James, 1970, 11184, 122123; Williams,
[1961/1944]; Obitz, [1947]). To make this last assertion plausiblee need a
subsidiary model, anicrogeographic systemmodel of theslavebased plantation,
showing its homology to subsequent factorgustry. Such a model would show that,
in level of machine technolgg(mill and field), level of capital, scale of labor input
and production, organizational complexity, multipligenerating effectsand other
attributes, the sugar plantation was equal to the levdeokarly English textile mill,
which it long preceded he ovewhelming difference was slavery.

The ThirdWorld model here invokes alternative propositiofise first is an
anthropological truism: every culture has rules,laws, which limit the degree to
which any one participant in thatilture can exploiany other, but no such rules need
apply to outsiderBeyond the bounds of Europe, a heathen alien could be muwtered
enslaved at will. With fresh land and a brisk market, moral scrupégs brushed
aside.The second proposition is culttigéographic new technology is extremely
costly in its earliest phas&hird is the basic Marxist proposition that power must be
employed to extracturplus from labor surely most feasible under the guns of a slave
colony. Thus we have rounded out the argumentdaslavebased,extraEuropean
origin of the factory systeni indeed, of capitalismtself if one accepts Max
distinction between merchants anodpitalists (Marx, 1967, 325)n our model, the
factory system had to evolve undgavery to the point wherlabos return was,
literally, enough tdkeep the laborer alive; only then could the system be transferred
from the colonies to Europe, and from the southern U.S. to the nibrém;
reconstituted as a new kind of mill, with sefree labor ancchild laborforming a
transition.

This model of the origins of industry and industrial capitalisrmeasonably
strange in the context of Western ethnosciencéhédnThirdWorld system, the model
may be poor but it is far fromstrangeC. L. R. Jamed1970, 122] ore of the greatest
of Third-World historianssays simplyfiThere is no question today that the resources
whichinitiated and establishgthe factory systein.. resulted from thétlantic slave
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trade and the enslavement of Africans in the Ameitahe slavetrade itself, in this
model, was mostly brigandage on tWest African coast: involvement of African
kingdoms came relativelyate, responding to one of the fruits of the European
industrial revolution cheap gun&.One must add the input of profifeom Spanish
enterprise in the New World plunder, mining, and a bit afgriculturei as well as the
profits from mercantilism in Asia. ThAsian element, however, is much overrated.
Europeans controlled rgignificant territory prior to the migighteerth century, and
had nothing much to sell the Asians until slavased industry had triggereuff
European industrial revolution.

Stagell in the evolution of imperialism, as portrayed in timedel, is classical
Colonialism, or largescale territorial conggst,mainly in areas with sophisticated state
organization. This periodommences slowly in the early eighteenth centBny.the
end ofthe nineteenth, colonial control has spread at least nominallyneeely all of
Africa and Asia, Japan has joined thelonizers, andChina has become a giant
colonialcondominium. The stage is brought to an end almestywhere, by a formal
grant of independence aral change of color on world maps, in the two decades
following World War Il. In the model, it ends by aaptual reoccupation of territory
and gradual crumbling of colonial political control over a peabderhaps 80 years.

The initiating conditions for Stagd are in essence also therminating
conditions for Stage IThese conditions can best lbmderstod in terms of the
geometry of the modelnitially, the Old World is a single uniform region dotted with
mercantile citiesnot a nodal region centered on Europe. We assume no initiating
condition within Europe itself which might destroy the relative sgdaequilibrium
among Oldworld cities, and we assume (wiolany) thatmerchants throughout the
archaic world are subservient to or portiook the state apparatuis that dual,
competing power poles are unstaldled hence nadmissible (Polanyi, 1957We
explain the acquisition of poweby European merchants as a boundary process
between the Old World artie New.Two vital ingredients of a capitalist society were
thusdrawn into Europe: first, the system of industrial capitalism wfirchhis model)
ewlved under slavery; and second, the prdfifsom plunder, slavery, Asiatic trade,
and new markets in NortAmerica and other pseudopoda of Eurdpehich were
needed by themerchant (now capitalist) class to acquire political power and thus
legitimize itself. By the end of Stage I, capitalism and the Stadee again a single
focus of power, but West European states veela@pting themselves to capitalism, not
vice versa. In this wagolitical and legal authority was obtained to create a-stswe

" Jameg] é Tontrasfs] the views presented in, e.g. Asht(#948, Deane(1969, Hartwell
(1967). E. Wrigley, a geographer, discusses The Supply of Raw Materials t he | ndustri al
in Hartwell (1967 97-120), without mentioning a singleonEuropeanarea, and the southern United
States only once a feat of myopia.

8 Cf. Polanyi (L966 for a discussion of this economic relation.
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proletariat in Europe itself by widening the limits of allowalebeploitation within the
society, and to redefine the territor@nquest ohonEuropeanareas as an affair of
state, not of privat€hartered Company (although the transition from one to the othe
was slow)?

Thus we derive the three initiating conditions of Sthger Colonialism. First,
the European country has already becomegatalist T not simply mercantilisti
society, and colonies atkerefore sought as extensions of the European miragkand
raw-material sphere. Second, industrialization and mercantilism togetiere
advanced to the point where both the technology and caygtaded for largscale
conquest are at hand. And third, since finst condition is best encountered in a
patential colony whichpossesses a strong faeisting state organization and large
population, formal and informal procedures will be followed to forge ahance
between the imperialists and the colonial power strudtuma alliance with genuine
advantags for the colonial participant singeoffers him a share of the economic and
political spoils. This,you will note, is a redefinition of thédivide and conquér
precept.In our model, the precept reads: imperialism should be fittedtirggpre
existing forms of exploitation so that the same clasaes exploited, only more
vigorously. | shall have occasion to rettiorthis proposition in a modern context.

At the close of World Watl, the colonial system was dismantledgth the
speed of a traveling @us, and in most places independen@s achieved without
violent revolution and at the stated initiatieé the imperial power, rather than on
presentation of an ultimatunthe Western Model uses these facts as evidence that
imperialism is onits deathbd. The Third World model interprets these facts quite
differently: twentieth century without overt political control. This is neocolonialism,
Stage lllof our model. To understand the homoldmgtween these two stages, and to
understand the nature of netmwalism i a crucial matter for the Thirv/orld
analysis of economiand social development prograinsve must focus for a moment
on certain structural properties of an idégbical colony as delineatdry our model.

The colony as a whole can be desdlilas a feudal state threetiered society
consisting of a gentry or landlord class abad®m are the state aristocracy and below
whom are the peasants, wéh imperialist superstructure added as another tier dbove
andindeed trickling through all theconomic interstices at the stared gentry level as
well. The Colonal bureaucracy is usually sealfistaining with tax revenues which are
generally paid directly oindirectly by the peasants. The bureaucracy supports a large
corpsof not always vitallyneeded Europeans. It has the additional facittion of
providing a source of decently paid employment for sbas of lesser gentry. It is

°® On the Chartered Compias and colonialism, see Coornadft967. On colonialism, see
Memmi (1969; Puthucheary1960; and various works by G. Padmore.
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indeed a significant element in tkpoils system; hence, the bureaucracy may be an
exploitative structurd its technical services do not redress the balance, as nmagyor
not occur.

The main exploitation, however, comes from private busitbesiunctions of
which are kept scrupulously separate from thosgavernmentA large, diversified
colony, however denge populated, will have at least some Europeawned
plantations (if only tea garderabove the food cultivation zone), some European
owned minesa host of Europeaowned imporexport agencies which usually feed
into locally managed distribution networkand other such enterpriseslmost all
manufactured goods are brought in from tloéonizing country. Local manufacturing
may be suppressed overths happened to Indi&cotton textile production and export
duringthe Company era and later to sugamiag) in the West Indies, docal industry
may be unable to face competition from factprgducedimports (Jathar and Beri,
1945; Dutt, [1908]; Gadgil, [1938]; Myrdal, 1957, 60).any case, a massive loss of
income occurs asa result of this process, iping out incipient manufacturing
industries,depriving urban artisans of a livelihood (bognefiting merchants), and
reducing peasant family inconfeei, [1953]; Jathar and Beri, [1945])

To sum up these structural features: the colonial bureaupraeygles welfare
and infrastructural services and maintains an exceediiaglye police or military
establishment, roughly at costhe private European sector profits by exporting
plantation andmine products and importing manufactured goods. The landowning
gentry continue as always to collect rent or share from the peasdnts, their
kinsmen maintain an elite status in new roles, bureaumatitisiness. The peasants
find their burden growing slowlput steadily, generation by generation, and the class
of landlesdaborers increases in proportion. Population growth may be a contributing
cause to their probleiin| will argue to the contrarpelowi but the primary cause is
exploitation: heavier chargggaced on farmers who always have limited land supplies
and rarelyhave access to yielgising inputs.

The colony thus created is dualistic, but not in the sensa afconomy in
which European enterprise is distinct from and camtegrate with peasant economy,
if such is een possible (Boeke, 195%)Thedualism here is between government and
economy[market] This is a fundamentdieature of capitalist societies; it permits
unrestricted economiactivity within a broad area of legally permissible actions. The
same dualism is constructed, for the samsaeain our colonyAfter a firm network
of ties has been established between metropaitdncolonial enterprise, and the latter
has acquired a corpd managers and shopkeepers from the local elite, then, in theory,
independence need not intedewith business as usual. Irregcolonial society, this
kind of dualism is rarely seen. Land ownershigy, instance, may have as many
political-territorial attributesas it does economifattributes] But colonialism bribes

19 A more realistic analysis of indigeneasien dualism is given by Myint (1954).
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the old elite intoassuming a new ralgart economic bourgeoisie, part bureaucratic
functionary. If peasants and laborers have heen pushed to thagoint of full-scale
revoluion, then the new elite will almost alwalge found in the vanguard of the less
extreme independence movemdsiit if the colonizers refuse to leave, many from this
group will turn revolutionary overnight, as happened in Indonesia, Algeria, and
elsewhere. One need not entirely dismiss the significance of imperialistic beliefs when
noting that almost althe imperialistcountrieschose to ignore such beliefs and free
their colonies without fussSo the terminating conditions for Stagednd initiating
conditions for Stage ll are bound up in the colonial process which creates an
economidief and secures it against pblitical dangers short afocialism.

fiNeo-Colonialisn® is the most widely used term for what enodel identifies
as the third stage of imperialism. Nkrumah characterizes an independent nation as neo
colonialif fits ecaromic systermand thus its politicapolicy is directed from outside
(Nkrumah, 1965, ix; Fanon, 1961h the present model, a nemlonial state is given
five defining propertieskirst, its economy is connected to European capitalism in the
colonialmanner. Second, its internadlitical gructure is effectivelycontrolled by an
elite group of the sort | described for Stagedlonies, a group of businessmen, civil
servants, or both, committda selfinterest or ideology to maintaining the colonial
economy.Third, it may have economic cpoections with more than one European
power. Fourth, the state lies under a permanent threat of invassame other hostile
act if European economic interests within isrritory are not properly protected;
hence, its sovereignty is contingeAnd fifth, since exploitation in the nemlonial
mode ismuch like that of classical colonialism, reolonialism has muckhe same
need to be backed up by military power if the citizens grestless. Accordingly, the
neocolony is customarily given substantiadilitary assistance to insure internal
security, while itsEuropean partner stands ready to airlift troops into the country if
they are needed.

Note that the first two of these properties, a colonial econ@mg a
bureaucratianercantile elite, are the twmost fundamentafeatures of Stagel
colonies, aside from European rule itsé&lbte also that the third of these properties
suggests a plausibleeason why imperialist powers might find their interests best
servedby granting independence to their coksiand converting them intoec
colonies.To begin with, if all the major powers @®lonizeat about the same tinie
exactly ashappened then the CommomMarket principle takes effect: each gives up
its trade protections a small colonial market, garaccess instead to a vastly larger
one, and still retains the fat pickings of remlonialism in theoriginal. The second
imperialist excuse for deolonization is amilitary one. Given the state of war
technology in the 1950s @®mpared, say, with the9Q0s, military airlifts and roving
navies may have come to provide greater reserve power than colonial garrisons
maintained (at great expense) throughout the empire. Fraimrd-World point of
view there is every reason to believe tingperialism is stilvery much alive.
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The proposition that imperialism still holds sway in the nguise of nee
colonialism leads to a pervasive skepticism about Wesi@liay in the Third World
today. It also raises doubts abdbe pronouncements of Western ethnosciente o
matters of peaceequality, and economic development in the Third World. Take the
following propositions as examples. First, given the propensitgfioenonEuropean
movements in European terms, will it everpaessible to stage a revolution againsg a
form of exploitation inthe Third World without having that revolution defined and
respondedo asMarxisti as a subset of Western thought? Second, wil\West be
able to accept the possibility that Third World nations dafeat it militarily 1 that
conflict resolution in places lik&outheast Asia must follow the same principles as
elsewhere? Thirdcan the Third World accept the thesis that any major economic
developmenprogram is not merely a part of the process of imperialiSarinstance,
is there any real difference between economid programs and former colonial
technical services? Do both sea® patterrmaintenance or welfare services to permit
smooth functioningof private exploitation? Fourth, are populatioontrol efforts
really desgned to assist the Third World or are they simply anotherension of
imperialism? After all, it is as reasonable to art¢ju@t high peasant birth rates are a
function of exploitation as its to argue the current Western view, which assumes
incredible ighoranceon the part of peasant families and, to many-Wntes, carries
overtones of racism. If time permitted, | would continue wrthny other skeptical
propositions of the same sort. Perhaps Thard World is truly coming to the
conviction that peacgustice,and development must emerge from a new ethnoscience:
fa newofmdme or vy

Systems of belief are by no means immune to change, buatbdgss likely to
foretell external events than to explain thafter the fact. This is notably true when a
culture is losingcontrol over suclevents. Reality, for that culture, is changirige
beliefsystem is signalingno change; the members of theulture believe and act on
the signal; and sooner or later thap between belief and verification becomes to
great to be ignoredJnfortunately, that discovery may occur during the millisecond
before a nuclear holocaust. Let me be more specific: Western ethnostédénes the
geography of the preseday world in a waythat is sogrossly unrealistic that wean
only hope for a changm belief that occurs in time to save us, or a slow enough
intrusion of reality sothat beliefs may somehow respond in time. The Westerdel
has persuaded the West that imperialism is under controle¢babmic development
is just around the comer, and that peacenly a matter of right thinking. The Third
World model, on thedther hand, describes a world in which imperialism is far from
deadi instead, it has changed from colonialism into-gelmnialism,a cooperative
enteprise of the European world as a wholeand that resistance to imperialism is
mounting throughout the worldf. the real world bears any resemblance to this model,
then we ar@n the brink of disaster.
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