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{eds) Development as Theory and Practice: Current Perspectives on Development and Development market notions of ‘comparative advantage’ suggested that Latin America should benefit from
Co-operation, Harlow: Longman. eir export strategies, ECLA economists argued otherwise. Their structuralist assessments had
Paloni, A. and Zanardi, M. (eds) (2006) The IMF, the World Bank and Policy Reform, Tondon and New York; ¢ countries, particularly Britain and the United States, benefiting at Latin America’s expense.
Routledge L . London: Earth Consequently, Prebisch and other BCLA structuralists insisted that major structural changes in
Reed, D. {e (19?2) Structural Adjustment and the Environment, London: Earthscan. evelopment policy would be necessary to improve Latin America’s economic situation. They pro-
Simon, D. (1995} ‘Debt, democracy and development in Africa in the 19905} in D. Simon, W. Van SPengen, : <ed structural changes which favoured switching to more d f ducti d ifi
C. Dixon and A. Nirman (eds) Structurally Adjusted Africa: Poverty, Debt and Basic Needs, London and ey L P B e. ome.s 1c pr:o uction under tariff pro-
tection as a means of replacing industrial imports. In line with this strategy, capital goods,

Boulder, CO: Pluto Press. .

Wood, A. {1997) The International Monetary Fund’s Enhanced Structural Adjustment Facility: What Role termediate products and energy would be purchased with national income revenues from pri-
for Development?, Briefing Paper, Bretion Woods Project (available on the Projects website at y exports, and technology transfer would be negotiated with transnational corporations, This
http:/fwww brettonwoodsproject.org/brieffesaf html). development strategy — often referred to as import substitution industrialization (ISI) — became

widely practised throughout Latin America and the Third World/global South in general,

Although ECLA structuralist analyses recognized some of the problems underlying Latin

erican underdevelopment, the proposed IST remedies brought other, more problematic, forms

of dependency. Multinational corporate power and authority over technology transfer and capital
vestment emerged as a new form of dependency. Fernando Henrique Cardoso (1973) pointed
this out in his assessments of power and authority in Brazil, and characterized the situation in such
peripheral economies as ‘associated dependent development’. Indeed, Cardoso. felt that the
pendent capitalist process of ‘import substitution industrialization’ occurred mostly under
Dennis Conway and Nikolas Heynen guthoritarian regimes, and further, that state policies would favour multinational capital at the
: : : ense of labour.

Prebisch’s (1950) identification of core—periphery relations as the global historical heritage

hehind unequal development meant that Latin America faced a formidable structural reality.

Dependency theory, more than a theoretical construct, is a way of understanding historically - __x_nperialism, colonialism and neocolonialism needed to be challenged more rigorously, because

embedded, political-economic relations of peripheral capitalist countries, especially Latin ripheral capitalism was not the answer for Latin American development. Accordingly, alterna-

American countries, within the broader context of the global economy. It is, essentially, a critique - tive critical commentary more deeply rooted within Marxist and neo-Marxist ideologies emerged,

of the development paths, policies and strategies followed in Latin America, and elsewhere in the o better explain Latin America’s subordinate place within the global economy, and to better

periphery (Amin 1976, 1992 argues the African case). Dependency theory emerged as a critical lens understand the processes that led to such exploitive and dependent relations. ECLA structuralism
through which the history of Latin American development, marginalized as it was by Western - was recast in dependencia terms.

hegemony, could be better understood; the ‘development of underdevelopment;, no less. The ini- Baran’s influential (1957) Political Economy of Growth described the reasons for Latin America’s

tial theorization was a structuralist perspective by economists who were associated with the United underdevelopment within a Marxist framework as being a consequence of advanced nations’

Nations Economic Commission for Latin America (ECLA). This was soon transformed, and : orming special partnerships with powerful elite classes in less developed countries, which ben-

informed, by more critical dependency notions and the spread of Marxist and neo-Marxist cri- fited the minority class of Latin American elites rather than economic development more gener-

tiques of imperialism (Palma 1978). lly. Baran felt that such ‘partnerships’ perpetuated core countries’ maintenance of traditional
Perhaps one of dependency theory’s most important characteristics is that it was a product of : ystems of surplus extraction, thereby making domestic resources continuously available to them,

Latin American scholarship (much of it written in Spanish) rather than Western scholars. These while rendering the economic development of Latin American countries unlikely, because any sur-

authorities theorized on the Latin American condition as ‘insiders;, as erstwhile, often passionate, lus generated was appropriated ‘by the power-elites. Accordingly, Latin American countries

native sons, This gave rise to a more informed, and more involved, appreciation of the reasons for emained subordinate and the core’s monopoly power grew from the unequal commodity

Latin American underdevelopment, as dependistas dealt with the context of various countries’ spe- ~exchanges.

cific national circumstances, and theorized about Latin America’s structures of social organization . André Gunder Frank (1967, 1979) further developed Baran’s ideas, by focusing on the depend-

and localized behaviours. For Caribbean (and English-speaking) readers, Norman Girvan edited a ent character of peripheral Latin American economies. In Frank’s prognosis, ‘the development of

special edition of Secial and Economic Studies in 1973, with contributions translated from the underdevelopment’ was the concept which best characterized the capitalist dynamics that both

Spanish. More widely, it was the publication of the writings of André Gunder Frank (and the col- developed the core countries and caused greater levels of underdevelopment and dependency

lection and translation of other Latin American original contributions by North American Latin within Latin American countries. Frank used this conceptual framework to explain the dualistic

Americanists) which brought the dependency school’s ideas to the notice of North American and capitalist relations which had occurred, and which would continue to occur between Latin

European development studies (Chilcote 1984). American and core countries, as a result of the latter’s continued political-economic domination,
Prior to the Second World War, Latin American countries’ economic strategies primarily fol- " Although there was a popular perception that Third World countries regained some sense of

lowed a development path based on the export of natural resources and primary commodities to - self-determination following decolonization, Frank argued that this was a fallacy. Rather, exploita-

core countries. Many, including Argentinian Ratil Prebisch, Brazilians Paul Singer and Celso tion of many Third World countries by colonial and neocolonial core countries intensified follow-

Furtado, and Chilean Osvaldo Sunkel, felt that Latin America’s historical marginalization and . * ing their achievement of political “independence’, further contributing to greater unequal relations.

resultant underdevelopment was perpetuated by such unequal commercial arrangements. While : Thus, given the class-based stratification of Latin American society, which Baran blamed for the
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development of ties between Latin American elites and capitalist and potitical leaders {rom core vestment, trade dependency, dependency for better human capital formation and so forth’
countries, revolutionary action to remove such elites from power would be needed to forge a refor- hosh 2001: 133).
mulation of international capitalist relations. ‘Ghosh then points out the all-too-obvious connections between the divergent trajectories of

Besides arguing that the dependent core-periphery relationship was best articulated at the .P talismy’s expansion in the global North as opposed to the global South, with the equally obvi-
national scale, Frank also posited that a similar metropolis—satellite relationship occurred at aus assessment that ‘unequal competition’ remains an extremely powerfujl dependency re);laﬁon_
smaller (regional) scales. In particular, he described similar dependent circumstances occurring ip in globalization’s transformative, disciplinary and" destructive influences (Conway and
between cities in Latin American countries and their peripheral hinterlands. Within this more Heynen 2006). Just as the imperialism of old imposed colonial regimes that fostered dependency
localized scenario, the city and its periphery becomes increasingly polarized as a result of the cap- d underdevelopment, modern globalization of the post-1980s has several salient features that
italist relations between them, namely the metropolis exploiting its satellites. Dense networks of ¢ de facto successors to these imperial mechanisms:
metropolis-satellite combinations formed what Frank referred to as ‘constellations across national :
space’ (Frank 1967).

Franlcs notions of dependencia, which are perpetuated through global capitalism, ran counter
to dualist notions that sought to explain Latin America’s peripheral position in terms of modern
versus traditional structures. Frank contended that by conceptualizing Latin America’s under-
development as a function of feudal, or traditional, structures, the dualist perspective failed to
truly comprehend the historical significance and transformative impact of capitalist’s penctration -
of the continent’s economic, political and social structures, This dependent relationship that Frank
posited drew sharp criticism from many, however. Laclau’s (1971) analysis is perhaps the most
notable. ' ' _ o _ Both Ghosh (2001) and Taylor (1996) argue convincingly that the evolving world system of

Laclau asserted that Frank’s analytical method has significant shortcomings because it is based re—periphery relationships has entered its postmodern phase of new dependency relationships
on an erroneous characterization of Marx’s notion of modes of production. Instead of basing the ecological uncertainty, rapid technological change, and a multiplicity of cross-cutting flows 01;
construction of a mode of production on social or class relations, as Marx did, Laclan claims that information, cultural messages and knowledge exchange, at multiple scales and scopes of influen-
Prank’s reliance on market relations as the defining quality of the processes under which produc- | power and authority — ranging from the global to the local, from the exceptional to the ordi-
tion occurs is inherently flawed. As a consequence, Laclau concludes that Frank’s analysis offers lit- a1y, and from the elites to the bourgeoisie and working classes. Taylot (1996) draws parallels from
de more than an account of a history that is well reported; in effect, he contributes nothing to the experiences and characteristics of earlier Dutch, British and American hegemonic cycles to
theoretical explanation in terms of determining conditions. . chronicle the transition of the world’s modern core—periphery system to a new postmodern (and

The resultant tensions within Frank’s analytical framework as a result of arguably incorrect, or g!obaiized) ‘world impasse, where ‘all we can be sure of is that there will be many surprises for
less than accurate, usage of Marxist ideology, led the way to other neo-Marxist investigations of the humanity’ (Taylor 1996; 224).
linkages and possible reconciliation between dependency theory and Marxism. One was Ruy . Dependency thinking has come a long way since its initial Latin American interpretations, but
Mauro Marini’s fundamental thesis in Dialéctica de la Dependencia (1973), which concerned the even in today’s globalizing world, the geopolitical and geo-economic struggles under way in ?:atin
‘super-exploitation’ of labour in dependent countries as a necessary strategy for capitalists to par- - America are anything but predictable, and can no longer be framed so easily in the structural terms
tially compensate for the falling rates of profit arising out of unequal exchange. Seeking to ‘end the - of core US hegemony and Latin American dependency. Furthermore, and as a concluding recom-
debate, Chilcote (1984) effectively situated the various capitalist and socialist approaches to the mendation on how dependency theory might best be reread and ref;shioned dependency think-
‘development of underdevelopment’ — structuralism, dependencia, internal colonialism, neo- ing today requires us to confront the power hierarchies of the recent past Eand present}, using
Marxism, even Trotskyism — as a full set of alternative theories and perspecives on development - much more informed critical perspectives on the gendered roles of women, as well as men’ in the
and underdevelopment. He also finds a place for Wallerstein’s more worldly focus in the collection - development process. The primacy of capitalism’s system of production an:i class s‘{ruggle) which
of alternatives, Wallerstein (1974, 1980) adapted dependency notions not only to comment on the for so long anchored dependency theory’s macro-level explanations of inequality and undejrdevel-
commercial relations between the core countries and Latin America, but also to examine world opment in the global South, needs to be further rethought and scaled down to incorporate micro-
historiography in terms of the dominant and subordinate relations that successive emerging cores, ' and meso-level assessments and examinations of class-based and gendered agency at the house-
their peripheries and semi-peripheries have experienced, from the long sixteenth century, through hold, community and regional levels (Scott 1995). This way, the ‘real-life economics’ of more than
eras of capitalism to the present globalizing era (the post-1980s). half the globe’s six billion people who are dependent and underdeveloped can be more effectively

Following Chilcote’s (1984) insightful synthesis, Ghosh {2001) has further updated the record understood and evaluated in terms of their sustainability, democratic participation and accounta-

and provided us with a contemporary critical appraisal and overview of contemporary thoughts bility, their social power and authority (Ekins and Max-Neef 1992).

on the full set of alternative dependency theories and their ‘development of underdevelopment’
underpinnings. Agreeing with Ghosh, we feel that the dependency paradigm is still relevant as a
partial explanation of the paths to development and underdevelopment that the core and periph-
eral Latin American nations followed, Furthermore, there are significant ‘inter-temporal paradigm - Chilcote, R. (1984} Theories of Development and Underdevelopment, Boulder, CO, and London: Westview Press
shifts’ in the theory’s wider application in our rapidly globalizing world. As Ghosh reminds us: : Ghosh, B. (2001) Dependency Theory, Revisited, Aldershot and Burlington, VT: ,Ashgatc. ' '
“There are indeed many issues and areas of development where dependency plays a major role. . Kay, C. (1989) Latin American Theories of Development and Underdevellopment London and New York:
Some of these are: aid dependency, technological dependency, dependency for foreign capital " Routledge. ) l

2 programme of binding individuals, institutions and nations into a common set of market
_relationships;

a calculated economic strategy of the capitalist economies, corporations and international
financial institutional systems to encourage and stimulate capitalist growth for *winners’ —
core and emerging markets — not the ‘losers] with no comparative advantages, weak or failed
states or the corruption-weakened;

-a means of extracting surplus through the exploitation of the cheap labour, high-quality

: manpower and resources of the global South (Ghosh 2001: 158}, '
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e Companion :

ntroduction: Post-New World intellectual currents

ince the emergence of the New World movement in the early 1960s, it might be reasonable to
. expect that gathering forces in the international system — shaped by the imperatives of globaliza-
Monthly Review Press Chaos, New York: Monthly Review Press. ion — would present the spectre of the emergence once more of vital new political forces, Then, as
g;?:;, ?? ((1195))95?) 5‘7:5 gjl?t);cal aEi?nomy of Gr.owrh, New York: Monthly Review Press. L now, the region was thrown back into cozat;emplation on the relevance of it.s development strategy.
Cardoso, EH. (1973) ‘Associated-dependent development: Theoretical and practical unl?hcat-lons, in - With the benefit of the backward glance, ‘New World’ was first founded in Georgetown towards
A. Stepan (ed.) Authoritarian Brazil: Origins, Policies, and Future, New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, .}1._‘3 end of 1962, against the backdrop of a long general strike and growing racial conflict between
pp. 142-76. ) . \frican-Guyanese and Indian-Guyanese. The early founders aspired to invent an indigenous view
Chilcote, R.H. (1984) Theories of Development and Underdevelopment, Boulder, CO, and London: Westview f the region, convinced that the modernization ideologies very much in vogue embraced neither
Press. _ . . .  strategy for real, independent development, nor an understanding of the political-economic
Conway, D. and Heynen, N. (2006) Globalization’s Contradictions: Geographies of Discipline, Destruction and . acy of the Caribbean, of which more later.

. it i York: Routledge. : : : : ;
lT’ﬂﬂst’m“”"”’ Abmg{\i/fn ?g;z?;v:af;;e E(Z;lnam% cs: Understanding Wealth Creation, London and New - S In Ehf: ﬁrsjt deFade of the twenty-first Centlllry,.Car.lbbean }ntellectuals in the main, particu-
Ekins, P. and Max-Neef, M. ( : arly social scientists, take on the colour of their historical environs: if neoliberal capitalism can-

e itali d Underdevelopment in Latin America: Historical Studies of Chile and Brazil, . 10t be challenged successfully, then to all intents and purposes it does not exist; all that remains
ook an Cﬂg”@;’; a?hl ;esire:;fvliriis s the challenge of massaging a link between market liberalization and populist statism. To be
FraanZVx{gflE;;%)Lthsz&enf icau};ulation and .Underdevelopment, New York: Menthly Review Press. _ i_lre, t-hi‘s concern among Caribbean schlolar§ :'md comn?entators ('ioes not Precludg expres.sion of
Ghosh, B.N. (2001) Dependency Theory Revisited, Aldershot and Burlingfon, VI: Ashgate. 1 . espait in some quarters over the sustainability of the island-national project of the Caribbean.
Girvan, N. (1973) ‘Dependence and underdevelopment in the New World and the Old), Special Number, ‘his forecast is based on an understanding of the export impetus girding contemporary capital-

Social and Economic Studies, 22(1): March. 4 New Yotk : sm, and the difficulties associated with making the transition in political economies dominated
Kay, C. (1989) Latin American Theories of Development and Underdevelopment, London and New York: y merchant capital.

Routledge. . . oss
Laclaw, E. (1971) ‘Feudalism and capitalism in Latin America), New Left Review, May-June: 19-38.

Marini, R.M. (1973) Dialéctica de la Dependencia, Mexico: Ediciones Era. ]
Palma, G. (1978) ‘Dependency: A formal theory of underdevelopment or a methodology for the analysis of
concrete sitnations of underdevelopment?, World Development, 14(3): 881-924. : he New World movement in the anglophone Caribbean was marked by an optimism of will and
Prebisch, R. (1950) Economic Development in Latin America and its Principal Problems, Lake Success, NY: UN ntellect. Newly independent governments were seen to be in pursuit of development guideposts
Department of Economic Affairs. o oo - Boulder. CO o chart a self-reliant future. At the popular level, claims for social equality through redistribution
Scott, C.V. (1995) Gender and Development: Rethinking Modernization and Dependency Theory, Boulder, ecame intensely salient as an expression of justice, And knowledge producers within both the aca-
emic and the literary community, no longer under the heel of colonial power, focused their ener-
! The Modern World System, Volume 1. Capitalist Agriculture and the Origins of the ies on either transforn.lative or ameliorative de\jelopment ag‘eydas. Socfial dial.ogu'e and- action
Wallerstein, 1. (1974) The Mo e;ln Sixt rhyCentm‘ New York: Academic Press. emed governed by an impulse towards West Indian self-definition, manifested in discussions on
Wag:;ii:2?1748?‘91‘;{-56;;2ﬂolgg:nem;;lzegystem, Vo{;me 2 Mercantilism and Consolidation of the European ace, cla{;s, c.u]ture a.nd the.qu_estion. of ownership and control of the region’s resources. The gene.ral
World-Economy, 16001750, New York: Academic Press. _decolomzatlon.hor.lzon within Which such mood and tho-ughlt moved was also marked I:.»y raging
ebates occurring in the academic world between modernization theorists and neo-Marxist schol-
ars. The New World group — largely comprising historians and social scientists — would come to
draw from, and intervene in, these debates, combining serious enquiry into the development pos-
bilities under capitalism, with integrative, normative and programmatic thinking on nation
building.
Considered by their pragmatic counterparts in government, media and academy as ‘radicals’
this cluster of writers and commentators across the Caribbean came to be known as the New
;Wor[d Group (NWG). Their thoughts and ideas on socialism, national self-determination and the
delimiting horizons of capitalism reached a West Indian mass audience through public lecture
series, various national fora, and newspapers and newsletters of their creation. New World, a
Jamaica-based magazine, first appeared in 1963 and was published fortnightly vnder the editor-
ship of Lloyd Best, with assistance from a host of University of the West Indies (UWI, Mona
This chapter does not aspire to a chronology or a historical sequencing of. events. Instead it - Campus) scholars — Geolrge Beckford, Owen Jefferson, RoyAugier,.Derek Gordon, Don Roblotham
examines retrospectively the rise and demise of an inteilectual movement in the angl.ophone fmd "i‘"revor Munroe, to h‘st a few. Fro)m 1965, New World was pub‘hsl_led asa qgart.erly. Bearing the
Caribbean under the animating force of decolonization. Allowance is made for a foray‘lflto tl'.le _ imprint f)f the UWI, the Ne\a\:f World .wlould serve as a Iqose association attaching its name (o anti-
behind the thwarted impulses of that age and the present decline of radical critigue in }1’1’1}_)61‘1?1115’[, consciousness-raising activity across the region. Infie-ed, NWGs were said to be formed
reasons In 5t Vincent, St Lucia, Washington, DC, Montreal, St Kitts, Trinidad, Barbados, Anguilla, Jamaica

Amin, S. (1976) Unequal Development: An Essay on the Social Formation of Peripheral Capitalism, New York:

lecolonization and the rise of New World

Lynne Rienner. . )
Tayig;? PJ. (1996) The Way the Modern World Works: World Hegemony to World Impasse, Chichester: Wiley.

Don D. Marshall

the modern neoliberal period.
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and Guyana. Other publications that appeared either as complements to or refinements of New u‘tilizat%OH of the inter.nai.market. Thi§ was 80, he Sur.mi.sed, l?ecause the gridlocked nature of a
World’s mission included Moke and Tapia, Trinidad-based, weekly newspapers appearing in 1969, plantation economy, with its lacil( of an internal dynamic, its lrehance on o_utdated tec_:hnlologles _and
Abeng, a Jamaican newsletter launched in the same year, and the 1970 St Lucia-based Forum. erard.llcal management practn:'es, guaranteed for the region a subordinate role in its relation-
The first issue of New World focused on Guyana’s development dilemma. The analysis moved ships with core firms and countries. . . . . .
beyond conventional state-centric exp]anations about the COLII]U”Y)S Savings gap, low technologies, From all this VYC may gather that, unlike their dE]?ﬂf'ldCHCY COU.IltEI‘pal‘tS mn ‘Latm /f&merlca, most
unskilled, undifferentiated labour markets and inadequate infrastructure. Guyana’s, and indeed New World associates rehedl lesson EXTEH‘lal-dEtﬁ'mlplst explanatioqs 1o explain Caribbean un.dep
the Caribbean’s, limited development, it was argued, was a function of the region’s structural development, than on the internal workings of Caribbean economies to account for the l'eg10..ﬂ’s
dependent linkages with Europe in terms of its value system and its economic relations. This point structural dependency, even as t-hey were careful.to note that the charactfenstlcs of t}.IESC economies
of view resonated with the dependency perspective first advanced by Paul Baran and subsequently CD_dEd back to colonial refations between Br itain and the West Indies. D.epen'dzs.tm and struc-
extended by others who specialised in Latin American area studies. It was certainly a more assim- turalists, on the pther haﬂd>'P13€ed the cen.tremper{phery 1'elat}0r.15 tl'.ley depict w1'th;1.1 the cpntext
ilable ‘angle’ for Norman Girvan and Owen Jefferson to deploy in their doctoral theses explaining of 1ne}cr(?-histor1cal forces, intent on locking peripheral societies into an unyielding spiral of
Jamaican underdevelopment (circa 1972), than the market-deficiency arguments of neoclassical gxplmtatzo.n and poverty. o ‘ N o
proponents. As Girvan and Jefferson saw it, the move towards self-government and independence Interestingly enough, W_altel' Rodney, a Guya'nese historian, and ¥ama1can POiltI.CE}l sclentist,
could not arrest the process of underdevelopment so long as the domestic economies remained revor Munroe, Cf:’u}d be said to haYe framed Caribbean dﬂ."'ﬂOPlTlef'llt in such detelrnnmstu.: ferms,
dependent on foreign capital and terms of trade set under colonial rule. except that they singled out the social legacy of 'fh)e plantation experience as especially debilitating
Principally, the path of resistance for New World associates was forged out of opposition to for ?Oﬂ‘Whlte races. Both were inspired by Marx's historical materialist method, but Rodney was
Arthur Lewis’s (1955) import substitution industrialization (ISI) model, favoured by Caribbean inclined to argue Tl}at na’Flon building in the region had to be about re13€w1ng Spl.ﬂ'ts’ constructing
governments in the 1960s and 1970s. Briefly, the IS programme required state provision of incen- ounds for bllack liberation and pursuing SElf-i'el{ance. Trevor Munro'e s perspective was expressed
tives to transnational enterprises in order to attract offshore industrial operations. The various 1 more clas:n.cal but nuanced terms';, as he was mindful of th(? plantation slavery experience. As he
budgetary and fiscal preparatory statements placed emphasis on the prospects for increased would frame it, underdevelopment in the region was the predictable outcome of undeveloped class
employment, technology transfer and stimulated markets for local inputs. ormation - itself partly per petuated bY. that mix of domestic policies which threw the territories
Beckford (1972) and Best and Levitt (1968) levelled a critique of Lewis’s model that was repre- back on tr.admonal actfvaty and on traditional metropolitan depenFlence. The extent of the I?g in
sentative of the dominant positions New World associates adopted on the question of Caribbean echpologxcal, .me.u'ket, lnﬁ‘.astructural and Tesource d.eve.iopment will pose a challenge to aspirant
capitalist development. With epistemic insights drawn from orthodox Marxists and Latin Caribbean societies committed t? constructing a capltahs.t economy. .
American structuralists, their research fitted the growing canon of work secking to establish . Of the NWG, ;}OWEVET, Best’s dependency perspective evinced a Lileep—seated amblvalen.ce
dependency as the source of persistent underdevelopment. Beckford and others in the NWG would - owards Western discourses on development. Perhaps he was self-conscious of the post-colonial

enrich this stock argument by anchoring the dependency concept within the plantation experience 'cholflr§ place in such literary transactions, of ﬂ1_€ dangers of succumbing to the neoclassical
issociation between open economies and automatic economic growth. In the context of planta-

jon economies, such assumptions muddled an already complex situation, Best argued. His
) ependency perspective was consistently embedded in extended and detailed analyses of ruling
Dependency theory and plantation economy ' ircles. Apart from addressing the aforementioned features of neocolonial dependency in the

Beckford’s (1972) Persistent Poverty defined the historic plantation slave economy as a quintessen- egion, }}e singled out the S.hﬁfed OLIﬂOOk of Cf‘f ibbean ei.ites and Westan developmen.t planners
tially dependent economy, the units of which included Caribbean land, African unfree Jabour and _ as a major brake on effec’ﬂﬂg meaningful S0C10-economic transformation. Not surprisingly, his
Buropean capital. This is Best and Levitt’s (1968) ‘pure plantation economy), as no other economic PPEE‘I1 was for a shift in the register of social CONSCLOUSNESS On the part of the ruling elite. The
activity occurred outside the sugar plantation. Beckford’s work was as much a repudiation of olonial hangover apart, Best fa;led to draw sufficient attention to the degree of class conflict
Caribbean development strategies as it was a paradigmatic challenge to the liberal fallacy of nherent in decolonization as new class forces move to reorient the social system and the values
‘progress’ For him, the mode of accumnulation in the region remained a modified plantation econ- - which define that system.

omy variant, as dependent investment and aid ties with London and other metropolitan cities per- .

sisted. After lamenting the disarticulation between branch-plant produc.tion and the rest of the he demise of New World

host economy, and the general mono-product character of local economies, Beckford (and, later,

Best and Levitt) outlined other structural features of the plantation economy which generated ‘As the 1970s dawned, the New World movement shuffled to a halt as division arose over strategies,
“tactics and modes of resistance to neocolontalism. By this time, Best was especially critical of the

) group, decrying what he saw as New World’s fatal attraction for governments, and a tendency to
- land requirements of plantation production tended to restrict domestic food production; substitute policy-oriented research for contemplative scholarship. Increasingly, such knowledge
+ terms of trade often deteriorated as rising food and other imports presented balance of products, he argued, amounted to exercises in self-justification, and as such were quite explicit dis-
payments difficulties; “closures of governmental discourse in action. He was also resistant to the idea that the NWG could
stagnant educational levels tended to foreclose on product diversification options and move towards the formation of a political party or organization contending for power. In a
improvements. polemic entitled ‘Whither New World), Best (1968: 2) spoke of the tensions of the group, offering

Havelock Brewster (1973), seized by the plantation economy argument, argued that foreign the following observation: “There is among us, much unwitting intolerance, little cool formulation,
capital could not possibly champion industrialization in accordance with common needs and the hardly any attentive listening and even less effective communication, Munroe would come to

of Caribbean societies.

uniderdevelopment:



100 ‘ The Companion to Development Studies

lament their facetious pursuit of class unity and vowed to distance himself from what he termed
the ‘bourgeois idealism’ of New World.

The disintegration of the NWG was in part a result of the attention given by many to the imme-
diate reaims of the policy process. Mona-based economists, in particular, played key advisory roles
in the Michael Manley administration of the 1970s, while others across the region responded to
appeals from governments for technical and project management assistance. But there are some
scholars who instead place emphasis on the internal arguments between Best and others on the
question of New World’s relevance and ifs activist orientation. Their analysis, in my view, falls
short precisely because they do not recognize sufficiently that New World, like any avant-garde
movement, became compromised not so much by bourgeois acceptance as by absorption into the
intelligentsia. Attendance to career, administration and public service would spawn a culture
marked by keynote address, cocktail attendance and doctoral authority. Consequently, the new
radicals were to be found on the outskirts of black power movements, drawn less to its ideology
than to the struggle for worker freedom and justice.

On a wider intellectual plane, New World could be said to suffer the shump it did largely because
the dependency concept itself lacked lasting explanatory power. Overall, there was a circularity in
the dependency argument: dependent countries are those which lack the capacity for autonomotus
growth, and they lack this because their structures are dependent ones. Other scholars have also
made the point about development in the world economy being, in fact, dependent development,
pointing to foreign investment relationships between core states and firms. By the late 1970s, the
emphasis among neo-Marxists shifted away from an independent weight placed on ‘dependency’
as undesirable, towards either a normative condemnation of state capitalism or an appeal to Third
World states to negotiate the scope of their dependency.

Summary: Back to the future

If we posit that openings for dissent are as necessary to democracy as securing consent, then
Caribbean civil and uncivil socjety can continue to offer sites for objection and challenge. But there
has been no New World equivalent emerging out of the tensions of the present neoliberal period.
True the rise and influence of non-governmental organizations (NGOs), particularly women’s
organizations, trades unions and the galvanizing work of the Caribbean Policy Development
Centre, along with that of critical scholars, have served to exert pressure on increasing public trans-
parency and inclusion. To be sure it is not at all clear that NGOs constitute an intrinsically virtu-
ous force for the collective good. These can run a similar course to that of the New World. Beyond
a certain point, NGOs may lose the critical element that caused them to come into existence, as
they render services to governance agencies, take funds from them or ‘cross over’ to work for gov-
ernment institutions and organizations which they previously challenged. Market mentalities pre-
dominate in government bureaucracies, business firms and academy in the early twenty-first
century. Academicians from the UWI, particularly social scientists, are exhorted by media, busi-
ness and government commentators to give advice and attention to the technicality of social con-
trol or constitutional and other reforms. In most issue spaces, ruling discourses of technocratic
expertise seem to suppress alternative perspectives arbitrarily. The UWT’s role in this is not entirely
surprising, as the University’s struggle for relevance and its sensitivity to budget efficiency do make
for a climate where conformity to the prevailing common sense seemns the best course for research
programming. Hegemony-affirming research thus continues to triumph. Political and intellectual
challenges are foreclosed in the prevailing environment, where priority of survival continues to be
asserted both as an operating principle and as a rationale for the absence of radical critique. This
is the ‘bourgeois villainy’ Best would speak of when the case was hardly self-evident among intel-
lectuals of New World. The associates then at least managed a discussion of Caribbean dependency
that was enriched by site characteristics of plantation production relations. This added colour to
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p'ara]lel deb-ates in Latin America. For New World associates, the dependency concept had opera-
five power; it encouraged an interesting entry point for challenging the colonial mode of accumu-
ation. It also fashioned an intellectual cachet of dissent in the region, illuminating history and
ocial fact as economic paradigms came under challenge.
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Thomas Klak

Definition

World-systems theory (WST) argues that any country’s development conditions and prospects are
shap-ed primarily by economic processes, commodities chains, divisions of labour and geopolitical
lieiationships operating at the global scale. World-systems theorists posit the existence of a single
global ?conomic system since at least the start of European industrialization around 1780-90

According to WST doyen Immanuel Wallerstein, and others, the global system dates back even fur;
(ther, to at least 1450, when international trade began to grow, and when Europe embarked on the
age of discovery’ and colonization (Frank and Gills 1993). Contrary to much social science think-
ing, WST stresses the futility of a ‘statist orientation’ — that is, the attempt to analyse or generate
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development by focusing at the level of individual countries, each of which is profoundly shaped prevailing method of accumulating capital and an associated ‘mode of regulation) that is, a set
by world-system opportunities and constraints (Bair 2005). of state regulations and behavioural norms (O’Hara 2003).

WST has identified a number of regularly occurring historical cycles associated with the level
and quality of business activity. These cycles account for economic booms and busts of various

durations. The main economic periods for WST are Kondratieff cycles, named after the Russian
economist who discovered them in the 1920s. Each cycle, or long wave, lasts about 50 to 60 years WST’s temporal cycles of systemic integration, order, turbulence, transition and reconstitution of

and represents a qualitatively different phase of global capitalism, not just a modification of the the global economy play out variably across geographical space. The world-systern is very unequal,
previous cycle. Kondratieff cycles are themselves divided into a period of expansion and stagna- Despite (or, world-system theorists argue, because of} several centuries of worldwide economic
tion. There is first an A-phase of upswing, economic expansion and quasi-monopolistic profitabil- tegration and trade, and more than a half-century of World Bank-led international develop-
ity, fuelled by technological innovations and organized by new assymetrical institutional rules. ent, global inequalities continue to rise. The difference in per-capita income separating the rich-
Price inflation increases during the A-phase. This then leads into a B-phase of increased competi- t and poorest countries was 3:1 in 1820, 35:1 in 1950, 72:1 in 1992, and 108:1 in 2004 (UNDP
tion, profit decline, economic slowdown and price deflation. The profit squeeze towards the end 1999, 2006). Within this highly unequal world order are place-specific dynamics. At times, regions
of the B-phase motivates capitalists and policymakers to create new and innovative ways to accu- ‘can rise and fall in terms of power, development and economic potential. WST describes this glob-
mulate capital. They work to shift investment out of established economic sectors, regulated envi- ally differentiated space with reference to nation states and regional groupings thereof, These fall
ronments and production locations, and thereby create the conditions for a new Kondratieff cycle into three categories (see figure}.
(Knox et al. 2003). Compared to long waves, the geographical components of the world system are less conceptu-
The previous Kondratieff cycle began in the 1940s, expanded until 1967-73 (A-phase), and then ally refined and empirically specified. With this caveat in mind, general geographical features can
contracted through the 1980s (B-phase). Each cycle’s organizing institutions and rules are both be described. Countries of the core, or centre, are the sites of global economic (and especially
economic and political. For this cold war cycle, key economic rules and structures included the US industrial) power and wealth, and the associated political and military strength and influence. Core
dollar as the global currency, and supranational bodies such as the World Bank, the IMF and the countries feature higher-skill, capital-intensive production. Politically, they collectively establish
G7. Political structures included the UN and the geopolitical divisions brokered at the Yalta con- and enforce the rules of the global order and, through these advantages, appropriate surplus from
ference. This divided Europe into US- and Russian-dominated zones, pitted global capitalism rion-core countries. The semi-periphery is positioned between the core’s strengths and the periph-
against Russian-led state socialism (communism), and presented the developing world as ideolog- v's weaknesses. It mixes characteristics of the core (e.g. industry, export power, prosperity) and
ically contested turf. The dawn of the twenty-first century finds the world in a new cycle. New the periphery (e.g. poverty, primary product reliance, vulnerability to core decision making). The
institutions and rules, such as the World Trade Organization (WTO), neoliberal free trade and semi-periphery is the most turbulent category, in that its members most frequently rise or fall in
global financial liberalization, aim to stabilize and ensure quasi-monopolistic profitability and e global hierarchy. In semi-peripheral countries, there is much hope for development and join-
global power for core countries. As in the cold war cycle, the United States remains the pre- inig the core countries, and narrow windows of opportunity to do so. But there are also intense
eminent core (and thus global) power, but its hegemony is now contested by other strenghtening teractions, with core countries bent on fostering their own capital accumulation by maintaining
core countries and semi-peripheral countries, notably China. the hierarchical status quo. The periphery is the backwater of the world system. It provides low-
skill production and raw materials for industries elsewhere, It has poor living conditions and bleak
L. ] ! . development prospects. The semi-periphery versus periphery distinction for non-core regions is
Scholars and disciplines influencing, and influenced by, WST important. It avoids grouping such a heterogeneous Izet cl))f cointries with respect to develogpment,
WST is almost synonymous with its principal architect, Immanuel Wallerstein. Indeed, few industrialization, trade, resource control and geopolitics. Still, putting the world’s 200 countries
influential theoretical perspectives are so closely linked to one contemporary scholar. WST's into just three groups inevitably glosses over much intra-group heterogeneity. Note the regional
conceptual roots are largely in Marxism. Wallerstein {1979) says that WST follows ‘the spirit of clustering of countries in the three categories in the figure. At present the core is mainly North
Marx if not the letter’ Evidence of Marx’s spirit includes WST’s emphasis on class, the state, America, Western Europe, Australasia and Japan. The semi-periphery is essentially East Asia, Latin
imperialism and control over the means of production and labour power. WST’s objections to America’s larger countries and most of the former Soviet realm. The periphery is everything else,
classical Marxism include concern over a theoretical component known as developmentalism. particulasty Africa.
This is the idea that societies move sequentially through feudalism, capitalism and socialism to A nation state’s position in the world system is historically path-dependent, but not determinis-
communism, and that they can be analysed and transformed individually and separately from tically so. Nation states can move between categories over time, depending on their accumulation
the world system. WST’s alternative view — that there has been for centuries but one world regimes, development strategies and international aid and alliances. Indeed, WST is quite useful
economy, driven by capital accumulation — employs a concept of mode of production closer to for analysing the upward and downward movement of countries over time, There is not agreement
that of Karl Polanyi than that of Marx. over each country’s categorization, depending on the defining characteristics and their interpreta-
WST has much interdisciplinary relevance, and has therefore attracted both supporters and tion. In addition, relative positions within each of the three categories can also shift over time.
detractors from across the social sciences. WST complements political-economic analysis rooted . EBast Asia illustrates the semi-periphery’s potential and turbulence (Gwynne et al. 2003).
in the traditions of dependency theory (Cardoso and Faletto 1979), uneven development (Smith Following massive US aid and industrial export growth in recent decades, South Korea has recently
1984) and dependent development (Evans 1979). A conceptually overlapping, but perhaps less been knocking on the core’s gate, although it was set back considerably by the 1997 Asian financial
economistic, and highly influential alternative to WST is the regulation school, Usually applied - crisis. Indonesia has traditionally been peripheral, but in recent decades it has arguably joined the
at a more local level than WST (i.e. to national or subnational systems), regulation theory seeks - semi-periphery. Its increased clout derives from economic growth based on industrial exports for
to identify phases of capitalism of variable length, based on relations between a particular Nike and others, large resource endowments, including oil exports, and its status as the world’s

The geography of WST: Three groups of nation states .
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urth most populous country (see figure). China’s industrial export boom and associated capital
cumulation since the 1980s drove it into the semi-periphery. Now many Japanese and US lead-
ear China’s global resource hunger and ambitions as a soon-to-be core country (Zweig and
nhai 2005).

iticisms of WST
e capitalist world economy, divided by Kondratieff cycles, since at least 14507

Need we subscribe to WST’s totalizing global history to employ it effectively to understand recent
evelopment? Compared to Wallerstein, few writers employing a WST framework are as deeply
storical, and few treat economic activities during previous centuries in such a globally holistic
y. Much work, for example, has been done to identify the evolving features of capitalism associ-
ted with five Kondratieff cycles extending back only to 1789, Many other WST-influenced schol-
15 focus on the dynamics of contemporary capitalism. WST purists may reject these approaches
s insufficiently historical.

‘While Kondratieff cycles have considerable historical and empirical support (Mandel 1980),
they remain controversial. Others have assembled evidence to cast doubt on the existence and sig-
ficance of long waves, and to suggest instead that capitalism moves through phases of differing
gths, problems and features (e.g. Maddison 1991). As mentioned earlier, the regulation school
one alternative conceptualization of contemporary capitalist dynamics.

Semi-periphery

[ __i Periphery

Category

eyond the considerable empirical analysis of Kondratieff cycles and their associated production
d technological features, many WST claims remain untested and are perhaps untestable. Most
WST-influenced scholarship focuses on the contemporary global political economy, and the lack
[ time series data limits testing, Further, how could the simple three-category spatial division of
world system be tested? WST-inspired writing tends to read like an open-ended analysis of
tnfolding world events. Critics can claim that this method allows one to find and fit the data anec-
otally to the theory. Better to think of a world-system approach, analysis or perspective than a
vorld-system theory.

legiect of the local?

perating at the global level and’concerned with econonc cycles over decades, if not centuries,
WST is too holistic to account for local dynamics. Indeed, WST underplays the generative role of
ocal activities, initiatives, social movements and people.

onclusion

World-systems theory, with its keen sense of historical, cyclical, technological and geographical
atterns, has undoubtedly deepened our understanding of the global political economy. It is a
atisfying antidote to the reductionism, ahistoricism and superficiality in most popular interpre-
‘tations of economic change. WST’s historical and holistic perspective and level-headedness
‘serves to counter the recent hyperbole about the uniqueness of globalization and the inevitabil-
Aty of neoliberalism.

- In practice, many scholars employing a WST perspective downplay the details and measure-
“meunt of the cycles of upswing and downswing in the global economy. They focus instead prima-
rily on contemporary trends, and adopt a qualitative approach to understanding business cycles,

Notes: For an explanation of the country-level classification system shown in this figure, please see Gwynne et al. 2003.

The world-system at the dawn of the twenty-first century
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global systemic change, and the associated realignments of geopolitical and economic power, con-
straints and potential. Many economists, and some WST purists, would judge a more qualitative
version of WST to be insufficiently rigorous and therefore theoretically deficient, WST defenders
would counter that a more qualitative approach is suitable, given their aim to see the ‘big picture)
and to decipher and rectify contemporary economic and political institutions and options.
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erest in indigenous knowledge systems developed particularly during the 1980s, primarily in
esponse to dissatisfaction with modernization as a means of improving living standards for the
ajority of the population of the Global South. Modernization, through the diffusion of formal
cientific and technical knowledges from the North to the Global South, has been seen to be an
ictive way of eradicating poverty. Consequently, development has frequently been conceptual-
d as a fundamentally technical issue, driven by the dominant science discourses of Europe and
orth America. By the 1980s, however, it had become clear that this transfer had not been wholly
uccessful in transforming the lives of many, especially in Africa.

Alternatives were sought, and in promoting local-level, even antidevelopment, approaches,
Escobar (1995: 98) perhaps captures the spirit best when he writes: ‘the remaking of development
ust start by examining local constructions, to the extent that they are the life and history of the
cople, that is, the conditions of and for change’ This highlights the importance of local-level his-
ories, geographies and sociocultural constructs in understanding community-level development,
s well as the need for a more explicit acknowledgement of indigenous knowledge as a valid body
f_-knowledge. Despite this, much current development thinking still reflects the dominance of for-
mal science; development remains a technical challenge and the voices of the poor and dispos-
essed are still little heard. However, the challenge for a new vision remains, and there is increasing
vmpathy for the view that ‘there is now an explicit understanding among many promoters and
: ctitioners that farmer participatory research has clear advantages for the development of
: rlopriate, environmentally friendly and sustainable production systems’ (Okali, Sumberg and
arrington 1994: 6).

- Although it is only in the last quarter of the twentieth century that the interest in indigenous
inowledge has explicitly emerged in the literature, there were elements of an embryonic indige-
ous knowledge before then. Although William Allan’s (1965) classic, The African Husbandman, is
asically a standard development narrative of its time, focusing on issues of population and land
ssure, there is nonetheless an acknowledgement that indigenous agricultural systems demon-
Strate a considerable knowledge of, and sympathy with, the environment. The first major discus-
ons of indigenous knowledge in development, however, can be traced to a collection of papers in
e IDS Bulletin in 1979 (sce, for example, Howes 1979). This was followed by an important land-
ark work edited by Brokensha, Warren and Werner (1980}, Richards (1985) took the debate for-
ward with a study which showed how African farmers used their own knowledge systems as the
asis for successful agricultural production. Interestingly, Richards’ study raises the issue as to
hether these local knowledge systems are complementary to formal science, or whether they are
-Efather more radical alternatives, which better reflect the needs, aspirations and priorities of local
';P60ple. Based on much of this pioneering work, indigenous knowledge has become increasingly
important in discussions on sustainable development because of the ways in which such knowl-
:_edge has apparently allowed people to live in harmony with nature while still being able to make a




