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Questions/comments to start the class



Historical materialism: a recap

Historical materialism has two central theses:

1 Primacy thesis: The productive forces determine economic
structures and economic structures determine the superstructure.

2 Development thesis: The productive forces tend to develop over
time.

For Marx, each phase of historical development (primitive communism,
feudalism, etc) ends when the productive forces are not longer able to
deveelop under the current relations of production.

Marx thought that the end of capitalism was near, but this was wrong.
Subsequent marxist thinkers (such as Lenin Luxemburg) have tried to
explain why capitalism persists. Nkrumah contributes to this.



The paradox of Africa and the definition of neo-colonialism

“Africa is a paradox which illustrates and highlights neo-colonialism. Her
earth is rich, yet the products that come from above and below her soil
continue to enrich, not Africans predominantly, but groups and individuals
who operate to Africa’s impoverishment” (Neo-colonialism, pg. 1).

“The essence of neo-colonialism is that the State which is subject to it is,
in theory, independent and has all the outward trappings of international
sovereignty. In reality its economic system and thus its political policy is
directed from outside. [...] neo-colonialist control is [often] exercised
through economic or monetary means” (Neo-colonialism, pg. ix).

Questions: What are the central features of neo-colonialism and how
do they differ from colonialism? What are some examples of neo-colonial
rule? Is Nkrumah right to say to say that neo-colonial rule existed/exists
after formal decolonisation?



Neo-colonialism and historical materialism

“The tribute drawn off by way of colonial and semi-colonial exploitation
enabled the capitalist classes of the metropolitan countries to pass some
of the crumbs to their working classes and thereby buy them off [...]
when the class conflicts in their societies got critical” (Neo-colonialism,
pg. 39).

“World capitalism has postponed its crisis but only at the cost of
transforming it into an international crisis. The danger now is not civil
war within individual States provoked by intolerable conditions within
those states, but international war provoked ultimately by the misery of
the majority of mankind who daily grow poorer and poorer”
(Neo-colonialism, pg. 256).

Questions: How does Nkrumah’s view of neo-colonialism fit (or not)
into a Marxist analysis? Does it matter if his analysis doesn’t fit?



Nkrumah’s solution: Pan-Africanism

“[...] if Africa was united, no major power bloc would attempt to subdue
it by limited war because from the very nature of limited war, what can
be achieved by it is itself limited” (Neo-colonialism, pg. xi).

“A continent like Africa, however much it increases its agricultural
output, will not benefit unless it is sufficiently politically and
economically united to force the developed world to pay it a fair price for
its cash crops” (Neo-colonialism, pg. 9).

Questions: How is Pan-Africanism meant to solve the problems of
neo-colonialism? Is Nkrumah right to think this would be a solution?
Compare Nkrumah and Fanon on (neo-)colonialism. Do they give
complementary or opposed analyses? Would Fanon be happy with
Pan-Africanism as a solution to neo-colonialism?



Charitable giving and neo-colonialism

Comic Relief has raised over £1.4bn
in the last 35 years. However, it has
been criticised for the way that it
operates.

What is the problem with Comic
Relief? Can Nkrumah or Fanon help
us to identify the problem (if there is
one)? What does this tell us about
the way in which we should organise
our charitable giving?


