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Introduction ' .
{

in the ongoing academic enterprises, it is somewhat customary to begin an
", article with terminology or conceptual clarifications. The burden of this ar-
ticle is to show the centrality of historical materialism in Marx’s Socio-politi-
cal though and how historically relevant to contemporary events they are.

In doing so, attempts are made to establish the close linkage between
Marx’s Materialist thesis and his socio-political thought.

What is Political Thought?

From classical to contemporary times, political thought is used to refer
to thought about. the state, its structure; nature and purpose. Political thought
has ta do with the moral phenomena of human behaviour in society. Political
theorists believe that, Political Thought deals in addition with the existence
and continuation of the state in terms of the individual. Ollawa (1979), Fanon’s
'The Wretched of the Earth (1974), Nkrumah's Africa Must Unite (1963),
Awolowo’s Path to Freedom (1946) and Erikon's Studies of Martin Luther

'E (1972) all agree that Political Thought must perforce examine and be product

of politico-cultural milieu which exert influence upon the ideas of the scholar .
or author of a particular epoch.

Our understanding therefore of Marx’s political thoughts capsulized as
Marxism, based on a vast array of literature on the subject, was a response to
the economic and socio -political hardship which accempamed the growth of
Western industrial capitalism.

Meyer (1973: 35-46) agrees no less wh;n he notes that “the intellectual
heritage from which Marxism drew its insights, attitudes and. concept is a

RO
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synthesis of many ideological currents ...... embodies ‘empiricism’ or ‘material-
iem® of Bacon, Hobbes and Helvetius. From Rousseau and the Romanticists, it

attitude towards past and present institutions, to-
to historicism and it’s Hegelian from — Dialec-
with the anthropocentrism of Feuerback,
and the class war theo-

has taken strongly ambivalent
gether with a strong commitment
tics. Finally, this mixtute is seasoned
economic doctrines of Adam Smith and David Ricardo,
ries of Micheler or other historians of the French Revolution™. .

Historical Mate,fialism

. ove, historical materialism represents
‘that view of the course of social history, which seeks the ultimate case and the _
great moving power of all important historic events in the economiic development

of society, in the changes in the mode of production and exchange in the conse-
quent division of society into distinct classes, and in the struggles of these classes
against one another” (Marx and Engels). This materialist conception of history
~ which Marx and his friend Engels (put forward and adopted by their followers
" fater with a doctrinaire Marxism) has a far —reaching theoretical implication in

Marx’s political thoughts.

While in close concert with the ab

" Pre-Marxian Interpretation of History

Marx 1818 - 1883), was not the

Literatire is replete with facts that Karl
f history using a materialist

first scholar to show interest in the interpretation o
base. ' : _
King Solomon, for example, in his. entire splendor, has said “There is noth-
ing new under the sun”, lending credence to ptevious works to Marx's Madunagu
(1981: 11) ?sees the saying as the oldest and most misleading view of history.
According to him, the statement expresses the view that history proceeds in
a cyclical for, that every stage of human history is a repetition of an earlier one. In
order words, there is no historical change. In his strive to impart this view to his
audience, Madunagu traced its origin to the ancient Greeks and noted that humar
icleus and feld of vision are necessarily limited by human material development.
As carly as the 6" century B.C. Madunagu (1981:18) ' notes that Atonists,
Soplists und Epieureans recopized that change was charneteristic ot social history
which resulted fron luman inventive powers.
In the introductory clapter of his work of excellence
vt of the contemporary world, Ehenstem (F974) outhned the sos vral mntere

on the four main
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pretations of history which prevailed prior ) .
= [y h prevailed prior to Marx's interpretation
E i ,‘e ;’PK?:M asa part of the unfolding of God’s design 'of the un::ve . gd
regular march eco f[d t[;a Sﬁ-ld;n;. ofthe age of Enlightenment, who posited tl:;:e
th;t the human ‘ s;‘ci‘ eh:Sscemmed in the movement of hiStDW' demons&aie;
hat the human species has experienced a continuously advancing. though slt
Uﬂt:()limg of its original capacities and-endow:lzx‘:? usly advancing, though stow
A second dominant approach in the — . _
were s o a5 the Demswe Forces in history. Following from acts and dc e
B :ssm;nd fgdures. Historical writing was mostly the records Ofkixig;; ces:!sl _of
NeNts, wars, insurgency and co i ree Q1 xings, paria-
1967 3215, ) o courlierin nsurgency, peace and treaties (Walsh
A third major view is the one popularized by Carl
P o il gl : popularized by Carlyle in mox
:‘htCh is the Hero Interpretation of History. This apprgach' bnel;::::; téﬂes and
IS ‘l;i’g: lnFth?y s W-‘p;ld are chosen from Great Kings/Pr .és‘idénts/Géhera‘lat' lII_mst
Our th?r’lkjoml?dﬁs. Qf New States, Pioneering Reformers and Revol'ut:;bs“ e
reference ntg " “thrs ap proach is that stands on weak grounds from the ﬁ':t:n ot
'Pol'iti v sie o sociology (especially political Sociology and Development smde .Qf
e c;a -science and other social sciences. The argument we proffer - o ::;) )
school is that it over emphases the role of the individual at the expensega;?lst o
Fa— groups, religious, social and economic interest and cix:ci—:métancesartﬁer
whichth:::j,n'm: s the bulk of the background of the state or society thho:ft
beitius the bl ;:"‘0 el mz! meanél;lgﬁ,ﬂ exercise of political or military leadership tha‘t‘
brings the king or leader to the fore. While we concede that leac oRERR T
$ N ’ N ; . t le s
:: l‘b;t‘;l;;s gu:; t;mt events in sogiety mold leaders. These eve:t:e cl!.f) ?;da::::t;
1 vacuum. People as groups are the movi events and heroe —ion
sociological prying into. ps are the moving force of events and hence need
¢ impact of ideals, conceived as the principal causes of the historical

. r()c\. '_’—-., r iy b g Tgaga .
p e85 and the mate rif:lI-C_Dndll,lio ns, is another Vé]‘y i OT t'aA nt I re-M ial

:3::;:;;? :;:1 ::ftl(:njicr;tandmg Of'rf-iisxuary. As student of Hegelian Philosophy

in this school b,f’ t,hctL:Zli:; (\'\tii)lﬁakl:,:l‘sh?:?rurf:?gm i ff i

i‘:’ll;‘l\k “;;L:ii |g r::;:{i: ;):Oi:’::::ii—.- Setnzans-nay Eutmpﬁeanss r(r))::l‘z:iﬁz;tsl:ti? r;;:::i
oo =0 i protuund contribution to debate ort Rey ,
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To Hege! the main purpose of ideas or Reasons or better still philosophi-
cal knowledge, as argued by Ollawa (1978)%, is to identify and analyze the
essential ingredients of those aspects of man’s existence. He (Hegel) em-
ployed the notion Reason as immanent in the process of the organic develop-
ment of society. '

From Hegel's point of view, Reason is immanent in historical existence
and fulfills itself in and through it, implying as noted by Kolakowski (1982:72)
that world history is also the history of Reason i.e. its course follows a Ratio-
nal design which the philosopher’s eye is capable of perceiving.

In this sense, reason is inseparable form the real existence of the objec-
. tive world, and it is the nature of this reason or spirit to “know all things"”.
Gardiner (1972:162)* agrees with Hegel as we do also that Hegel's thought

v . - . - )
was premised on the assumption that the universe is a coherent whole, 1n -

which what he variously called the ideas or spirit or Reason or the divine
Mind is the only reality; and every other thing, including matter and the exter-
nal world, is the creation of this ideal or spirit or Reason. Hence, it was a
truism to say that “Reason is the Sovereign of the world.”™®

By and large, we submit that Hegel’s account of Reason is closely linked

with his view of freedom and as Kolakowski, (1982) has note that his (Hegel's)
philosophy of history is.an account of the spirits search for freedom through
the variety of past events. He considered that history of the human race isa
development form less to greater freedom and from less adequate forms of
freedom to freedom in its perfection. Thus, as succinctly stated by Acton,
his philosophy of history can be understood only in terms of his conception
of freedom = Acton 1967: Vol: 3 & 4)° . ,

What could easily be discernible from the postulates of Hegel and other
earlier pre-Marxian thinkers seem to have anchored on Dialectics the struggle
of polar opposites, mutually conflicting conditions which ultimately result in
what scholars-including Marx terms Dialectical materialism and development.

An Outline of Marx's Interpretation of Historical Materialism

In the proceeding sketches, our attempt has been to identify the various
witys 10 which history had been interpreted prior to Karl Marx. We also linked
puliienl thought to out perception of Mistonieal Materialism as conceived
from classicnl to contemporary times This section aims at focusing our
“lenses” at the concept of Thstorical Materihism which represents Marx's

imterpretishion
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K e 2 .
e bt alr)l :;Ie:hrx (1818-1883), son of a middle class Jewish family
life i 5.0ciery :n de otf 2; y;ars. He probed deeply into the various ;1

Instead of leading a conservative lj
that his father was and wi i wve Bealthe s of
shed his son to be Karl ’

. - chose to lead
path, I\Tavmg l;een properly schooled in Romanticism and He:geh'ant s
with whartxv‘;a Ieg his conception of history “Materialist” to make a distinctio
Hilferdine i asTo viously metaphysical with the Hegelian analysis. But Rud lrtl'
e B resg in Tom Bgttomore (1981:125)" notes that the unfortunate desi y
sterile Olszszbl.e, in no small degree, for repeated misunderstandin sir;ad.
standinp ll;mc]s in Marxaian scholarship. The truth is that such misﬁnd
that thegfmsa:cued nt? t be unexpected because several authorities have stateerd-

o g S ? the concept was nowhere fully elaborated but scattered

eethe:i'nto a r:: ° wofksv so that the pieces must be taken and fitted to

geu re precise pattern than Marx himself i i

nation. Though improvised and umself provided. Marx's desig-

r somewhat misleading, i i
— . L g, 1s sufficient to be ac-
;;Pnta:ﬂsii‘-‘a”} as an economuc interpretation of history, according to wh?cch
Tob gmct:nome;a of history are determined by economic conditions
) ress the views above, we draw inspirati ' i
tion of historical materialism as: nspiration from Engels* defini-
. ;’(I;I:}wvew of the c-ourse of history, which seeks the ultimate cause
"l :f-gf'eal moving power of all important historic events in the
1ges in the modes of production and exch ange, in the conse-

skl I e
que lnt 'du ision of society into distinct classes, and in the struggles
of these classes against one another”. " asie

obtained
spects of
a lawyer
€ radical
dialects.

it is instructiv inci
Syl de:'lt,:‘i'f,'(:: iixct;argzila:;;ch;?tr;nﬁp!ef of Hi(sitorical Materialism from
monll-vuiginc jun 1 arx’s own iving force as outlined in
o i i ica: 1 C .omrzhutmn to the Critique of Political Economy as he
{,:; 7:,{% rf:z;:i;: .ls;!u;{w..v to the _conc‘lusion that legal relations as
ol e f - ..s a (. could neither be understood by themselves,
explained by the so-calied general progress of the human mindd,
hut lr/mf they are rooted in the material conditiony of life. | l n; )
'S:(flcm.l production in swhich men carry on, they wu.«.'r lmnilq;nll;"
;;“.[:[.”f'.j; r{mr ufrc‘ mf!c.vamrhh: and mdcpu‘mh'ul of thetr willt,
se relationships of production correspond o a deflnite xtage nf
development of their material powers of praduction. The ¢ l” ‘I
of these relations of production constitutey the veannmie m:c':n‘:"':*
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of society - the real foundation in which legal and political super-
structures arise and to whick definite forms of social conscious-
de of production of material life deter-

ness correspond. The mo
mines the general character of the social, political, and spirimal

processes of life. Itis not the consciousness of men that determines

their being, but, on the contrary, their social being determines

iheir consciousness. At a certain stage of their developrent, the
material forces of production in society conte in conflict with the
existing relations of production, or- what is but a legal expression

for the same thing — with the property relations within which they

had been at work befare. From forms of development of the forces

of production. these relations turn inta their foes. Then occurs a
period of social revolution. Wi th the change of the economic foun- .
dation, the entire immernse superstructure is more or less trans-
formed. In considering such transformations. the distinction should
always be mude benieen the material iransformation of the eco-
nomic conditions of production which can be determined with the
precision of natural science and the legal, political, religious,
aesthetic or philosophical in short, ideological — forms in which
man becomes conscious of the conflicts and fight it out. Just as an
-ppinion of an individual is not based on what he thinks himself, so
can we not judge of such a period of transformation by its own
consciousness; on the contrary. this form of consciousness must
rather be explained from the contradictions of material life, fromt
the existing conflict between the social forces of production and

the relations of production™ (in R. Hilferding 1981: 124f)).

In academic enterprise such as this,
Engels and Marx by equating their underlying economiic forces - t0 imply the
manner of gaining a living in society. The productive forces constitute- the
tools, skills and technique by which man obtains the wherewithal of life. The
superstructure in Marx's thinking could be X-rayed to mean the system of
law, politics, motuly relsgion, philosophy and art - in shost speaking in a
suciological sense, - the whole way of life or culture. This agrees with
Fdward Tylor's (1891) conceptualization of culivre to imply the ideas, habits
of thoughts, wdeals and system of justification  w terms of which the mem-
hers of the society think of themselves and of thewr felations to one another.

A second view point to the abuve is that corresponding o any particular
mode of production, there are appropriate “refations of production™ or rela-

it is worthy to pry into the minds of
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tions, which concern mai—ﬁl o ; i

, ' mamly the form of ownership. As submittec

i iership. As submitted by the duc
of Udoka and Essoh by their discussions in the character of organ«'rcb Z*our:tep:::)

ﬁ f ol wiliink aamss Se o -
 tion of capital which agree in essential respect with Rudolf Hiliferings submis-

sions, this relations is not 2 matterof a parti
s relations is not 2 matterof a particular relation between an individual

. d . : - x : P LR o B o .
. - and a certain quality of productive forces, or of the behavior of an individual in

the application of his tools ani
eac@hi Iihe f_t :’;“ 3:; h::;:f?’ls ﬂ;:fithv: u{e‘af the land, but the relation of people to
o, s by o ménnérﬂﬁr:i}r? "f-;f being who are specialized because they peo-
therefore 2 mechanical. natura lw they produce. The production relation is not
into by thinking. mllm;g and al state of affairs, but asocial condition “entered”
which they find then e aﬁtﬂghumanbemg& orbetter still, a condition in
 From thr f:,:zmﬂm at any giving time in society.
premised on the tm;‘f;:lgitlt can bediscemfd that Historical Materialism is
and the Relations of or 12 fmﬂ must eat to live. Both the productive Forces
hfe™ in Mm:: :l’ o Qf’;szlugu_m are referred to as “the material conditions nsf
most tmparmr:ttuoie;ﬁmlag' As.far as Marx is concerned: production 15 the
. buth m o “j"i"-"_“_;?‘?’j‘;'"“"“%“*: Which always involves relations with
nmk‘iﬁ " of"a’ umwrst :‘ :’; 0;(1; :tselt and in lhr. distribution of products, v.g. The
the point of entry ’thrgu ,1;1 J«ua;g i Nigeria involves definite relationship form
and convecation - a h;gi;; AMB (oirit Admission and Matriculation Board)
orodict for ton ‘eoﬁmpm‘q? n fthe turning out of the graduate as a finished
drink called cocon-cola i - by saciety. Or in the production of a soft
th &mp%ay&s ed g f; lﬁvolves ;fge’ﬁn}se relation between the workers and
rﬁ.l'ali:)tfixilzips lh;a: th‘;f ] ;Stnhutmﬂ chain as a final product. It is upon these -
uud;.r'slmd the ;egi: mLpZ t:::gf‘;;‘ﬁll??;h?p:rsi}:‘um;rcs are formed. And to
s nd b it fo reeny o O PryOSOpRY of 2 society as well as |
Pl and s i s necesary 1o know the e of st society'sproduc.
tares into which ”“' ’S‘zfl&ﬁtgmkwlnch determines certain social struc-
" Mayo {1;;(:6“1‘?“.‘“"* forced to fit their activities,
odes ut pmdutt)f(i:‘t;ﬁ:ﬁfzzztgg;{l:i;:;cﬁm . Mm;-‘i L L Eh2
ot By uzime sl R il G SR IR I canthc
duction .:lf::;gi’::‘:;\mn rt.”sl‘..lt,,u. rtmpcrty‘rc!atmns, Since the modes of f?":f
can b r,__.wh.';_,:f ol 'l:tl l“‘:‘.t' ‘lll-'f o man'y imventive ngenuity, the contlict
St It Thics ks .amzd .)._1 1;- L‘rcunun ala new set ot property reldtions appro-
E RS TR, Fatpr ‘ Lt; nh 1;3:.«?1['1»}'(u-m.'mu! this o new dialectical vy nthens iy
tmes in the dstait ;us‘t “.I;:L'; ‘::I'::E"l:;"l‘h‘l; mluu:un'l h.l\n l!.lpp.,.m.d v eral
the Feadal and the modern bour ) o (¢ vlsmnu ¢ the Astutw, the Anvient,
tpochs m progress of the cmuunl;:l\.'l;-i‘v:l?:;:::'nlu‘t‘::l"il:::'lt:\“|'~ L
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A third point of departure to note is that the historical conflict expresses
itself in practice in the form of class struggle so that “the history of all
hitherto existing society is the history of class struggles.”"* Marx erroneously
believed capitalism to be the lastand fiercest struggle of all the class struggles
- which would amount to a final polarization of society 1nto two diametri-
cally opposed and antagonistic classes — viz the Bourgeoisie (capitalist or
owners of production) and proletariat (peasant/workers class or operators of
the means of production that sustains the Bourgeois class). This Marxian
approach beconies more glaring when one examines the incessant disagree-
ment of labour (workers) with their employers (or management) In contem-
lly here in Nigeria. A typical example being the
he Nigeria workers and the resistance posted
by the privileged ruling elite class - which in this case spanned the IBB era,
through to Abacha and the General Abdulsalami Abubakar led military gov-
nt Olusewun Obasanjo’s Ist three years in office as a
democratically elected civiltan president (1999-2003). Or more specifically,
the struggle for equitable justice between the staffers of Nigeria’s University
of Uyo led by the leaders of the three labour unions on campus-Academic
Staff Union of University (ASUU), Senior staff Association of Nigerian Uni-
versities (SSANU) and Non-Acadentic Staff Union (NASU) against the man-
agement team of the University with its first vice =C hancellor Professor Fola
Lasisi at the centre of the crisis. One clearly sees the operation of the Marxian
theory and how it neatly fits into Labour - Management disputes in' not only
Nigeria but also across the 3% world as to the raison detre why this polariza-
tion occurs. : ,

An important point of departure to note as the fourth is that Marx de-
posed that the class struggle becomes intolerable after a time, noting that as
capita!ismmntureé or develops, the proletarian strength gathers momentum
and the bourgeois class becoming richer and fewer, the conflict between the
two comes to o decisive head way with a revolutionary overthrow of the
conservative capitalist (bourgeois) class by the now dominant proletariat.
Following this overthrow a period of transition sets in whereby the proletar-

ian class consolidates its hold on power, the dawn of a new era marked by the
Joss society in which the state will wither-

porary world society especia
struggle over minimum wage by t

emment to preside

presence of classlessness or cliss
becomies an important feature m Muars's political thought,

[ 3s true to state that the frameswork off Marx's coneept of historical
sosttion to Hegel s undeniably Hegelan
achinit as did Marx (in his

away

materialism although formulated inopy
Wheever studies Hegel's system carefutly would
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"”“”gs)v t at < (Mal"‘) accep{Ed E{SDEI S ana!)s‘s o ]“Stol lcal Cha“ge as
} i F .
l 4 '3 - i P‘l ’ s

\!,aslhe rejectio 10 ]lel 1eL = a onott 18 rTocess ﬂ”d !{d‘;‘e S

application a-di : -
pffferred : ;fatz;;:l;.aleggc;s to nations as fortuitously superficial. He (Marx)
, rialist dialectics ~meaning Pl
e ) ning an ex : -
process of history in economic terms B “planation of the dialectical
Applying t : - L
nczceséar;i)l;d;v;:; &.irglecnc,sd it folloyvs tpso facto that each dominant ¢lass
solllighn ooy psits Opposites and form the clash between the two. 2 new
- ;’0 iy g;,s, And th.lS class reaches its climax when the capi£alist IS
in ﬂ‘igerié but the proletariat. The cycle of coup d'etat and counter cou :
America witi;iinrtrllxucrf‘] of the 3% world countries of Africa Asia mtd‘Lat?x?
ohenomenon & [m’; 1rs‘tAfecL1xr decades of their pelitical sovereignty makes this
SHAAE m. And so are exanipl it gt il & Fodoa
I ; i . xaniples earlier cited of Africa Civi
vant %C:rkicrs with their management government SR
e conce F histor: o G e <
Pty 1!_3}:&0: hxstor:cda! materialism makes two main social predic
R irst, as adumbrated in Marx’s Capir e .
breakdown of capitalism, Marx’s Capital has to do with the

Capitalist econo ;s
Cieen ltSCharactcc?fxgnly Wa§ out of_hum:m control which made economic
and, betweer’,. . er}:,t{@ feature. In their competition with each other (51}10:105“,
capitalist class f?pé{ aist elass ) to sell their wares (goods) at a profit the
o the lowest l<=:m {S it necessary to push down the wages of their emP]D..‘r‘ees
Furthermore vel not consistent with their being able to proﬂnce at -all
e ad\/anta’:ss ;’;C“OH (1967)** and Haralambos (1980) and (2000) put it
labour woutg beos ajfg;—scaée production occasioned by intensive division of’

’ uch that the g Wi : ston
business into the ranks of v la.r":_"" capitalist; will drive weaker rivals to of
Per—— : ot proletariat - thus creating cartels. As a fow capital
of lifi impGSedcr‘ t\hi.. mass workers would become poorer. The conditions
organize against(z}? the workers by capitalist production teach them how to
e i, soplste ot eir employers’. This, as we know, is a self evident faet as

Sle circumstances m contempor: 1 i Nioer: ;
i T i i s ey porary tines in Nigeria - nay Africe
P nations of the world. This phenomenon, in addition tinds in

 political economic parlance cplai
i¢ partance, to explain the concept of Globalization which is

i ' § ey
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be no other class for them (proletariat) to oppose. Dialectically expressed,
capitalism ~ the thesis, calls into being its anti-thesis -organized labour, and
from the resultant clash- the final synthesis of the classless society or com-
munism will result. And this leads us to the second social prediction — the
arrival of communism. In the absence of classes and hence class conflict,
¢ will become redundant and social order will arise in
which production will be carried out in accordance with plans devised with-
 out coercion for the good of all.- This idyllic state wills however, be preceded
y a transitional period known as socialism. At this, goods and services will be
distributed not merely because of need but according to work performed.
The thesis, according to Action and Lenin; holds that the state continues tobe
_a repressive organ of the class controlling the means of production as wag
" the case prior the revolutionary striiggle between the bourgeoisie and prole-
tariat classes, Instead of the minority lording it over the majority. the majority
will oppress the small group of former exploiters, thus making the worker’s
state to be more democratic than the bourgeois parliamentary democracy.

politics and the sab

Implication and Conclusion

From the outset, we had admitted the burden of this article to be one
which set out to pry into the place of “historical material ism" in the political
though of Karl Marx. After deciphering political thought approaches, we were
burdened to operationalise “Marxism™ as the political though of Karl Marx.
Through a sustained intellectual discernment and survey of his works, we

found out that even though Marx never wrote a book specifically on “histori-
cal materialism™ he has produced a number of works which contained ideas
which when picced together provide a relatively adequate outline of his.“ma-
terialist conception of history”. Among these works are The Holy Family
(1843), The German ldvology (1945-1846) with Engels, The Poverty of Phi-
losophy (1847), The Conmist Monifesto (1848) with Engels and an unfin-
whed work Eeoname aad Plidosophical Manuserypt of 1844 first published
i 1932 39 years after s (Mars’s) death. Tn these works, Marx sketched

out the theory of society and history which is an important interdisciplinary
and History. Marx

houndary for the students of sociolugy, pohitieal Econony
repudiated both Hegelran aned Post-Hegehan speculations and bli rather on
Feuerbach's anthropological approach to ustorical phenomena Drawing as

he did from French materabisor and Brtsh cmpinicisin and classieal eco-
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nomics, Marx sought to explai i '
'C3, iviarx sought to explain all social phen 3 i
and Function o s e s | phenomena in terms of their pla
:: “;lall:;m}br;;n b ‘comp lex systems of society and narure wit‘!?f thm placg
what u F-Icai!s*'Hggel‘s‘m_eta_,physical explanations's AL oI
s Fraiit a;c;m skmmsh of revolutionary tendencies re'ptete in the Ameri
18, ce and England, we have seen the application and upemigg qf Ma:g

- materialist conception of history in socialist Eastern Europe ( the Bolashevick

ii':fﬁzlu%n of October, 1917) until its collapse following Mikhail Gorbachey®
eform measures of Glasnost and perestroika in 1989, and th If achev’s
?f:lifwtg the final collapse of Marxism-socialism méastem Efu;?pewa;gn t
g s: T ;: fhe glﬁh dggf_eg of success attained in Chain under Ch!:mn;n
ol aﬁd Cubﬁ an,d; is _5““?55”’; during and after the Green R&oluﬁm of
opment | Cuba under Fidel Castri Subce 1959 in terms of the change, devel-
down intellec utionary content and zeal derive inspiration from the well faid
¢ gﬂ ;1 iftleﬁéczuai ﬁemzem of Karl Marx. It is equally a known fac: t:ai ﬁ-%ﬁ
5 T ﬂr::P: ;Z};f:;m that» number of Latin American countries and séhaiars
Nyerere Nkrﬁmﬁhfga&}mmm " oamas (Arusha Declaration) under Julius
Nyrers. Niounah's Ghana, Mengis's Ethiopi, socil unest n Aficn
Maméséf;ij;ld a;gxer .soe:al stirrings are predicted on the frame ercn;}
"arx s dialects or historical materialism by which H ¥ enclios cobotens
::ﬁi:ﬁ;ded Q;;er:fzional definitions." sz Rngcgﬁ,g;l:ff ;:g::oﬁf:f |
These are areié m";k::mlcy N lcxng as there are inequality and special interest
and Dﬂelupmem Swf ;ﬁ; ';s t:l?esf}f;:f si-?f%ﬂ'm ;::1' sncin'{ng;}-i pulitical Ecoﬂwé‘?}:
tives vis-d-vis its effect ﬁP*m suc:m; a::i :?T::ﬁt::znm l F o bristory perspec-
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