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The mass of literature devoted, in recent years, to the economic

and social underdevelopment of Latin America contains a large number

of arguments and statements which are inaccurate, erroneous and ambi¬

guous. In spite of this fact, however, many of these arguments are

accepted as valid and form part of the stock of concepts which our inte¬

llectuals, our politicians and even several of our research men and

professors are in the habit of manipulating. Although the actual facts
run counter to these arguments and despite recent studies proving them
to be false, or at least casting serious doubt on their accuracy, the

arguments are gaining ground to the point where they sometimes reach the
dimensions of a dogma, by virtue of the fact that they are repeated in a

large number of books and articles, particularly those oublished outside
the area, on the problems of development and under-development in Latin
America.

In the present article, I shall deal only with those arguments of a

sociological nature, since some of the erroneous arguments on economic

problems have been fully discpssed and refuted by economists themselves,
First Argument :

The Latin American Countries are Dualist Societies

The main burden of this argument is that Latin American countries in

fact embody two different societies which are to some extent independent

of each other although of necessity interlinked: an archaic traditional

agrarian, stagnant or retrograde society and a modern, urbanised, indus¬

trial, dynamic and forward-moving society in full development. The pre¬

dominant features of the "archaic" society are described as the mainly

family or personal nature of existing relationships, traditional insti¬

tutions, (the system of age grades, certain forms of collective labour,
certain forms of personal domination and political political connections)
by a rigid social stratification according to attributed status (i.e. in
which the individual's position on the social ladder is determined at
birth and is very unlikely to change during the course of his life), and

by standards of and values which extol, or at least accept the status quo
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the traditional modes of living inherited from the ancestors and which

form an obstacle to "rational" economic thinking.
"Modern" society, on the other hand, is said to bo composed o'

what are called "secondary" type social relations,, determined by imper¬

sonal actions undertaken for rational and utilitarian purposes; of

functional institutions, a flexible stratification (i.e. social mobility)
in which status is commonly acquired by personal effort and determined

either by quantitative indices (such as income level or educational

attainment) or social function (such as one's profession). In the "modern"
society, individuals' standards and values tend to be oriented towards

change, progress, innovation and economic rationality (i.e. how to make
the greatest profit at the lowest cost).

According to this argument, each of these two societies which meet,
and conflict with, each other within each Latin American country has its
own motive force. The first, archaic society dates back to the colonial
era and before that , even, and it preserves many very old cultural and
social values. Generally speaking, it does not change, or does so only very

gradually. An; changes which do occur come, of course, from outside, from
the "modern" society, and have no internal origin. The other, "modern"

society is oriented towards change, it engenders its own modifications

and is naturally the focal point of economic development, while the first

society constitutes an obstacle to this development.
In a more sophisticated and perhaps therefore more deceptive argument,

the dual society is said to express a so-called duality between feudalisr:
and capitalism in our countries. The argument maintains that a quasi-
feudal economic and social structure continues to exist in most of Latin

America, forming the basis of the back-ward and conservative social

groups or, in other words, the land-owning aristocracy, the oligarchy,
The local political cliques etc. In addition, it is also maintained, by
the supporters of this argument, that nuclei of a capitalist economy do
exist - in which the enterprising, progressive and urbanised middle classes

are active.
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This description implies that "feudalism" is an obstacle to the develop¬
ment of our countries and that it must be eliminated and replaced by
progressive capitalism, which will be developed by social groups composed
of entrepreneurial capitalists in the interests of the whole country.

No-one, of course, disputes the fact that in every Latin American

country there are extremely wide social and economic gaps between rural
and urban zones, between the indigenous and non-indigenous populations,
between the peasant masses and the tiny urban and rural elites, and bet¬
ween very backward regions and those which are relatively well developed.
Neither is there any doubt that in certain backward and isolated areas

aie finds vast private estates on which the labour and social relations

between peasants and landlord (or his representative) display all the
characteristic features of serfdom, if not of slavery itself.

These differences do not, however, justify the use of the concept
of "dualist" society for two main reasons :

ï) because the two poles result from one single historical process,

2) because the mutual relations which the regions and the "archaic"
or "feudal" groups and the "modern" or "Capitalist" groups

maintain with each other are inherent in the functioning of one

single overall society of which these two poles form an integral
part.

As far as the economic process is concerned, it should be remembered
that from the outset the conquest of the Americas had a commercial charac¬

ter. It was accomplished in large measure thanks to a certain number of

big trading companies in which considerable quantities of private capital
were invested and in which the State also participated. Of course in some

regions the encomiendas and concessions made possible the creation of what

were real domains (private kingdoms) and the conquered indigenous populations
were naturally subjected to the most brutal forms of oppression and exploi¬
tation by the Spaniards. But just as the enslavement of black Africans

imported to work on the sugar plantations of the Caribbean and Brazil

primarily met the requirements of a mercantile economy directed towards
the consummer markets of Europe, so too the "feudalism" of the indigenous
areas of Latin America, far from being the main feature of a close,
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Self-subsistence economy (as in the case of Classic European feudalism)
also met the requirements of :

1) mining for export,

2) agriculture to supply the mining centres, the towns and European
markets.

Thus, throughout the whole colonial era, the driving force behind the
Latin American economy was the expanding mercantile-capitalist system. The

Spanish and Portuguese colonies were nothing but huge reserves of raw

materials which, directly or indirectly, supplied the various European
markets and thereby contributed to the industrial development of Western

Europe. The "feudal" economy, if it ever did exist, was only a subsidiary
of the dynamic economic centres - the mines and export agriculture - which
in turn met the needs of the colonial metropolis. The major constant factor

of the colonial economy was finding and supplying cheap labour for the

colonial firms. At first indigenous slave-labour was tried, then African

slaves. Finally, by means of a whole range of measures, from the "encomienda"
f 1)

to "repartimsntos", J the system secured the services of a servile indi¬

genous labour force. The "feudal" working and living conditions of the

majority of the indigenous peasant population served specifically to reduce
the costs of production in the mines and colonial agriculture to the minimum.

"Feudalism" in labour relations may thus be considered as a function of
colonial economic development as a whole which was itself part of the world

mercantilist system.

The colonial economy was subject to very considerable cyclical varia¬
tions. In Brazil, the earliest timber-cutting economy rose and declined to

be followed successively by the rise and fall of sugar production in the

big slave-operated plantations in the North-east, mining in the centre of

the country, rubber-tapping in the Amazon Basin and lastly, in the present

century, the production of coffee in Southern and South-eastern Brazil.

(1) See in this connexion an article by André G. Frank, Sur le Problème
Indien. P. 15
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Each of these cycles brought with it a period of rapid advance and

prosperity for the zone in which it occurred. Each corresponded

at c given time, to foreign demand. And the end of each cycle
left behind it, a strangled, underdeveloped, backward economy and an

archaic social structure. In the major part of Brazil, underdevelop¬

ment thus followed development, not preceeded it. The present under¬

development of thBse regions is more often than not simply the result

of an earlier but short-lived development and the growth of new activi¬

ties in other parts of the country.

The same thing occurred in the rest of Latin America, particularly
in the mining areas, which prospered during a certain period, only
to decline economically at a later stage. The trade cycles in colonial
Latin America were largely the reflection of trade cycles in the Western

world. In Central America, many indigenous communities which are, today,

closed, isolated and self-sufficient communities, were not always so.

First of all, the indigenous population was shifted by the colonisers
towards the most backward parts of the country, where they were reduced
to living in extremely harsh conditions. In subsequent periods of

economic depression, these communities which had previously been relatively

integrated into the overall economy were shut off from the world and were

thus necessarily reduced to subsistence level. We can therefore see that

development and underdevelopment are historically linked in Latin America

and that very often development of one area meant underdevelopment for

another. We can also see that "feudal" conditions broadly speaking,

satisfied the requirements of the colonial metropolis and the colonial

elite, neither of which were in the least feudal in nature.

At the present time the same relationship still persists. What is

important is not the actual existence of two'bocieties',' that is, of two con¬

trasting poles of socio-economic factors, but rather the relations bet¬
ween these two "worlds."
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Insofar as the localised development of certain parts of Latin America

is based on the use of cheap labour (-and is that not the main attrac¬
tion for foreign capital?) the backward areas which furnish this labour

play a special part in the national society, and they are not simply
areas where, for one reason or another, development has not penetrated.

Moreover these "archaic" areas usually, export raw materials, ..also at low

cost, to urban centres and overseas markets. For these reasons, and

for others, too, the underdeveloped regions tend to become increasingly

underdeveloped because of what Gunnar Myrdal has called the process of

cumulative circular causation. In other words, the same thing is happen¬

ing in the "archaic" or "traditional" regions of our countries, as occurs

in colonised countries (of Africa, for instance) in relation to the metro¬

polis. Our countries' underdeveloped regions fill the role of interim

colonies, and instead of discussing the problem of Latin American countries

in terms of a "dualist society" it would be more appropriate to talk of

internal colonialism.

Becond argument: Progress in Latin America will be achieved through the

SPread of industrial products into the backward, archaic and traditional
areas.

This idea of something being "spread" is to be found in various forms.

For some poponents it means the gradual spread of an urban - or western -

culture throughout the world, to encompass backward and primitive peoples.
Others speak of the "ripple" of modernity in all its forms spreading out

increasingly from a central point. Yet others affirm that anything which
can give an impetus to change in rural areas must necessarily proceed from
urban areas. In support of these arguments, it is pointed out that even

in the most isolated parts of the world one can find bicycles, transistor

radios, toothpaste and Coca-Cola. This argument implies others which are

not always so explicit :
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ï) that the development of the modern sector, which is basically expan¬

sionist, will automatically bring in its wake the development of the
backward or traditional sector.

2) that the "transition" - to use a word favoured by some research
workers - from traditionalism to modernity is a present, permanent and

inescapable evolution in which all traditional societies existing in the
world today will be inevitably involved.
3^ that the very centres of modernity are simply the result of the

spread of "modernist" elements (techniques, know-how, spirit of enterprise
and, of course, capital] coming from the countries which are developed.

/ •

We may consider that these arguments are erroneous for the following
reasons :

:) While it is true that in recent years a very wide range of consumer

gonds nave penetrated into underdeveloped areas, this does not automatically
entail the development of these areas if, by development, we mean on

improvement in general social wellbeing. More often than riot all that
has happened is that the "culture of poverty" has spread into the backward

rural regions.

The spread of industrial products into the backward areas has fre¬

quently driven out thriving local cottage/industries, and with one blow
nas destroyed the basis of production for a large population and set in
motion the proletarianisation of the rural population, the flight from

the land and economic stagnation in certain areas.

c) This same spread has also contributed to the rise of a new social
class of traders, middlemen, usurers, market 'cornerers' and moneylenders
in the backward rural areas, who monopolise an increasingly large share
of regional income and who, far from being a progressive force, in fact
are an obstacle to the productive use of capital and to development.

d) The "spread" is often no more than the extension of monopolies and
monopsonies into rural areas, with all their negative consequences for
balanced and harmonious development.
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e) As for capital, the spread has taken the opposite direction: from
backward to modern zones, in Latin America the underdeveloped regions are

subjected to a constant withdrawal of capital. And this is accompanied by
the emigration of the best prepared and most economically active members of
the population of the backward areas, young people who have had a minimum
of education and who are looking for better jobs elsewhere. It is this

movement, harmful to the backward zones which is responsible for their
level of development (and underdevelopment) and not the presence or absence
of industrial goods.

f) One should not forget that this "spread" to which so many beneficial
effects are attributed, has been going on in Latin America for more than

400 years and that apart from a few dynamic focal points of growth, the

remainder of the continent is now more underdeveloped than ever.

g) In fact the correct argument would run as follows: The progress of
the modern urban and industrial regions of Latin America is achieved at

the expense of the backward archaic and traditional regions. In other

words, the channelling of capital, raw materials, food and labour from

the "backward" areas makes the rapid development of "growth poles" poss¬

ible and at the same time condemns the areas supplying them to the worst

form of stagnation and underdevelopment. The terms of trade between

modern urban centres and backward rural areas are unfavourable to the

latter, in the same way as the terms of trade between all underdeveloped
countries and the developed countries are unfavourable to the former.

Third argument?

The existence of backward, traditional and archaic zones is

an obstacle to the formation of an internal market and to the development

of national forward-looking capitalism

The supporters of this argument declare that national and forward-

looking capitalism - situated in modern industrial urban centres - has every

reason to favour agrarian reform, the development of indigenous communities,
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an increase in the minimum agricultural wage, and other similar measures.

This argument is erroneous because :

a) Nowhere in Latin America, apart from some rare exceptions, does
national and forward-looking capitalism exist, any more than there exist

international conditions for the development of such capitalism.

b) So far, and for the forseeable future, the internal market provided

by the urban population is adequate. This market is constantly growing, for

reasons set out above; it has great potential and has not yet been properly

supplied. At the same time industrial capacity in these regions is only
half employed (in the textile industry, for example , for reasons which
have nothing to do with the internal market, but, on the contrary, with

profits). For a long time to come, all that is required is to make sure

that these urban areas are properly supplied. This means that zones such
as Lima-Callao, Sao Paulo, Santiago and Mexico City can grow economically
for an indefinite length of time without this growth necessarily implying

any basic transformation of structures in the backward rural zones, the

"internal colonies." On the contrary, the growth of modern zones is made
.the

possible precisely because of/social and economic structure of the backward

zones.

Fourth argument :

- It is in the interests of the national bourgeoisie to

ordak" the "power ano domination of the land-owning oligarchy.

It is often maintained that there is a deep conflict of interests

between the new elite (or new dominant class) , composed of industrialists
and the modern entrepreneurs, and the traditional elite or dominant class

(which owes its dominance to the ownership of land). While it is true
that in some Latin American countries the aristocracy has been wiped out

by revolutionary means (deplored exclusivly by the people, and never by
the bourgeoisie), this conflict of interests does not seem to exist else¬
where on the continent.
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On the contrary, agriculture, financial and industrial interests are

frequently combined within the same economic groups, the same compa¬

nies and even within the same families.

For example, a great.deal of capital derived from the vast archaic

landholdings in North-Eastern Brazil is invested by its owners in lucrative
Sao Paulo businesses. And in Peru, the great families of Lima who have

economic links with foreign capital, are also the major "feudal" landowners
in the Andean Cordillera. There is no structural reason why the national

bourgeoisie and the landowning oligarchy should not be in agreement - on

the contrary they are an excellent complement to each other. In the

event of a possible conflict of interests arising, (for example, over a

piece of legislation which favours one of these classes at the expense

of the other) there is always a bourgeois or military government to act
as mediator and provide the injured sectors with ample compensation.

Where the landowning aristocracy has disappeared in Latin America,
it has been due exclusively, to the efforts of popular movements and never

to the bourgeoisie. On the contrary, for the bourgeoisie the landowning

oligarchy is a good ally in maintaining internal colonialism, which after

all, benefits both of these social classes.

Fifth argument :

Latin American development has been brought about by the

efforts of a nationalist, progressivo, enterprising and dynamic middle

class, and our governments' social and economic policy should be aimed

at stimulating "social mobility" and the growth of this middle class.

This is perhaps the most widely held view of Latin American develop¬
ment. It is held by people engaged in research, by journalists, politi¬
cians and statesmen. It is the subject of seminars and conferences, it
fills weighty tomes and is one of the implicit but fundamental precepts
of the Alliance for Progress.
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Indeed, it he,s almost become a dogma. But this argument is false for a

number of reasons:

1) First of all, the very concept of "middle class" contains ambiguities.

If, as is often the case, the expression refers to those sectors of the

population who hove an average income and who are therefore to be found

in the middle of the economic ladder, then one is only dealing with a

statistical group and not a social class. Generally speaking, however, the

concept refers to people exercising a certain type of profession, particularly
in the tertiary sector of the economy, such as commerce and services, and

primarily in urban areas. These people are employees, bureaucrats, traders or

members of certain liberal professions. Sometimes the concept also encom¬

passes social groups which do not fall within the conventional model of

Latin-American social structure which, by definition, consisted only of the

landowning aristocracy and landless peons. Hence everyone else, frnm small
landowners in the countryside to the entire urban population, is considered
as forming the "middle class." If terms are not clearly defined, no state¬
ment about the virtues and potential of the "middle class" expresses more

than the subjective opinion of the person making it.

2) The term "middle class" is often an euphemism for "dominant class."
When people speak of the role of company heads, financiers and industrial¬

ists in the development of our countries, they are referring ta a social
class which is in power, at the top of the economic, social and- political

pyramid and which, in general, takes the decisions affecting the life of
our countries. In this case, the social class in question is far from

being a "middle" class. But those who still refer to it as such do not

want to call it by iits real name for ideological reasons.

3) The middle class argument suggests that there is a potential majority
of the papulation recruited primarily from those at the bottom of the social

scale and who will, sooner or later, completely occupy the social universe
in such a Way that the few remaining at either extreme end will be of no

further importance - economic importance in the case of those at the top,
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or numerical importance for those at the bottom. Nothing could be more

utopian or false. The growth of the tertiary sector is no guarantee of

development and the increase in the number of those receiving an "average"

(or "middle level") income (a concept in itself imaginary since it derives
purely from statistics) does nothing to wipe out the economic,and social
inequalities existing in society. However quickly these middle sectors of

the population nave grown throughout Latin America, the low income sector,

both in urban and rural areas, and the minute high income sector have both

grown much more rapidly. In spite of this "middle class" - and partly
because of it - economic inequality is becoming sharper in Latin America.

4) The sectors which make up the "middle class" in the strict sense of the
term : smell and medium farmers, traders, civil servants, small business¬

men, artisans, members of various liberal professions, etc (in other words
those who are self-employed or receive a se lory for non-manual work) do
net gcneially display the characteristics attributed to them. They are

economically and socially dependent on the upper strata, they are bound

politically to the dominant class, they are conservative in their tastes

and their opinions, they defend the status quo and seek only individual

privileges. In Latin America, they enrich themselves as a class, more by

speculation and corruption than by actual work. Far from being nationalists

thjy lap up anything that comes from abroad, from imported clothes to
Readers' Digest: Even if they have moved up from the 'lower orders', their
economic and social wellbeing is bound up with chat of the big bourgeoisie

t' ■ j landowning oligarchy, without whom they could not survive. They
are thus the faithful reflection of the dominant class and they also bene¬
fit from internal colonialism. They are the mainstay of Latin American

military dictatorships.

5) Sometimes the concept of "middle class" is taken to indicate the

consumption patterns of a certain sector of the population. For example,
the fact that peasants drink bottled beer instead of home-made chicha

(maize alcohol) or pulque (made from aloe) or that the urban population

buys furniture or domestic appliances on hire purchase is taken by some
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people to be an unquestionable sign that we are rapidly moving towards

a "middle class" civilisation. Writers tell us that everyone in Latin
America has "middle class aspirations" and that it is only a matter of
time before these aspirations become a reality.

We can consider this approach mistaken for the follwoing reasons:

in terms of both consumption and income it is obviously possible to distin¬

guish intermediate strata. Thus at the top end of the ladder we find those

who consume luxury articles beyond the reach of the majority, and at the

bottom those who can neither drink beer nor buy furniture and domestic

appliances on hire purchase. But any stratification of this nature is

nothing more than a statistical manipulation. One does not define a social

class by the articles it consumes and the level of its aspirations does

not determine the structure of social institutions nor the quality of inter-

group human relationships. The widescale distribution of industrially

produced goods is both a product of the universal level of technology and
of effective demand. The majority of the population, particularly the city-

dwellers, can benefit from this kind of consumption to a certain extent

without this implying a basic change in class structure or in existing

inequalities of income, social position, political power or labour relations.
As far as aspirations are concerned, it is easy to fall into the trap

of making a silk purse out of a sow's ear, and to take subjective feel¬

ings for an objective situation. The creation of a particular type of "as¬

pirations" or "needs" is increasingly becoming the aim of a powerful

advertising industry which has infiltrated all spheres and all social sec¬

tors. The level of aspiration - and hence of unsatisfied aspirations - is

constantly rising. Thi^ according to the psychologists, leads to an

increasing level of frustration and feelings of privation. Thus middle
class aspirations are liable to turn into a revolutionary awareness.
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Economic studies have demonstrated, moreover, that the proportion of

wages - on which the majority of the population depend - to the national

income in Latin America tends to fall, while that of profits - reaped by
the minority - tends to rise. This trend , which has gained momentum in

recent years through inflationary processes (particularly in countries
like Argentina, Brazil, Bolivia, Chile and Colombia) is completely alien
to the idea of the progressive and harmonious growth of the "middle class."

6) The strengthening of the "middle class" - not as a sociological fact
but as a social policy - is not primarily aimed at the economic develop¬
ment of a country but at the creation of a political force capable of

supporting the dominant class in power and to serve as a shock-absorber

in the class struggle which could otherwise endanger the stability of the

existing social and economic structure. Middle class ideologists deplore
the fact that there was no such class in Cuba to hold the socialist

revolution in check. And they congratulate the "middle class" on the

"stabilisation" and the "institutionalisation" of the Mexican and Bolivian

revolutions.

The so-called middle classes are closely bound to the current econo¬

mic and political structure and lack any dynamism of their own which
would enable them to be the promoters of an independent economic development.
There is a hiaitus between their relative numerical size and their conditions

and possibilities for taking, as a class, decisions which would.niter the

social structure or the economy. It is worth mentioning that the most
vehement defenders of the growth of the middle class attach hardly any

importance in their writings, to the fact that the vast majority of the
population are still to be found in the lowest social class.

7) The middle class argument tends, in the final analysis, to hide the
fact that tensions, opposition and conflicts between classes and ethnic

groups are found in abundance all over Latin America; that the social
and economic development of our countries depends in the end on the proper

solution of these conflicts; and that the growth of the "middle sectors"

("average sectors" - as an American author has called them) -
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however impressive in some regions, does not provide a solution to these

problems. It only delays their solution and sometimes even aggravates

them.

Sixth argument:

National integration in Latin America is a product of

racial intermixture.

This argument is frequently advanced in countries with ethnic prob¬

lems such as those with a high proportion of indigenous inhabitants in the

population, and Brazil with its black population. The arguments assume

that the loerian colonisation of America brought to the fore two major racial

groups and two civilisations, and that national integration represents
both biological and cultural miscegenation. In the indigenous areas of Latin

America, it is considered that "ladinisation" or "cholification" is moving
towards a global society in which the major differences between the dominant
"white" or "western" majority and the indigenous peasant masses will dis¬

appear. Out of the bipolar traditional social structure, declare supporters
cf -f .5 argument, was born a new intermediate biological and cultural
element - the crossbred.

The error of this argument lies in-the fact that biological and
ou1 tur-.l racial intermixture (a fact which cannot be denied in several
carts of Latin America) does not in itself constitute a change in the

existing social structure. Like the middle class argument, the racial

crossbreeding argument attributes to certain elements in the population

(arbitrarily defined according to very inadequate criteria) capacities
and characteristics which they do not possess.

National integration, which is an objective phenomenon, and the birth
of a national consciousness, which is a subjective phenomenon, depend
on structural factors (i.e. the nature of relations between men and

social groups) and not on the biological or cultural attributes of certain

individuals.
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National integration (taken as meaning the full participation of call
citizens in the same cultural values and the relative equality of economic

and social opportunities) will not be achieved in the indigenous regions

by means of the development of a new biological-cultural category, but

only through the disappearance of internal colonialism. In our coun¬

tries' internal colonies, it is precisely the 'coloureds' (Mestizos,
cholos, ladinos or mistis as they are varously called in different

countries) who represent the local ana regional ruling class and who oppres

the indigenous people. They are the ones who have no interest in the

achievement of real national integration. Moreover, from the national

point of view, the immigrant rural population, often of indigenous origin,

rapidly "integrates" into the increasingly important urban pole, but this

is much more duo to the positions which they gradually come to occupy in

the class structure than through racial intermixture.

In addition, the racial intermixture argument generally covers up

(albeit unconsciously) a racist prejudice: in countries where the majority
of the population display indigenous features, from a biological point of

view, racial intermarriage means "whitening", and the virtues of racial
intermixture veil a prejudice against the indigenous inhabitant. But

since no-one believes any longer in racial arguments, the same prejudice

is found in the cultural sphere.

Seventh argument : Progress in Latin America will only be achieved through

Alliance between workers and peasants based on the identity of these two

Classes

We cannot conclude this critical panorama of Latin America without

mentioning this view widely-held in orthodox left-wing circles. Basing
themselves on the theories advanced by Lenin and Mao Tse-Tung, its suppor¬

ters declare that the success of the democratic revolution in Latin

America depends on the forg ing of a common front of the working class and

the peasantry against the reactionary bourgeoisie and imperialism.
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(a) One of the essential stages in any democratic revolution is agrarian
reform. But when peasant acquire land through agrarian reform which does not

collectivise the land, they in fact become landowners and their class interests
are similar to those of the big landowners.

(b) Where agrarian reform is concerned, the objective interests of the pea¬
sants and of workers are not the same. At the outset, agrarian reform generally
implies an increase in the price of agricultural produce sold in the towns, and
it is primarily the working class who bear the brunt of this increase. Subse¬

quently it also involves the channelling of public investment to the rural

sector and thus places the urban sector at a disadvantage, this sector being
the only one, in a situation where internal colonisation exists, to really
benefit from economic development.

(c) The struggle waged by the urban working class (which is politically more

powerful than the peasant class) for better wages, better and more social

services, price control, etc., is not supported by the peasant sector because
the advantages which the working class manages to obtain through this struggle
are usually won at the expense of agriculture, i.e. the peasants. In other

words, the urban working class in our countries also benefits from internal

colonialism.

(d) In Latin America, the situation is different from that which obtained in

19th century England, where the peasants were driven off the land end :'.nt

the industrial sweat shops, thereby suffering a reduction in their standard
of living; different from Tzarist Russia where the countryside-town movements
were strictly limited and where the alliance between workers and peasants was

forged on the battlefield; and different from People's China where this same

alliance was forged in the struggle against Japanese invaders. In Latin

America, not only is rural emigration possible for discontented peasants;
more often than not, it also represents an improvement in their economic and

social position (even in the favelas, the barriadas, the ranchos and the

callampas, the poorest working class districts and shanty towns of Latin
American Cities), as compared with their previous life as peasants,
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One may suppose that the revolutionary consciousness of the peasant is in

inverse proportion to his individual vertical social mobility possibilities.

(e) In Latin America, the more pronounced the situation of internal

colonialism (i.e. the greater the differences between the Metropolis and her

■internal colonies, the greater the exploitation of the latter by the former)
the less chance there is of achieving a real alliance between workers and

peasants. The recent examples of Brazil and Bolivia suffice to underline

the difficulties we have mentioned.

These seven arguments do not exhaust all the erroneous theories and

concepts about Latin American social structure, but all the others are more

or less linked to them or derived from them. The reader will easily recog¬

nise them when he encounters them.




