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Capitalist Dependency I: topics on super-exploitati on  
 
#1 
Overexploitation, dependency and underdevelopment: elements for an almost forgotten 
debate  
 
Pedro Marques de Santana (UFBA, Brazil) email: marx.sergipe@gmail.com 
Paulo Antônio F. Balanco (UFBA, Brazil) 
 
In 2013 we celebrate 40 years publication of the Dialetic of Dependency, work written by the 
brazilian marxist sociologist Ruy Mauro Marini. This work represents, as stated by Jaime 
Osorio, a “watershed” piece master in the development of the so called marxist dependency 
theory (TMD) as it deepens concepts such as overexploitation of labor and subimperialism. The 
TMD put emphasis on the unique character of underdevlopment, which, being a product of the 
laws of motion of the world capitalism system, could not be understood as mere absence of 
development. It follows from that a critique of bourgeois developmental theory, which assumed 
a linear process of evolution of societies towards more advanced forms of capitalism. 
Meanwhile, the category of overexploitation of labor constitutes a key concept in the marxist 
approach of the dependency theory and one of the most important contribution to social thought 
in Latin America. A careful reading of the Dialectic of Dependency, along with other Marini’s 
works such as the Cycle of capital in dependent economies (1979), Capital accumulation and 
extraordinary surplus value (1979), beyond his response to Fernando Henrique Cardoso’s and 
José Serra’s criticism, entitled The reasons of new developmental thesis (1978), allow us to 
show more accurately the concept of overexploitation of labor as a key category for 
understanding the pattern of accumulation and capitalist development in the periphery of the 
world system, avoiding misconceptions that could persist from the partial reading of Marini’s 
work. The aim of the paper will be to make a brief overview of the concept of overexploitation of 
labor in its original and more elaborate formulation by Ruy Mauro Marini, while aiming to warn 
the mistakes of interpretation to which this category was submitted. The theoretical focus of Ruy 
Mauro Marini, in particular, ended up being criticized in several directions, including within the 
field of marxism. The formulations of the sociologist and former president Fernando Henrique 
Cardoso achieved certain prominence among brazilian intellectual circles regarding the 
interpretation of TMD and especially the work of Marini. Having developed much of his work in 
exile, mainly in Chile and Mexico, Marini’s has had little diffusion in Brazil. This way, we seek to 
enter into a certain movement of renewed interest in his work and political career, expressed by 
the growing number of academic papers and publications that have uncovered key aspects of 
the entire work of Marini. The article will have basically the following structure: besides the 



introduction and the closing remarks, in the second section we will discuss some theoretical 
aspects that support the concept of overexploitation of labor into the marxist theory of value. In 
the third section, we intend to present the main determinations of this category as a central 
subject in the marxist dependency theory and, at last, in the fourth section, we will focus on the 
evaluation of some current misinterpretation of that category, derived mainly from criticism 
uttered by Fernando Henrique Cardoso. 
 
#2 
The violation of workers’ means of life: neoliberal  reforms of social security and super-
exploitation of labor power by lengthening of the t otal working-life  
 
Marcelo Milan (UFRGS, Brazil) email: milan.econ@gmail.com 
Mathias S. Luce (UFRGS, Brazil) 
 
In recent decades, neoliberal reforms have been changing pension regimes all over the world, 
making working class labor rights more precarious. This is even more dramatic in the context of 
the current structural crisis of capital. In many countries, there is a noticeable trend towards 
increasing the time required for pension contribution, that is, extending the working years before 
retirement. At the same time, it is possible to see reductions in pension payments and the 
imposition of additional charges for workers to have the right to a pension after retiring from the 
labor market. As a result, the total duration of workers’ working time, the one that a worker must 
fulfill during his ‘useful life time’ for capital, has been increased. Moreover, many workers have 
been obliged, in practice, to keep selling their labor power after retiring or reaching the minimum 
age for retiring, given that they need to keep earning an income in order to compensate for the 
lack of sufficient funds for consumption during retirement. In this article, we rely on the category 
of super-exploitation of labor power, elaborated in the realm of the Marxist Dependency Theory. 
We discuss how the lengthening of the minimum age for retirement and the reduction of real 
pension payments, as well as the very elimination of public pension regimes, constitute a 
violation of workers’ means of life and a special, expanded form of super-exploitation by means 
of lengthening the working-day. In such expanded form of super-exploitation, the lengthening of 
the total working-day hours takes place during the worker’s entire lifetime. We pay special 
attention to the question of the daily value and the total value of labor power, as well as its 
relationship with the category of super-exploitation. We argue that dismantling public pension 
systems on the one hand, and making workers’ social security regimes more precarious on the 
other, leads to a violation of their means of life or consumption fund. In a context of advances in 
social medicine and raising life expectancy levels, reforming pension regimes amounts to 
forcing the workers to sell their labor power for a larger number of years during their lifetime, 
reducing the years available for enjoying retirement. This is equivalent to increasing the working 
time; at the same time that technical progress in production creates the conditions for reducing 
it. Therefore, if retirement time is shortened or the ability to fully enjoy it is hampered as a 
consequence of neoliberal reforms, this in turn suggests that a larger part of workers’ time is 
being appropriated by capital. In order to present empirical evidence supporting the above 
claims, this work uses ILO’s statistics and country specific data to present indicators developed 
to measure the trends implied by this expanded form of super-exploitation by lengthening total 



working-day. Finally, we conclude with a series of arguments rebuffing the dominant ideology 
that justifies the privatization of pension funds and the attacks on labor rights. In particular, we 
reject the neo-Malthusian argument backing the accounts of social security deficits and other 
myths that in so many countries are simply a way to force the workers, rather than the capitalist, 
to pay for the structural crisis of capital. 
 
#3 
To a critique of using the category "superexploitat ion of the labor force" as a 
manifestation of globalization in the core countrie s 
Marisa Silva Amaral (IE/UFU, Brazil) email: ms.amaral@yahoo.com.br 
Pedro Henrique Evangelista Duarte (IE/UNICAMP) email: pheduarte@gmail.com 
 
Several analysts have argued that, in light of recent changes occurring in the capitalist system – 
symbolized by what has been called the process of economic globalization – the 
superexploitation of the labor force, defined as an increase in the rate of surplus value by 
"violation" of the labor force value, is a category whose validity has been increasingly observed 
in developed countries. Based on the understanding brought by Ruy Mauro Marini in his 
Dialética da Dependência that this is a specific category of peripheral countries, presenting itself 
as the definer of dependent condition, the purpose of this article is to question that line of 
argument – which is, that the category has been manifested in various parts of the globe as a 
result of the globalization process – and propose that if the use of the category is generalized to 
the countries of the center, it becomes synonymous of a mere form of raising the rate of surplus 
value, something that was already present in Marx, making nonsense the creation of a new 
category, since it becomes identical to an existing one. It seems to us that even if the violation 
of the workforce value is occurring in the center, this is not the same as superexploitation of the 
labor force, category, therefore, that stands as the defining of dependent condition. 
 
Capitalist Dependency II: heterogeneities in world capitalism  
 
#4 
The distinctive significance of the state in a capi talist dependent economy  
 
Niemeyer Almeida Filho (UFU, Brazil) email: nafilho@ie.ufu.br 
 
From the position of Marxist theory of dependency, the crucial and decisive component of 
dependent societies/economies on Latin America is the dominance of the overexploitation of the 
workforce. This property has several implications of which the article highlights one of them: in 
the context of the movement of capital, the existence of overexploitation of the workforce as the 
dominant form will require larger scale capitalist productive spending relative to each level of 
growth because consumer spending will be relatively minor, by the lower levels of salary. 
The hypothesis of the article is that, in the economies of Latin America, this requirement of more 
capitalist productive spending will be in significant part supplied by features and functions of the 
State. The reasons can be found in the technical and financial limitations of capital units that 
operate in these economies, as well as features of the functioning of the State, historically 
solarized to the private interests of fractions of capital, although without necessarily configure 
State monopolism. 



The article is organized into three sections. The first one discusses the overexploitation from 
Marxist categories, showing that in the concrete conditions of the Brazilian economy, for 
example, this dominance can be configured, extending it by analogy to other economies of Latin 
America. In the second section, it discusses the dynamic implications for an economy in which 
there is dominance of the overexploitation of the workforce. Finally, in the third section, there is 
an appointment of the repercussions for the organization and operation of the State, including a 
form of spoliation in the sense given to the term by Harvey (2004). 
 
#5 
Marx’s theory of history and the question of coloni es and non-capitalist world  
 
Alexis Nicolas Saludjian (UFRJ, Brazil) email: saludjian@ie.ufrj.br 
André Guimarães Augusto (UFF, Brazil) 
Flávio Ferreira de Miranda (UFF, Brazil) 
Hugo Figueira de Souza Corrêa (UFES, Brazil) 
Marcelo Dias Carcanholo (UFF, Brazil) 
 
There is a widespread interpretation that Marx and Engels maintained a positivist view of 
progress (like a mechanical succession of phases in history) that led them to Eurocentric, and 
even racist, positions towards the 'least developed' regions of the world. Those interpretations 
are mainly based on their writings on the British rule over India and Ireland, and on the political 
and economical situation of East European and Latin-American, although it might also appear 
on some of their early major works, such as the Manifesto of the Communist Party. The 
diagnosis is always the same: Latin-Americans, Slavics, Chinese and Indians etc. are 
supposedly taken as 'barbarians' (or 'non-historical' peoples), and the fall of their native cultures 
could be seen then as 'the way of progress'. A corollary that might be drawn from this thesis is 
that Marx and Engels did not understood, nor can their theory be used to understand, the 
relationship between more and least developed nations in global capitalism. Even though there 
may be some truth in these accusations, that from times to times some Marxists and its critics 
reproduces, this paper aims to defend Marx’s theory of history. We think that, rather than simply 
exaggerate these problematic views on the colonial question, one should note that already in 
The German Ideology it is possible to see a clearly non-linear theory of history that would be 
further developed in Marx’s later works. To understand the evolution of Marx's ideas about the 
consequences of ‘capitalist colonization’ of the world we have to deal with methodological 
issues and the critical analysis of the author’s writings. We try to analyze those writings in their 
historical context and in relation to others Marx's writings and the general orientation of the 
Marx's work. And we suggest that the effort to understand this development in Marx’s thought 
corresponds to the first step to understand the category world market in a dialectical manner 
and the spread of capitalism around the world. We also suggest that the apparent congruency 
between Marx's theory of history and his early writings on the matter could be a reproduction of 
the contradictory character of the historical development and should be analyzed in face of Marx 
political opposition to the romantic reactions to capitalism. Finally, we believe that to rethink 
Marx’s view on this issue is refreshing long lasting debates that take place specially in the so-



called peripheral countries, in a way to show that the Marxist perspective still corresponds to the 
most powerful theory to understand our times. 
 
#6 
Trotsky’s Law of Uneven and Combined Development in  Marini’s Dialectics of 
Dependency 
 
Mário Costa de Paiva Guimarães Júnior (UFU, Brazil) email: oiram_junior@hotmail.com 
Tiago Camarinha Lopes (UFU, Brazil) 
 
The parallel study of Marini’s dependency theory and the historical process of the socialist 
revolution throughout the 20th century indicates that there are clear connections between 
Marini’s overall position and the perspective of the central role of peripherical countries in the 
World Revolution. We noticed along the text Dialectics of Dependency many formulations of a 
theoretical concept called Law of Unequal and Combined Development. This conception was 
explicitly formulated, on the basis of Lenin’s and Marx’s first analysis of the international 
revolutionary process, by Leon Trotsky, who played a major role in the 1917 Russian 
Revolution. Due to its originality in comparison to the general view of evolution described by 
Marx, the Law of Uneven and Combined Development represents a significant contribution to 
the marxist thought in the 20th century. By linking the revolutionary theory of Karl Marx with the 
concrete facts generated by the Russian Revolution, Trotsky developed a global vision of the 
functioning of the capitalist mode of production which conceived the concrete possibility of 
socialism being initiated outside Western Europe. This perspective becomes then very 
adequate for the study of the economic and political transformations of the so called 
underdeveloped world, or better yet, of the dependent economies. By showing specific 
passages of Marini’s Dialectics of Depedency and Trotsky’s History of the Russian Revolution, 
we defend that the concept of the Law of Uneven and Combined Development is present in 
Marini’s thought. Also, the paper raises the thesis that Trotsky’s Law is rediscovered by various 
Latin American left thinkers since the 1960s because it is an objective truth. This explains 
partially why many authors in the tradition of the Marxist Dependency Theory in Latin America 
do not refer to Trotsky despite using one of his main theoretical contributions. 
 


