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Abstract

We noticed along Ruy Mauro Marini's texDialectics of Dependencymany
formulations of a theoretical concept called Law ©bhequal and Combined
Development. This conception was explicitly forntath on the basis of Lenin’s and
Marx’s first analysis of the international revolhuary process, by Leon Trotsky, who
played a major role in the 1917 Russian RevolutByi.showing specific passages of
Marini’'s Dialectics of Depedencgnd Trotsky’sHistory of the Russian Revolutiowe
defend that the concept of the Law of Uneven anahiinoed Development is present in
Marini’s thought. Also, the paper raises the thési Trotsky’s Law is rediscovered by
various Latin American left thinkers since the 19@fcause it is an objective truth.
This explains partially why many authors in theditian of the Marxist Dependency
Theory in Latin America do not refer to Trotsky di#s using one of his main
theoretical contributions.

Key-words: Marini, Trotsky, unequal and combined developmdapendent economy,
socialist revolution

‘The proletariat of an economically backward couran come to
power before the proletariat of an advanced counbim the
capitalist point of view’

Leon Trotsky

‘The consequence of dependency can not be, therefothing
else than more dependency, and its overcoming s&chys
supposes the suppression of the relations of ptimouc
involved with it’

‘(...) the generalization of the Latin American o&tion tends to
destroy the main support brackets of imperialisndl, iés victory
will represent a death blow to it. This is the bi&tal responsibility
of the Latin American people and faced with it,rehean be no
other possible attitude than the
revolutionary praxis’
Ruy Mauro Marini



1 Introduction

The textDialectics of Dependendpialética da Dependéncia), written in 1973
by the Brazilian organic intellectual Ruy Mauro Muiis a strong contribution to the
development of Marxist thought in Latin America.blégan to reassess the political
strategy of supporting the bourgeoisie at a timesrwkhe Latin American left was
shaken by the developments that culminated in @ssef Military Strikes linked to
capitalist imperialism. From the 1960s on, new rodtlogical ways to think and
change historical, political and economic realitytihe continent started being debated.
Ruy Mauro Marini demonstrates in this and othersex unique and experimental
perspective of value theory in conjunction with tkettled political tactics of the
revolutionary thought of Karl Marx. He combined hésademic career and his
theoretical reflections in order to transform titeaion of extreme social and economic
inequality that characterized (and still charazes) the reality of Latin America.

We believe that the theoretical creations of Madné an important tool to
understand the complex reality of the Latin Amarmicauntries. Also, they help us to
think possible ways and strategies to build a $pcMth a anti-capitalist logic in the
continent. Moreover, the attitude of political eggment adopted by Marini, who
always connected theoretical study and research vetvolutionary action, is also
present today as an example with regard to intel&qgerformance. These elements
explain the recent recovery of Marini’'s thoughtpesally in Brazil, where his work
began to be truly widespread only in the end of 2680s. One of these aspects of
recovery refers to the elucidation of Marini’s thetical, philosophical and political
influences.

The study of the revolutionary process showed s there are clear links
between the general position of Marini and the jpecs of centrality of the periphery in
the World Revolution. Along the reading Dialectics of Dependencyve noticed in
many passages the presence of a relevant thebimaeption, called Law of Unequal
and Combined Development. This conception was eidylienunciated by Leon
Trotsi<y, who played an important role in the praceksocialist revolution in Russia in
1917.

Because of its originality in comparison to the g@h outline of the process
described by Marx during the formation of Europezapitalism, this theoretical
formulation represents a significant improvementtire development of Marxist
thought on historical evolution. As Trotsky soudgdtturn the revolutionary theory of
Marx with the concrete facts generated by the Rums®evolution, he eventually
developed an overview of the mechanism of capitattioning which explained how it
was possible to start the construction of socialisatside Western Europe. This
construct is, therefore, a very suitable tool fidging the revolutionary process in the
so called "underdeveloped" countries or, better, yBt countries with capitalist
dependent economies.

! As Demier (2005) warned, Lenin used the "Law ofeldsn Development" to reflect on the uneven
rhythms of capitalist development. However, Trotskgided to this the concept of "Combined
Development", exposing the dialectical relationshigiween capitalists core and periphery. Trotsky's
formulation appears mainly in “Historia da Revolagdussa” (1 ed.. S8o Paulo: Editora Instituto José
Luis e Rosa Sundermann, 2007, Tomo 1), “Balan¢gBerspectivas” e a “Revolucdo Permanente”, ambos
contidos na coletanea intitulada “A Teoria da Regab Permanente. Sdo Paulo: Editora Instituto José
Luis e Rosa Sundermann, 2010.
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This focus on the periphery departing from the dogi global capital is what
allows Marini to be put closer to Trotsky. This pamrgues and illustrates that many
elements in the Dialectics of Dependency are espes of what Trotsky called the
Law of Uneven and Combined Development. Thereftite,thesis is that the abstract
core of Marini's interpretation of the developmenitLatin America is a theoretical
synthesis elaborated by Trotsky which emerged frois study of the Russian
Revolution?

2 The Law of Uneven and Combined Development

The study by Trotsky ([1930] 2007) on the Russiavdtution allowed some
interesting conclusions for the international renanary movement. One of them is the
so called Law of Uneven and Combined Developmeritatis it? The whole issue of
understanding the October Revolution in Russia lveb around the possibilities of
socialism in advanced industrial economies in geatod, such as Germany, the United
States and England. The moments preceding theWiosid War drew the attention of
the Communists to these countries. However, then@ersocial democracy did not
prevent the war and reformism became the guideh@fGerman Social Democratic
Party. The conditions for the realization of theiabist revolution there wilted. On the
other side, they were maturing and transforminggsiin Russia, a development which
led to the socialist victory in Russia in Octob84.1.

How was that possible? Marx's analysis did notdath that the advanced
capitalist economies are those that are more ali@nsit into socialism? Why did not
the Russian economy follow a process similar toltbergeois revolutions in Europe,
with a progressive destruction of feudalism and fbhamation of market social
relations? Did Russia directly jump from a feudalisture over capitalism into the
socialist society?

All these questions confounded analysts seekinginderstand the specific
situation of the rise of the Soviet Union. On omadh, the initial analysis did not have a
methodology minimally close to historical matesati (and, therefore, were only
journalistic accounts of events). On the other,itisrumental Marxist study of history
was handled with too rushed mediations, which teduin an apparent contradiction
between the supposed prediction of Marx on the Wé&dcialist Revolution and the
reality of revolution not in an advanced capitagisbonomy.

To resolve this impasse, Trotsky began to orgartize studies of the
revolutionary process until that moment. He wrdie bookHistory of the Russian
Revolutionusing the method of Marx to study concrete histdrprocesses, trying to
identify all active social forces linking the exmrce of the Paris Commune, the
episodes of 1905, February 1917 and finally, Oatdi84.7.

The first discovery, in general lines, is exposeahapter 1 oHistory of the
Russian RevolutionTrotsky’s central thesis is that the Socialisv&etion occurred in

2 One caveat here seems to be important. The ndkiah the peripheral economies can start the
revolutionary process before Western Europe is syicgad and should not just go back to Trotsky. Our
intention is to point out that the lessons learfredn the study of the Russian Revolution by Leon
Trotsky coincide with the findings of Marini on theorld revolutionary process, taken from the
observation of Latin American reality. The questainwhether or not Marini was Trotskyist also msse
the point of this work. For an autobiography witblifical and intellectual trajectory of Ruy Mauro
Marini, see http://www.marini-escritos.unam.mx/0f6&moria_es.htm.
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Russian due to its specific economic and socialradteristics. These particular
conditions opened up the possibility for the evemtéch culminated in the conquer of
power by the Bolsheviks.

According to Trotsky ([1930] 2007), due to the higlegree of capitalist
development in Western Europe, Russian tsarismressiyely fell into deep social
contradictions. In his study of the decline of Rwssian monarchy, Trotsky never fails
to consider local events in connection with wonems, in particular, with the political
and economic movements of the most advanced dapitafjions. Thus, as capitalist
structures consolidate, tsarism still existingha twentieth century began to bump into
increasingly narrow limits. Capitalism was devetapiin Russia, but punctually and
with great intention. It was taking advantage @& émormous progress already achieved
by the transformations in Western Europe, suchhasdevelopment of machinery,
which was then being used directly in the Russiaonemy. This combination in
Russia, the coexistence of archaic production nusth@ppropriate to the social
relations of production of feudalism, with the puctive structure of capitalist industry
already formed and thus directly transported frtwm ¢enters there, caused a situation
that could be called ‘temporal approximation of Hmeirgeois revolution to the socialist
revolution’.

Quite briefly, the idea can be summarized as fatownce bourgeois revolutions
are consolidated in Europe, capitalism moves terotbgions still operating on feudal
foundations. The natural process would then be dbeurrence of a bourgeois
revolution, which rearranges the social relatiohproduction according to the logic of
capital. However, due to the fact that industriallctures already form large armies of
workers in major urban centers of "backward natiqas was the case in Petrograd in
relation to the vastness of the Russian countrysidad because the communist
ideology is already developed in Europe and camjuiekly transmitted by means of
communication to any corner, the social claimsheflhourgeoisie supported by workers
(such as freedom of movement, freedom of expresston..) are rapidly converted into
exclusive social demands for employees. What ibeaa bourgeois revolution is in
danger to turn into a socialist revolution.

According to Trotsky, this historical gap can bedisonsciously to trigger the
fall of the old regime in a process that resultannmmediate socialist revolution. In his
assessment, Lenin knew how to use this window wWigehelped to, via organization of
the Bolshevik party, connect the riots of 1905 Hhe movements that established and
liquidated the Provisional Government headed byeKsky between February and
October of 1917.

On the surface, it seems that there was a leaeps$.sBut what actually happens
is that the permanence of the bourgeois regimeoigghemeral that its historical
location becomes extremely compressed. By preggtiiea concept of "dual power",
the moment in which there is coexistence of theviBi@nal Government and the Soviet,
Trotsky ([1930] 2007) points out that all variamfSpolitical organization of the state
had been tried and discarded as worthless. Thisisnimat the forms of the bourgeois
state born and die very quickly precisely due ® plosition of "weak link" played by
the region in the overall process of transitiomfroapitalism to socialism. This seems
to be a point to be emphasized, since many opg@sadtion of revolution of Trotsky
because the idea resembles to the possibility gpslg the stage of capitalist
development.

Indeed, the original debate in Russia was exabty tn the nineteenth century,
the Russians were trying to understand the chaistits of the capitalist development



in their country. At first, the Narodniks dominatéte discussiof.For them, Russia
could avoid the evils of capitalism, going direditya certain agrarian socialism, taking
a parallel path, a deviation from the form of calist social organization. In their view,
Russian society would have the option to immedjateéate a utopian society which
was supposedly being formed in the minds of thekeus: But the publication and
dissemination of Marxist thought in the last quadkthe nineteenth century in Russia
was like a bomb over the Narodniks

One of the diffusers of scientific socialism foraéyzing the Russian reality was
Mikhail Pokrovsky. Along with other thinkers whoeth began to form the first Russian
Marxists, he argued that there was no possibifityypassing the capitalist stage for the
construction of socialism. Following Marx, they edtthat the conscious socialist
society must come about from the advances uncamsgigroduced by capitalism.
Thus, Russia could not but develop capitalisticafiyorder to later be able to erect the
non-primitive communist mode of production. Andstis where Trotsky ([1930] 2007)
enters in a polemic with the first diffusers of Miam in the country.

In the appendix to chapter 1 éfistory of the Russian Revolutiofirotsky
addresses Pokrovsky and ends up working out thesbhesmarized exposure the Law of
Uneven and Combined Development associated with réadity of the Russian
Revolution. The problem according to Trotsky istthi@ reasoning of the Marxists
against the Narodniks is mechanical.

In other words, they are absorbing the writingd/airx without adaptation to the
actual conditions of Russian history. The genetdliee of Marx does not apply to
specific situations without adequate mediationse Tinearity Pokrovsky and other
Marxists describe is creating a too abstract moflehe development of civilization,
where unidirectional passage of pre-capitalist ®for capitalism to socialism must be
the same for all regions of the globe. This is whiat happens in reality. Empirical
observation indicates that some regions developlsémrms of capitalist production
and at the same time rely on regions where theradiations between social relations
and market traditional social relationships deegdanthis heterogeneous process of
development of the productive forces and sociahti@hs of production, it is not
possible to conceive each national economy or cputibing the same schematic
trajectory. The linear exposition of transformatienjust an example for Marx to
consider the whole of global society, but not fpedfic parts of the entire History.
Following the perspective of linearity culminateyr example, in a shameful
Eurocentrism which is then unjustified insertediMarxism (see on this Saludjian et
all. (2013). Marx’s theory of history and the guestof colonies and non-capitalist
world. Paper presented at the IIPPE 2013 Confejence

The problem (making an analogy with the evaluat@nRosa Luxemburg
([1912] 1985) on Russian studies about the schemfiegproduction and capitalist
crisis) is that the Marxists, in their eagernesslismount the utopian socialism of the
Populists, ended up falling into a dogmatic mechation? That is, they started

% Conhecidos também como populistas russos, os Némodao intelectuais russos de classe média que
criticavam o desenvolvimento capitalista na Rusgissocialismo utopico. Exaltavam a superioridade d
antigo regime em comparacao com a formacéo dolt@lgsalariado e se portavam nostalgicamente em
relagdo ao passado agrario.

* Luxemburg ([1912] 1985) faces an intricate thdoaétproblem: the reproduction of capital over time
The Russian legal Marxists, developing schematigrdims with the help of mathematics, wanted to
show to the populists that capitalism is theordifickeasible. This would be important to defendttha
Russia can not deviate from the capitalist modgrofduction. But Rosa Luxemburg argues that the
Marxists won the controversy with the populistsaxgess: in an effort to eliminate the populist sgd,
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spreading the idea that every economy must followstraight trajectory shaped by
Western Europe during the formation of its capstaliand its first socialist movements.
It seems that this way of presenting the develognoérthe revolution as a linear
process is at the heart of the economistic consbruc mechanical and objectivist
Marxism which will be publicized by the USSR State.

It is very important to keep in mind that Trotskyesition is not that of the
Narodniks: the Marxists are correct to liquidate gopulists because these do not work
with the method of Marx, and they have distinctsslanterests in comparison to the
proletariat. It happens that the linearity in Masxrelative: according to Trotsky, it is
not necessary to develop of the productive foradhe place (nation) of the Revolution,
as it already occurs in some other part of the dvdriterconnecting the market makes
the effect of the productive forces, so to speddha. In this sense, the possibilities of
production shall be taken at the international llesreen if the political structures of the
state organization are still framed by nationadeos

Inequality in combination of different economie®a&ies certain regions where
the contradictions between the old and the newesysare so great that the two
revolutions (the one which eliminates the old regiamd the one which paves the way
for the socialist regime) are very close in timetdtal, the abstract scheme of Marx is
logical (humanity will not reach socialism withgessing through capitalism), but for
specific groups, what counts is that at some pbierte has been already some capitalist
development of the productive forces, which becomeiasingly global. The Socialist
Revolution does not presuppose the existence atatiamin every corner of the globe

In the case of Russia, when the end of feudalistelimeated, the revolution has
a strong potential to advance beyond the Bourgdtévolution. The February
Revolution could not be stopped and ‘descendechilliento the October Revolution
together with the conscious actions of the Pargyapization by Lenin (Trotsky ([1930]
2007)). Following the global and internationalisergpective of Marx, Trotsky
emphasizes all the time that if the rest of thelavdoes not follow the socialist world
revolution which has just begun in Russia, therélvei no success. Hence the emphasis
on internationalism and binding constant revoluignlinks at different locations over
time. It is from this point that we can move onaodeepening of the concept of
Permanent Revolution.

The important thing to bear in mind here is that theory formulated by
Trotsky represents an alternative path to the sopgsed by much of the Left during
the twentieth century. The Communist officialdonmvachted a strategy of advancing
by stages in the development process of the sscisdivolution in countries with
dependent economy. The orientation of the Thirderimtional (after Lenin) to
communist parties in Latin America in the first fhaf the twentieth century was to
make alliances with sectors of the national bousieoin order to capitalistically
develop the local forces of production. Only attas step could they think on how to
organize workers for the seizure of political acdreomic power.

The strategy guided by the Law of Uneven Develognaed Combined placed
in the center of the action the possibility of wenk of those peripheral countries to start
the process of rupture with capitalism. The probl#veak means of production and
underdeveloped productive forces would be solvedebyng on the advances already
achieved by the capitalist developed centers

they eventually showed the theoretical eternitythef capitalist mode of production with the abstract
schemes of reproduction.

® The key is to achieve a combination of inequaditié global capitalism that produces those conufitio
that occurred, for example, in the Russian Revoitutirhis is not a recovery of the populist traditias it
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In the words of Florestan Fernandes (1995), Trotsisyng the theory of Karl
Marx and Friedrich Engels, developed the conceptPefmanent Revolution in a
practical and theoretical perspective, ‘going te biottom of the collective dynamics of
the dispossessed classes in the impulsion andnfusfiaialectics reform and social
revolution’. In a different formulation of the urev and combined development,
Florestan Fernandes points out that for Trotsky:

(...) in backward societies, the working and poasses could accelerate the
historical process, performing tasks which are eetgld repelled by the

propertied classes. As a result, it was up to theranearth latent historical

processes of the existing order, to give them gresgpeed and to initiate the
creation of a new society. (Fernandes (1995) pp-12D, A. T.§

And this theoretical formutalion of Trotsky, thaw of Uneven and Combined
Development, according to this study, is presemt background in the reflections made
by Ruy Mauro Marini in his textDialectics of Dependengywhich is currently
contributing for updating revolutionary Marxism sithe 1970s in Brazil and Latin
America.

3 The Dialectics of Dependency as expression of thaw in Latin America

It is curious to notice that Ruy Mauro Mafinin his text Dialectics of
Dependencyin a fair and necessary way, makes referencelkatb Marx, Nelson
Werneck Sodré, Andre Gunder Frganeorges Canguilhem, Celso Furtado, Paul
Bairoch, Tulio Halperin Donghi, Friedrich EngelgU? R. Olson, C. Addison Hickman,
Maximilien Rubel, Roberto Cortés Conde, Don L. HeddBoris Fausto and Ernest
Mandel. But at no time does he properly refer torL&rotsky.

In his analysis of the Political Economy Though Brazil, Mantega (1985)
pointed out some relations between the theoriesldped by Leon Trotsky, Ruy Mauro
Marini and Andre Gunder Frank. Several other awhalso indicated similarities
between Marini and Trotsky, but always from thespective of strategic revolutionary
action? What we argue is that, a careful comparative rendf History of the Russian
Revolution and Dialectics of Dependencyghows that the theoretical analysis of
worldwide capitalist development is the same forikiaand Trotsky.

seems to be the case, for example, of some pestsaggles for land. The alternative to capitalismsim
be born out of capitalism itself. Trotsky does reitirn to the Narodnyks (or to utopian socialism).

® Quotations translated by the authors are markéAvil. (authors translation).

"This practice is not unique to Ruy Mauro Mariniv&eal other authors during the twentieth centuny an
early twenty-first century, used (and use) assumnptand concepts elaborated by Leon Trotsky without
due reference. It is possible that this absencefefence is on the one hand, a political problether

than lack of scientific criteria. Moreover, it igite likely that many leftist authors did not hasentact

with the thought of Trotsky at all. Chapter 2 off@&inha Lopes (2011) is in fact a rediscovery oftvh
had already been laid by the Law of Uneven and GoetbDevelopment. It is needed to give proper
credit, at least to Trotsky and Lenin, but no gon&awvas given with respect this because the author did
not have contact with the writings of Trotsky attima. This note serves as an indication whydhis

and need to update that chapter.

8 Andre Gunder Frank also does not make properaeferto Leon Trotsky. On the influence of Trotsky
on Frank, see Mantega (1984).

° Essa proposicéo tedrica apresentada por Leonkyressta presente em seu texto elaborada para a IV
Internacional, “Programa de Transicdo — A Agoniartsllo do Capitalismo e as Tarefas da IV
Internacional”.
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Some specific parts of texDialectics of Dependencgxpress clearly the
presence of the capitalist mode of production divermtion creating differentiated
spaces (or inequalities) between regions which ajmgue possibilities for starting the
next mode of production in localities generallymlesed by many Marxists and militants
trapped in the notion of linearity stageist charfg@. example, right at the beginning of
the introduction to Dialectics of Dependency, Mapnints out the difference between
the developmental trajectory of dependent econoameéshat of advanced capitalism:

What should be said is that, even in the case siffiicient development of
capitalist relations, this notion refers to aspexts reality that, by its overall
structure and operation, may never develop in #reesway as the so called
economies of advanced capitalists did. (Trotsk@3[ 2007), p. 138. A. T.)

We believe that the idea presented by Marini ugeninability of economies
that have peculiarities (like shortcomings and deftiions) to develop in the same way
as the advanced capitalist economies did is sindlawvhat the Law and Uneven and
Combined Development says. The following excerpimfrHistory of the Russian
Revolutionillustrates how the two concepts (Marini’'s Dialestof Dependency and
Trotsky’s Law) are close:

A backward country assimilates the material antellectual conquests of the
advanced countries. But this does not mean th&lliws them slavishly,

reproduces all the stages of their past. The thebthe repetition of historic

cycles — Vico and his more recent followers — regtsn an observation of the
orbits of old pre-capitalist cultures, and in papon the first experiments of
capitalist development. A certain repetition of tatdl stages in ever new
settlements was in fact bound up with the provinared episodic character of
that whole process. Capitalism means, however, \@rcoming of those

conditions. It prepares and in a certain senseasesalthe universality and
permanence of man’'s development. By this a repatitf the forms of

development by different nations is ruled out. Aligh compelled to follow

after the advanced countries, a backward countes dwt take things in the
same order. The privilege of historic backwardnesand such a privilege
exists — permits, or rather compels, the adoptibrwbatever is ready in

advance of any specified date, skipping a wholesef intermediate stages.
(...) The development of historically backward natideads necessarily to a
peculiar combination of different stages in thetdis process. Their

development as a whole acquires a planless, complambined character.
(Trotsky ([1930] 1932), chapter 1 [online sourceeslonot show pages].
[Brazilian edition: Trotsky ([1930] 2007), p. 2@&])

It is evident that both share the understandiag) $bcieties not belonging to the
core of the advanced capitalist system will notoagglish the same path already done
by the core countries. This is, however, only ospeat connecting a large number of
authors concerned with the construction of socrakis a global level.

Regarding the case of the Latin American continerthe first session of the
text Dialectics of DependencyMarini presents a historical perspective of ecnico
development, pointing out the historical trajectdrgt conditioned these economies as
dependent. Accordingly, Marini says:

Forged in the heat of commercial expansion in tbgh tentury promoted the
nascent capitalism, Latin America developed in eldsarmony with the
dynamics of international capitalism. As a colomgducer of precious metals
and exotic genres, Latin America contributed adtfio increase the flow of
goods and to the expansion of the money supplychyhishile allowing the
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development of commercial and banking capital irropa, sustained the
European manufacturing system and led the way Her dreation of large
industry. (Marini ([1973] 2005), p. 140. A. T.)

And further he states that:

The creation of modern industry would be greatlydered if it did not have
counted with the dependent countries, and if itemer be held on a strictly
national basis. (Marini ([1973] 2005), p. 142. A) T

This conception of the historical process expréssehe passages cited above
has the same structure as in the Law of UnevenGuombined Development. The
creation of the capitalist mode of production ia thorld is an uneven process (increase
of the level of the productive forces in very canicated geographically, for example),
but it is also a combined process (economic relatlmetween land and city, or between
economies with specific international functionsnfiol system of different parts in
combination, making the system as a whole). Acogydo Marini, the dynamics of
underdevelopment and economic dependence of mangtras is essential to the
economic development of other countries. In otherds, the trajectory of the capitalist
center could not have been made if structures ¢hatacterize dependent peripheral
economies were not created.

The path of capitalist development in advancedonatis the counterpart of the
path of economic development from what was oncleadahe 3rd world. They are not
separate stories, but complementary spheres mytdatermining each other. This
reasoning undercuts the possibility of dependenhemies repeating the course of
development of the capitalist center. There is ag W follow a succession of the same
stage of development covered by themless there is scope for creating new
peripheries in the still remaining borders of thestem This seems to be the case with
the Brazilian sub-imperialism for example. But teds which area will capitalism
advance when united workers of the world organihre tuse of the technical
advancement created by capitalism?

When exposing the historical process of the periphErotsky affirms that:

The possibility of skipping over intermediate stépof course by no means
absolute. Its degree is determined in the longyithe economic and cultural
capacities of the country. The backward nation, eneer, not infrequently
debases the achievements borrowed from outsidberptocess of adapting
them to its own more primitive culture. In this thery process of assimilation
acquires a self-contradictory character. Thus theoduction of certain
elements of Western technique and training, abdlveifitary and industrial,
under Peter |, led to a strengthening of serfdonthasfundamental form of
labour organisation. European armament and Europeams — both
indubitable products of a higher culture — led tsteengthening of tzarism,
which delayed in its turn the development of theirdoy. (Trotsky ([1930]
1932), chapter 1 [online source does not show pagBsazilian edition:
Trotsky ([1930] 2007), p. 21])

This resembles to the idea that the destiny obt#ekward countries is subjected
to the needs of developed countries. In a certag (which is very evident in the
cultural aspect) the center spreads to the refteoystem the idea that everyone must
tread the path already traveled by them, as ifsbed should copy and try to get closer
to perfection attained by the Western Civilizatickmin ([1988] 2009) works this



Eurocentrism thought, dialoguing extensively witfe interpretation of combined and
uneven development, but without making any refezdndhe studies of Trotsky.
However, given the objective impossibility of adearg through the same
stages as the capitalist core did, the dependemibeties must, so to speak, make ‘big
jumps’ to modify their social and economic struetuffrotsky captures this idea by

stating that:

The laws of history have nothing in common with edg@ntic schematism.
Unevenness, the most general law of the historcgss, reveals itself most
sharply and complexly in the destiny of the bacldvaountries. Under the
whip of external necessity their backward cultiwedmpelled to make leaps.
From the universal law of unevenness thus deriweshar law which, for the
lack of a better name, we may call the lawcofmbined development by
which we mean a drawing together of the differempges of the journey, a
combining of the separate steps, an amalgam of a@rclvith more
contemporary forms. Without this law, to be takdncourse, in its whole
material content, it is impossible to understand History of Russia, and
indeed of any country of the second, third or tectitural class. (Trotsky
([1930] 1932), chapter 1 [online source does naiwslpages]. [Brazilian
edition: Trotsky ([1930] 2007), p. 21.])

Another influence of the Law of Uneven and Combirieelvelopment in Marini’'s
theory lies in how the functional structure of tegitalist system serves to think the position
and function of the Latin American economy in tleeirse of the entire political, economic and
historical process. Marini states that:

The strong increase of the industrial working clasd, in general, the urban
population employed in industry and services, whaxturs in industrial
countries in the last century, could not have happéf they did not count on
the livelihoods of agricultural origin, providedriderably by Latin American
countries. This was what allowed further divisidriador and specialization of
industrial countries as producers of manufactuBes.the function fulfilled by
Latin America in the development of capitalism wad reduced to this: its
ability to create world food supply, which appeassa necessary condition for
their integration into the capitalist world econgnwill readily contribute to
the formation of a market for industrial raw maaésj whose importance
grows with the same industrial development. (Maffih973] 2005), p. 143. A.
T.)

In the second session of the text, entitled ‘Tleer& of unequal exchange’,
Marini ([1973] 2005), outlining the vision of thergcture of uneven operation of the
capitalist system, reflects on the role of Latin éyina in the global market. He
demonstrates the importance of the Latin Americaanemies had in maintaining the
condition of development of the capitalist poweétscordingly, Marini says:

In other words, by incorporating in the global metrkhe wage-goods, Latin
America plays a significant role in the increaser@ftive surplus value in
industrial countries. Before considering the otkiele of the coin, that is, the
internal conditions of production that enable Lafimerica to fulfill this
function, we have to indicate that it is not only the level of their own
economy that dependence of Latin America reveatelfitas being
contradictory: Latin America's participation in tipeogress of the capitalist
mode of production in industrial countries will albe contradictory. (Marini
([1973] 2005), p. 147. A. T.)
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The connection between center and periphery fiaijltheir roles and mutually
reinforcing each other is easily deduced from thigirnvgs of Marini. For him, it seems
clear that the possibility of economic developm&rdome countries were only possible
because of the role that dependent economies in Raterica and other continents met
in the system as a whole, because:

(...) [it] is by increasing the mass of increasinglyeaper products in the
international market that Latin America not onlyefis the quantitative
expansion of capitalist production in industrialuotries, but also helps to
overcome the obstacles created by the contradictuayacter of accumulation
of capital (Marini ([1973] 2005), p. 148. A. T.)

For Trotsky, a system with these characteristicsregular, complex and combined.
This perspective is clearly present in Marini’sugbt when he writes that:

Once converted into a capital-producing centerinLAmerica must create its
own mode of circulation, which can not be the samehat engendered by
industrial capitalism and which gave rise to demgene. In ordeto constitute
a complex whole, we need to use concepts of simlpiments that are
combinable with each other, but that are not equed understanding the
specificity of capital in the dependent Latin Anoam economy means,
therefore, to illuminate the very foundation of ithdependence in relation to
the world capitalist economy. (Marini ([1973] 200p) 161. A. T.)

It is clear therefore that the theory developedughout the texDialectics of
Dependencyeven not having the proper reference, has a ctdationship with the
conceptions and assumptions present in the Law okveh and Combined
Development elaborated by Leon Trotsky during thet fdecades of the twentieth
century. Even if Marini used other words to expdse idea that the logic of the
structure and functioning of the capitalist systésnuneven and combined, we
emphasize that the similarity and approach betweenand Trotsky is feasible and
supported by the parallel between readindp@fiectics of DependencgndHistory of
the Russian Revolution

Other passages of text Dialectics of Dependencehdur reinforce the
relationship between the theory developed by Mauiitih the premises of the Law of
Uneven and Combined Development. We believe, howeliat the quotation above
reaches the initial goal of this work because itcgpizes the idea that Marini, in
formulating his theory, approaches the central axiFrotsky in order to explain the
capitalist system as a total mechanism composedtefogeneous parts.

4 Marini: rediscovering the Law or Trotsky’s influe nce?

It is worth mentioning here that other studies bladady noticed this similarity
between these authors. For example, Mantega (198&)s that there is a ‘substantial
similarity’ between the core of the ‘Capitalist Madbf Underdevelopment’ developed
by Ruy Mauro Marini and also by Andre Gunder Framkl the Theory of Permanent
Revolution and the arguments put forward in therffolnternational by Leon Trotsky.

Chilcote (1974) retrieves and presents to the msaofethe English language the
literature on capitalist dependency that was forimetatin America since the 1960s,
making it clear that the topic encompasses sevaualtions that often come into
conflict. According to his review of the literatua the time, Fernando Henrique
Cardoso, in a text written in 1973 for the Brazili@enter for Analysis and Planning
(Centro Brasileiro de Andlise e Planejamento), inditated the influence of Lenin and
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Trotsky in the concept of dependence developeddiynlAmericans (Chilcote (1974),
p. 7). This indication of the influence of Trots&yer the ‘dependentistas’ is not further
studied in this review of the literature.

Decades later, Chilcote develops with greater titterthe power of Trotskyist
thought over the theoretical development in LatimeXica. Chilcote (200%) argues
that a reassessment of the left on the strategmemating from the Soviet Union was
certainly encouraged by the rise of the revolutignamovement in Cuba in 1950. It
allowed new organizations and ideas. Attention wa®n to Havana instead of
keeping the eyes fixed on Moscow, which openedhitiézons of those who saw no
alternative to the more traditional recipes thamneafrom the original revolutionary
center in 1917. Chilcote (2009) reports that maratin. American thinkers were
influenced by Trotsky, and that it is possible tmeect the issue of dependence and
underdevelopment with four concepts of Trotsky'suipht of (backwardness, uneven
and combined development, permanent revolution &ndialist revolution and
transition).

On Marini, specifically, Chilcote (2009), p. 727ighlights the suggestion of
similarity already highlighted by Mantega (1984)daargues that Marini, both in
Dialectics of Dependency and in the teitorld Capitalist Accumulation and Sub-
Imperialismof 1978 offered a variant of combined and unevevetbpment through the
argument of superexploitation of workers in theipegry and the formation of sub-
imperialism. According to Chilcote, ‘these ideasrevaimilar to conceptions of Leon
Trotsky played in the theses of the Fourth Inteoma’ (Chilcote (2009a), p. 82). Other
Latin American scholars are cited by Chilcote (200Rodolfo Stavenhagen and Pablo
Gonzalez Casanova) to illustrate that even witmoemtioning Marx, Lenin or Trotsky,
they end up arriving at the same elementary caiegavhich form, in a way, the
theoretical basis of Trotskyism. This relates t tiesis of this article in the following
terms:

The recovery of Trotsky's thought is inescapabl¢him process of verification
and study of the revolutionary process in the twe¢itcentury. This happens because,
to put it very clearly, generalizations and ordermsduced by the Soviet Union directed
to the international communist movement were ndirelg appropriate for the process
of socialist construction in the world. In other nas: the official guide of the Soviet
state, which crystallized in the theory of socmli;h one country, failed. Trotsky, by
opposing of this type of model, will be taken upalythose who think the social reality
of periphery and its construction of the futureistc Even thinkers who are relatively
distant to Marxist are compelled to fall into Thots because they analyze reality
objectively from the demands of the proletariat ifhhassumes varied ideological
forms according to circumstances and regions).urfeven and combined development
is an objective truth that appears in all sericuslys of the capitalist movement of the
world ! The rediscovery, in fact, is not of the Trotskyttsbught, but of the dialectical
method itself applied to the study and transforamatf society in the last century. It's a
recovery of the essentials of the philosophy ofigraaf Marx in order to adjust the
contemporary actions towards the goal of the Conistsin

10 A translation to Portuguese was made by ClaribeSire Domingos. See Chilcote (2009a).

M Trotsky (1939) summarizes Marx's method of studiyhistory with the example of the Russian
Revolution. This small text condenses a long sefdsiowledge which may encourage the deepening of
philosophical questions resolved by the developnuérgcientific socialism. It contains: Marx’s eftec
over philosophy, Trotsky's position on the naturéhe Soviet Union and a critique of the concepho-
dialectical theory of evolution. It may be an imsting starting point for overcoming the stageiston

that dominated (and still dominates) various streafrintellectual and political left.
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In the case under analysis, that of Marini, whatenghasize is that he arrives
at the formulations of Trotsky in his own way. Rbis reason, he does not use the
terminology developed iHlistory of the Russian Revolutiogiving the impression that
his theoretical background is distinct. Accordingthilcote (2009a), p. 89, Marini held
during the time of POLOP (Organizagdo RevoluciandMarxista Politica Operaria —
Marxist Revolutionary Organization Worker’s Polg)ahat the main influence over the
group was Lenin. The presence of Trotskyism waslenti in the various groups of
intellectuals and activists, although the diretfemences to the Law of Uneven and
Combined Development is scarce in the work of theotists of dependency. Chilcote
(2009a), p. 89, affirms that Marini translated seat Trotsky and Lenin on imperialism,
indicating that he had direct contact with the terit material of the leaders of the
Russian Revolution. But his emphasis is to highilitjat there was a general influence
of Trotsky on dependency theory, especially on fivenulations of André Gunder
Frank and Ruy Mauro Marini.

Michael Lowy, in his presentation of the theory wheven and combined
development, argues that this is an important dmrtton of Trotsky because it ‘breaks
with evolutionism, the ideology of linear progremsd euro-centrism’ (Lowy ([1995]
1998), p. 73). But when he points out that FrankriMaretake the question of
revolution in Latin America (is it anti-feudal ont@capitalist?), LOwy puts Trotsky
away from the theorists of dependency, as theynafthe exclusively character of
capitalism in the region since the time of colotiza (Lowy ([1995] 1998), p. 80, note
19). In view of the supporters of Trotsky's theotlgere would be an ‘amalgam’
between unequal relations of production, which wothien be dominated by capital.
The presence of traditional relationships, pretedipm forms of production, is not
denied in this current.

In a certain way, it can be said that the nucleablem (must the revolution in
Latin America: (i) destroy the pre-capitalist sadias, (i) build and consolidate the
bourgeois society or (iii) open the way for a sbisiasociety?) is theoretically solved by
the Law of Uneven and Combined Development. It iguastion here of political
practice on how to temporally align all these thstsges of the revolutionary process to
finish the Old Colonial System and to trigger thegess that starts the Socialist
Revolution. The doctrine of permanent revolutioactees that every revolution is a link
in the total process of building non-primitive commmism. Therefore, it is possible to
act at every step with a view to the next in amtarrupted line of transformations that
bind back all changes of social changes towarddlceal goal of workers.

According to Castelo and Prado (2012), this Marhust actually dates back to
what they call a ‘heterodox tradition of Marxisnth#t of Trotsky, Lenin, Gramsci and
Mariategui) that stood in opposition to the evantary and mechanistic view that
dominated the official organizations of the labav@ment worldwide. They argue that,
much later, this Marxist current would be reusedsasious thinkers of Latin American
to rethink the continent in the global developmenicess, since what was implemented
between 1930 and 1960 did not solve the main pnablef Latin America. But why is
this heterodox Marxist position necessarily receder

Without explicitly formulating this question, Cakteand Prado (2012) point to
the need to avoid supporting developmentalism (rexthas new developmentalism) as
something which already failed the test of histdnysequence, they recount the history
of the Brazilian social thought to fulminate thairgument in a solid critique of the
developmental ideology as a safe route for theasialv of the country. They present the
main ideas for economic and social development @EAC (Economic Commission
for Latin America and the Caribbean), of ISEB (ingb Superior de Estudos
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Brasileiros) and of the PCB (Brazilian Communistrtida Along this intellectual
reconstruction of the Brazilian left, Castelo e d&ra (2012) demonstrate
comprehensively how Brazilians recover Trotsky. Athén they make reference to
Felipe Demier, who has raised more precisely howtsky is being rediscovered by
academia in Brazil.

Firmly situated in the field of Marxism, Demier (& 2007, 2008) presents an
important contribution to the debate about the ibbssnfluences of Trotsky's theory
over Brazilian intellectuals throughout the twetiticentury. He contextualizes the
historical process and demonstrates the relatipashvolving the Law of Uneven and
Combined Development and theoretical formulatiookicfes and strategies elaborated
by several intellectuals and political organizasiom Brazil. Another concern of Demier
refers to his questioning about the silencing peadt in universities against Leon
Trotsky. Demier argues that the political trajegtand life of the Russian revolutionary
hinders a ‘domestication’ of his theory, makindgarder for being fully accepted in the
academic world.

Without further discussion about this issue, wesen¢ an interpretation
consistent with the scientific method for explaminwhy Trotsky is necessarily
recovered by those who seek to understand theyredlthe capitalist periphery in the
process of the world socialist revolution. Regassllef the fact that Marini and others
have been under the influence of Trotsky, we undedsthat the theory of Uneven and
Combined Development formulated in other words bsvesal other authors
demonstrates that reality is objective and thatdiseovery of Trotsky is true. In a
word: the Law of Uneven and Combined Developmemnibjective fact that can be
described in different ways. From the standpoint szience, for purposes of
organization the intellectual material producedrawme and without disparaging the
progress and findings of other authors, it is @iligy to point out that the phenomenon
originally described by Leon Trotsky in order tgrsficantly facilitate all process of
rediscovery and reconstruction of the internati@haévolutionary perspective.

5 Absence and presence of Trotsky: some consideiats

We share, along with the authors mentioned, thervithat it is at least curious
to check that Marini makes no reference to Troiskiialectics of Dependenggince
there is a direct relationship between this boodt ldistory of the Russian Revolution
regarding the general vision about capitalist dgwelent worldwide. It becomes even
more intriguing when we remember that Marini hadess to the work of Ernest
Mandel, a leading Marxist economist who publiclypressed Trotsky's influence over
his theoretical formulations.

But history has demonstrated the important politicdtle developed by Trotsky
against the bureaucratic politics and counter diahary developed under Josep Stalin
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSRko0, his struggles extended to
other countries of the world that relied on thewdots of communist parties that were
under the auspices of the Third International (Aftenin). During this tough battle,
before culminating in his death in Mexico in 1940ptsky lived a long process of exile
in some countries and his political action was hamagHis theoretical perspective also
encountered serious difficulties to spréad.

12 For a more accurate debate on the political ardrétical struggles of Trotsky, see: Bensaid (2008)
Bianchi (2005), Coggiola (1990), Coggiola (1999pg@iola (2008), Deutscher ([1954] 1984), Deutscher
([1959] 1984), Deutscher ([1963] 1984), Mandel BRQ9Trotsky ([1930] 1978) and Trotsky ([1936]
2005).
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What we realized is that the influence of Stalipsiicy and practice in the
minds of the working class was pretty deep. In sigisse it is possible to assess that, in
his battle against Stalinism, Leon Trotsky and fieigolutionary theory and practice
were marginalized and banished from the academiddwboth in the East and the
West. As Demier (2005) well remembered:

We do not know the reasons why the name of Troteky relegated to a
shadow zone. Possibly, the long-time Stalinist hegey in leftist
academia may have contributed to that. Even dferovercoming of the
stageist-dualistic schematisna mere allusion to Soviet dissident still
continue to be seen as a heretical attitude. (Def2@05), p., A. TH

Anyway, we conclude that the theoretical contitnutof Leon Trotsky has, if
not a central influence in the formulations presdnby the Marxist Theory of
Dependence as a whole, at least one proven sityilaith Marini’s view based on the
comparison betwednialectics of Dependen@ndHistory of the Russian Revolution
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