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by 

otwin Marenin 

One can only read with dismay Martin 1 s article on "Class 
Analysis and Politics: Sc::rte Cbservations on the lble of the 
I:Durgeoisie in the Political Process in West Africa," published 
in your Vol. VII, No.1 1976 issue, for the intellectual's arro­
gance it reveals: and can only hope that the stance of the 
author is oot synptomatic of the editors 1 beliefs who dx:lse to 
run this particular piece. For pity the poor nasses ~- But, 
maybe the article was ItEant nainly to spur reactions - here then 
is one of them. 

ret us start with the article's theoretical cxmtributions. 
Martin prqx>SeS scme nethodological d:>servatians and ref.i.na!ents 
of the cxmcept class in the African cxmtext but only gives us 
n:>s Santo's version urM:!laborated in all the crucial aspects 
which -would make it relevant. 'lhe defining :r;ilrase identifies 
class "primarily by the relations or m:x1es of relations condi­
tioning the possibilities of interaction arrong nen" (and liilQ'Iel'l 1 

ore hopes) • 'lhis :r;ilrase is oot develqled in any ~ and in a 
nllltber of crucial aspects :renains wholly arcbigmus or rrerely as­
sertive. First, Marx is cited as defining classes as "eJCpres­
sions of the antagonistic relations of the cxxtpc:nents of the 
I!Ddes of production," a scmewhat deteJ:ministic viewpoint, yet 
on the next page Martin argues that "given social fonnations 
associated with specific m:x1es of productioo are historically 
detennined," which seens to i.nply that the sane m:x1es of p:rodoo­
tion may prodlDe different class structures under different his­
torical conditions. Why else this qualification. Maybe this is 
what the qualifier "primarily" in the definition of class cited 
above neans. \'llat are the secondary determinants, in general 
or in the African cxmtext, -we are not to:)..d. Having cxmclOOed 
this "analysis" , Martin then determines that a) African societies 
oould not have been class-less (whether they -were,- whether all 
were, to what degree class structures existed and what was their 
articulation, or what the African node or m:x1es of producticn 
were - all these need to be deteJ::mined historically not specified 
a priori) and b) that the distinction between national and cx:m­
prador bourgeoisie is "largely irrelevant" because it so seens 
to him, given the intel:penetration and internationalization of 
capital. Again, whether this statenent is what it seens would 
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require sene ooncrete work.l 

Seoondly, he ineptly adapts Poulantzas 1 suggestion that 
classes are not ha!Ogeneous, leading hlm to s\Xh misnarers as 
that the f:r;action called "nodenl :Petty bourgeOisie" cxmsists 
partly of wage-earning workers -who could just as easily have 
been called a stratun (the differentiation to other workers 
being "wage differentials") of the working class. Social cate­
gories, in turn, are defined by their daninant political role 
and include, "for instanCE, the intelligentsia" (which in the 
light of the distinction he tries to draw later ):)eb.1een intel­
lectuals and intelligentsia Seezns a strange inclusion here) who 
are not to be cx:nfused with the intellectuals who are part of 
the petty bourgeois fraction. At the end, one has leamed littl 
about what makes a class, what the relationships of various 5e9'i 
nents of each class are to other segrrents (Oo they overlap or 
are they distinct? are their relations antac;pn:istic or not? can 
an individual be part of a fracticn, stratun and catego:cy at thl 
sane tine? if that is true, \\hy the distincticns?) or to other 
classes; and there is no presented evidence for his E!!lpirical 
statarents. '!he typology creates cx:nfusion. 

'lhird, the two "IIOSt politically significant groups in 
West Africa today," he calmly asserts, are the bureaucratic bo 
geoisie and the intellectuals/intelligentsia. Speaking about 
Nigeria today this prqx:>Sition clearly needs a lot of qualifi 
tions. Even if we inclu:le the milita:cy in the catego:cy of b~ 
reauc:r.atic bourgeoisie (he makes no mention of this stratun, 
fraction, catego:cy?), still two other equally inportant groups 
are the national bourgeoisie (not the a:mprador bourgeoisie in 
its two incarnations as appendage to internaticnal fi.J:ns (agent! 
mi<Xllem:m) or to the state apparatus (oontractors, suppliers) 
and professionals. Witness the inability of the militaJ:y CJOveli 
nent to deal with strikes by the professional, e.g. Cbctors, 01 

the demands and interests of the national bourgeoisie eni:xJdi.ed 
in the draft oonstitution. Ieoent events in (}}ana IIBY invali­
date Martin 1 s assertion as well. 

~t we have then for the theoretical parts of the artJ 
cle is an rucercise in the best tradition of petty bourgeois 
sdlolarship, rurming events and date throu:ftl a oonc:Eptual neat· 
grinder to make than fit pre-given categories. '!he best exanpl 
of this procedure is Martin 1 s lunping of 11mi.n with bourgeois 
scholars, of .Toure with Senghor, or Keita with Houphouet-Boigrl) 
into the sane catego:cy of the bourgeoisie, who by using similaJ 
thoUJhts and nethods serve similar interests. 'Ihis is revisi 
ist typology without thou:ftlt - it neans nothing and d::>scures 
what is .inportant. It is true that neither 'lbure or Nkrmah a: 
or were totally socialist in their policies. (socialist using tl 
"scientific Marxist" conCEption of the tenn) , yet to equate ~ 
policies and ideologies to those of Senghar or lb1.1Filouet-Boi~ 



Le 

205 

makes hash of arr.t p:ret:.el'$ions to a historically ooncret:e analy­
sis; and makes sense only and fits only within pre-established 
cate:jories drawn in an ext.rEm:! fashion. If you are not abso­
lutely for the "rrost cppressed classes" then you are just a 
petty bow:geois like arr.t other. In Habermas 1 Iilrase (I think) , 
a "dleap inevitability" pervades this sort of sloganeering. 

It is also intellectually arrogant, and this is clearly 
brou:Jht out in the discussion of the intelligentsia. 'lWo am­
oeptual flaws may be pointed out quickly. N!at distinguishes 
intellectuals fran the intelligentsia is that intellectuals are 
part of the bureaucratic bourgeoisie and nake a living as se­
amdacy and university teadlers or bureaucrats, while the intel­
ligentsia, which makes its living in a similar wey, takes the 
interests of the oppressed to heart and joins "the ranks of the 
exploited and oppressed masses. " thereby taking on the dlaract:er­
istics of the intelligentsia which are a dedication "to radical 
dlange" and identification "with the oppressed majority. n ~t 
Martin IlUlSt ~ by this is rot that the intelligentsia forsake 
their university and administrative joos and join the workgang 
in the fields or the proletariat drudging to the factory gates 
(for he would be hard pressed to find ~les) , but that they 
think differently from intellectuals thou:Jh they may live just 
like than. This is indeed a very curious coooeption of cxmni.t­
ting suicide as a class (stratun, factioo, category?) which 
allows the luxury of wine with dinner and a car allcwance as 
long as the cxmscience is radical. I:i:w nice it is to be for the 
owressed. It is just a matter of thinking and saying the right 
things. (Iest I be misunderstood, I am not arguing that there 
are no differences between vario~ follllS of social analysis and 
the actions which they entail and the interests which they serve 
- only that Martin resorts here to an argurtent which is un-Marx­
ist in its theory and atpirically suspect~) '!he secood flaw 
is this. If there are different groups of intellectuals (ha.l­
ever we may label them) and if they are thought to be inportant 
.in the revolutionary process then one needs to :kncM why it is 
that sooe betray their class (which would seem to be a hard 
thing to do) and others do not. Martin 1 s eJ!hortatioo that it is 
"incmbant" on intellectuals to becxxre intelligentsia is not 
even an attenpt at doing this, nor has it arr.tthing to cb with 
class analysis. It is wishful thinking and it is pernicious in 
that it cooverts a social process into individual nDral choice -
a very bourgeois conception of why pec.ple think and decide as 
they do. 

Lastly, and rrost :inp:>rtantly, there is the questioo of 
the relations of the intellectuals/intelligentsia to the op­
pressed. '!hat this is a prti:>lematic relationship was quite 
clear to Marx, to other Marxist thinkers, e.g. it is a central 
worrystone for Gramsci, and various cx::.mrentators. 2 To Martin , 
the relationship is clear, one-sided and, oojectively, in his 
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interest. '!he intelligentsia have a ''nonopoly with respect to 
knaolled;Je and knc:M-hc:M," "the responsibility for revolutionacy 
cllange rests with this group alone (my italics)" and its his­
toric mission is to explain to the oppressed "in simple tenns" 
(for they might not understand regular disoourse) the nature 
of their oondition. '!his is the rule of the intellectual class 
(be they stratun, fraction or catego:cy) with a vengeance. If 

we oouple this cl.ained superiority over the thinking capacity 
of the oppressed with the inadequacies of the 'analysis' he 
presents one can only trenble for the fate of the masses. In 
the end, all we have is the intellectual's disdain for the 
nasses, with an attanpt to make it palatable by aw:ropriate 
rhetoric, cxmventionalized categories and acceptable self-iden­
tification ("in the Mar.xi.st tradition"), and served up as the 
recipe for a full stcmach for all. Narx \'rrote the epitaph to 
this line of thinking when :00 noted that tmiversity graduates 
believe that the working class is "of itself incapable of its 
own anancipation" and "must be freed fran above. n Engels ad:3ed 
that in freeing the owressed they are oonoemed all the while 
with "making their own leadership secure, the leadership by 
the • e,ddicated~ "3 Intellectuals TON might still swa.1J.cM these 
pretensions. '!he masses would dloke. 

Footrx>tes: 

1. It can be Cbne right. For exanple, see Richard Sklar's 
carefully reasoned attanpt to delineate the nature of the 
arergin bourgeoisie in "Post-Inperialism: A Class Analy­
sis of Multi-National Cb:r:porate Expansion," Compar-ative 
PoZitics, Vo1.9, No.1, Oct:.cilE!r 1976, 75-92. 

2. E.g. , see Karabel, Jerane. "Revolutiona:cy Cbntradictions 
AntOnio Grarrsci and the Problem of Intellectuals," Po U­
tica and Society, vo1.6, no.2, 1976, 123-72: and Lewis S. 
Feuer, Mar-x and Intellectuals, Ibtbleday and Conpany, 
1969. 

3. Cited in L.S. Feuer, "Marxism and the Hegemmy of the 
Intellectual Class," in L.S. Feuer, Ma.Px ••• , op. cit., 
55. 
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