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 against slavery, colonialism, 
neocolonialism, neoliberalism? 



 or within? 



South Africa’s  
agenda for BRICS: 

 
 

• ‘Gateway to Africa’ 
or 

• scrambled Africa:  
Durban 2013  

= Berlin 1885? 
 



Berlin, 1884-85 

‘Scramble for Africa’ 



Britain, France, Belgium, 
Portugal, Germany, Italy, Spain 





“We must find new 
lands from which we 
can easily obtain raw 
materials and at the 

same time exploit the 
cheap slave labour that 

is available from the 
natives of the colonies. 

The colonies would 
also provide a dumping 
ground for the surplus 
goods produced in our 

factories.” 

 - Cecil John Rhodes 

• African Lakes (Malawi, 1891)  
• Northern Rhodesia (Zambia, 1894) 
• Rhodesia (Zimbabwe, 1895) 
• Zululand (KwaZulu-Natal, 1897) 
• Boer republics  (RSA, 1899-1902) 



21st Century agent of imperialism? 



Stratfor (known as private-sector CIA) 

South Africa's history is driven by the 
interplay of competition and 
cohabitation between domestic and 
foreign interests exploiting the 
country's mineral resources. Despite 
being led by a democratically-elected 

government, the core 
imperatives of SA remain  
• maintenance of a liberal 

regime that permits the free 
flow of labor and capital to and 
from the southern Africa 
region, and 

• maintenance of a superior 
security capability able to 
project into south-central 
Africa.  

  
http://search.wikileaks.org/gifiles/?viewemailid=951571  

21st Century agent of imperialism? 



SA troops in the Central African Republic, 23 March 2013 



15 troops returning from CAR in coffins, 24 March 2013 



M&G (denied by African National Congress): 
Didier Pereira, a special adviser to ousted Central 
African Republic President Francois Bozize, 
partnered with ‘ANC hard man’ Joshua Nxumalo 
and the ANC’s funding arm, Chancellor House, to 
secure a diamond export monopoly in the CAR. 
 In 2006 Pereira signed a memorandum of 
understanding with the Central African Republic 
mining ministry. It was intended to create a 
public-private partnership, Inala Centrafrique. A 
South African company, Serengeti Group, which 
was majority-owned by Mr Nxumalo, had a 65% 
stake in it. Inala’s attempts to control diamond 
mining in the Central African Republic failed by 
March 2008… Pereira is currently partnered to the 
ANC security supremo and fundraiser, Paul Langa, 
and former spy chief Billy Masetlha.  











useful  Africa  
Source: Le Monde Diplomatique, Feb 2011 

• Pretoria’s Marius Fransman:   
“Our presence in BRICS would 
necessitate us to push for Africa’s 
integration into world trade.”  

• DBSA's Michelle Ruiters:           
“Our main focus is... financing 
large infrastructure cross-border 
projects, specifically because we 
find that most of the blockages 
that exist around infrastructure 
delivery are those on the cross-
border list.”  



1. South Africa       599 

2. Botswana        92 

3. Zambia            75 

4. Ghana             43 

5. Namibia           32 

6. Angola             32 

7. Mali                  29 

8. Guinea          21 

9. Mauritania  20 

 Tanzania  20 

 Zimbabwe  20 

Africa’s 
mining 

production 
by country, 

2008 



“Africa Rising” reality check from WB 



‘country risk’ 
Economist Intelligence Unit 2010 



‘country risk’ 
Economist Intelligence Unit 2010 

SADC deputy executive secretary 
João Samuel Caholo: “There is 
resentment towards the DBSA in 
certain quarters because it is in 
South Africa, and South Africa is 
the only shareholder. SADC has no 
say in what the DBSA does and 
although the bank does work on a 
bilateral level with SADC 
countries, we need our own 
bank.” (June 2012) 

DBSA CEO Patrick Dlamini 
reporting on R370 mn loss 
in 2012: “We can no longer 
allow the DBSA to be 
associated with shoddy 
work” (December 2012)   

• Development Bank of Southern Africa 
• China Development Bank 
• Banco Nacional de Desenvolvimento 

Economico e Social (BNDES) 
• Russia’s Vnesheconombank  
• Export-Import Bank of India 



DBSA as an anti-model 
• losing vast sums of money (several hundred million dollars worth in recent 

years, according to recent reports - about 7% of the existing loan book); 
• promoting privatisation, especially in Southern Africa, even in areas such 

as electricity and road-tolling that have proven extremely controversial in 
South Africa; 

• facilitating pro-corporate extractivist policies in the region, in a neo-
colonial manner; 

• doing 'shoddy' work (according to the present chief executive, who had to 
deny future work will be 'corrupt'); 

• de-emphasising environmental and social sustainability; 
• on the personnel front, firing all the environmental and social experts (and 

even tossing out their intellectual journal, Development Southern Africa), 
and instead hiring a tired and discredited spy as a top official; and 

• being so arrogant that the #2 official in the Southern African Development 
Community openly attacked the DBSA last year and suggested the need 
for its own SADC Bank. 

 
 



BRICS: banking on 6 characteristics of 
a profoundly Resource-Cursed region  
• much worse extractivist ‘Dutch-Disease’ bias,  
• exported profits and current-account deficits,  
• corrupted politics (e.g. Marikana, Marange),  
• forced displacement and worsening migrancy,  
• air/water pollution and water scarcity 
• climate chaos and energy abuse (especially SA) 



CO2 emissions 
per capita 



 BRICS Development Bank ($50 bn) 

 Contingent Reserve Arrangement ($100 bn) 

  
New York Times: 
‘BRICS can agitate for 
a seat at the table’ of 
the global economy, 
through ‘signing new 
financial cooperation 
agreements… [and] 
signaling discontent at 
their lack of influence 
over decision-making 
within the world’s 
existing financial 
institutions, and 
exploring steps to do 
something about it’ 
(April 2012) 



  
South African International Marketing Council:  

‘evidence of SA’s ability to punch above its 
weight includes the success of the BRICS 
summit in March in Durban… the time had 
come for the newest member of the group 
to get on with proving it deserved that 

seat at the table’ 

where can 

this meat be 

cooked? 

UNFCCC! 



Copenhagen Accord, COP 15, December 2009 

• Jacob Zuma (SA) 
• Lula da Silva (Brazil) 
• Barack Obama (USA) 
• Wen Jiabao (China) 

• Manmohan Singh (India) 





Durban COP17: ‘Africa’s Climate Summit’ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

confirmed 21st-c. climate-related 
deaths of 180 million Africans (Christian Aid) 



land-grabbed Africa by voracious 
India, China, South Africa (and Brazil) 

Source: Tomaso Ferrando 



extreme BRICS inequality (2011) 

the worst Gini coefficients amongst large societies 

the new transnational 

capitalist class doesn’t 

spread the wealth 



SOUTH AFRICA 

 in context of global crises, enter BRICS 

“a new global 
economic geography 

has been born” 
– President Lula da Silva,  
BRICs Brasilia Summit, 2010 



SOUTH AFRICA, 2010 

why BRICs? answer from New York/London:  
building-block ‘bricks’ of 21st century world capitalism 

Jim O’Neil,  
Goldman 
Sachs 



The Great Deceleration: BRICS lead 





uneven development and capitalist crisis: 
current stage of financial destruction 



SA corporates’ extraction, retail-
based deindustrialisation, 

NEPAD/APRM, land-grabbing, neo-
colonial infrastructure, Bilateral 

Investment Treaties 



BRICS and international finance 
what role for recapitalised IMF? 

Moneyweb radio: “Many African countries  
went through hell in the 70s and 80s because of 
conditionality according to these loans. Are you going 
to try and insist that there is similar conditionality 
now that the boot is on the other foot, as it were?” 

Gordhan: “Absolutely, the IMF must be as proactive in 
developed countries as it is in developing countries. 

The days of this unequal treatment and the nasty 
treatment, if you like, for developing countries and 
politeness for developed countries must pass.” 

Pravin Gordhan 





BRICS are the main reason Africa’s vote cannot 
increase at Bretton Woods Institutions 

and India, Brazil and SA 
cannot join UN Security 

Council because Russia and 
China won’t support them 



South Africa aligns itself with different groups to ensure that 
decisions on key issues reflect our country’s best interest. With 
regard to quota and voice reform in the IMF, for example, South 
Africa is mostly aligned with emerging-market economies.  
     However, with regard to the financial transactions tax that 
was mooted by the Europeans, South Africa opposed this 
proposal and was supported by a few other advanced 
economies. South Africa is aligned with advanced economies on 
the issue of climate finance, while other developing countries 
generally feel that this issue is best addressed at the United 
Nations. 

South Africa as BRICS’ most 
aggressive proponent of 

financial liberalisation 



Pretoria’s choice:  
 
 
 
 
 
Ngozi Okonjo-Iweala  

Brasilia’s choice:  
 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 
Jose Antonio Ocampo 

Moscow backed  
Washington’s choice:  

Jim Yong Kim 







Durban’s hosting of 
BRICS, 26-27 March 2013 

International Convention Centre 

• ‘brics-from-below’ 
alternative (@ Diakonia) 





1) political and civil rights 
violations include 
• internal militarisation, 
• prohibitions on protest, 
• rising media repression, 
• official secrecy, 
• debilitating patriarchy, 
• homophobia,  
• activist jailings, torture,  
• even massacres (including 

Durban where a police hit 
squad has executed more 
than 50 suspects); 

 
 

 2) socio-economic 
attacks on the majority  
• severe inequality, 
• poverty,  
• disease,  
• unemployment,  
• violence against 

women (including 
migrant labour)  

• service non-delivery, 
• mal-education,  
• prohibitions on 

labour organising; 



3) regional domination via 
• extraction, processing 

and marketing of 
hinterland raw 
materials,  

• military hegemony,  
• promotion of neoliberal 

‘Washington Consensus’ 
ideology which reduces 
poor countries’ policy 
space; 

 
 

 4) a maldevelopment 
model that is 
• labour-exploitative, 
• consumerist-centric, 
• overly-financialised, 
• eco-destructive, 
• climate-threatening, 
• nuclear-powered,  
• politically-corrupting 
• generating record 

corporate profits, but  
• reaching crisis levels 

 











halt violence against women 

panel on Chinese contradictions 

350.org meets Pan-African 
Climate Justice Alliance & 

SA anti-coal activists poli-econ seminar with Paez 

climate  
skype-in  
with Bill  
McKibben 



watchdogging of  
BRICS Development Bank  

panel on land-grabs, 
agriculture and water 











brics-from-below at Occupy site 





4 Questions from Dot Keet (“Perspectives and Proposals”) 

 
1) Will the BRICS governments, individually and 
together, commit to a strategy to organise themselves 
and act internationally as an effective source of 
countervailing economic and political power to 
counterbalance, or challenge, the currently dominant 
hegemonic power(s) in the world?  
 
PB: No, on every major issue under consideration, the 
BRICS-from-above strategy appears to be: DON'T 
organise effectively, DO act to prop up and legitimise 
existing economic power structures.  



4 Questions from Dot Keet (“Perspectives and Proposals”) 

 
2) OR will the BRICS governments, separately and 
together, continue to follow a largely ad hoc and basically 
defensive path, pragmatically responding to initiatives, 
and within institutions created by the dominant 
governments?  
 
PB: No, the 'pragmatic' approach would be to insulate 
BRICS and allied countries from world finance, but 
instead, a more ideological approach - in favour of 
getting a few more crumbs from world capitalism - has 
been adopted, at the expense of the interests of BRICS 
residents and neighbouring small countries. 



4 Questions from Dot Keet (“Perspectives and Proposals”) 

 
3) Will the BRICS governments be prevailed upon by all 
the other ‘lesser’ developed country governments, 
pushed in turn by their own popular movements, to 
respect and advance the real needs of such weaker 
developing countries, and will the BRICS thereby 
promote a different global economic-ecological paradigm 
and political system for the benefit of all people.  
 
PB: There has been lots of ‘pushing’ by popular 
movements – ‘brics from below’ – but as for promoting a 
different global paradigm? Clearly not!  



4 Questions from Dot Keet (“Perspectives and Proposals”) 
 

4) Will popular civil society organisations in these and other countries be 
able to use the claims of the BRICS governments to be promoters of 
development, global peace and harmony, to ensure that they accept the 
democratic rights of their own and other peoples to express and advance 
equitable national and international development, as well as meet the 
aspirations and the rights of all people, all species and mother earth?  
 
PB: It is always refreshing to point out the inappropriate 'claims' of BRICS 
promoters. But the fear is that the 'claims' represent a 'talk left in order to 
walk right' strategy, which in SA and so many other settings have done a 
great disservice to the ideas of 'development, global peace and harmony'. 
The brics-from-below attacks on their governments and corporations have 
been formidable, but in no cases I'm aware of have the popular forces gained 
any traction from BRICS' claims to oppose imperialism. Either these 
organisations don't really care about these claims, don't know about them, 
or know that they are entirely dubious. 



 imperialism through 

capitalist/non-capitalist relations 

Rosa Luxemburg 
  ‘     Accumulation of capital periodically 

bursts out in crises and spurs capital on to a 
continual extension of the market. Capital cannot 
accumulate without the aid of non-capitalist 
organisations, nor … can it tolerate their continued 
existence side by side with itself.  

 Only the continuous and progressive 
disintegration of non-capitalist organisations 
makes accumulation of capital possible.’, 

 The Accumulation of Capital, 1913 



 
Ruy Mauro Marini (Brazil 1965): 
‘It is not a question of passively 

accepting North American power 
(although the actual correlation of 

forces often leads to that result), but 
rather of collaborating actively with 

imperialist expansion, assuming in this 
expansion the position of a key nation.’ 

what is subimperialism? 



resort to the ‘spatial fix’ 
roots of crisis:  

long-term stagnation of  
EU, US and Japan after  

Post-War ‘Golden Years’ 
 



uneven development in GDP growth 



The opening up of global markets 
in both commodities and capital 
created openings for other states 
to insert themselves into the 
global economy, first as absorbers 
but then as producers of surplus 
capitals. They then became 
competitors on the world stage.  
 What might be called  
‘subimperialisms’ arose… each 
developing centre of capital 
accumulation sought out 
systematic spatio-temporal fixes 
for its own surplus capital by 
defining territorial spheres of 
influence…  



territorial 
competition linked 

to recent 
overaccumulation 

pressures 



territorially-rooted power blocs generated by internal 
alliances (and conflicts) within national boundaries, or 
occasionally across boundaries to regional scale, are the 
critical units of analysis when it comes to fending off the 
devalorization of overaccumulated capital – role of BRICS?  



Paris Yeros and Sam Moyo on BRICS subimperialisms: 
• Some are driven by private blocs of capital with strong 

state support (Brazil, India);  
• others, like China, include the direct participation of 

state-owned enterprises;  
• while in the case of South Africa, it is increasingly 

difficult to speak of an autonomous domestic 
bourgeoisie, given the extreme degree of de-
nationalisation of its economy, post-apartheid.  

• The degree of participation in the Western military 
project is also different from one case to the next 
although, one might say, there is a “schizophrenia” to 
all this, typical of “subimperialism”. 



subimperialism seen from SA 
• open advocacy and practice of neoliberalism in local economic 

policy terms (‘There Is No Alternative’), albeit sometimes with a 
tokenistic welfarist component to diminish the socio-political 
insecurity that results from state-services shrinkage; 

• service as a regional platform for accumulation drawn from 
hinterland neighbours; 

• legitimation of the Washington Consensus ideology and its 
multilateral institutions (most recently with respect to 
recapitalization of the International Monetary Fund),  

• playing the ‘deputy sheriff’ function in regional geopolitical terms; 
and  

• engaging in confusing (and often confused) ‘talk left, walk right’ 
moves in foreign policy so that critique of the West accompanies 
practical conciliation with the overall reproduction of world power.  




