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There are three broad strands to comprador theory. 

The first looks at its political and class element and strives to decouple a comprador 

bourgeoisie from a possible ‘progressive’ bourgeoisie in for purposes of revolution. 

The second focuses on the relationship between a comprador bourgeoisie and 

transnational capital within a wider framework of dependency/underdevelopment. 

The third, and most recent, looks at the relationship between a comprador system and 

FDI, particularly in finance and modern technologies. 

These strands are not mutually exclusive, but they are coming from different places and it 

is important to tease that out.





Prabhat Patnick, “On the Political Economy of Underdevelopment” (1973) 

‘While primary accumulation destroyed the pre-capitalist modes in the colonies and 

semi-colonies, the subsequent development of capitalism was geographically unevenly 

distributed due to the existence of external economies. Thus development at one pole, 

the metropolis, was accompanied by underdevelopment at the other, the periphery - 

the latter characterised by integration into world trade as primary producers and by the 

existence of a "relative surplus population" which had to survive as best it could. This 

entire process of development-underdevelopment at an international level took place 

through the medium of a colonial or comprador state.’ 



This is where comprador analysis settles in the 1970s and 1980s. 

The comprador bourgeoisie are no longer ‘separated’ from a national bourgeoisie in 

order to see where potential revolutionary allies can be found; 

rather they have been incorporated into a centre-periphery analysis, one of 

“developed” and “underdeveloped,” 

in which the comprador bourgeoisie play a role of intermediaries for transnational 

capital in the absence of an occupying force. 









For ROTC, the comprador class starts to emerge in the 1950s with the arrival  

of US imperial interests in Ireland - first through the Marshall Aid Plan, then 

through multinational industry. 

Regardless of the historical accuracy or otherwise of this claim, from a 

theoretical point of view, ROTC sees a comprador/middleman class as the 

by-product of US imperialism post-WWII.

ROTC also sketched out elements of this new bourgeois class:

‘The Irish Management Institute, the Confederation of Irish Industry, and 

the Irish Exporters Association played a crucial part in organising and 

politically expressing the interests of capital. In particular the IMI provided a 

means of direct contact and exchange between state officials, US industrialists 

and Irish employers and managers… Clearly what was emerging at that point 

[1957], 12 years after the War, was a compromise and an unsteady alliance 

between the landed and industrial fractions of the bourgeoisie.’ 



‘… the 1960s saw a dramatic and historic change in the 

nature of class forces in Ireland. These changes left the 

Irish urban and industrial working class the dominant 

class in Ireland. This party further believes that this 

change took place largely under the stimulus of 

American monopoly capital  which, in that period, 

replaced British imperialism as the major economic 

tendency in the Irish economy. For the first time in Irish 

history, the bulk of the gainfully employed population 

were wage earners and the great majority of our people 

lived in towns and cities.’



‘In reality, the 1958 turn should not be seen 

as an abandonment by Fianna Fáil of its 

original ideal, but rather as a continuation of 

its central project of promoting native 

capitalism… Protectionism was simply one 

strategy that had become outmoded, and the 

evidence suggests that Fianna Fáil were 

correct in their assessment that the new 

economic turn would benefit native 

capitalism.’



In some ways Ireland functioned almost as a model 

for export-oriented, dependent development… just as 

in earlier days it was the first British colony.

It shows the normal pattern associated with dependent 

development, including a massive public debt, an 

economy dominated by foreign capital and a local 

state and political establishment that has colluded in 

the country’s dependent development. 























The newly formed state needed targeted investment 

in social and industrial infrastructure if it was to 

develop as an independent state. 

Furthermore, it needed banks to reinvest Irish 

savings in the Irish economy. 

Instead, the banks effectively exported Irish savings 

to London where they were used to invest in the 

British economy instead of the Irish economy. 

The state was slowly being starved of credit at a time 

when it needed it most.
 - Conor McCabe Money (CUP, 2018), 68

Photo from Timothy O’Grady and Steve Pyke, 
I Could Read the Sky (Harvill Press, 1997)



As a result, generations of Irish people ended 
up working in England on projects that were 
funded in part through Irish bank deposits, 
while back home the country was falling 
apart for want of credit. 

As far as the state’s institutions were 
concerned, this was all perfectly normal.

 - Conor McCabe Money (CUP, 2018), 68

Photo from Timothy O’Grady and Steve Pyke, 
I Could Read the Sky (Harvill Press, 1997)



























… in obedience to the 
pressure of armed forces 
from without, instead of by 
the operation of economic 
forces within…
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