The Cultural Unity of Black Africa, and Related Readings
Pan-Africanism as Cross-Cultural Dialogue

Question 1
Marxism is both a critical approach that wants to constantly question the mainstream policy-driven approaches to IR theory and a classical approach via its namesake's philosophical and sociological tradition, the philosopher Karl Marx (1818–1883). Marxism is the only theoretical perspective in IR that is named after a person. Of the range of great thinkers available to us, Marx may not automatically qualify as the most 'internationalist'.
Most of Marx's (and his sometimes co-author Friedrich Engels') work was not primarily concerned with the formation of states or even their interactions. What connected their interests to IR was the industrial revolution, as this event was ultimately what Marx was witnessing and trying to understand.
Question 2
Most discussions of Cheikh Anta Diop limit his scholarly contributions to his groundbreaking work on the African origin of Ancient Egyptian civilization (Diop, 1974). As a result, Cheikh Anta Diop is only known through a myopic lens without a firm understanding of the theoretical and philosophical arguments that inform his scholarship. Diop is best understood through his methodological, philosophical, and theoretical position, which was best articulated in the Cultural Unity of Black Africa: The Domains of Matriarchy and Patriarchy in Classical Antiquity (Diop, 1989). These arguments have been referred to as "Cheikh Anta Diop's Two CradleHumanity has from the beginning been divided into two geographically distinct' cradles' one of which was favorable to the flourishing of matriarchy and the other to that of patriarchy, and that these two systems encountered one another and even disputed with each other as different human societies, that in certain places they were superimposed on each other or even existed side by side, then one could begin to clarify one of the obscure points in the history of antiquity.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Diop's environmentally based reading of each cradle distinguishes between natural resources, proximity to bodies of water, duration of sunlight, soil conditions, glaciations, precipitation, etc. The varied environmental conditions between the Northern and Southern Cradle determine the modes of sustenance within each cradle, with the Southern Cradle being primarily agricultural and the Northern Cradle primarily nomadic. Familial lines of descent were also contingent upon environmental conditions, with the Southern Cradle being matrilineal and the Northern Cradle practicing patrilineal descent.
Question 3
The state, therefore, has not existed for all eternity. There have been societies that have managed without it, which had no notion of the state or state power. At a definite stage of economic development, which necessarily involved the cleavage of society into classes, the state became a necessity because of this cleavage. We are now rapidly approaching a stage in the development of production at which the existence of these classes has not only ceased to be a necessity but becomes a positive hindrance to production. They will fall as inevitably as they once arose. The state inevitably falls with them. A society that organizes production anew based on the free and equal association of the producers will put the whole state machinery where it will then belong - into the museum of antiquities, next to the spinning wheel and the bronze.
The ensemble of hierarchal and patriarchal relationships used by the ruling class to support its domination plays a role in the origin and evolution of civilization comparable to that played by the sun's gravitational field in our solar system. One can, however, no more expect bourgeois social scientists to understand this fact than one could expect medieval priests to accept that the earth revolved around the sun. But that is their problem, not ours. So instead, a scientific, materialist understanding of the rise and evolution of civilization must focus on the processes by which the ruling class establishes and maintains its rule.
[bookmark: _ednref5]That such understanding must begin with Engels does not mean that it must stop there.[5] We must recognize Engels's formulations' strengths and weaknesses and incorporate more recent archaeological and ethnological thinking into his basic model of the relationship between the state and class rule. Many of Engels's shortcomings flow from his treatment of the rise of the Athenian state as "a particularly typical example of the formation of a state" which occurred "in a pure form without any interference through the use of violent force either from without or within" (Engels 1972:181). Since they had not yet been discovered, Engels was, of course, unaware of the civilizations of Minos and Mycenae, which preceded Athens in the Aegean, and of ancient Sumerian civilization, which preceded the classical world by as long a period as the classical world precedes our own.
