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THE CRITICAL EVALUATION OF DEVELOPMENT AND
UNDERDEVELOPMENT THEORIES

Dilan CIFTCI*

INTRODUCTION

Development, as being an important term, generally would be defined chang-
ing over the time. Also with development both we can gain or loss. By losing
we can have more inequality, which means that the gap between rich and poor
increased for a while as a result of the scare natural resources. On the other hand,
the term development in terms of gaining refers to more accumulation, innovation
or growth. To emphasize development with respect to less developed countries
(LDCs), we can conclude the situation by saying they have to receive technology
from advanced countries. Contrary to less developed countries, advanced coun-
tries are more stable and rich on economy, which emerged as a term; North-South
Dilemma. For the North side development understood as a term for protection of
personal proportion, in contrast, for the South side, which is poor concept, liber-
alization much more important issues with agriculture purposes.

In the light of above mentioned information, Chilcote (1994) defined develop-
ment by these words: ‘ within American political science development usually is
equated with political democracy or formal and representative institutions, often
under capitalism and sometimes under socialism based on division of powers in
government and a parliamentary system based on political parties and coalitions
of parties’ (Chilcote, 1994:215). Under the knowledge of these definitions one
can claim that the grounds of development and underdevelopment based on the
Capitalism versus Socialism. Also most of the parts of the theories are depend-
ing on the conservative and liberal social scientists understanding versus Marxist
understandings of development and underdevelopment theory (Cowen and Shen-
ton, 2017: Caria and Dominugez, 2016).

The historical roots of the idea of development were important in order to
understand the process of different theories. According to most explanations as
Chilcote (1994) mentioned that the changing in the political shift between Europe
and South America is based on the conservative, fascist-leaning dictatorship to
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