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Motives and Influences of Financial Monopoly Capital’s Global Expansion

ZANG Xiuling YANG Fan
(Institute of Contemporary Socialism, Shandong University, Jinan 250010, P. R. China)

Abstract: Since the 1980s, the financial monopoly capital of developed countries, backed by strong
economic power and hegemony, has violently expanded worldwide and shows more influence or
control force on global economy. The fast expansion is the inevitable result of the deepening of
inherent capitalist contradictions as well as the attempting of constant capitalist renovation.
Especially, due to overproduction, capital needs to find new ways of accumulation, which is the
fundamental motive of financial monopoly capital’s global expansion; the integrated world market
amplifies room for financial monopoly capital’s moving; transnational corporations act as carriers and
effective tools of the global expansion; neo-liberalism is the theory and policy basis of the expansion;
the world economic order especially the international monetary and financial system led by the US
provides a system environment for the expansion. In fact, the expansion is a natural historical
process of the socialization of production and an expanding process of capitalist productive relations
and social relations in the world. It has changed the pattern and operation mode of capital and made
capital expand in a relatively independent way. Therefore., the accumulating mode, income
distribution &. consumption mode and labor relations in capitalist economy as well as world economic
system have profound changes, and put the contemporary capitalism in a new phase, namely
financial monopoly capitalist phase and brings great influences even disasters to the world economy
and politics.

Key words: financial monopoly capital; global expansion; motives; influences; nature
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