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The social policy
of the BCP today

feature

Stanko Todorov

PB member, CC
Bulgarian CP, Chairman
Council of Ministers, PRB

Ever since the Bulgarian Communist Party was founded it has seen
people’s happiness and well-being as the supreme goal of all its
activity. It was for this goal, for the bright future of the Bulgarian
people, that the party rallied all the country’s progressive and demo-
cratic forces, headed the victorious struggle against the monarcho-
fascist regime, and brought formerly backward Bulgaria out on to the
broad road of socialist development that leads to the highest stages of
social progress.

Naturally, the social policy of the BCP has been changing with the
conditions in which the party has had to work. In pre-revolutionary
Bulgana the party headed the class battles that the working people
fought for — such rights as an eight-hour working day, social security
for wage workers, free education and the satisfaction of other essen-
tial needs of the working people. After the victory of the socialist
revolution of September 9, 1944, the BCP planned and carned out
major projects that considerably improved the conditions of life and
work of the great mass of the people. The elimination of exploitation
and the exploiting classes was an important step in realizing such
socialist ideals as building 2 socially homogeneous society and estab-
lishing social equality. An eight-hour working day was introduced.

Systems of social insurance and social security, free medical care and
education embracing practically all categories of working people were

set up. Thanks to the abolition of unemployment and the dynamic
development of the economy the people’s living standard rose sub-
stantially, as did their cultural and spiritual expectations. All these
changes laid the foundations of a socialist way of life.

A new stage In our party’s social policy was launched by the
historic April 1956 meeting of the BCP Central Committee, which
pointed out the need for accelerated economic development as the
basis for realization of the party’s program. The experience we have
gained since then clearly demonstrates that the content and scale of
social policy at a given stage of society’s development are determined
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both by the actual problems that life poses and by the objective
possibilities of solving them, particularly the economic possibilities
available to society at the given stage. So, although in all preceding
periods of socialist construction our party was guided by the desire to
‘achieve a steady improvement in the standard of living, accelerated
development of the material and technical basis was a priority task
because our economic possibilities were limited.

The social policy has acquired new substance in the present stage.

The program for building a developed socialist society approved by
the 10th Congress of the BCP (1971) finalized the party’s strategic line

expressed in the slogan: ‘Everything for the sake of man, for the
benefit of man.’ The setting of this goal was made possible by the fact
that conditions had taken shape not only for sustaining high rates of
economic development, but also for carrying out a comprehensive
program for raising the people’s living and cultural standards.

The strategic goals of the party’s social policy today are defined by
the decisions of its 10th Congress and the December 1972 meeting of
the BCP Central Committee. This policy was specified in the Central
Committee theses on fulfillment of the December program for improv-
ing the living standard during the seventh five-year plan (1976-1980)
and up to 1990, and in the documents of the 11th Party Congress. A
national party conference will discuss the party’s tasks in improving
planned economic management and the socialist organization and
remuneration of labor. The theoretical generalizations and practical
experience of the CPSU and the Soviet state, which are expressed
most completely in the documents of the 25th Congress of the CPSU
and in the new Soviet Constitution, are of great fundamental sig-
nificance for the creative, comprehensive elaboration and implemen-
tation of social policy in our country.

The class goals, scope and content of social policy under socialism
differ fundamentally from those of the social policy of the bourgeois
state. In present-day capitalist society the policy of the ruling
bourgeois parties in this sphere is designed to protect the economic
interests of the monopolies and the military-industrial complex, to
create favorable socio-political conditions for the extraction of
maximum profit and for the use of modern methods and forms of
exploitation of the working people. The bourgeoisie is trying to use in
its own interests a number of the social gains made by the working
class in years of struggle. It i1s intensifying labor to the utmost and
fostering a consumer and reformist mentality among the working
class and other working people with the sole aim of preserving the
capitalist system.

Social policy under socialism is based on the idea that progress in
all spheres of public life should be geared to the full development of
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the abilities and talents of each individual. The measures taken in this
sphere are aimed ultimately at forming a comprehensively developed

individual operating as both a producer of matenal or spiritual values
and a manager of production and of all other forms of social activity.
Such an individual i1s formed in the process of perfecting socialist
social relations and developing the socialist way of life. That is why
our party and the fraternal parties of other socialist countries roday
focus their social policy on the further formation and perfecting of the
socialist way of life in all its variety.

The accomplishment of this task is inseparable from raising the
people’s living and spiritual standards, from perfecting the relations
between classes and social groups. The essential features of the
socialist way of life are socialist labor, a scientifically based, rational
consumption of material goods, a high level of education and culture
of all members of society, physical and spiritual health, and active
participation in public life.

The question may arise: Why is it that our party devotes increased

attention to social objectives at the stage of building developed
socialism? Like the fraternal parties of other countries of the socialist

community, the BCP considers that rising living and cultural stan-
dards and a high level of spiritual development of the working people
are now an objective necessity of continued economic progress, a
most important prerequisite of the gradual transition to communism.
We are far from taking a simplistic view of the productive forces of
socialist society. Today we include not only material but social and
spiritual factors in this concept, for, to quote Marx, production and
wealth in the future will be based not so much on direct labor as on
the ‘development of the social individual.’

It follows that in the course of building and perfecting a developed
socialist society the solution of social problems is objectively becoms
ing an increasingly direct goal of socio-economic progress. ‘Once we
have assumed that the direct goal of social production 1s satisfaction
of people’s needs,’ said Todor Zhivkov, at the December 1972 meet-
ing of the: BCP Central Committee, ‘we must gear to this goal all our
work 1n metallurgy, energetics, chemicals, construction, transport,
etc., that is, in all branches and phases of the reproduction process.’
The main task today is to set in motion all the mechanisms that can
help to subordinate socio-economic development, and particularly
social production, to the achievement of the social goals set by the
party at the present stage. This line of action brings to the fore the
problems of quality and efficiency in social as well as economic
policy.

The BCP assigns an important place to the development and
maximum satisfaction of the working people’s material and spiritual
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requirements according to rational consumption standards. Even be-
fore completing the building of developed socialism we have set the

goal of achieving optimal satisfaction of people’s basic needs, the
needs of a people with a high consumer standard. We maintain that
socialism is incompatible with either asceticism or the bourgeois
consumer ideology, which makes consumption an end in itself. This 1s
why we concern ourselves so much with the problem of shaping a
socialist consumption model differing fundamentally from 1its
capitalist counterpart. Under socialism consumption in the deeper
sense means creating the conditions for the individual’s spiritual and
physical development as a versatile personality. For this reason we
give priority to meeting needs of a higher order, such as aesthetic,
intellectual and other needs that play the key role in shaping the
many-sided socialist personality.

All this explains why the party has founded its activity in the social
sphere on the principle of the organic unity of social and economic
policy. In his report to the 11th Congress of the BCP, Todor Zhivkov

defined this unity as a combination of accelerated economic growth
with a steady rise in the living standard. The unity of economic and

social policy, which reveals the humanism of our system and its
immense advantages over capitalism, stems from the basic economic
law of social production and the means of attaining it. In other words,
social policy under socialism is a continuation and realization of
economic policy. In striving for the social goals of developed
socialism, we apply a comprehensive approach, which consists both in
satisfying material and intellectual needs in their inner unity, and
in strengthening the influence of social factors on economic
development.

This invites a number of practical conclusions relating to the activ-
ity of our party and state. We look on every economic measure from
the standpoint of the social goals we are trying to achieve at the
present stage of our development. In putting our social policy into
effect, we give priority to measures that go furthest toward realizing
the party’s slogan: ‘Efficiency and quality, quality and efficiency.” We
are making a special effort to improve the education and skills of the
working people, provide the best possible working conditions, trans-
form public catering into a branch of the national economy and
improve health care. We see the key to the unity of economic and
social policy in complete harmony between social measures and goals
and the available economic resources. This is the prime condition for
steady economic and social progress.

Our party 1s pursuing a policy of highly efficient and dynamic
growth. On this basis the national income is growing at a rapid and
steady rate and the living standard is improving. In the 1949-75 period

6 World Marxist Review




the national income grew at an average annual rate of 8.25 per cent. In
the first two years of the seventh five-year plan (1976-80), despite the
unfavorable conditions for agriculture, we succeeded in raising the

national income by an annual average of 6.5 per cent.

The party focuses special attention on introducing the latest
achievements of the scientific and technological revolution into pro-
duction, perfecting planned management of the economy and the
socialist organization of labor, making effective use of working time,
achieving a substantial improvement in the shift index and continu-
ously modernizing fixed assets in keeping with the demands of scien-
tific and technical progress.

The goals of our social policy are materializing as the economy
grows. Some social measures are already being carried out under the
current five-year plan, others are scheduled for 1981-85, and yet
others for the subsequent period. The whole social program of the
stage of building developed socialism is to be completed by 1990.

The party’s social policy depends to an ever greater extent on the
further development of the international socialist division of labor and
on increasing specialization and cooperation in production among the
CMEA countries. Socialist economic integration benefits production
in Bulgaria and other socialist countries. Our party regards realization
of the social program as an essential contribution to the strengthening
of existing socialism and the demonstration of its advantages over
capitalism.

To be sure, the party’s pursuit of its social policy is affected to a
degree by economic difficulties due, for example, to adverse weather
conditions, which have slowed the development of agriculture in
recent years. The unfavorable situation created on the capitalist mar-
ket by the economic crisis has, for its part, told on our economy. The

working people of our country, guided by the party, are making every
effort to overcome these difficulties.

What are, specifically, the main lines of the party’s social policy?
The gradual perfecting and comprehensive satisfaction of the
people’s material and spiritual needs are a top priority for the party
and the socialist state. Rapid economic growth and the enhanced

efficiency of socialist production have brought about a substantial
Increase in real incomes. Under the sixth five-year plan (1971-75)

alone they increased by 32.4 per cent. Under the current plan they
will average an annual growth of 4.6 per cent and under the sub-
sequent plans, 4.5-6 per cent.

Wages will continue to be the basic source of income. In 1975 the
average monthly wage was 146 leva, and under the current plan it will

grow to roughly 170. In a relatively short period the minimum wage
has risen considerably: from 65 leva per month in 1970 to 80 leva in
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1975; by the end of the current five-year period it will reach 90 leva.
The party sees wages as the main lever for realizing the socialist
principle of distribution according to work, the basic factor for achiev-
ing a harmonious unity of the interests of society, the collective and
the individual. This year a new wage system will be introduced in our
country. Its purpose is to bring remuneration into full accord with the
actual contribution made by production teams and individual workers
in fulfilling national economic plans, reducing expenditure of living
and materialized labor, and improving the shift index in the use of
capacities. In the final analysis, the new wages system should achieve
the maximum increase in productivity of labor. It will be a powerful
incentive for increasing the quantity and improving the quality of
output and will put a firm rein on the urge to secure income not based
on labor or disproportionate to the quantity and quality of work done
by the team or the individual worker. Wages under socialism are not
only an equitable way of distributing income. They are also a factor
that tends to improve education and skills and encourage the optimal
use of knowledge for the production of high-quality goods.

The social consumption funds are a specifically socialist form of
meeting people’s needs. Today they are the source of nearly a quarter
of the working people’s material benefits. The social funds show a
characteristically high growth rate: from 56 leva per capita in 1956
they have increased to 442 in 1976. They will continue to grow, but it
1S our view that their growth must in future be brought into closer
accord with the growth of the national income and wages, so that the
principle of incentives should not be violated. The July 1976 meeting
of the BCP Central Committee adopted decisions on raising the social
effectiveness of the social consumption funds and increasing their
systematic effect on the working people’s production effort. To
achieve this, there must be a change of approach to the use of some of
the collective consumption funds. For example, priority in their dis-
tribution must be given to workers who have achieved the best show-
ings in production and who display a high level of socialist conscious-
ness and discipline. This seems entirely logical and fair from the
standpoint of society.

We have said that a key goal of the policy of our party and socialist
state in raising the standard of living is to achieve, by the time we
have built a developed socialist society, scientifically sound and ra-
tional consumption standards. Appreciable headway toward this goal
will be made under the current five-year plan. By 1980 per capita
consumption of meat and meat products should stand at 65 kg, milk
and dairy products at 216 kg, eggs at 186 kg, sugar and confectionary
at 36 kg, fruit at 187 kg and vegetables at 145 kg. Every 100 families
will have 130 radio and 80 TV sets and 90 refrigerators. As a result of
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the party’s policy of steadily improving the standard of living, our
country now has a relatively progressive consumption pattern whose
main elements are food products rich in protein, fruit and vegetables,

durable goods, and satisfaction of spiritual requirements and the
demand for services.

Care of women, children and the aged holds a special place in our
social policy. In 1973 the Political Bureau of the CC BCP approved
the main lines of increasing women’s role in the construction of
developed socialist society. Our policy is designed to remove the last
vestiges of women’s inequality in the home and provide the social,
economic and other requisites for women to combine their maternal
duties with outside work and active participation in public life. Our
laws entitle working women to a maternity leave of 120 days during
the first confinement, 150 days during the second and 180 days during
the third. Women get the full amount of their wages or salaries
throughout this period. Besides, mothers are granted additional leave
to care for their children: six months for the first child, seven for the
second and eight months for the third. This leave is paid by the state
at a monthly rate of 80 leva. Until the child is three years old, its
mother has the right to an unpaid leave. She retains her job and is
entitled to social maintenance, and her seniority is not affected. In
1976 mothers with small children to look after were paid a total of
61.2m. leva. By the end of the seventh five-year plan there will be
kindergartens for approximately 90 per cent of children between three
and seven.

An importand aspect of the socialist way of life is broad democracy
in the educational sphere, which is only possible where all class
barriers to the acquisition of knowledge have been pulled down.

The current five-year period will see another noteworthy achieve-
ment, the introduction of universal secondary education. This will
enable young people to use their creative abilities and professional
skills more fruitfully, participate more actively in the advancement of
our society, make fuller use of their opportunities and go further in
fulfilling their aspirations.

A sufficient number of specialists with a higher or secondary educa-
tion, and also research workers, are trained 1n our country. Today our
party and state concentrate on raising the quality of their training fully
In keeping with the latest achievements of the scientific and
technological revolution and the requirements of a developed socialist
society. Accordingly, we are making a deeper study of the demand for
specialists with a higher or secondary education so as to put planning

of the training and employment of personnel on a more scientific
basis.

The party takes proper care of those who have worked conscienti-
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ously for the good of our country and are entitled to well-deserved
rest. Our policy appreciates the contribution of veteran workers and
provides adequately for their well-being. Pensions are periodically
raised. Over 1,121 million leva was paid in pensions in 1976. There
are to be more homes for the aged and disabled who will have greater

opportunities for rest and recreation complete with cultural facilities.
The needs of the elderly living in their own homes will be attended to

on an organized basis. :
An important aspect of the party’s policy is to expand the service
industry, which has a direct impact on extended reproduction and the

use of manpower, the all-round development of the individual and the
effort to perfect the socialist way of life. We have set the task of

large-scale satisfaction of the population’s demand for high-standard
services.

Thus, retail trade in the sixth five-year period increased by 45.4 per
cent and in the current five-year period it should go up another 40.5
per cent, with the growth of commodity stocks keeping ahead of the
population’s growing purchasing capacity. Public catering i1s to re-
ceive special attention, with emphasis on the provision of catering
facilities in factories, cooperatives, offices and educational
institutions.

However, the present level of trade and services does not satisfy
us. It is well behind what economically developed countries have
achieved. There 1s no doubt, however, that in keeping with our
economic potentialities we shall in the near future achieve scienti-
fically based standards of service; we shall do this stage by stage,
ensuring a high growth rate.

A word about improving health care and medical aid. We now have
26 doctors, including dentists, for every 10,000 inhabitants, which
places Bulgaria among the world’s first in this respect. In 1976 we

spent 3.17 per cent of the national income on health care and in 1980
this index will be 3.39 per cent. Under the current five-year plan we

expect to considerably expand and modernize material and technical
facilities for health care. Better living conditions and more effective
health care have found expression in higher life expectancy and a
longer active life. Whereas life expectancy between 1935 and 1939
averaged 52 years, in the 1969-71 period it was 71 years.
Recreation, including tourism and sports, takes up more and more

time in the people’s life. The party makes an increasing effort to
expand the network of facilities and organize mass recreation more

effectively and with due regard to increased requirements, particu-
larly those of the young. In line with the aim we have set, all our

working people will by 1990 be provided with ample facilities for
enjoying their holidays and week-ends.
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To solve the housing problem is anoiher strategic goal of our social
policy that holds an important place in the activity of the party and
state. Housing policy today has a number of distinctive features.
First, it is aimed at providing all working people with housing. By
contrast with the capitalist world, housing conditions in our country
are not determined by the family’s socio-economic standing, income
or any other such factors. We try to meet housing needs according to
rational standards. Second, rent is not high and averages 2.5 per cent
of the family income. Third, both public and personal funds are drawn
on to build homes on a large scale. Fourth, housing is distributed
under nigid public control. Fifth, the quality of housing is steadily
improving and tenants enjoy increasingly modern amenities.

We expect to solve the housing problem in two stages. At the first
stage, which will last till 1983, we plan to provide each family with a

separate flat. By the end of the second stage, or by 1990, housing
requirements will be met according to scientific health and social

standards. We will build 420,000 flats under the current five-year plan
and another 1.6 million by 1990.

Perfecting the socialist way of life and encouraging the all-round
development of the individual are tasks inseparable from that of
promoting the arts and culture. Reporting to the 11th Party Congress,

Todor Zhivkov described the task ahead as ensuring that ‘the move-
ment for aesthetic education really becomes a movement of the whole

people and that work rich in content and varied in form is carried on
for the people’s aesthetic education so that persons in any age group,
irrespective of their occupation, .may actively use their aesthetic
capacities.” Our cultural policy is inspired by the desire to put
spiritual values within everyone’s reach and to enable every working
man or woman to take an active part, not only in assimilating these
values, but in creating and spreading them. Our country’s achieve-
ments in this field are appreciated by a large body of world opinion.

Environmental protection and improvement have lately been more
and more prominent among social measures. Article 31 of the Con-
stitution binds government agencies, factories, cooperatives, mass
organizations and individuals to protect nature and natural resources,
the waters, air and the soil. Last June the State Council approved the
main lines of protecting and improving the natural environment.
Policy 1n this respect 1s not aimed at carrying out this or that indi-
vidual measure but at protecting and rehabilitating the natural en-
vironment on a comprehensive basis. It rests on a scientific system of
dynamic standards and requirements. Protection and improvement of
the environment are increasingly becoming a concern of all, and this
1s important. A public movement in defense of nature has begun
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under the leadership of the Fatherland Front. It 1s a distinctively
Bulganan form of committing all citizens to this noble cause.

The fulfillment of the tasks listed above will make it possible, in the
party’s opinion, gradually to pave the way for the formation of a
socially homogeneous society, which 1s a key objective of a scienti-
fically based social policy. In accordance with the principles of
scientific communism, the BCP regards the construction of a de-
veloped socialist society as a stage at which ‘distinctions between
social classes and groups diminish to such an extent that the social
composition of society approaches the threshold of homogeneity.’
The prerequisites of gradually eliminating distinctions within and
between classes and creating a socially homogeneous society mature
with the development of its every sphere.

In shaping and implementing its social policy geared to the fulfil-
ment of this task, the BCP has invariably acted on Lenin’s postulate
that ‘in order to abolish classes completely, it 1s not enough to
overthrow the exploiters, the landowners and capitalists, not enough
to abolish their rights of ownership; it is necessary also to abolish all
private ownership of the means of production, it is necessary to
abolish the distinction between and town and country, as well as the
distinction between manual workers and brain workers’ (V.L. Lenin,
Coll. Works, Vol. 29, p. 421). In the sphere of social class relations the
stage of building and perfecting a developed socialist society implies
doing away with essential distinctions between town and country,
between mental and manual labor, and enabling all working people to
take an active part in the management of public affairs, and particu-
larly socialist production. When we try to define the substance of
political leadership and management of the effort to perfect the social
class structure, we realize that these are complicated social processes
in which both inter-class and intra-class relations interlock.

What are the key tasks set by the party’s strategy in sphere?

They include, first of all, continued effort to promote and perfect
socialist property relations. Our party sees in the formation of
agranan-industrial and industrial-agrarian complexes the principal
factor for drawing the two forms of socialist property closer together
and for turning them into one socialist property which will ultimately
become communist property. We now have 168 agrarian-industral
and 18 industnal-agrarian and research-production complexes. In
April 1970 the BCP Central Committee decided on further specializa-
tion and concentration of agricultural production and the early adop-
tion of industrial technologies and managing methods. The experi-

ence gained since then shows that cooperative farmers in agrar-
1an-industrial complexes are drawing near the working class from

the social point of view.
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To make society socially homogenous, it is most important to take
Into account changes — often complex and even contradictory — in
the nature and conditions of labor resulting from the application of
up-to-date technologies and techniques. We are therefore pursuing a

policy which concentrates on reducing the amount of hard manual,
monotonous work, making all socially useful activities more attrac-

tive, and improving the production environment on an overall basis.
The country 1s not economically capable of substantially improving
working conditions throughout the national economy. Investments
for these purposes under the current five-year plan will amount to
726.6m. leva. The national program for labor safety and hygiene and
fire prevention i1s a component of the integrated plan for socio-
economic development under the seventh five-year plan approved by

the People’s Assembly. We want to create in the foreseeable future a
production environment meeting the requirements of the new type of

worker, of people who are leading a life rich in cultural opportunities,
who are well-trained professionally, excel in labor and are active
politically.

Steps to modernize our communities are an important factor for
progressive social changes. In March 1977 the CC BCP adopted a
comprehensive development program for all communities whose
fundamental principle is to provide all inhabitants wherever they live
with identical working conditions and opportunities for employment,
services, communication and recreation. Realization of this program

will be a major social achievement and will help to make our society
socially homogeneous.

In carrying on its social policy, our party does much to further
socialist democracy as a requisite of building and perfecting mature
socialism. Lenin wrote that ‘when all have learned to administer and
actually do independently administer social production ... then the
door will be thrown wide open for the transition from the first phase of
communist society to its higher phase ...’ (Vol. 25, p. 474).

In Bulgana as in the Soviet Union and other fraternal socialist
countries, democratic principles operate in every sphere of society,
primarily in its basis, that i1s, in production relations. We attach
special importance to fostering democracy in the production sphere
and the economy generally, and so we follow a policy of steadily
increasing the role of the workers, peasants and intellectuals (en-
gineers and technicians) in the management of enterprises. This

means, first and foremost, participation in economic planning by the
working people, socialist competition, and their putting forward of
supplementary plans as a new, original form of direct democracy.
This method enables millions directly to take part in organizing pro-
duction more efficiently and to ascertain additional possibilities of
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raising the productivity of social labor and rapidly improving the
standard of living. The working people made over 450,000 proposals
while drafting supplementary plans for 1977.

Both the country’s economic progress and the party’s social policy
have brought about notable changes in the class composition of our
society. Between 1965 and 1975 the proportion of wage-earners in the
population went up from 42 to 60.6 per cent and that of salary-earners
(including many intellectuals), from 16.7 to 23.2 per cent. In the same
decade the proportion of peasants dropped from 37.5 to 14.4 per cent.
The number of specialists on economic jobs who had received a

higher, incomplete higher or specialized secondary education iIn-
creased in the 1960-76 period from 257,200 to 710,500.

The process of the workers and cooperative peasants, on the one
hand, and the intellectuals, on the other, drawing closer together is
largely conditioned by intra-class changes due to the intellectualiza-
tion of labor and the working people’s rising educational and quali-
fication standards. As many as 2.6 million workers will acquire higher
skills in the seventh five-year plan period. The party does much to
pave the way for the fusion of mental and manual labor and for the
subsequent raising of the social and spiritual standards of the workers
and cooperative farmers to the standards of engineers and
technicians.

To bring about these changes, we must create a material and
technical basis adequate to developed socialism and ensure the work-
ers and cooperative farmers a high standard of general and specialized
education. In 1976 production assets per worker increased by more
than 350 per cent over 1960. The educational standards of the
economically active population are rising; 343 people in 1,000 have
received a higher, incomplete higher or secondary education (against
187.4 In 1965).

The social policy of our party and state 1s becoming an ever more

important factor in perfecting the socialist way of life and providing
conditions for it to become a higher, communist form of human

activity. In making people the central object of this policy, our party
inculcates a high degree of socialist consciousness upon people. It
stresses that implementation of our plans necessitates highly produc-
tive effort by all workers, cooperative farmers, specialists, office
employees and students. Work by all for the good of each and work
by each for the good of all i1s the bed-rock of our sccial policy.

— —_—
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World changes and
the developing
countries

Pieter Keuneman
General Secretary, CP Sn Lanka

There are events and turns in world history that become milestones in
the destiny of mankind. In the 20th century, the principal event of this
nature was the Great October Socialist Revolution of 1917, which
ushered in-an area of man’s social and national emancipation and
began a worldwide transition from capitalism to socialism and com-

munism. The formation of the world socialist system, following vic-
tory over fascism in World War 1I, was mankind’s next greatest gain

after the October Revolution and the establishment of the world’s first
socialist state. The rise and spectacular advance of the national-
liberation movement, which led to the collapse of the colonial system
of imperialism, is yet another turn in world developments whose
repercussions on, and role and place in, modern history are of global
significance.

All these great developments of our era confirm how accurate and

correct was the scientific prevision of that great genius of revolution,
Lenin, who said as early as 1919: “. .. The socialist revolution will not

be solely, or chiefly, a struggle of the revolutionary proletarians in
each country against their bourgeoisie — no, it will be a struggle of all
imperialist-oppressed colonies and countries, of all dependent coun-
tries, against international imperialism’ (Coll. Works, Vol. 30, p. 159).

At that time about 72 per cent of the world’s population and nearly 69
per cent of the earth’s territory were included in the zone of colonies

and semi-colonies. But Lenin had boundless faith in the creative
abilities and revolutionary potentialities of the working masses of the
colonial countries, in their ‘big revolutionary role in the subsequent
phases of the world revolution’ (Vol. 32, p. 482). He stressed that, in
the epoch of imperialism, the national-colonial question had been

transformed into a ‘world phenomenon,’ this was a question of the
fate of regions and countries with vast populations, and the influence

that these vast numbers of people would exert on world developments
would therefore be very strong. This scientific analysis dealt a power-
ful blow to the then dominant Eurocentric concepts, which concen-
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trated attention mainly on the unresolved nationality problems of
Europe.

It is also to Lenin’s great credit that he discerned the thoroughly
modern character of the national-liberation movement and the impor-
tant role that new classes and social strata would play in this move-
ment, attaching special importance to the revolutionary activity of the
young proletariat and the need for its alliance with the peasants and
other social classes and strata, including the patriotic sections of the
national bourgeoisie, in the struggle to defeat the common enemies —
imperialism and its domestic accomplices. This class approach clearly
revealed the anti-imperialist content of the national-liberation move-
ment, the possibility and necessity of its interaction with the forces of
socialism, and its organic links with the process of transition from
capitalism to socialism on a world scale. It also helped revolutionaries
to comprehend the contradictions that would develop between clas-
ses involved in the national struggle, contradictions.which are now
leading to an increasing differentiation between the national
revolutionary and bourgeois reformist wings in the liberation
movement.

It 1s not only in the sphere of theory, strategy and tactics that the
contemporary national-liberation forces in Asia, Africa and Latin
America owe so much to Lenin and the great Party of Bolsheviks that
he founded and led. The victorious October Revolution and the
emergence and strengthening of the world’s first socialist state
created the political and material conditions for a powerful upswing in
the national-liberation movement, its development to new qualitative
levels.

The victory and consolidation of the socialist revolution in Russia
brought about a crisis of imperialism’s colonial system. It ended the
undivided sway of imperialism in the world, a factor that had hitherto
doomed anti-colonial movements and uprisings across the vast ex-
panses of Asia and Africa.* The collapse of the tsarist Empire,
liberation of its oppressed nations, their free and equal development
along with and helped by the Russian people — these and many other
factors galvanized the anti-imperialist struggles of oppressed peoples
in many lands. Paralyzed for decades by imperialist exploitation and
social inertia, they grew more active in deciding their destinies. Under
the impact of the October Revolution the popular revolution suc-
ceeded in Mongohia; Afghanistan won its national independence and
the sovereignty of Turkey was strengthened; imperialist positions in

*The Latin American countries, which had won independence from Spanish and
Portuguese colonialism as early as the first half of the 19th century, later found
themselves in a position of neo-colonies of imperialism, mostly U.S. imperialism.
Their development differed from that of Asian and African countries, but we shall not
dwell on the differences in this article.
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China were greatly weakened. National-liberation struggles mounted
in India, Egypt, Iraq, Syna, Indochina, Korea, Indonesia, Iran, and
many other countries. Between the two world wars, the Soviet Union
was the only state to champion the struggles of colonial peoples for
national independence. This strong political and moral support was

a great source of strength for the growing national-liberation
movements.

The victory over fascism in World War II, to which the Soviet
Union made the greatest and decisive contribution, carried this pro-
cess still further forward. The peoples in the countries occupied by
Germany, Japan and Italy were liberated, and world impenalism was
generally weakened. The nability of the Bntish, French, Dutch and
other colonial powers to protect the peoples they ruled in Asia from
the onslaughts of Japanese militarism also helped to deepen and
spread anti-impenalist consciousness 1n this continent, and
strengthen the patriotic forces which organized a powerful movement
of resistance to Japanese impenralism. During this period the prestige
and influence of communist parties grew rapidly in Asia.

The communist-led revolutionary movements in China, Vietnam
and Korea showed their ability to end the colonial and semi-colonial
conditions in their countries, and to embark upon the road of social
progress. In other countries, such as India, Indonesia, Burma and Sn
Lanka, the movement for national independence was surging high,
although the leadership of the patriotic forces was, in the main, in the
hands of the national bourgeoisie.

In the first decade after World War 11, many countries in Asia were,
in one form or another, able to win their political independence. This
made it possible for them to struggle for democracy, economic de-
velopment and social progress. The second and third postwar de-
cades saw the national-liberation movement extending to the vast.
African continent. The movement in Latin America and the Carib-
bean received an enormous impetus with the victory of the Cuban
revolution. All this greatly reinforced the world front against im-
perialism and colonialism.

The victories of the peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin America laid
a basis for new developments in the world. The harsh experience of
colonial domination that the peoples of the new states had undergone

profoundly influenced their foreign-policy orientation and gave it a
marked anti-imperialist character.

Even in the early period when nearly all of the African continent
was under foreign rule, and colonial enclaves still existed in Asia, and
when, therefore, the anti-colonial objectives were given priority
within the world national-liberation movement, the short experience
that the young states had gained from independent development were
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leading them to conclusions which have been of cardinal importance
in the struggle for the subsequent reshaping of international relations.
At the Bandung Conference of 1955 the leaders of these countries
proclaimed the important need, first, to join in the struggle to maintain
peace and to regulate international relations on the basis of the
principles of peaceful coexistence and, second, to organize economic
cooperation between the Afro-Asian countries and to adopt collective
measures to stabilize world prices for raw materials and similar
matters.

The Bandung Conference may be said to have anticipated the
widespread struggle of the developing countries on the international
economic front, a struggle which has intensified particularly in the
1970s. The awareness of the need for collective action in the interna-
tional arena, including the economic sphere, which developed in the
first postwar decade and grew with the rise of the non-aligned move-
ment, was a most important factor for the subsequent rapid expansion
of the front of developing countries opposed to imperialist policies, to
discrimination against the new states In international trade and
monetary policy, and to neo-colonialist practices. With the virtual end

of colonialism in Africa, dozens of new African states are now active
on this front. The impact of the ideas of economic liberation and

equality, and proof of the attraction they have for the peoples of the
developing countries, is seen in the fact that relatively moderate, and

even socially reactionary regimes in the Third World are associating
themselves with many activities on this front.

In the past decades, these ideas have gained new social content. In

the 1950s, 1t was mainly part of the national bourgeoisie who claimed
a monopoly in the interpretation of these ideas for Asian conditions,
seeing economic independence as independent capitalist develop-
ment, which they set up as the appropriate alternative to colonialism
and dependence, and which was at times disguised by socialist slo-
gans. However, imperialism would not settle even for this. Particu-

larly 1n the first postwar decade, it exhibited a stubborn, diehard
refusal to assist, for instance, any industrial development within the

framework of the public sector, and entered into alliances with the
most conservative social forces and the compradors.

The situation began to change basically when the imperialists in-
itiated definite economic, political and ideological measures aimed at
continuing the exploitation of their former colonies by new means.
The bourgeois leaders of the national-liberation movement and their
policy of capitalist development have proved unequal to the tasks of
resisting the neo-colonialist counter-oftensive. Meanwhile, anti-
capitalist tendencies were growing among the broad popular masses
in Afro-Asian countries, they were striving for an alternative way of
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development. Of great significance here was the experience of the
Soviet Union and other socialist countries, where there is crisis-free
development, where social scourges such as illiteracy and un-
employment have long ago been abolished, and where the living and
cultural standards of the people are rising year by year.

All this has led, particularly in the past one and a half decades, to
the rise of new, radical currents in the national-liberation movement,

which express themselves in many ways. A most general develop-
ment was the demand that the developing countries should have full

control over their natural resources, and that economic, financial, and
trade relations between the developing and the developed capitalist
countries should be radically restructured so as to put an end to all
forms of discrimination and inequality. It has also found expression in
certain ways of radicalizing the national-liberation movement, extend-

Ing sometimes even to regimes that are far from being progressive.
Thus, Arab oil-producing countries, which have a decisive say in

OPEC, at a certain stage used their oil as a political weapon to oppose
imperialist powers.

By far the most obvious proof of the radicalization of the liberation
process in Asia, Africa and Latin America is the increasing number of
countries that are rejecting the capitalist road of development and
accepting a socialist-oriented road instead. This development has
been particularly marked in Africa where a big group of countries has
accepted socialist orientation. This group of countries now play a
vanguard role in the national-liberation movement. They struggle
consistently for strengthening political and achieving economic inde-
pendence, and against all imperialist intrigues and pressures. On the
basis of an alliance of all popular forces, especially the workers and
the peasants, they seek to modernize their economies and curb the
various forms of exploitative relations. In external policy, they adhere
to clear-cut anti-impenialist positions, influencing, in particular, the
non-aligned movement, the Organization of African Unity, etc., and
seek to strengthen their relations, at ail levels, with the socialist
community.

These developments reflect the important changes taking place in
the leadership of the national-liberation movement at the present
time. As the movement for radical social change gains momentum in
the developing countries, the role of the national bourgeoisie in the
anti-imperialist struggle becomes even more inconsistent than before,
and more prone to compromise. In some countries, such as Sri
Lanka, the smallness of the domestic market, financial weakness, and
technological backwardness and inexperience lead the growing na-
tional bourgeoisie, which played a positive role in the anti-imperialist
movement some time ago, to seek various forms of compromise and

March 1978 19




cooperation with imperialist monopolies, and thus to act as a brake on
the further development of the national-liberation struggle. As a re-
sult, the national bourgeoisie in many developing countries today
ceases to champion the ideals of patriotism, although some sections
of 1t still operate from general national and democratic positions.

While it 1s wrong to say that, in general, the national bourgeoisie in all
the developing countries has exhausted its anti-imperialist poten-

tialities, its capacity for leadership of the patriotic forces is declining.

In some countries the role played by the working class and the
communist parties has visibly increased. The communists are the
most determined fighters against imperialism and the most consistent
advocates of a socialist orientation for their countries. They have
considerable experience in struggle and — this 1s important — are
equipped with a scientific knowledge of the objective laws of social
development. They are firm friends of the socialist community,
which, in its turn, gives unfailing and effective support to the
national-liberation movement.

However, in many of the developing countries, specifically in Afri-
ca, the working class 1s still relatively small and in the early, formative
stage, while Marxist-Leninist parties have either not yet appeared or
are limited in their political and 1deological influence. In these coun-
tries the radicalization of the national-liberation movement at this
stage depends on the coming to power of revolutionary democratic
parties and leaders. The emergence of such social forces to positions
of leadership i1s a result of the important revolutionary role of the
peasantry and the urban semi-proletarian and petty-bourgeois mas-
ses, often led by the patriotic and progressive-minded intellectuals.

As far back as the beginning of this century, Lenin drew attention
to the important ways in which the positions taken by the petty-

bourgeoisie could determine the outcome of the revolutionary pro-
cess. He taught the communists that, while remaining loyal to scienti-

fic socialism and organizing themselves in a ‘strictly independent
class party’ (Coll. Works, Vol. 10, p. 411), they should distinguish
clearly between revolutionary and opportunist petty-bourgeois par-
ties and leaders, and seek to influence, and unite in common actions
with the former. In 1906, Lenin declared: ‘Today there is nothing
more important for the revolution than this organization, education,
and training of the revolutionary bourgeois democrats’ (Vol. 10, p.

413). Although these words applied to conditions that existed in
Russia at that time, they are highly relevant to petty-bourgeois

revolutionary democrats in a number of the developing countries
today.

Many of the revolutionary democratic parties and their leaders of
today have adopted demands and programs that have much in com-
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mon with the theses of the communists on the national-liberation
movement. This applies, in particular, to the struggle for economic
independence, which the revolutionary democrats see as a road to
far-reaching changes, including changes in economic relations with
the capitalist countries. In the late 60s and early 70s, progressive,
socialist-oriented Arab states, such as the People’s Democratic Re-
public of Yemen, Algeria, Irag and Syria, upheld such positions on
the international scene and imparted a real content to them. In the
current decade, they have been joined by many progressive African
states. The revolutionary democrats’ positions in regard to the
socio-economic development of their countries are becoming more
clearly defined and their ideological views more clearly specified. Of
course, this is not a straightforward process that is equally successful
in different countries.

Quite a few of the outstanding revolutionary democratic leaders in
Asia and Africa, being true patriots, have been able to gain a deeper
insight into the objective realities of the present epoch, to appreciate
the significance of scientific socialism as a factor in social transforma-
tion, and to choose reliable allies in the world arena — the interna-
tional working class and its creation, the world socialist system. The
experience gained on the battlefields of the liberation struggle has led
them to the conclusion that social progress can only be promoted in
accordance with Marxism-Leninism. Angola, Mozambique, Ethiopia
and the People’s Republic of the Congo are cases in point.

A landmark in the formation of the progressive world outlook of
revolutionary democracy was the realization of belonging to the camp

of worldwide revolutionary struggle, in whose forefront is the world
socialist system. The young Asian and African states, whose peoples

have chosen a socialist orientation, now favor a strategic alliance with
the socialist commumty. Bourgeois propagandists misrepresent this
development, alleging that by establishing close bonds with the

socialist world, the revolutionary democrats and the national-
liberation forces generally will forfeit their independent and ‘distinc-

tive’ character and find themselves in the ‘orbit of Moscow and world
communism.” Even national bourgeois-led governments that have
entered into treaties of friendship and mutual assistance with the
USSR are not immune from such attacks.

in point of fact, however, the development of cooperation with the
socialist world, far from restricting the sovereignty of developing
countries, is indispensable for the full exercise of the rights inherent in
sovereignty — first of all, the right to choose for oneself the path of

social development. All-round social and economic progress is un-
thinkable without solving a whole range of political, economic, social,

cultural and ideological problems (e.g., those of uprooting archaic
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social structures, emancipating the productive forces, the problem of
the cultural revolution, training national personnel, shaping new
ideological concepts and orientations, and remoulding established
world economic relations). Only by, on the one hand, making possible
popular participation of new historical proportions in the solution of
these problems, and, on the other, by firm alliance with the socialist
community and all other progressive forces, can the new states cope
with the magnitude of the tasks they face.

It has been proved in theory and practice that genuine liberation of
a developing country depends not only on the revolutionary unity of
national progressive forces, but greatly on the extent to which firm
ties with the Soviet Union and other socialist countries are estab-
lished, and on the support of the international working class and its
advanced detachments like the communist and workers’ parties. The
interaction and cooperation of the socialist and developing countries
are of exceptional importance also from the standpoint of general
development of international relations and the deepening of détente.

The peoples of the developing countries know only too well that,
although imperialism has lost its colonial system and despite its
deep-seated crisis, it has not shed its exploiting and aggressive nature.
It is true that, after its ignominious defeats in Indochina, Angola and
elsewhere, imperialism i1s more cautious about launching direct mili-
tary aggressions. But it continues to support the fascist junta in Chile
and the racist regimes in southern Africa, to maintain and expand
aggressive military alliances and bases, to engage in ‘destabilization’
of progressive regimes and other forms of political subversion, and to
pressurize the developing countries through various neo-colonialist
devices such as the manipulation of international prices and exchange
rates, the activities of the transnational corporations and international
monetary and financial agencies, and so on. It sows discord among
newly-free states and even provokes armed conflicts between them.

All this has made the developing countries increasingly active in
demanding the closing of aggressive imperialist bases, the establish-
ment of ‘zones of peace’ in various regions of the world, the ending of
apartheid and the liberation of the oppressed peoples of southern
Africa, the withdrawal of Israeli troops from the Arab lands it has
forcibly occupied and a Middle East settlement that will guarantee the
legitimate rights of the Palestine people to their own state, the peace-
ful reunification of Korea, and similar matters. The fact that so
socially heterogeneous a movement as the non-aligned movement
should have put forward such demands at its 1976 Colombo Summit
Meeting is of great significance. It is not hard to see that these
demands are fully consistent with the struggle for détente.

Thanks to the persistent efforts by the Soviet Union and other
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socialist-community countries, the policy of détente has in recent
years brought about a marked political improvement of the interna-
tional situation. This is of great interest and importance to the de-
veloping countries, which actively support such a development. They
see In it an important factor which strengthens the trend toward
independent development and paralyzes the intrigues of imperialism,
which is set on subverting progressive regimes. The developing coun-
tries also know that every positive initiative toward ending the arms
race and bringing about disarmament is in their direct interest. This
provides favorable external conditions for them to strengthen their
economic sovereignty, the mainstay of their political independence.
They also know that a general worldwide cut-back in military expen-

ditures would open new opportunities of economic assistance to the
new states.

This 1s why Soviet initiatives such as the proposal to reduce the
military budgets of the permanent members of the UN Security
Council by 10 per cent and to use part of the money so saved to help
the developing countries, has been so enthusiastically hailed. This 1s
why the Colombo Non-Aligned Summit Meeting welcomed the Hel-
sinki Final Act and wanted détente extended to other continents as
well. This is why the Peace Program adopted by the 24th and de-
veloped at the 25th CPSU Congress, and Comrade Brezhnev’s pro-
posals in regard to a simultaneous cessation of the manufacture of
nuclear arms and a moratorium on nuclear tests for peaceful purposes
have received such a warm reception in the developing countries.

The peoples of the developing countries are well aware of the
intimate relationship that exists between their spectacular achieve-
ments in the past three decades and the absence of world war in this
period. They support making détente irreversible, and a truly univer-
sal, global phenomenon. Their current fight to end the ‘old economic
order’ established in the colonial era is seen by them as a reinforce-
ment of the processes of détente, for as long as this antiquated
relationship survives, there will always be growing tensions between
the developing and the developed capitalist countries, and hence a
constant danger of confrontations and collisions.

To sum up, the national-liberation movement has now become a
broad and powerful united front of states, which is clashing with
imperialism on the economic and other fronts as well. The transfor-
mation of the peoples and states of Asia, Africa and Latin America
into a growing independent factor of world politics has been one of
the most important results of the national-liberation struggle. As
Lenin predicted, millions of people who were the objects of history
have now become active makers of world history.

—_— e m——— ——————
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WASHINGTON’S STAKE IN SOUTHERN AFRICA

From listening to some U.S. politicians, diplomats, experts and jour-
nalists holding forth on United States policy in southern Africa one
might think their sole concern is to serve the ‘cause of freedom and
justice.” If one were to believe them, as the Christian Science
Monitor, for example, told the world at the close of last year, the
Carter Administration ‘has been the first to take serious account of
the inequity and the gravity of the situation in southern Africa and to
deeply involve the United States in the search for solutions’! ‘I think
we are trusted now where we weren’t before, say in Africa,’ the
President himself announced in a widely broadcast interview.

It 1s claimed on the other side of the Atlantic that Washington’s
burning interest in the region springs exclusively from ‘humane’ con-
siderations. Any action taken by U.S. diplomacy in that area is
generously spiced with propaganda ingredients and leavened with talk
of ‘disinterestedness,’ ‘humanity’ and ‘defense of human rights.’

But verbal artifice does little to conceal the true nature of this
intense interest or the motives behind the U.S. ruling circles’ open
intervention in southern Africa’s affairs. (Sometimes, it should be
noted, they act alone but, more often than not, in company with
British imperialism and neo-colonialism). Even the least informed
observer could not fail to see that Washington’s (as well as London’s)
strategy in that area depends on the role played in the world today by
the continent as a whole and its southern zone in particular, and on
their potential significance in the struggle between the forces of prog-
ress and the forces of reaction.?

Today, the conditions of the scientific and technological revolution,
which has increased the need for raw materials, with the advent of the
nuclear-missile weapon, which has imparted a global character to
strategy planning, and, last but not least, in a situation where ever
more countries in the continent tend to follow the road of socialist
orientation, Africa looms notably larger in Washington’s policies.
Now that the tide of the national-liberation movement has washed
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most of the colonial colors off the map of the continent, and the
sphere of imperialist influence is steadily shrinking, the U.S. is mak-

Ing a bid to retain at least the bastion in southern Africa, comprising
the Republic of South Africa, Rhodesia? and Namibia.

Even the Washington ruling élite often fails to camouflage these
intentions of U.S. imperialism. In an interview published in the U.S.
News and World Report in June 1977, President Carter, when asked
about the role of Africa in U.S. foreign policies, said: ‘If there’s one
overwhelming impression that’s growing on me, it’s the long-range
strategic need — looking 10, 15, 20 years in the future — for a close
friendship and mutual trust, social and political alliance’ with the

countries of that continent.? (The neo-colonialist character of the
‘social and political alliance’ which Washington would like to impose
on African countries, leaves no doubt as to what is implied by ‘close
friendship.’)

The economic interests of the U.S. military-industrial complex in
that area are great indeed. The largest reserves of chromium, cobalt,
industrial diamonds, manganese, metals of the platinum group and
vanadium, all indispensable for modern industrial development, are
concentrated in southern Africa. This is where nearly half of the U.S.
consumption of them is imported from. South Africa accounts for 57

per cent of U.S.-consumed vanadium, 48 per cent of the platinum and
30 per cent of the chromium. Until recently some 60,000 tons of

chromium was shipped annually from Rhodesia in defiance of UN
sanctions. The imperialist powers expect to get in the coming years
up to 15 per cent of the uranium ore for their military and civilian
needs through imports from Namibia. And can anyone afford to

ignore the fact that South Africa produces more than three-quarters of
the gold mined in the capitalist world?

African mineral resources attract U.S. dollars with the force of a
huge magnet. U.S. investments in the African economy have grown
almost fourfold since 1961 and now amount to about $4,000 million.

At the close of 1976 U.S. investments in the Republic of South Africa
and Namibia alone exceeded $2,000 million. Almost 500 American

monopolies, including such giants as General Motors, Ford, Chrysler
and General Electric, operate there at present. But the total number
of American firms doing business with the Pretoria regime 1s ap-
proaching 6,000. U.S. capital has seized important positions in the
mining of gold, uranium, vanadium, chromium, nickel, copper,
diamonds and antimony.

Furthermore, the overseas investors are greatly attracted by cheap
labor in Africa enabling them to make fabulous profits. The average
rate of profit there is 34 per cent of the invested capital, more than 50
per cent higher than in the rest of the capitalist world. This brings the
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U.S. monopolies operating in Africa $1,000 million annually. So it is
not hard to see who is behind the southern African lobby in
Washington, a lobby which the International Herald Tribune had
every reason to describe as ‘a voice from Wall Street.’> And why they
are behind it.

The African continent plays a no less important role i1n
Washington’s military plans. In a report to Congress early in 1977,
General Brown, Chairman of the U.S. Joint Chiefs of Staff, bluntly
stressed the need to secure access to airfield and seaport facilities and
to communications all over Africa and around it. Special significance
is attached to the southern zone. James Noyes, Deputy Assistant to
the U.S. Secretary of Defense, once explained in a Congress commis-
sion that this part of the continent is traversed by the vital arteries to
the Indian Ocean and that U.S. strategists regard it as the °‘soft
underbelly’ of the Middle East.

Since the late 60s Washington has been trying to set up a military
bloc under its aegis in the Southern Atlantic. It has already invented a
name for it: the South Atlantic Treaty Organization (SATO). Even
though Washington’s plan to involve in this alliance South Africa and
a number of Latin American states never got off the ground, it has not
given up this idea. Quite the contrary. As the Paris monthly Le
Monde diplomatique commented in March 1977, ‘the events in south-

ern Africa have once again given strategic priority to the old idea of
SATO.*S

These plans are not feasible without reliance on the economic,
military and political potential of the Vorster regime. But Washington
cannot fail to see that now, in the last quarter of this century, any
support for South African apartheid — even if tacit — may com-

pletely ruin the already damaged U.S. reputation in Africa and heav-
ily undermine U.S. economic ties with African states. The Pretora

and Salisbury rulers’ stubborn refusal to pursue a ‘more flexible’
policy and their intensification of racist terror in South Africa and
Rhodesia has already led to a powerful outburst of militant revolu-
tionary struggle. Washington’s strategists fear the possible conse-
quences. The tremors caused by this outbreak are felt far outside the
two countries. A ‘highly placed U.S. official’ told a Newsweek cor-
respondent that such a course of events ‘could lead to . . . the possible
introduction of even more militantly anti-Western regimes in the area’
(that 1s, in the whole qf southern Africa — E.P.).”

This 1s why Washington is so verbose in its attempts to dissociate
itself from the racist excesses of Vorster and Smith. Washington’s
priority task in Africa, as it was formulated by Zbigniew Brzezinski,
national security adviser to the U.S. President, in an interview with
the International Herald Tribune, is ‘to avoid a transcontinental war,
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which will simultaneously be a black vs. white and a red vs. white
war. In other words, he explained, ‘a war which will merge the racial
conflict into an ideological conflict.’® |
Yet another reason behind Washington’s desire to style itself a
‘champion’ of Black rights in southern Africa is the turbulent ‘domes-
tic front’ in the United States itself. ‘If you have a race war in Africa

there’s no way we won’t be affected,” warned Andrew Young, U.S.
Ambassador to the UN, in June 1977. ‘Racial tensions,’ he said, ‘are

always just below the surface’ in the United States and a greater
confrontation in Africa would cause panic among ‘white Americans’
and set them against ‘Black Americans.’

It 1s obvious, however, that the U.S. diplomat leaves out of account
the social and political aspects of the problem. In his predictions he
ignores the growth of class-consciousness among U.S. Black working
people and politicization of the civil rights movement in the U.S. The
U.S. communist newspaper Daily World had precisely this prospect
in mind when it wrote that ‘there are 30 million Afro-Americans who
are clearly in support of freedom for the peoples of southern Africa.
These 30 million are also potentially anti-imperialist if they are given
the truth about southern Africa.’® This is what worries the U.S. ruling
circles.

How can one believe their declarations in defense of human rights
in other countries, particularly in southern Africa, when Indians —

the indigenous population of the U.S. — are actually deprived of civil
and social rights? At an international conference in defense of rights

for the indigenous population of America held last September in
Geneva, representatives of Indians from the USA declared: ‘We have
always been told that we are not human beings. But in this world all
are born equal and, unless equality is observed, the future of mankind
will be in peril. We have arrived here to tell you, on behalf of
American Indians, that we are humans too and must enjoy human
rights.’

We have listed here some of the main factors which have been
determining Washington’s African policy for years. But while its
strategic goals remain unchanged, the tactical line has zigzagged.
Whether it wants it or not, U.S. diplomacy has to adapt to the

deep-going processes which have turned Africa from a ‘colonialist
preserve’ into a fighting ground of anti-imperialist battles.

The mounting national-liberation movement in southern Africa and
the failure of the racist-impenalist aggression and intervention in
Angola prompted the then Secretary of State Henry Kissinger to
work out a sophisticated plan. Returning to an analysis of this prob-
lem, the New York Times wrote in the spring of 1977 that the plan
centered on ‘a policy of seeking Mr. Vorster’s cooperation to bring
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about negotiated transfers of political power to acceptable repre-
sentatives of the black majorities in both Rhodesia and Namibia.’1°

What could be more fantastic than Vorster championing Black
rights in Rhodesia and Namibia?! The Vorster who boasts in one
breath that he never goes to bed before reading a chapter from the
Bible and in the next declares that his government will use ‘every
means available’ to suppress ‘anarchy and chaos’ (i.e., popular pro-
tests). Using Vorster to pressure Smith would be as absurd as asking
a tiger to talk a wolf into becoming a vegetarian.

Such a policy was bound to fail, and fail it did.!! So, when it came
to power in January 1977 the Carter Administration was faced with a
sharp aggravation of the situation in the south of the continent. The
internal political crisis was mounting in South Africa, where the
oppressed Black population, led by the African National Congress
and the South African Communist Party, had stepped up the struggle
against apartheid and for social progress. The Vorster government hit
back with harsher reprisals, a policy that had already evoked strong
protests across the world. In Namibia the South-West Africa People’s
Organization (SWAPO) heightened its armed actions to put an end to
the illegal colonialist occupation by South Africa. The Zimbabwe
African People’s Union (ZAPU) and the Zimbabwe African National
Union (ZANU), which have joined in the Patriotic Front of
Zimbabwe, warned that they would not tolerate any further delay
over majority rule in Rhodesia and intensified military operations
against the Smith regime.

This left Washington no time for reflection. The setting up of
Carter’s ‘emergency staff’ betrayed the White House alarm for the
fate of its vested interests in Africa. For the first time a Vice-President
of the United States had to take part in solving African problems.
Walter Mondale was assisted by Secretary of State Cyrus Vance and
U.S. Ambassador to the UN Andrew Young.

Some people say the new is the well forgotten past. But even that
rather cynical view cannot be applied to the ‘new’ African policy
elaborated and pursued by this brain-trust. Basically, its strategic
goals are no different from the well remembered political conceptions
of the Nixon and Ford administrations. Now, as before, Washington
seeks to preserve the capitalist system in southern Africa and, with
Pretoria’s support, exert maximum influence on developments in
other parts of Africa. Now, as before, one of its main objectives is to

undermine the unity of the revolutionary and patriotic forces and sow
discord among African states.

South Africa is the cornerstone of U.S. African policy, although
Washmgton 1S trymg hard to mask the fact. All these overseas polm-

cians intend to do is to patck up the racist South African regime.
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Realizing that changes are inevitable, the U.S. is ready to ‘sacrifice’
Smith and counts on ‘moderate’ Africans in Rhodesia ( as well as in

Namibia). Their coming to power is expected to produce govern-
ments gravitating toward the U.S and other Western powers.

This is naturally served up as something novel. Cyrus Vance, for
instance, tells us that what Rhodesia needs is ‘free elections, open to

all parties and in which all of voting age could participate equally ...
so that the nights of all citizens, of all races, are protected.’ In

Namibia, he declares, ‘a solution leading to independence is being
sought.” As for South Africa, Vance says there should be ‘an end to
racial discrimination ... and establishment of a new course toward
full political participation by all South Africans.’!? Attempts are being
made to convince public opinion, above all in African countries, that
Washington is ready to take ‘tough’ measures in order to achieve
these goals. There was talk of ‘the use of the big stick’ and ‘action
instead of words.’

In the event, the ‘new’ American plans have also proved abortive.

In the autumn of 1977 sanctions against Pretoria to make it agree to
the ‘reforms’ desired by Washington still had not gone beyond recall-

ing U.S. military attachés, cessation of official contacts between the
intelligence services of the USA and South Africa, introduction of
stricter regulations in issuing U.S. entry visas to South Africa’s
citizens, and so on. Deliberating on ‘how ‘“‘penal’’ these alleged
penalties would seem to Mr. Vorster,” the newspaper Guardian had
good reason to ask: ‘Would they be more than pinpricks?’!3

Analysis leads one to the conclusion that the chief concern of U.S.
diplomacy is not to do any serious damage to Vorster’s positions. It
becomes more painfully obvious in a critical situation. Witness Wash-
ington’s response to the decision, taken by the South African au-
thorities in October 1977, to ban 18 Black and white opposition
organizations, close down several periodicals and imprison without
trial dozens of Black activists and their white sympathizers, a deci-
sion which evoked world protests.

This time Washington did not venture, as it did in the past, to
deadlock the UN Security Security Council decisions on sanctions
against Pretoria. Nevertheless, its stance was ambivalent. The United
States flatly refused to support the proposals of African states on
complete cessation of economic ties with the Vorster regime, al-
though this was the only effective way of exerting pressure on him.
True, the U.S. did not oppose the resolution on imposing an embargo
on military supplies to South Africa. But considering the amount of
weapons already handed over to Vorster by imperialist powers and
their aid in building a military (including nuclear) industry in South
Africa, capable of manufacturing, according to UPI, up to 60 per cent
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of its weapons needs, this decision can hardly influence Pretoria’s
position.'# In this context the Washington Post was right in stating

that the U.S. had supported the demands for an arms embargo only to
prevent more serious sanctions against South Africa.

In a vain attempt to demonstrate the stability of his regime, Vorster
launched a counter-maneuver: elections were held in South Africa
ahead of schedule on November 30. But who will be convinced by
another election ‘victory’ of the champions of apartheid if a white skin
was the only pass to the polls? A mere two million of the 26-million
population had the nght to vote.

U.S. diplomacy is playing a double game in the Rhodesian question
too. The initial impression was that the new U.S. Administration was

ready to force Smith to place real power in the hands of the Black
majority. But the Anglo-American plan for a settlement of the Rho-

desian problem, made public in September 1977, included provisions
which were opposed by those who are fighting for genuine national
independence.

The Patriotic Front of Zimbabwe is opposed above all to the
provision in the Anglo-American plan for holding elections before
power is passed over to the majority, that is, in a situation when the
elections would be fully controlled by the racist regime. It is likewise
opposed to the intention actually to disarm the patriots of Zimbabwe.
Formation of a ‘non-racial’ government, envisaged in the plan, is
viewed by many observers as a loop-hole for retaining the old order in
the country. As for the ‘Zimbabwe Development Fund’ to be made up
of Western countries’ investments, the newspaper Zimbabwe
People’s Voice, definitely stated that its purpose is to make indepen-
dent Zimbabwe depend on capitalist countries and thus keep it within
the capitalist orbit.!?

Encouraged by the ambiguity of the Anglo-American stance, Ian
Smith advanced his own ‘bold’ proposal on November 24, agreeing
that the ‘one-man, one-vote’ principle be applied in Rhodesia. But, of
course, on one condition: the new government should provide ‘con-
stitutional guarantees of the rights of the white minority.” These
‘guarantees’ should provide the white community, that 1s one-
twenty-fourth of the population, the number of seats in parliament
which would allow the racists to block any legislation on constitu-
tional questions that was not to their liking. Smith also insists on the
right to form a new army of Zimbabwe on the basis of the existing
racist ‘security forces.” What is more, Smith discusses his proposals
not with Patriotic Front representatives who have categorically re-
jected them, but with the so-called ‘moderate’ Black leaders in the
country, about whom the Zimbabwe People’s Voice wrote that they
have the same goals as Smith has. They want to take his place and
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become Black capitalists.'® ‘Ilan Smith fully deserves the reputation of
a master of political trickery,’” wrote the Paris Le Monde commenting
on his new maneuver.!”

Now about Washington’s position on Namibia. At the outset, the
Carter government declared that it had departed from the course of its
predecessors, who had virtually approved South Africa’s forming a
‘transitional government’ from among the tribal chiefs loyal to Pre-
toria. Washington did join London, Paris, Bonn and Ottawa, which
rather than face ‘something worse’ were trying to persuade Pretoria
to agree to a settlement in Namibia that would, to some extent, satisfy
world opinion.

But by the end of September last, Washington and its partners
yielded to blackmail by Vorster, who declared that South Africa
would under no circumstances withdraw troops from Namibia until

‘free’ elections were held there. To ‘appease’ him, the Western
representatives offered a rather doubtful ‘compromise.” Reuter re-

ports they have agreed to South African troops remaining in the
country, though under UN command. But who will swallow this
modern version of Little Red Riding Hood, with the racist wolf about
to masquerade in the blue UN helmet? Certainly not the patriots of
Namibia.

For all the contrivances of U.S. diplomacy, the national-patriotic
forces of Africa, experienced in struggle, cannot fail to see that
Washington’s policy, however modified, can only lead Africans into
the old impasses of exploitation, oppression and lawlessness. Life
shows convincingly that imperialism may abandon certain tactics, but
never the ultimate goals.

Resistance to such a neo-colonialist policy is growing daily. It is
becoming more and more difficult for Washington to offer ‘modera-
tion’ as a panacea. The mytl peddled by impenalist propaganda
about the ‘purely racial’ character of the confrontation in the south of
the continent is rapidly evaporating. The struggle here 1s a national
and class struggle. As is pointed out in the resolution of the April 1977
plenum of the Central Committee of the South African Communist
Party, the events in southern Africa ‘have thrown into sharp contrast

the differences between real people’s power and neo-colonial **solu-
tions,’”’ between real liberation of the masses and ‘‘liberation’’ of an

elitist minority dependent on impenalist patronage.” ‘In short,” the
resolution says, ‘the events focused attention everywhere on the
choice between a revolutionary nationalism which leads to social
emancipation, and a nationalism which serves a small class of

exploiters and puts the nation in pawn to international capital.’'®
At the same time South African communists see fresh opportunities

for countering imperialism and reaction. ‘ The all-round ferment in the
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area,” says the April resolution, ‘makes it impossible for reaction to
continue ruling in the old way for much longer. In response to this
reality, imperialism is forced to take initiatives with which it hopes to

trap the revolutionary forces, but which at the same time also gener-
ate renewed militant responses from the people.’"?

The struggle waged by the peoples of southern Africa against the
combined forces of neo-colomalism, racism and reaction Is gaining
momentum. It is inseparable from the struggle of all peoples in every
part of the world against imperialism, for peace, justice and national
independence. Herein lies its strength, and an earnest of its victory.
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