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T H E  STR U G G LE IN  G U IN EA

I ^should like to tell you something about the situation 
in our country, “ Portuguese” Guinea1, beginning with an 
analysis of the social situation, which has served as the basis 
for our struggle for national liberation. I shall draw a distinction 
between the rural areas and the towns, or rather the urban 
milieux, not that these are to be considered mutually opposed.

In the rural areas we have found it necessary to distinguish 
between two distinct groups: on the one hand, the group which 
we consider semi-feudal, represented by the Foulas, and, on the 
otfier hand, the group which we consider, so to speak, without 
any defined form of state organisation, represented by the 
Ballantes. There are a number of intermediary positions between 
these two extreme ethnic groups (as regards the social situation). 
I should like to point out straight away that although in general 
the semi-feudal groups were Muslim and the groups without any 
form of state organisation were anitnist, there is one ethnic 
group among the animists, the Mandjaks, which had forms of 
social relations which could be considered feudal at the time 
when the Portuguese came to Guinea.

I should now like to give you a rapid idea of the social 
stratification among the Foulas. We consider that the chiefs, 
the nobles and the religious figures form one group; after them 
come the artisans and the Dyulas, who are itinerant traders, 
and then after that come the peasants properly speaking. I don’t 
want to give a very thorough analysis of the economic situation 
of each of these groups now, but I would like to say that

1 Henceforth “Portuguese” Guinea is referred simply as ‘ Guinea’.
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although certain traditions concerning collective ownership of 
the land have been preserved, the chiefs and their entourages 
have retained considerable privileges as regards ownership of 
land and the utilisation of other people’s labour; this means that 
the peasants who depend on the chiefs are obliged to work 
for these chiefs for a certain period of the year. The artisans, 
whether blacksmiths (which is the lowest occupation) or leather- 
workers or whatnot play an extremely important role in the 
socio-economic life of the Foulas and represent what you might 
call the embryo of industry. The Dyula, whom some people 
consider should be placed above the artisans, do not really have 
such importance among the Foulas; they are the people who 
have the potential—which they sometimes realise— of accu
mulating money. In general the peasants have no rights and 
they are the really exploited group in Foula society.

Apart from the question of ownership and property, there is 
another element which it is extremely interesting to compare 
and that is the position of women. Among the Foulas women 
have no rights; they take part in production but they do not 
own what they produce. Besides, polygamy is a highly respected 
institution and women are to a certain extent considered the 
property o f their husbands.

Among the Balantes, which are at the opposite extreme, we 
find a sosiety without any social stratification: there is just a 
council of old men in each village or group of villages who 
decide on the day to day problems. In the Balante group 
property and land are considered to belong to the village but 
each family receives the amount of land needed to ensure 
subsistence for itself and the means of production, or better 
the instruments of production, are not collective but are owned 
by families or individuals.

The position of women must also be mentioned when talking 
about the Balantes. The Balantes still retain certain tendencies 
towards polygamy, although it is mostly a monogamous society. 
Among the Balantes women participate in production, but they 
own what they produce and this gives Balante women a 
position which we consider privileged, as they are fairly free; 
the only point on which they are not free is that children belong 
to the head of the family and the head of the family, the 
husband, always claims any children his wife may have: this 
is obviously to be explained by the actual economy of the group 
where a family’s strength is ultimately represented by the 
number of arms there are to cultivate the earth.

As I have said, there are a number of intermediate positions 
between these two extremes. In the rural areas I should 
mention the small African farm owners; this is a numerically
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small group but all the same it has a certain importance and 
has proved to be highly active in the national liberation struggle. 
In the towns (I shall not talk about the presence of Europeans 
in the rural areas as there are none in Guinea) we must first 
distinguish between the Europeans and the Africans. I he 
Europeans can easily be classified as they retain in Guinea the 
social stratification of Portugal (obviously depending on the 
function they exercise in Guinea). In the first place, there 
are the high officials and the managers of enterprises who 
form a stratum with practically no contact with the other 
European strata. After that there are the medium officials, the 
small European traders, the people employed in commerce and 
the members of the liberal professions. After that come the 
workers, who are mainly skilled workers.

Among the Africans we find the higher officials, the middle 
officials and the members of the liberal professions forming a 
group; then come the petty officials, those employed in commerce 
with a contract, who are to be distinguished from those 
employed in commerce without a contract, who can be fired 
any moment. The small farm owners also fall into this group; 
by assimilation we call all these members of the African petty 
bourgeoisie (obviously, if we were to make a more thorough 
analysis the higher African officials as well as the middle 
officials and the members of the liberal professions should also 
be included in the petty bourgeoisie). Next come the wage- 
earners (whom we define as those employed in commerce 
without any contract); among these there are certain important 
sub-groups such as the dockworkers, the people employed on the 
boats carrying goods and agricultural produce; there ate also 
the servants, who are mostly men in Guinea; there are the 
people working in repair shops and small factories and thete 
are also the people who work in shops as porters and suchlike-— 
these all come under the heading of wage-earners. \o u  will 
notice that we are careful not to call these groups the proletariat 
or the working class.

There is another group of people whom we call the declasses, 
in which there are two sub-groups to be distinguished: the first 
sub-group is easy to identify——it is what would be called the 
lumpenproletariat if there was a real proletariat: it consist of 
really declasse people, such as beggars, prostitutes and so on. 
The other group is not really made up of declasse people, but we 
have not yet found the exact term for it; it is a group to which 
we have paid a lot of attention and it has proved to be extremely 
important in the national liberation struggle. It is mostly 
made up of young people who are connected to petty bourgeois 
or workers’ families, who have recently arrived from the ruial
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areas and generally do not work; they thus have close relations 
with the rural areas, as well as with the towns (and even the 
Europeans). They sometimes live off one kind of work or 
another but they generally live at the expense of their families. 
Here I should just like to point out a difference between 
Europe and Africa; in Africa there is a tradition which requires 
that, for example, if I have an uncle living in the town, I can 
come in and live in his house without working and he will 
feed me and house me. This creates a certain stratum of people 
who experience urban life and who can, as we shall see, play 
a very important role.

That is a very brief analysis of the general situation in 
Guinea, but you will understand that this analysis has no value 
unless it is related to the actual struggle. Schematically, the 
methodological approach we have used has been as follows: 
first, the position of each group must be defined— to what 
extent and in what way does each group depend on the 
colonial regime? Next we have to see what position they adopt 
towards the national liberation struggle. Then we have to 
study their nationalist capacity and lastly, envisaging the post
independence period, their revolutionary capacity.

Among the Foulas the first group— the chiefs and thdir 
entourages— are tied to colonialism; this is particularly the 
case with the Foulas as in Guinea the Foulas were conquerors 
(the Portuguese allied themselves with the Foulas in order to 
dominate Guinea at the beginning of the conquest). Thus the 
chiefs (and their authority as chiefs) are very closely tied to 
the Portuguese authorities. The artisans are extremely depen
dent on the chiefs; they live off what they make for the chiefs 
who are the only ones that can acquire their products so that 
there are some artisans who are simply content to follow the 
chiefs; then there are other people who try to break away and 
are well-disposed towards opposition to Portuguese colonialism. 
The main point about the Dyula is that their permanent 
preoccupation is to protect their own personal interests; at 
least in Guinea, the Dyula are not settled in any one place, they 
are itinerant traders without any real roots anywhere and their 
fundamental aim is to get bigger and bigger profits. I t  is 
precisely the fact that they are almost permanently on the move 
which provided us with a most valuable element in the struggle. 
It goes without saying that there are some Dyula who have not 
supported our struggle and there are some who have been 
used as agents against us by the Portuguese, but there are some 
whom we have been able to use to mobilise people, at least as 
far as spreading the initial ideas of the struggle were con
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cerned— all we had to do was give them some reward, as they 
usually would not do anything without being paid.

Obviously, the group with the greatest interest in the 
struggle is the peasantry, given the nature of the various different 
societies in Guinea (feudal, semi-feaudal) etc. and the various 
degrees of exploitation to which they were subjected; but the 
question is not simply one of objective interest.

Given the general context of our traditions, or rather the 
superstructure created by the economic conditions in Guinea, 
the Foula peasants have a strong tendency to follow their chiefs. 
Thorough and intensive work was therefore needed to mobilise 
them. Among the Balantes and the groups without any defined 
form of state organisation the first point to note is that there 
are still a lot of remnants of animist traditions even among the 
Muslims in Guinea; the part of the population which follows 
Islam is not really Islamic but rather Islamised: they are 
animists who have adopted some Muslim practices, but are still 
throughly impregnated with animist conceptions. What is more, 
these groups without any defined organisation put up much 
more resistance against the Portuguese than the others and they 
have maintaned their tradition of resistance to colonial pene
tration intact. This is the group that we found most ready to 
accept the idea of national liberation. Obviously, you must 
not think that all these peasants just accepted the idea of 
national liberation with open arms, without any worries or 
any problems.

Here I should like to broach one key problem, which is of 
enormous importance for us, as we are a country of peasants, 
and that is the problem of whether or not the peasantry re
presents the main revolutionary force. T shall -confine pivsel^ to

mav m m

e tween 
physicaHs{TtBe* 
the whole oi the population, it control! 
is the peasantry
what trouble we had bSnWftcTng 'Ihe: trouble we had cOrvTfiang lh e  peasantry to tig h t., t his..
is a prt^Tern'I^'shair'come’' back ‘ to..later; "here i  shoulJjust
like to'refer to what the previous speaker said about China; the 
conditions of the peasantry in China were very different: the 
peasantry had a history of revolt, but this was not the case 
in Guinea, and so it was not possible for our party militants and 
propaganda workers to find the same kind of welcome among 
the peasantry in Guinea for the idea of national liberation as the
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idea found in China. All the same, in certain parts of the 
country and among certain groups we found a very warm 
welcome, even right at the start. In other groups and in other 
areas all this had to be won, and we had to work very hard 
to win it.

Then there are the positions of the various groups in the 
towns vis-a-vis the struggle to be considered. The Europeans 
are, in general, hostile to the idea of national liberation; they 
are the human instruments of the colonial state in our country 
and they therefore reject a priori any idea of national liberation 
there. I t has to be said that the Europeans most hitter'rv

welha^ s o m e i S ^ s T ^ n y c o ^ f l e m i ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t o c ^ s tru g g le
the ] European*̂among certain memhe

A s i s i r f f l s r
.................  geoisie.

/is  ror me mricans, the p e tty " lio u rjp o ^  c S  ̂ e ”2vided  into 
three sub-groups as regards the national liberation struggle. 
First, there is the petty bourgeoisie which is heavily committed, 
and compromised with colonialism: this included most of the 
higher officials and some members of the liberal professions. 
Second, there is the group which we perhaps incorrectly call 
the revolutionary petty bourgeoisie: this is the part of the 
petty bourgeoisie which is nationalist and which was the source 
of the idea of the national liberation struggle in Guinea. In  the 
middle lies the part of the petty bourgeoisie which has never 
been able to make up its mind between the national liberation 
struggle and the Portuguese. Next come the wage-earners, 
which you can compare roughly with the proletariat in European 
societies, although they are not exactly the same thing: here, 
too, there is a majority committed to the struggle, but, again’ 
many members of this group were not easy to mobilise— wage- 
earners who had an extremely petty bourgeoisie mentality and 
whose only aim was to defend the little they had already acquired.

Next come die declasses. The really declasse people, the

PWBer -eiQBMQESBSBBSBK''
gue.se p p S . to

M K S B M sly  gr> hl1t not oiir struggle. On the
other h a n d r W ^ M I f ^ ^ T S M r a ^ f o r  which 
we have not yet found any precise classification (the group of 
mainly young people recently arrived from the rural areas with 
contacts in both the urban and the rural milieux) gradually 
comes to make a comparison between the standard of living of 
their own families and that of the Portuguese, they begin to 
understand the sacrifices being borne by the Africans. They 
have proved extremely dynamic in the struggle. Many of these 
people joined the struggle right from the beginning and it is
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among this group that we found many of the cadres whom 
we have since trained.

The importance of this 
it allows*
prise ^ 1 
nationansmT'argely sprang „ _
France. As far as Guinea is concerned, the idea of the national 
liberation struggle was born not abroad but in our own 
country, in a milieu where people were subjected to close and 
incessant exploitation. Many people say that it is the peasants 
who carry the major burden of exploitation: this may be true, 
but so far as the struggle is concerned it must be realised that 
it is not the degree of suffering and hardship involved as such 
that matters: even extreme suffering in itself does not necessarily 
produce the prise de conscience required for the national 
liberation struggle. In Guinea the peasants are subjected to a 
kind of exploitation equivalent to slavery; but even if you try 
and explain to them that they are being exploited and robbed, 
it is difficult to convince them by means of an unlived 
explanation of a technico-economic kind that they are the most 
exploited people; whereas it is easier to convince the workers 
and the people employed in the towns who earn, say, 10 escudos 
a day for a job in which a European earns between 30 and 50 
that they are being subjected to massive exploitation and 
injustice because they can see it. To take my own case as a 
member of the petty bourgeois group which launched the 
struggle in Guinea, I  was an agronomist working under a 
European who everybody knew was one of the biggest idiots in 
Guinea; I could have taught him his job with my eyes shut but 
he was the boss: this is something which counts a lot, this is 
the confrontation which really matters. This is of major impor
tance when considering where the initial idea of the struggle 
came from.

Another major task was to examine the material interests 
and the aspirations of each group after the liberation, as well 
as their revolutionary capacities. As I have already said, we 
do not consider that the peasantry in Guinea has a revolutionary 
capacity. First of all we had to make an analysis of all these 
groups and of the contradictions between them and within them 
so as to be able to locate them all vis-a-vis the struggle and 
the revolution.

The first point is to decide what is the major contradiction 
at the moment when the struggle begins. For ps the main 
contradiction was that between, on the one hand, the Portuguese 
and international bourgeoisie which was exploiting our, people 
and the interests of our people, on the other hand. There are

urban experience lies in the fact that
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also major contradictions within the country istelf, i.e. in the 
internal life of our country. I t is our opinion that if wc get 
rid of colonialism in Guinea the main contradiction remaining, 
the one which will then become the principal contradiction, is 
that between the ruling classes, the semi-feudal groups, and the 
members of the groups without any defined form of organisation. 
The first thing to note is that the conquest carried out first by the 
Mandingues and then by the Foulas was a struggle between two 
opposite poles which was blocked by the very strong structure 
of the animist groups. There are other contradictions, such as 
that between the various feudal groups and those between the 
upper group and the lower: all this is extremely important 
for the future, and even while the struggle is still going on we 
must begin to exploit the contradiction between the Foula 
people and their chiefs, who are very close to the Portuguese. 
There is a further contradiction, particularly among the animists, 
between the collective ownership of the land and the private 
ownership of the means of production in agriculture. I am not 
trying to stretch alien concepts here, this is an observation that 
can be made on the spot: the land belongs to the village, but 
what is produced belongs to whoever produces it—usually the 
family or the head of the family.

There are other contradictions which we consider secondary; 
you may be surprised to know that we consider the contradictions 
between the tribes a secondary one; we could discuss this at 
length, but we consider that there are many more contradictions 
between what you might call the economic tribes in the capitalist 
countries than there are between the ethnic tribes in Guinea. 
Our struggle for national liberation and the work done by our 
party have shown that this contradiction is really not so 
important; the Portuguese counted on it a lot but as soon as we 
organised the liberation struggle properly the contradiction 
between the tribes proved to be a feeble, secondary contradiction. 
This does not mean that we do not need to pay attention to 
this contradiction; we reject both the positions which are to be 
found in Africa-—one which says: there are no tribes, we are all 
the same, we are all one people in one terrible unity, our 
party comprises everybody; the other saying: tribes exist, we 
must base parties on tribes. Our position lies between the two, 
but at the same time we are fully conscious that this is a 
problem which must constantly be kept in mind; all structural, 
organisational and other measures must be taken to ensure 
that this contradiction does not explode and become a more 
important contradiction.

As for contradictions between the urban and rural areas;
I would say that there is no conflict between the towns and
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the.countrysi.de, not least because we are only towndwellers 
who have just moved from the country; everybody in the 
towns in Guinea iias close relatives in the country and all 
towndwellers still engage in some peasant activity (growing 
crops, etc.); all the same, there is a potential contradiction 
between the towns and the countryside which colonialism tries 
to aggravate.

That, in brief, is the analysis we have made of the situation; 
this has led us to the following conclusion: we must try and 
unite everybody in the national liberation struggle against the 
Portuguese colonialists: this is where our main contradiction 
lies, but it is also imperative to organise things so that we 
always have an instrument available which can solve all the 
other contradictions. This is what convinced us of the absolute 
necessity of creating a party during the national liberation 
struggle. There are some people who interpret our party as a 
front; perhaps our party is a front at the moment, but within 
the framework of this front there is our party which is 
directing the front, and there are no other parties in the front. 
For the circumstances of the struggle we maintain a general 
aspect, but within the framework of the struggle we know 
what our party is, we know where the party finishes and where, 
the people who just rallied for the liberation struggle begin.

When we had made our analysis, there were still many 
theoretical and practical problems left in front of us. We had 
some knowledge of other experiences and we kne\ 
strug'g1e*‘'o r '
le<T by tKe working clasT; we ’fdokea fa  ^

"sKoyecj us that
things were ’Feglm by some revolutionary intellectual! 
then were~wF'W"doF'We''w?re, 7usrT^gro^*of petty bourgeois 
who were driven by the reality of life in Guinea, by the 
sufferings we had to endure, and also by the influence events 
in Africa and elsewhere had on us, in particular the experienced 
some of us acquired in Portugal and other countries in Europe, 
to try and do something.

And so this little group began. We first thought of a 
general movement of national liberation, but this immediately 
proved unfeasible. We decided to extend our activity to the 
workers in the towns, and we had some success with this; 
we launched moves for higher wages, better working conditions 
and so on. I do not want to go into details here, the only point 
I want to make is that we obviously did not have a proletariat. 
We quite clearly lacked revolutionary intellectuals, so we had 
to start searching, given that we— rightly— did not believe in 
the revolutionary capacity of the peasantry.
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One important group in the towns were the dockworkers; 
another important group were the people working in the boats 
carrying merchandise, who mostly live in Bissau itself and travel 
up and down the rivers. These people proved highly conscious 
of their position and of their economic importance and they 
took the initiative to launch strikes without any trade union 
leadership at all. We therefore decided to concentrate all our 
work on this group. This gave excellent results and this group 
soon came to form a kind of nucleus which influenced the 
attitudes of other wage-earning groups in the towns— workers 
proper and drivers, who form two other important groups. 
Moreover, if I may put it this way, we thus found our little 
proletariat.

We also looked for intellectuals, but there were none, 
because the Portuguese did not educate people. In any case, 
what is an intellectual in our country? I t would probably be 
someone who knew the general situation very well, who had 
some knowledge, not profound theoretical knowledge, but concrete 
knowledge on the country itself and on its life, as well as on 
our enemy. We, the p ^ p le  I have talked about, the engineers, 
doctors, bank ! ; and so on, joined together to form a
group of intellectuels valables.

There was also this other group of people in the towns, 
which we have been unable to classify precisely, which was still 
closely connected to the rural areas and contained people who 
spoke almost all the languages that are used in Guinea. They 
knew all the customs of the rural areas while at the same time 
possessing a solid knowledge of the European urban milieux. 
They also had a certain degree of self-confidence, they knew 
how to read and write (which makes a person an intellectual 
in our country) and so we concentrated our work on these 
people and immediately started giving them some preparatory 
training.

We were faced with another difficult problem: we realised 
that we needed to have people with a mentality which could 
transcend the context of the national liberation struggle, and so 
we prepared a number of cadres from the group I have just 
mentioned, some from the people employed in trade and other 
wage-earners, and even some peasants, so that they could 
acquire what you might call a working class mentality. You
may think this is absurd—in any case it is very difficult; in 
order for there to be a working class mentality the material cond
itions of the working class should exist, a working class should 
exist. In fact we managed to inculcate these ideas into a large 
number of people— the kind of ideas; that is, there would be if 
there were a working class. We have trained about 1,000 cadres
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at our party school in Conakry, in fact for about two years this 
was about all we did outside the country. When these cadres 
returned to the rural areas they inculcated a certain mentality 
into the peasants and it is among these cadres that we chose 
the people who are now leading the struggle; we are not a 
Communist party or a Marxist-Leninist party"tru ‘
nov 
fro

group- ~WBSn"I™ireaFThaT only the peasantry can lead 
the struggle a m 'I  supposed to think we have made a mistake? 
All I  can say is that at the moment our struggle is going well.

There are all sorts of other generalisations of a political 
nature like this generalisation about the peasantry which keep 
on cropping up. There are a number of key words and concepts, 
there is a certain conditioning in the reasoning of our European 
friends: for example, when someone thinks, “ revolution ”, he 
thinks of the bourgeoisie falling, etc.; when someone thinks 
“ party ”, he forgets many things. Yesterday a friend asked 
me a number of questions about our party and several times I 
had to say to him, “ but it isn’t a European party ”; the 
concept of a party and the creation of parties did not occur 
spontaneously in Europe, they resulted from a long process of 
class struggle. When we in Africa think of creating a party 
now we find ourselves in very different conditions from those 
in which parties appeared as historico-social phenomena in 
Europe. This has a number of consequences, so that when you 
think “ party ”, “ single party ”, etc., you must connect all these 
things up with conditions in Africa, and with the history of 
the different societies.

A rigorous historical approach is similarly needed when exam
ining another problem related to this—how can the underdev
eloped countries evolve towards revolution, towards socialism? 
There is a preconception held by many people, even on the left, 
that imperialism made us enter history at the moment when 
it began its adventure in our countries: this preconception must 
be denounced. For somebody on the left, and for Marxists 
in particular, history obviously means the class struggle; our 
opinion is exactly the contrary. We consider that when imper
ialism arrived in Guinea it made us leave history— our history. 
We agree that history in our country is the result of class 
struggle, but we have our own struggles in our own country; 
the moment imperialism arrived, colonialism arrived; it made 
us leave our history and enter another history. Obviously, we 
agree that the class struggle has continued, but it has continued 
in a very different way: our whole people is struggling against 
the ruling class of the imperialist countries, and this gives a
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completely different aspect to the historical evolution of our 
country. Somebody has asked which class is the ‘ agent ’ of 
history; here a distinction must be drawn between colonial 
history and our history as human societies; as a dominated 
people we only present an ensemble vis-a-vis the oppressor. 
Each of our peoples of groups of peoples has been subjected 
to different influences by the colonisers; when there is- a 
developed national consciousness one may ask which social 
stratum is the agent of history, of colonial history; which is 
the stratum which will be able to take power into its hands 
when it emerges from colonial history? Our answer is that it 
is all the social strata, if the people who have carried out the 
national revolution (i.e. the struggle against colonialism) have 
worked well, since unity of all the social strata is a prerequisite 
for the success of the national liberation struggle. As we see 
it, in colonial conditions no one strata can succeed in the 
struggle for national liberation on its own, and therefore it is 
all the strata of society which are the agents of history. This 
brings us to what should be a void—but in fact it is not. 
What commands history in colonial conditions is not the class 
struggle; I do not mean that the class struggle in Guinea stopped 
completely during the colonial period, it continued, but in a 
muted way; in the colonial period it is the colonial state which 
commands history.

Our problem is to see who are capable of taking control 
of the state apparatus when the colonial power is destroyed. 
In Guinea the peasants cannot read or write, they have almost 
no relations with the colonial forces during the colonial period 
except for paying taxes, which is done indirectly. The working 
class hardly exists as a defined class, it is just an embryo. There 
is no economically valable bourgeoisie because imperialism prev
ented it being created. What there is is a stratum of people in 
the service of imperialism who have learnt how to manipulate 
the apparatus of the state— the African petty bourgeoisie: this 
is the only stratum capable of controlling or even utilising the 
instruments which the colonial state used against our people. 
So that we come to the conclusion that in colonial conditions it 
is the petty bourgeoisie which is the inheritor of state power 
(though I wish we could be wrong). The moment national 
liberation comes and the petty bourgeoisie takes power we 
enter, or rather we return to history, and thus the internal 
contradictions of our social and economic conditions break out 
again.

When this happens, and particularly as things are now, there 
will be powerful external contradictions conditioning the internal 
situation, and not just internal contradictions as before. What
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attitude can the petty bourgeoisie adopt? Obviously people on 
the left will call for the revolution; the right will call for 
the ‘ non-revolution ’, i.e. a capitalist road or something like 
that. The petty bourgeoisie can either ally itself with imper
ialism and the reactionary strata in its own country to try and 
preserve itself as a petty bourgeoisie or ally itself with the 
workers and peasants, who must themselves take power or con
trol power to make the revolution. We must be very clear 
exactly what we are asking the petty bourgeoisie to do. Are 
we asking it to commit suicide? Because if there is a revolution, 
then the petty bourgeoisie will have to abandon power to 
the workers and the peasants and cease to exist qua petty 
bourgeoisie. For a revolution to take place depends on the 
nature of the party (and its size), the character of the 
struggle which led up to liberation, if there was an armed 
struggle, what the nature of this armed struggle was and 
how it developed and, of course, on the nature of the state.

Here I would like to say something about the position of our 
friends on the left; if a petty bourgeoisie comes to power, they 
obviously demand of it that it carry out a revolution. But the 
important thing is whether they took the precaution of analysing 
the position of the petty bourgeoisie during the struggle, did they 
examine its nature, see how it worked, see what instruments it 
used and see whether this bourgeoisie committed itself with 
the left to carrying out a revolution, before the liberation? As 
you can see, it is the struggle in the underdeveloped countries 
which endows the petty bourgeoisie with a function; in the 
capitalist countries the petty bourgeoisie is only a stratum which 
serves, it does not determine the historical orientation ot the 
country; it merely allies itself with one group or ^another. 
So that to hope that the petty bourgeoisie will just carry out 
a revolution when it comes to power in an underdeveloped 
country is to hope for a miracle. I t is true it could do this, 
but we must see in what conditions.

This connects with the problem of the real nature of the 
national liberation struggle; in Guinea, as in other countries, the 
implantation of imperialism by force and the presence of the 
colonial system considerably altered the historical conditions 
and aroused a response— the national liberation struggle— which 
is generally considered a revolutionary trend, but this is some
thing which I  think needs further examination. I should like 
to formulate this question: Is the national liberation movement 
something which has simply emerged from within our country, 
is it a result of the internal contradictions created by the presence 
of colonialism, or are there external factors which have determ
ined it? And here we have some reservations; in fact I

i
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would even go so far as to ask whether, given the advance of 
socialism in the world, the national liberation movement is not 
an imperialist initiative. Is the juridical institution which 
serves as a reference for the right of all peoples to struggle to 
free themselves a product of the peoples who are trying to 
liberate themselves? Was it created by the socialist countries 
who are our historical associates?— It is signed by the imper
ialist countries, it is the imperialist countries who have recognised 
the right of all people to national independence, so I ask myself 
whether we may not be considering as an initiative of our 
people what is in fact an initiative of our enemy? Even 
Portugal, which is using napalm bombs against our people 
in Guinea,' signed the declaration of the right of all peoples 
to independence. One may well ask oneself why they were so 
mad as to do something which goes against their own 
interests— and whether or not it was partly forced on them, 
the real point is that they signed it. This is where we think 
there is something wrong with the simple interpretation of 
the national liberation movement as a revolutionary trend. The 
objective of the imperialist countries was to prevent the 
enlargement of the socialist camp, to liberate the reactionary 
forces in our countries which were being stifled by colonialism 
and to enable these forces to ally themselves with the internat
ional bourgeoisie. The fundamental objective was to create a 
bourgeoisie where one did not exist, in order specifically to 
strengthen the imperialist and the capitalist camp. The rise 
of the bourgeoisie in the new countries, far from being anything 
surprising, should be considered absolutely normal, it is some
thing that has to be faced by all those struggling against imper
ialism. We are therefore faced with the problem of deciding 
whether to engage in an out and out struggle against the 
bourgeoisie right from the start or whether to try and make 
an alliance with the national bourgeoisie, to try to deepen the 
absolutely necessary contradiction between the national bour
geoisie and the international bourgeoisie which has promoted 
the national bourgeoisie to the position it holds.

To return to the question of the nature of the petty 
bourgeoisie and the role it can play after the liberation, I 
should like to put a question to you. What would you have 
thought if Fidel Castro had come to terms with the Americans? 
Is this possible or not? Is it possible or impossible that the 
Cuban petty bourgeoisie, which set the Cuban people marching 
towards the revolution, might have come to terms with the 
Americans? I think this helps to clarify the character of the 
revolutionary petty bourgeoisie. If I may put it this way, I 
think one thing that can be said is this: the revolutionary petty
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bourgeoisie is honest; i.e. in spite of all the hostile conditions, 
it remains identified with the fundamental interests of the 
popular masses; to do this it may have to commit suicide, but 
it will not lose; by sacrificing itself it can reincarnate itself, 
but in the condition of workers or peasants. In speaking of 
honesty I am not trying to establish moral criteria for judging 
the role of the petty bourgeoisie when it is in power; what I 
mean by honesty, in a political context, is total adhesion and 
total identification with the toiling masses.

Again, the role of the petty bourgeoisie ties up with the 
possible social and political transformations that can be effected 
after liberation. We have heard a great deal about the state of 
national democracy, but although we have made every effort 
we have so far been unable to understand what this means; 
even so, we should like to know what it is all about as we 
want to know what we are going to do when we have driven out 
the Portuguese. Likewise, we have to face the question whether 
or not socialism can be established immediately after the liber
ation. This depends on the instruments used to effect the 
transition to socialism; the essential factor is the nature of the 
state, bearing in mind that after the liberation there will be 
people controlling the police, the prisons, the army and so on 
and a great deal depends on who they are and what they try 
to do with these instruments. Thus we return again to the 
problem of which class is the agent of history and who are the 
inheritors of the colonial state in our specific conditions.

I mentioned briefly earlier the question of the attitude of 
the European left towards the underdeveloped countries, in 
which there is a good deal of criticism and a good deal of 
optimism. The criticism reminds me of a story about some lions: 
there is a group of lions who are shown a picture of a lion 
lying on the ground and a man holding a gun with his foot 
on the -lion (as everybody knows the lion is proud of being 
king of the jungle), and one of the lions looks at the picture and 
says, “ if only we lions could paint ”. If one of the leaders of 
one of the new African countries which people expect to carry 
out a revolution could take time off from the terrible problems 
in his own country and become a critic of the European left 
and say all he had to say about the retreat of the revolution in 
Europe, of a certain apathy in some European countries and of 
the false hopes which we have all had in certain European 
groups...

As for me—and when I say me I speak for my comrades, 
too— we think that the important point is to see which attitude 
is the most reasonable and the most effective. Undoubtedly one 
of the most effective attitudes is to struggle in every way
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which you yourselves find suits you in your own specific 
conditions.

What really interests us here is neo-colonialism. After the 
second world war imperialism entered on a new phase: on the 
one hand, it worked out the new policy of aid, i.e. granted 
independence to the occupied countries plus ‘ aid ’ and, on the 
other hand, concentrated on preferential investment in the 
European countries; this was, above all, an attempt at rational
ising imperialism. Even if it has not yet provoked reactions of 
a nationalist kind in the European countries, we are convinced 
that it will soon do so. As we see it, neocolonialism (which 
we may call rationalised imperialism) is more defeat for the 
international working class than for the colonised peoples. Neo
colonialism is at work on two fronts—in Europe as well as in 
the underdeveloped countries. Its current framework in the 
underdeveloped countries is the policy of aid and one of the 
essential aims of this policy is to create a false bourgeoisie to 
put a brake on the revolution and to enlarge the' possibilities 
of the petty bourgeoisie as a neutraliser of the revolution; at 
the same time it invests capital in France, Italy, England and 
so on. In our opinion the aim of this is to stimulate the 
growth of a workers’ aristocracy, to enlarge the field of action 
of the petty bourgeoisie so as to block the revolution. In our 
opinion it is under this aspect that neo-colonialism and the 
relations between the international working class movement and 
our movements must be analysed. En passant, I might point out 
that imperialism is quite prepared to change both its men and 
its tactics in order to perpetuate itself; it will make and 
destroy states and, as we have already seen, it will kill its own 
puppets when they no longer serve its purposes. If need be, it 
will even create a kind of socialism, which people may soon 
start calling ‘ neo-socialism ’.

If there ever have been any doubts about the close relations 
betw Ten^guf’ struggle

need not he any^ Obviously I don t think it is possible to 
forge closer illations between the peasantry in Guinea and 
the working class movement in Europe; what we must do 
first is try and forge closer links between the peasant movement 
and the wage-earners’ movement in our own country. The 
example of Latin America gives a good idea of the limits on 
closer relations; in Latin America you have an old neo-colonial 
situation and a chance to see clearly the relations between the 
North American proletariat and the Latin American masses. 
Other examples could be found nearer home.

There is, however, another aspect I should like to raise
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and that is that the European left has an intellectual respons
ibility to study the concrete conditions in our country and help 
us in this way, as we have very little documentation, very few 
intellectuals, very little chance to do this kind of work ourselves, 
and yet it is of key importance: this is a major contribution 
you can make. Another thing you can do is to support the 
really revolutionary national liberation movements by all possible 
means. You must analyse and study the movements and combat 
on the spot in Europe by all possible means everything which 
can be used to further the repression against our peoples. I refer 
especially to the sale of arms; I  should like to say to our Italian 
friends that we have captured a lot of Italian arms from the 
Portuguese, not to mention French arms, of course. Moreover, 
you must unmask courageously all the national liberation 
movements which are under the thumb of imperialism. People 
whisper that so-and-so is an American agent, but nobody in the 
European left has taken a violent and open attitude against 
these people; it is we ourselves who are confronting the 
Portuguese colonialists who have to try and denounce these 
people, who are sometimes even those acce; .ed by the rest of 
Africa and this creates a lot of trouble for us.

I  think that the left and the international working class 
movement should confront those states which claim to be 
socialist with their responsibilities; this does not, of course, 
mean cutting off all their possibilities of action, but it does 
mean denouncing all those states which are n< >-colonialist. The 
left, and the youth of the left in particular should prepare itself 
for a militant activity of study and concrete action in the 
countries of the third world which claim to' be socialist, or 
which even maybe really are.

To end up with, I should just like to mak. one last point 
about solidarity between the international working class mo
vement and our national liberation struggk There are two 
alternatives: either we admit that there ally is a struggle 
against imperialism which interests everybody, or we deny it. 
If, as would seem from all the evidence, imperialism exists and 
is trying simultaneously to dominate the working class in all 
the advanced countries and smother the national liberation 
movements in all the underdeveloped countries i’ n there is 
only one enemy against whom we are fight Ag. If  we are 
fighting together then I  think the main aspect if on, solidarity 
is extremely simple: it is to fight—I don’t think there is any 
need to discuss this very much. We are struggling in Guinea 
with guns in our hands, you must struggle in your countries as 
well— I don’t say with guns in your ha: , I ’m n t going to 
tell you how to struggle, that is your business; but you must
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find the best means and the best forms of fighting against our 
common enemy: this is the best form of solidarity.

There are, of course, other secondary forms of solidarity: 
publishing material, sending medicine, etc.; I can guarantee you 
that if tomorrow we make a breakthrough and you are engaged 
in an armed struggle against imperialism in Europe we will 
send you some medicine, too. I don’t at all wish to say that 
it is not up to you to decide whether peaceful coexistence is 
a form of struggle or not— it is very much up to you; all we 
ask you is not to confuse the general strategy of the struggle 
with the tactics of the struggle.

The Africa Research Group is a movement research 
and education project that focuses on analyzing the 
United States' imperialist penetration of Africa. The 
group hopes to promote a more informed concern with 
and protest against the role the US plays in the domi
nation of Africa and to contribute to sharpening and 
extending an anti-imperialist and anti-racist conscious
ness within movements for social change. The group 
wants to hear from people or organizations with 
sihnilar research interests. For a list of available publica
tions including "Armed Struggle in Southern Africa" 
120c) and "How Harvard Rules" ($1). write P.O. Box 
213, Cambridge, Mass. 02138,
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