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uis Behanzin

Guines, the only Alrican country thal sald NO to the referendum imposed by
French colonislism on [tg possessions, mobilizes and malatains alert ita people's
mQitias to say NO to the Imperialist aggressor. and arms its technicsl, political
and edministrative cadres ideologically and culturally 1o sa¥ NO to cultural
calonialis;i and the intellectuals who make 2 show of their Africanisin, but play
the game of their foreigh bosscs.

In foreign unlversities, many Guinean shxdents are receiving technical and
scientific knowledge to collaborate in the stnucturing that will pexrmit the eco-
nomic development of their country.

Each eummer the PDG organwzes s semmicac (or returnees from foreiga uni-
versitles, In which the principal political ond adminisirative leaders of Gulnea
particlpate.

On thls occazion Tricontlhental publishes the remarks made at the 1970 se-
minar by louis Behanzin, Secretory of State for Ideology, who was in charge
of planning and Initisting the educational reform that became general middle-level
education In the Centers of Revolutionary Education (CER). wherc the basic
content of general culture is mixed with Marxist thecry and proctice in the
curziculum.
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Culture and Action

Focus of the Subject

ALL HUMAN ACTIoN — whether it traasforms or dominates nature,
or destroys certain social relations and transforms society — is a
cultural act, 8 manifestatiory of culture at the same time that it
acts as a generator of culture.

That culture is a product of the people through the work of
creating their material life and the organization of social life is an
estahlished truth on which we will not dwell Actually, only
practical application, the struggles within society to transform it,
the activities to improve life, effectively create and develop culture.
Now, it is the people who carry out this work and not those who
live from the work of others; it is therefore clear that it-is the
people who create culture, but under specific conditions ard sit-
uations. The people create culture under conditions and in situa-
tionc of respensible work.

Culture is not a biological matter but a, historic-sociological
matter. To affirm that culture is not a biological matter does not
in any way signify that any species of animal, ircluding any
primate species, in its activities to satisfy its vital needs, auto-
maticaily creates a culture, although some monkeys often display
disturoine behavior and attitudes. No, a certain division and a
certain distribution of man’s genetic material (man in general)
determines that the activities of the human species maintain and
recreate life, lead to generation and.accumulation “of the necessary
facilities and material means” — that is, of the mental and materia)
tools for better maintaining and ultimately recreating this life. Let
us start here with genetic material comman to the species as the
first data and without starting any polemic with the geneticists.

As we said before, we have no intention of debating again the
definition of culture, the genesis of knowledge and culture. Nor
will there be any debate for the moment with the specialists in
genetic epistomology.

Our intention is simpler and more direct: it is to reexamine a
cultural sector, to evaluate its components, to try to analyze the
function of culture, to see what can inhibit or stimulate this
function, given the fact that the recognized active agent of all this

m is clearly the people, under normal circumstances, or an elite

|

under abmormal circumstances. In the course of this exposition
we will touch oa problems that affect the genesis of culture only
to the extent reqered for lucid presentation, What we will stress
are the componeats of the culiural sector, particularly those
Yesponsibie for a certain type of activity, activity leading to scjen-
tific and technical progress: this s our fccus

The Cultwal Secicr

There is no activity without culture and any nonmutilated
culture bas it: activity. But the culture of a society is not some-
thing that bel: in its totality, to each individual in that society.
Lt 1s not, as the Dourgeois theorist states, ‘‘what remains when we
have forgotien everyth:ng, “The cutlture of a society is a sectos. “the
cultural sector.” which we understind 10 be the sum of the material
and nonmsterial. goods created by a specific society as it recreates
itself. It is also the sum of social behavior ard customs (and
individual behawicr and customs when typical and rot abnormal
are_social) that characterize every ‘“aeculturated” being in it.

y give tkis importance to the cultural field >

It is because. first of all, culture engenders certain forms of
action, and this action reforms culture so that, in the last analysis
it intervenes in the reformation of society. In the second place, a
culture which nevertbeless is not native to a specific society,
culture as a force which exercises its influence far from its origins,
can very well inflience the activities of this siciety and even. in
the final analysis. mold this society in its own manner,

The area of class struggle extends to the culiural field. We will
see some examples of this.

The cultural camp is characterized by its ideological nature
(this 1s its chief characgteristic) and by its dynamism, which can
vary first of aill guantitatively and then gqualitatively.

That is to say that a specific cultural sectcr can be classified
by its nature as a reac:icnary ideology (of man’s exploitation of
man, or of submission ‘o exploitat:on) or as a progressive ideology
(a libcrasion ideology), and on the other nand it can be classified
by its dyremism as contemplative or active. This gives us four
types of cultural sectors:

a) Reactionary and contemplative culture.

b) Reactionary and dynamic culture, therefore hegemonic (the

current example is what we are obliged to call imperialist

culture).

¢) Progressive but contemplative culture which, to tell the truth,

because of its degree of contemplation, is not a progressive

culture.

d) Progressive and dynamic culture. This is the culture toward

which ali the peoples actually committed to the construction of

socialism tend.

Our interest lies in analyzing this latter cultural sector and
deducing from it the means bv which it works and the coaditions
of its movement. But we are obliged to turn briefly to the question
of imperialist bourgeois culture, reactionary and dynamic, which




for many African countries constitutes a real danger. This
imperialist cultural camp (reactionary and dynamic) is funda-
mentally the cultural camp that js ideclogically the enemy of that
cuitural camp which is indispensable to the success of the
democratic revolution. We have purpasely retained only those
characteristics of the cultural camp useful within the limits of
this course.

We repeat:

The cultural camp can go beyond its genetic territory, its original
social territory, just as another cultural sector can be superimposed
on it. The debate on culiure, far from being a simple intellectual
exercise, is a basic debate, a radical expression of the class struggle.
We must ask ourselves whether ¢ertain individuals, caught in a
reactionary but dynamic cultural camp, in addition to their original
culture, do not wind up being influenced in every way by this
camp. We must ask ourselves whether certain African intellec-
tuals, who boast of their Africanism but whose concrete behavior
betrays this Africanismn, arc not already persons profoundly
influenced by the neocolonialist, imperialist culturat camp, and
taken in by it

On this level we must analyze closely the problem of relations
between the cuitural camps, the more so when tremendous devel-
opment of the mass media and of techmiques of psychological
conditioning, permit neocolonialist imperialism to extend at its
“i'hir? its cujtural hegemony, and manipulate everything manip-
ulable.

To study this problem we will have to turn first to a very simple
example, although comparisons are not always valid.

We admitted that wild animals have their “instinctual area”
engendered over the course of and through the work they perform
from generation to generation in order to survive. We know that
when we capture them, with the objective of making them our
helpers, we must place them within our cultural context; not in
order for them to become ‘“‘cultivated” like us but so that they
react in accordance with technigues of communication appropriate
to our environment; we tame them, we domesticate them — that
is, we condition them to the rules of the house, which are cultural
rules, and we know that we cannot be the real rulers of these
beasts until we have really succeeded in our training efforts.

In'the class struggle,.in the bosom of human societies, especially
in the cultural field, the method is not very different in its intention
or in its methodology. Here the only essential difference comes
from the fact that the original cultural field of those one wants to
capture and domesticate is often superior on the human scale, to
those who decide to do the domesticating. That doesn’t matter.
The fact is that this attempt at domestication through cultural
influence exists and that when it occurs with influential individuals
in the bosom of the original society, it is the responsibie and free
future of thi= society that is compromised.

And neocolonialist imperialism knows how to use this weapon.
Neocolonialist imperialisn knows how to substitute physical
violence and violation with cultural violence and violation, or

cultural drugs designed to tame the number of native agents
necessary to achieve a passive attitude on the part cf the entire

ple in the cuitural camp, and thus assure the successful ful-
fillment of the odbjectives of domination.

Whenn we speax of the culturally ex-colonized, ideologically
alienated, we mean not omly those trained and domesticated and
speci:iimliy selected {yom among the graduates of the universities
of the imperialist countries. The recruitroent is broader and more
varied Although the gradustes, when they are culturally alienated,
are more dangerous because they have a greater mastery of certain
cultural instmuments of the imperialist power, and are therefore
more eflective as imperialist agents, But all of them, graduates
and others, when they are culturally domesticated by imperialism,
act, with a tragically contemptible conviclion, as virulent agents
of neocolonialism, and serve as a brake against any national
cultural xevival, as well as against the entire culturzl revolution.
It is a tsue drama in which various Aifrican nationg today provide
sorrowful examples. An analysis of the dialectical relationship
between culture and action cannot ignore this.

The ground is pcepared to touch on wkat concerns us.

Culture and the Need for Development

Culture 1s rot simole. il is a rnultidimeasional whole with
various orgemic components dialectically related. and in certain
moments in the history o! a people, it hagpens that one of these
componerits takes precedence over the others. Culture is ideolo-
gical philosophy (which gives it the nature of its totality and
which directs it). artistic culture, scientific and technical culture,
practical culture, behavior, attitude, ebc., and we could not reduce
it to any of its components without mutilating. But the ideolcgical-
philosophical component — that is, the ore which cominates all
others — appears at all times and in every circumstance, s the
basis fcr the cther components. It is at the heart of each ‘course
presented in this seminar and is systematically dealt with by the
comrade who is the highest leader of the revoluiion. This
is not the place to deal with it, then, and if we do so it is because
we carmnoil speak, write or act in any way without evoking
ideology, which always has its place as tre guiding principle of
the leadership. Nor will we deal with the component of culture
known as “art.”

We are concerned with an extremely important chapter, We
will limit ourselves to culture as science, technigue, practicel and
transformative application. But we have stressed that all cultural
componernts are organically and dialectically related in a way that
should rever permit us to seriously consider one and ignore the
others. .

We cannot examine closely the cultural components that interest
us without concerning ourselves with another concept which governs
them and endoxs them with the intensity cf its dyramic, the
human mneed for achievement — that is, the need for fulfillment,
the need for the transformation and domination c¢f nature beyond




present needs; every necessity fel: as an obligation, as a vital
necessity of life, beyond immediate life, manifests itseli in practical
and transformative application, not orly as a necessity dictated
by material, biological and otker requirements. but also as a neces-
sity for fulfillment of our nature as man! Everything occurs as
if the genetic material responsible fcr the human species passes-
sed a potential energy for a need to achieve that goes beyvond the
biolagical, an energy respoasible for the supremacy of our species
in aur universe. Furthermore, it is with great circumspection that
we approa:h this concept in order not to permit ourselves to
move loward a metaphysical ideslism. But this fear cannot permit
us to turn our backs in cowardly fishion on the evidence that
there is this need for achievement which manifests itself here and
there in various degrees, se varied that we reach true differences
not only quantitatively but also qua:itatively.

Let us say that the result of the antagqnism between two cul-
tures is more the function of the difference between the intensities
of their need for achievement than between the guslities of the
cultural material instruments they presently possess. This problem
preoccupies all present cultures, and before going any further we
are going 10 see how the bourgeo:s theoreticians of preseri-day
imperialism handle it. The quotations we will give are taken
from a typically popularized text, since the object of the text is
to reach the masses it hopes to conquer. We quote:

Why do some nations arhieve a rapid development in the field

of economic and social expamnsion, while others remain stagnant

ox decline?

This question has always fascinated historians.

Why did the Greek city states and particularly Athers, begin

to develop in the Bih century BC, to the extent that 200 years

later, i{s culture had left an indelible stamp on all the origins of

Western civilization? Or, to move {0 more recent t‘mes, why did

one patt of North America, that colonized by the Englich, achieve

a rapid economic¢ peak while the part colonized originally by the

Spanich even thouch they actually possessed much richer terri-

taries there. developed more slowlv uniil recent times?

Why did Japan, as compared to China, achieve greater econc-

mic progress in the [9th ceatury? What is the generating force

o] economic progress and modernization? What 3s :ts nature, ils

origin?

And our professor replies: )
Psychologists have made an unexpected contribution to this
enigma. ., They work in laboratories to isolate what we might
call, for convenience, a certain tyve of “mental virus”' that is
a certain comvaratively rare vision which, when it manifests
itself in an individual. causes him to behave in a particularly
energelic fashion. .. The mental virus in question was given
the curious name of N. Ach. (abreviation for "“Need for
Aczhievement?).

And our professor studies various communities contaminated by
the “mental virus of the Need for Achievement’” and concludes:

m “The characteristic of all these communities is the intense feeling,

based on their celigion, that they are superio: tc other humangroups
that surround them and that, in one way or another, they hold
the key to salvation, not only for themselves but for the whele
of hurpanity as well...” And further on, since we can never leave
aside ideology, our professor completes kis analysis:

In the present century, the communists have been able to incul-
cate their militants very strongly with these psychological
convictions and it is therefore not suxprising to see that the
percentsge of the contamination by the N. Ach. factor has in-
creased in the literature of Russia and Continental China since
the communist revolutions in those ccuntries, It is truly para-
doxical that the communists have been able to set in motion a
rapid eccnomic growth in a country such as Rusrsia, not as is
believed because of socialism, but rather because of its fanatic
conviction. of its own superiorily. This means that here as in
other places, a people’s conviction of il's own superiority has
caused the propagation of the virus N. Ach. which is more
directly responsible for the accelerated rate of econcmic growth
than is the socialist nature of the organizational system

Frem this long quotation, we retain the idea that “the need for
achievement” takes precedence over the material instrunwent of
achievernent since it is what creates the instrument; that this “need
for achievement” is of an ideological nature and can be comupron
to an ideology of slavery and mystification and an ideology of
liberation. We atso note the comical naivete with which our doctor
in social psychology distinguishes the fanaticism respcnsible for the
socialists’ need for achievement from the nobility of conviction
responsible for the ‘normal person’s” need fcr achievemert. But
we merely ooserve this in passing, each one must carry out his
task with conviction. That the words of this author are not
accompanied by any text of scientific analysis and are not based
on any group of facts does not surprise us either. For the author
it is a guestion of succeeding in attracting the alienated intel-
lectuals fascinated by the imperialist culture of neocolonialism,
and not in locking for understanding and explanation. What is
imporiant to us is to be aware that imperialism knows the decisive
role that the need for achievement plays and is convinced that
the day when this need becomes the need of the majority of the
dominated peoples, it will be the end of imperialism.

But this need does not take possession of peopie by magic; the
process hat gives this potential its kinetic and ibs development is a
historic process that unfolds urder certain determined conditions
and c‘rcumstances.

We already know how within a given social order, subject to
the limits of the evolution of history, class consciousness is born
among the exploited in the course of their struggles against the
exploiters: first through resistance, then through offensive and
revolutionary acts. We know how after the next to last great
historic revolution, the bourgeois revolution, individuals arose,
managers of great enterprises who later would give birth to the
present gentlemen of imperialist technocracy; and we know to
what point the famous “need for achievement” pushes them. and
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at what price! We alsp know that with the help of propaganda,
thanks to that super meed for achievement, imperial’sm subjugates
the leaders of certain African countries 1a a point where, without
fear of the tragicomic, those folks gravely meet to study the
measures to be taken to create.in the bosom of the socialism they
proclaim, “heads of modern private enterprises’’ Historic progress
requires us to live throu%}m a particular siluation. The bourgeoisie
took advantage of feudalism in a relatively easy way due to the
limits of the development of productive lorces, and to the feeble
dynamism and “conternplative® character of feudal culture, although
on. the other hand it was cyaically brutal in its enslaving nature;
whereas today in their revolutionary struggle, the people face a
bourgeoisie of owrers or profiteers of a particularly enterprising
imperialist culture, which dialectically imposes on the liberating
revolution a still more enterprising dynamism.

The determination of socialism to overthrow capitalism in the
area of the ‘reed for achievernent” is classified by our professor
as fanaticism. -

It is clear then that in social practice, in practical application
in the transformation of nature, notbing is or will have been ac-
complished until we feel, within us, this need for development
and self-improvervent. The ideological content, conditions and the
organizational circumsiances im which this need must arise will
be created by the party; it is the militant will of the leadership
cadres that must propagate this need The collective study of the
means of this propsgation is one of the points that interest us.

The Beses for the Fropagation of Our Need for Achievement end
Development .

The precondition for the creation and propagation of our need
for achievement, our need for development, is our socialist
conscience. 1. 1s not wnat socualisin 1s a felvish that can transform
everything it touches; rather it is our deliberate choice of the peo-
ple's liberating revolution, of the people’s global cultural develop-
ment, for progress, againsi all exploitation of man by man or of a
people by another people, sgainst all submission, against obscu-
rantism and irrationality, it is this totality of options freely taken
that we call Socialistm; it is we who make socialism what it is and
not the other way round; to say that the precondition of socialist
conscience is the propagation of the need for development, is to
say that the precondition is the lucid and meaningful recognition
of the need for achevement to the point that we would have to
be 'sick to allow ourselves to be $Smpeded from realizing it. It is
first of sll, then, a question of arriving al the conviction that we
really have opted — that is, that we are in perfect agreement with.
the principles of :he party; and once this conviction is acquired,
everything becomes clear and we . are affected by the “virus” of
the need for achievement, the ideology of invincibility that frightens
the enemy, who, understanding nothing, calls it fanaticism, It is
fanaticism thken, the fanaticistm of the revolution, and when it
possesses us we are prepared to snatch the fire from Lucifer and

use it in exchange —however little we may utilize the metnod
that such an act requires— for revolutionary technology.

Let us presume we have achieved this preliminary condition of
our abso!ute sincerity as energetic members of the party, and the
only difficul des we face are technical.

That the pecple of Guinea, organized in the PDG, feel the profound
need for achievemeni, development and sel{-development, there is
the testimony of their vote o September 28, 1958, and all that has
taken place since. One concrete example we can offer of one of our
federations, in Yomou, demonstrates suificiently the impatient
desice of the masses to be able 10 achieve. This year the valiant

eople ‘of Yormpu proceeded to construct a bridge across the river
le, undertaking, in collaboration with an engineer, the functions
of workers, foremen, and in critical cases, in which methods had
to be rectified, that of student engineers. And in our surpdse ab
the wisdom of the people, we realized that we ourselves still have
not totally converied ourselves to sccialism, which postulates the
inexhaustible genius of the people. Their ingenuity has been proved,
but, by what technique can we mobilize the transforming and crea-
tive genius of the masses that is presently paralyzed? The genius
of an individual, however exceptional, is nothing compared to the
immeasurable genius of the people and it is that genius that is re-
vealed through inventive and practical application. It is therefore
necessary to initiate this practice everywhere.

For decades and in some cases for centuries, the exploiting powers
that dominated Africa paralyzed the genius of the African peoples,
and' although the PDG prouides us with arms and shows us the
way. we have still been unable to liberate and make completely
operative the immense genius of the people of Guinea. We
have gathered here to determine methods of itemizing our needs
in certain areas and how to meet them. It is certain that in ssience.
technology and practical application, our people are perfectly
capable of rapidly catching up with the best, then surpassing them
and finally helping them advance. In the cultural and artistic field
they have proved this adequately. How have they done this? They
have done it becanse foday in Guinea there exist some 10000
peoples’ academies of the arts (dramatic arts, choreography, music,
etc.) which are functioning well and which cover as many active
base committees devoted to a true search, and to applying the re-
sults of their search; while in the field of natural and technical
sciences there is no such investigation. We know well that we have
our 2000 Centers of Revolutionary Study (CER), first, second,
third and fourth cyecles. but their mere exisfence calls for an
academy of applied popular sciences for each Local Revolutionary
Power (PRL) which assembles all accumulated traditional expe-
rience, cultural capital that has been freed of all that is irrational,
all that is inhibiting, in order that science and technology can be
immediately translated into highly efficient practical. application.
These people’s academies will have as their responsibility, among
other things, aid to the CERs while receiving from the latter all
th:-]xt they have been able to master in science and modern tech-
nology.




We have encountered sxeptics whom -we have not always been
able to convince of the truth of the tact that the pecple are a wise
man with many heads and always solve well-formulated problems,
however difficult they may be; that the pecple even have a genius
for wisdom since they bring together elements of all individual
wisdom. Thase skeptics have not been convinced buf have felt them-
selves stropgly challenged when we called. their attention to this
Froven and zctual fact that peopte whowerethought to be coroplete-
y defeated have invented and successfully used arms that have
neutralized ihe effects of the death machines invented by famous
men (with or without reason} for the strongest forces in the
world and have severely punished the enemy's arrogance. Prob-
lems of the utmost impartance have been raised and the people,
in their search for adequate solutians, have drawn on their inge-
nuity. Thus it is our duty {o conceptualize the problems and state
them well — that is, to select them in terms of their interest to
the people and organize them methodically in terms of priorities
and available energies.

We do not pretend to exhaust here the areas in which problems
arise which up to now have an evident interest for the people,
but we will nevertheless mention some.

Speaking of domination, of transformation and of the utilization
of nature, how can we not mention first in Guinea, the West African
water tower, the problem of water as a potantial source of energy,
as an indispensable necessity for the survival of man, of animals
and of plant life, as a source of traasportation but also as a dev-
astating enemy, depending on whether the people dominate it or
whether they are dominated by it All the objective conditions exist
in Guinea for it to be mot a tountry with hydroeleciric resources
but a hydroelectrified country; ard if this is not the case, we
must consider this situation to be abnormal, and we must normalize
it, since the fundamental subjective conditions also e¢xist for the

resence of the PDC as it is and for what it is. If despite the ful-
illment of all the {undamental subjective conditions, of the deter-
mination of the people organized in one strong party forged by
the revolution, Guinea is nct a hydroelectrified couniry, it is be-
cause the problem has not been presented by us as it should be and
at the rank-and-file level where its reality is evident.

The control of the water supply is imperative and its fulfillment
dermands of us a culture that is perfecily within our possibility at
the same time that this fulfillment constitutes a fertile source of
culture for us. There is no rural village in Guinea where certain
hydraulic projects, ably organized by the people, have not improved
the material and culturat life.

A second area in which culture and action of the people can im-
mediately result in qualitative achievements and practical applica-
tion which in itseif will insure important and permanent develop-
ment, is that of applied biology and all the transformations to which
it gives rise. We know that biology at the plant level requires solar
energy, water, earth; and aaimal biology is to a laxge extent an off-
shoot of plant biology. We then recognize that our intertropical

m zone, Guinea’s entity, enjoys an exceptional privilege with respect

to biological resoucces, a privitege which, as such, is ambivalent in
its impetus to action; that is, because of the facilities that it offers,
this privilege can become 8 brake to action if the ideology of ac-
complishment does not intervene, but if the consciousness of de-
velopment which must characterize each revolytionzry intervenes,
it offers automatically the means for great achievement. We must
also abserve thal, contrary to the hydroelectric question that we
considered earliez, in various areas of biological data, we have ac-
cumulated in Africa a rich experience but one that unfortunately
bas remained unexploited and someiimes even unexplored. The im-
mense natural privilege we enjoy on the level of chlorophyllic as-
similation. of photosyn thesis, the mass of experience that cur people
have in plant knowledge, obliges us to hold in the biological field
and on a world plane, a scientifi:c penetration and a decisive pro-
ductivity, Our ambition must be at this level and it must be
achieved at wbatever cost, and if this determination js fanaticism,
we must as revolutionaries accept this fanaticism.

We know very well that the people are not transformed, that they
transform themselves, but we say that because of the concrete
role we play in the hearts of the people, because of the mass of
information we have, when we do not lay out — not for the people
but with the people — the true problems that conceyn them, then
we represent an cbstacle to their progress.

These two examples indicate how the areas of our possible activ-
ities are determined by the conjunction of our needs to be satis-
fied and the existence of raw matenals 10 transform. We then un-
derstand how unnecessary it is to present a complcte list of these
areas_given the immensity and variety of Guinea's natural resources
and the level that the PDGC gives to the need for achievement, that
the people must feel imperatively.

The immensity of the effort we must make in the area of culture
applied to action is in direct relation to the abundance of natural
resources we posess and we ignore this point at our peril. We
must not ignore the fact that the countries that are poor in natural
Jesources but rich with respect to their scientific and technological
cultural comgonent go all over the world in search of natural re-
sources which they take, real‘zing the benef:ts that the transfor-
mation of these resources will provide for them. We are even wit-
ness to that practice on the part of certain technical ard industrial
powers which, although they possess the necessary natural resources
as raw materials Jor their industry, decide to conserve them unex-
ploited and use the enormous means that their economic power
gives them to extract and exhaust those same raw materials :n other
places, thus keering their own natural resources as a necessary
future reserve. We can thus imagine the political error we would
be committing if we were not to accumulate the necessary scientific
and technical culture to transform our natural resources into de-
veloped goods that we ourselves produce, in addition to the agree-
ments that permrit us to acquire abroad certain technical equipment
necessary for such processing. But before this technical equipment,
before these capital goods, even more than this equipment and this
capital, comes thewill to achieve and once we have acquired socialist




science, we cannot fail to be motivated by the need for achievement,
which is one of the characteristic features of socialism.

One day, a spokesman from a technically and industrially advan-
ced country, intoxicated with the scientific and technical culture
that is the pride of these counmtries, affitmed with arrogance: “I
don’t care about owaing natural resoucces: 1 know that the loco-
motive engine that ¥ manufacture with raw materials taken from
other places is worth a million times more than the iron ore con-
tained in the weight of the iron of that eng'ne ' and we a~swered
him: “You are on the wrong track, because the value that you
attach to this iron ore derives from a potential scientific cultural
energy common 10 all peoples and which at any moment can be
converted into a kimetic cultural energy among some when the
society follows the elite line, among practically the entire people
when the palitical regime is revolutionary and follows a mass line.
Very wel], this phenomenon of revolutionizing society is operating
in the technically backward countries which at the same time hold
the majority of natural resources. This is precisely Guinea's case,
where the parti follows its revolutionary ideology in all its struc-
ture, within which this very culturat, scientific and technological
potential of the people must be born.

Resolutely and methodically, we must arm ourselves and the
people with the mental weapons necessary for this change.

Now is the time to make ourselves familiar, everywhere and
everyone, with certain mauterial and mental tools. We know that
certain Eeasant and artisan comrades are suffocating because they
are unable to give free xein to their ingenuity. Moreover, since the
nation’s independence, certain peasants have invented machinery
whose success and complexity indicates sufiiciently the high tech-
nical cultura) level the people of Guinea would have reached today
if they had not suffered colonial hindrances for decades. Moreover,
there is nothing surprising in the fact that the continent that ini-
tiated the world to working in iron should have given birth to thase
peasant inventors. But recalling this first historic departure is of
interest now only as a measure of our responsibility in the present
and future.

We are responsible for the fact that today in our countryside not
even the simplest machine is used: the water from our wells we
get by lowering a pail directly, although the use of a pulley or a
crane would givé us much more. We use neither winch, nor lever
nor hydraulic wheel. We hardly use carts and wagons and we fail
to replace, wherever possible, muscular human energy with that
of draft enimals, of the mule which can be perfectly adapted, at
least in Upper Guinea, Middle Guinea, and in certain parts of
Forestal and Coastal Guinea. An example with the daba: a good
industrious worker can plow only a hectare and a half per year;
with a plough yoked with a pair of oxen cr even with oae (this
is possible as the Bentis CER demonstrated in 1967-68) the same
peasant can plow 15 hectares — that is, ten times what he can do
with the daba. Even if the combined utilization of simple machiner
and draft animals does not multiply the peasant’s yield tenfcld in a{l

m cases. we will be within a totally reasonable estimate if we say

thst in overall productive activities of people in the rural zone, the
judicious utilization of these means would double or tripla their
yield and, coasequently, total production

I{ we add the improvement wbich we would, by other means,
introduce in agriculture through the better use of zpplied biology
and chemistry which could multiply by three or five times our
actual average yield per hectare of distinct agricalture pzoducts,
there is no doubt that a pational application of a culture that we
can easily have, a correct application of such 2 cultuce in our daily
activities, in the daily activities of the people, would surely in-
crease quintuple our overall production, without mentioning the
decisive contribution our modern industries make to the happiness
of the ple.

It must be esdded that such a productive policy as it becomes
more powerful, with the cultural support it receives, will introduce
into the hosom of the people a8 stul more profound and potent
culture which, in 3 Jater phase, will have the ‘effect of broadening
the action. Today we have all the weapons to initiate such a process.

In the rural zone, let us take a specific rarnk-and-file committee
in which Local Revolutionary Power, created by the party, is in
fact organized. Then let us take a govermment situated at the ter-
ritorial level of the rank-and-file committee, which, within the
framework of the PDG, has absclute powers. Let us take a govern-
ment whose level of rational structurg leaves nothing to envy any
other government and which, mcreover; has the exceptional advan-
tage of beihg organically tied up with the cverall administrative
population. Here there is no delegation of power or duties: people,
party and state are organically mixed. In fact we find ourselves
faced with the ideal biological-political-economic and cultural com-
plex for communicating to the collective conscience, the movement
that must allow it to achieve. the particular victories over nature
that the satisfaction of the people’s needs requires.

Revolutionary consciousness, progressive. consciousnees, when it
is not also oriented toward physical nature in order to analyze it,
know it, change it and make it ours instead of hostile, make it help
the people;, revolutionary consciousness ihat does not act in this
manner, then behaves like an £nergy that could not spark any
motor, or else a motor that is functioniag in a void. [n any case,
-it is through its movement that consciousness is manifested, wh:ch
leads us to affirm that the.revolution is not only conscious move-
ment but also and above all, consciousness in movement. It is in
the long tun and by means of this movement of consciousness that
it is formed and developed.

Through the party’s program, the comrade Secretary-General of
the PDG had the opportunity to show that the class struggle con-
taing, as a facet of struggle, the fighting front that we maintain
to dominate nature. If we emphasize this it is tecause the Sec-
retary-General’s reports demand of each of us that we face the
problem, that we try to understand it, that we meditate and that
we apply the solutions indicated. .

In the class struggle, which we understand better through the
PDG program, the hass uses his domination so that he produees,




Yhrough the slave who processes goods, the imstrument which
together with the slave, constitutes for'the boss his productive
forces, which produce more and more proiits as the slave trans-
forms the goods for the boss and toward this end is reified through
this activity. But it is also through this activity, as a demonstration
of 1he technical mastery of the slave over nature, which is after
all the master of the bass’s existence since apart {rom nature there
is no existence, it is tbrough this aciivity that the consciousness
is born and develops which forms and radicalizes in the slave the
antagonism which questions the existence of the boss as such. Thus
it is essentially productive activity that is fundamental to the ‘‘boss
and slave” couple; it is productive activity that cements the
antagonism which rules this couple; it is productive activity which
transforms and dominates nature that, in cach of the antagonistic
classes, throughout history, provides the bes! armns for the struggle,
and particular'y the will 10 struggle. Thus it science and technology
are universal, it is class consciousness that moves them, leads them,
guides them.

‘“The sciences can be useful in three ways. They are oriented
according to the ideology of whoever has them, of whoever tea-
ches them, o whoever applies them.” This is the theme for devel-
opment that the party proposes this year 10 the candidates for
the bachelor’s degree.

Science and technology, in their creations as well as in their
utilization are the heail of the revolution.

We could not spesk indefinitely of consciousness in motion if
we left our agricultural technology where it is, If we left our soil
to become barren and eroded by the three to five meters of rain
that fall annually, instead of forcing it to work for us. '

The effort to construct hydroelectric dams, fulfilled by the peo-

le through their state, is gigantic; but precisely this concentrated
orce must be complemented at the level of each collectivity with
a multitude of small scale actions, paossible in each place, actions
whose " cumulative effect surpasses in importance works of great
magnitude. The challenge that our abundan? vegetation offers and
the violence of our rains are additional factors that motivate our
intervention with techniques that provide the precise response: it
is in our country where this abundant vegetation exists, it is in
our country where this heavy rainfall occurs, it is in our environ-
ment and by us that the elements thus unleashed must be tamed
and made to serve us, and, in the light of logic, and above all of
revolutionary consciousness, to expect solutions {rom outside is
not justifiable. The only correct position is to make foreign solu-
tions serve as a support for the authentic and original solutions we
provide, and to turn foreign solutions into our solutions, in both
their application and their further development when we force
them to respond to our needs.

Zeus was right to have Prometheus chained by Hephaestus, since
he remains Zeus only as long as the people fail to dominate the
fire of the sky. In the same way the colonial powers were correct
throughout colonial domination to try to destroy in us every ini-
tiative for technical progress, whether by corruwtion. substituting

a few consumez products for us to finish, whether by cleverness,
intim3dation or savage repression. A conscious people, a couniry of
“engineers’ are rnot dorrmated;—and every comscious people trans-
form itseli into a people of engineers. .The PDG knows this and.
since nationel in ce, has made the Guinean schoo] the home
of science, o technology and of practical application. And this de-
termination to izmmediately convert all kr:owledge into know-how
and iato action constitutes an important chapter in the course of
ideological formaticn. There is nothing surprising in the fact that
this year our young candidates for the first part of the bachelor’s
degree had 10 prove in theix ideological dissertation, that it was
not a question of knowing everything and being incapabdle of putting
into practice wdat one knows. It is a question of being able to
carry out what one knows, however little one knows.

The party therefore takes care to methodically tortn our youth, 1n
our Centers of Revolutionary Education, in the work of consiruct.
ing the new society, which will more and more insure the capacity
to place the forces drawn #from nature a1 the service of an
increasingly integsel democracy. But the CER is not isolated, it
is organically immersed in and allied with the totality of the
naticral working population, whose every techntcal advance
instantly provides a super techmical advance within the CER; super
advance because it is taken and improved by the CER which, as
the demograpkic seec-bed and the cultural and revolutionary
sources of the pstion in change, are in the best positton to carry
out their historic rele,

-It is therefore very important that the entire population engage
with ardor in the dattle for the improvement of technology, the
invention of otber techniques, scientific experimentation, ration-
alization of produciive work. :

To stress this reed for generalized technical and scientific
activities, the party, in acddition to the many measures it has
already taken, has created two other sections, one of scientific
invesiigations and the other of ideology of tele-teaching and
literacy education. The first section is to promote, organize and
control research in pure and applied sciences at the level of each
Rroductive unit, each institute, each establishment and each service.

Imost one thousand rural base committees of the PRL together
with CERs in the second, third and fourth cycles amounting to
more than 90% of the active population, constitute. potentially,
through ail their activities, the most significant productive units
and are therefore the objects of special attention by the research
section which has broken with the academicism and elitism charac-
teristic of such institutions in other regimes. As for the second
section, it is in cherge of all continuing, theoretical and practical
popular education, and thus has to try to make of each base
committee, of each production unit committee, a center of adult
revolutionary educaiion — that is, to transform the entire nation
into “a university of the masses” within which each one of us is
both teacher and student, within which there is a permanent flow
of communication of knowladge and know-how in accord witn tne
decisions concerning the socialist cultural revolution issued by




the party on August 2, 1968, in Kankan.

Right here we recall that the party has always taught that any
divorce between our actions ang the revolutionary positions we
take is to be avoided, that one must live the revolution and not
make dissertations about it. This called to mind Lenin’s phrase
that communism is the Soviets plus electrification. Thus, in a
concrete way, it is up to us to make sure that in Guinea socialism
is, in each base committee, a PRL which, having acquired full
revolutionary consciousness, becomes increasingly a politechnical
producer and at the same time a multifaceted apprentice, a
multifaceted engineer. doctor, administrator, professor, researcher.
And if such a conviction seems fanatical to anyone, it is only the
fanaticism of the democratic revolution.

We must not forget the important report of the Secretary-
General of the Party on September 14, 1958, at the National
Conference of the PDG: *“Colonialization has always been and
certainly can not be anything but an arbitrary fact owing to the
technical and military superiority of the imperialist regime.” And
the party has determined to make not only such domination.but
even the thought of it impossible for all time.

Ten years later, with the graduation of the first class from the
Politechnic Institute of Conakry (Lenin class) the chief leader of
the revolution added:

It is because it has a strong hold on science and technology

that imperialism is what it is. Today, through science and

technology neocolonialism is trying to dominate anew the
geogles recently liberated from the colonial yoke.

echnology, that material resource, carries increasingly greater

weight over people’s destinies than does capital The imperi-
alists, the neocolonialists know this, are convinced of this.
Yesterday, the unfortunate colonized peoples, alienated by
colonial oppression, were victims, above all, of the colonizer’s
arrogant and peremptory word; today the defeatist elements
that still exist within the proletarian nations are mortal victims
of the technology utilized by imperialism. They are overwhelmed
by this scientific theory, overcome by imperialism’s technical
achievements and they conclude that they must surrender their
arms and kneel down before imperialism.
No! The conscious, revolutionary struggle of the peoples can
vanquish imperialism!
If it is true science and technology constitute the resources
that create all other means of production, there is, above science
and technology, the technique of the revolution. It arms the
people, organizes them, restores t> them their science and tech-
nology which develops beyond all limits, no longer to enslave
but rather to serve the people.

We do not know whether it is of revolutionary benefit to allude
to the skepticism of certain people concerning our ability te
achieve technical equality with the best of those who already
find our orbit too small for their scientific activities. A basic
axinm never contradicted by .historic fact. proves that men are
equally capable of technical advancement and that only the

political, economic and social comditions in which they find
themselves cletermine the importance and speed of this advance

We know of people who today explore interplanetary space and
thus surpass provisionslly the scientific and technical level, other
people who were already enjcying a quite advanted civilization at a
time when they were st:ll living in trees or caves like our animal
forebears, and i{f we recall the irrational skepticism of some people.
it is because ke authenticated existence of alienated thought
obliges us never to overlook psychiatric theocy. Here also the
party was zight to invite the young candidates for the first part
of the bachelor's degree for the 1970 session to think abcut this
truth that the comrade Secretary-General of the PDG taught us:
“Ability is not given, it is won. sinrce all knowledge ‘s accessible
to anyane, provided he has the best conditions for acguiring it"

The best conditions. A mechanistic and superficial analysis can
suggest that wanting to speed up scientific and techmcal progress
through motivations other than g‘lo}ogical 1s idealism. Ve answez
that such necessities, despide being necessary mozvations for
progress, do nol occupy a predominant position on the scale of
motivations except during a well-defined period in humanity’s
infancy, and moreover have never been sufficient. Creatures of
culture since ancient times and no longer natural creatures, man’s
evolution continues by means of culture, and we wonder whether
the hiologica) modifications that the speies has expecienced have
not hecome biocultural modifications. In every case, it is in
cultural termsg that man more freguently tends to state his vital
problems. The elemental biological necessities are the same for
all, the technical advance that can satisfy them has not been the
same everywhere — Lhat is to say, this progress in itself creates new
necessities that require additional advances for their satisfaction.
Thus culture becomes more and more dominant; in other words,
the people who create and will continue to create their culture
are at the same time a product of it. This is why we insist that
the people, with their permanent but nat constant development,
create and recreate themselves endlessly. This is why the cultural
camp is not culturally closed — that is, the problems the people
raise are not always resolved at once. But if the problems are well
presented, the peaple know how to extend and deepen their
cultural experience so that such problems can then be resolved.
One example is illustrative; the tremendous scientific and technical
progress of the imperialist powers who use it to become more
imperialist — that is, to dominate the peoples more astutely. This
tremendous progress which hypnotizes and paralyzes many gov-
ernments of neocolonial countries and increases in them the spirit
of servility in the face of domination, presenis a grave problem
for alt the peoples committed to revolution. Each day, contemporary
history shows how, by developing its culture, the people find
solutions to these problems that put imperialm on the defensive.
Is it necessary to add that one of the most brilliant demenstrations
is the action of the heroic people of Viet Nam?

The best conditions! But it is not enough to raise their tech-
nological level by providing each village with a new machine,




although this is useful snd neressary in some cases. To sirengthen
the technical-cultural bas: of the village, there must be in each
of the town's activities, & rationalized use of time, of space and
of material, {for the optimum yield of efforts The machine, a
cultural toel, must be adopted by the emtire culture to give its
maximum effect. We wonder if perhaps ‘his is not the time and
place to denounce the misuse which shortens the life of the
machines and other implements which we d¢ not yet produce, and
which we import with foreign exchange for cash, to assure our
development. And ahen we say “shorten the life” we have to
bave the courage to recognize that we are engaged in systematic
destruction. The intelligent utilization of each foreigyn machine
we acquire, beyond the use for which it das heen made, can give
us a kaowledge of its mechanism and place us in an intellectual
tion, if not of improving it. of at least repcoducing it when we
ave the material resources. We evidence good technical under-
standing when we make an automobile Tun 20 000 kilometers move
than its manufacturer envisioned, without making a new motor.
One of the tasks of PRL and the production unit committees is to
see that the peasant and worker comrades acquire the know-how
that permits them to be better operators than those who man-
ufactured the implements they are using.

Speaking of culture and action, this course must have considered
the entire cultural area in order 1o study ihe action indicated. Out
of prejudice, we have chosen to be partial and to limit ourselves
to certain components of culture, among the many responsible for
technical progress.

Thus, this whole ceport appears to be polemic. In fact it is a
polemic, a discussion among ourselves to destroy in us every
tendency to reduce the factor of technical progress to the min-
imum, 10 evaluate it and to describe the qualily of productive
practice. But this polemic does not seek to place technology
above everything else, but rather to view it as one of nature's
cormponents. Moreover, all technology is part of a theory to which
it is dialectically linked, so that it is really a guestion of “theory-
technology” and ‘“‘technology-practice’”; these cannot be isolated
from the totality of mental tools and materials, attitudes and
behavior, of options, ete., that constitute’ culture. All the ceurses
given here now and in the future, will demonstrate increasingly
that the entire cultural field must be talken infa consideration in
order {o successfully guide a social action in &l its implications,
Once more we return to the problem of the base of cultural
sustenance, which must be broad enough to insure movement
without threatening egullibrivm. Down to the hamlet level, we’ will
have to be concermed with cultural components as varied as:

. a) Philosophy-ideology, bese and %uide for all the rest

b) Art, which stimulates and develops all our sensitivity at the

“ame time that it holds face to face with other areas, the most

effective role in the communication of knowledge.

c) The written word, whose importance we will discuss further

on,

d) Mathematics as a wniversal auxiliary mental instrument,

which each ane of us without excepuon must consciously leam

e) The experimental sciences and all the techniques that emanate

from them.

Contemplated theoretically in this fashion, such a2 program ap-
pears utopian. In reality this is not so. ot to place things within
the possibility of fulfillment would be uncealistic, “all knowledge
is secessible to any one who has the best conditions to acquire it.”
We have stated this before and the best conditions created by the
PDG come {rom local Revolutionary Power.

The proper funcsiioning of PRL is a prekade to the rapid explosion
of the people into a technical civilization guided by a high level
of revolutionsry consciousness.

Despite everything, alongside the basic condition that constitutes
the proper functioning of PRL, we must point out that an
important secondary consderation is the people's jomination of
the written word And this secondary condition is at the same
time one of ‘he conditions necessary, not only for the people’s
effective conduct in the socialist cultural revolution, but also in
the true exercise of democracy by the people — that is, of power
and of ail powers. Concretely, our civilization is presently in a
preponderartly oral stage, which does not mean that our African
civilization has as a fundamental characteristlc oral communication
and disenssion, as some African authors state. The fact that this
historic situation of oral communication constitutes a serious
sbstiacle to the progress—of the revolutior, is something we must
recognize. Worse than obstacle, it is a danger for the revolution
when it reaches a certain level in which all further cevelopment
requires written thought, measurement, quantil’ication of time,
space, social relations, precision and fidelity in the transmision
of information, messages, etc. A comrade here has lamented our
tendency to be vague in our estimates; he noted that when we
speak of an cbject it seldom occurs to us to say that it is such a
size, weighs so much. but instead we say “it’s as big as this, as
thzt’ Tt seems to us that the general lack of practice in writin
is responsible for this. Actually it is not only the ordinary metho
for communirotion, it is also used for the mathematics necessary
for any quantification and for all true appraisal of relationships.
There are those who will tell us that in cur country the illiterates
are not the only ones who are imprecise, and that, therefore, cur
explanation is false. We will reply that the great majority of the
g%ople are not yet literate gnough to write down their thoughts.

e cultural environment (created by the people) in which we
all live, is that of predominantly oral commurication and therefore
our reactions, our behavior, our nteneous cultural manifesta-
tions in this area are pregonderan vy imprec'se. Thus those of us
who consider ousrselves “educated’” are generally illiterate. We
will he truly literate the dav we succeed in eradicating the
people's illiteracy. Another danger for the revolution in illiteracy,
is the distortion it causes in information. Everyone knows that in
the class struggle which opposes tevolution to counterrevolution,
the revolution has a greater necessity for disseminating truth,
circulating official commubications in a form that is true to the




orniginal. And we kndw how 2 twisted truth, a distorted report
can becarne 2 countertruth, a counterreport and can unleash actions
and behavior favorable to the counterrevolution. And rare are the
ora] transmissions (1hose not transcribed) that are free of distor-
tion. And sipce the actioa follows information, there is the danger
of initiating a distorted action. When it is mecessary that the
informatian be extensively disseminated, as in the case of mes-
sages from tae party to the propte;which must reach every sector
of the people, distortion and its consequences can reach dangerous
proportions. We insist on this, since in the class struggle, the
soldiers of the revolution are the entire pecple and it is they who
must be correctly informed 2nd the content of this information
must maintain its revoluiionary exactitude — that is, it must place
facts in the precise context that explains them as elements of a
process in which revolutiomary action must take place, to give at
the same tirme, the data and lines of revolutionary action and not
present the event as f[ortuitous, exiraordinacy, even catastrophic
and without solution. For the revolution it is no light maiter that
each militant is unable, tocay, to read and meditate on the works
of the PDG, it is no light matter thai today they cannot read and
analyze weerly the organ Boroys. This teraporary situation must
be changea rapidly. e must also stress the fact that there is a
tendency toward mystification, toward deceiving the immense
majority thzt is in exclusive possession of such an efficient and
highly impostant instrument as writing. This fact is exploited by
the counterrevoiution. To be the only one who has the privilege
of being able to translate documents is not without danger, And
to eliminate this danger it is not encugh to :mprove the transiator;
his privilege must be suppressed in yevclutionary fashion, by
extending it to all!

Comrades, starting from the necessity to intensify the struggle
in the area of scientific and technical progress as a living expres-
sion of the necessary union. of culture and action, we have gone
on to the various conditions necessary and sufficient for tke fortu.
itous conduct of this battle, and we have taken as a fundamental
condition the proper functioning of Local Revolutionary Power,
and as an indispensable secondary condition, the ability of virtually
all people to write. We don’t intend to push the problem aside
since neither of the two conditions is beyond our ability
to solve. We continue to proclaim, “Ready for the revolution,”
as 8 precise commitment, a commitment that we must carry out.

And now that we are discussing culture and action, conscience
and action, and at the same time are strongly insisting on the
need to try to quantify all magnitudes, before ending, we see a
little more clearly the gap that sometimes separated our ideological

sitions from our social practice, and we Will try to quantify it.

et us try to take inventory of our purported theoretical and
ideological kmowledge and our concrete action, and consider the
differences in the two lists. This difference indicates to us what
might be called our ideological distortion. And when, through
our action, we have succeeded in closing the gap, we will know

that we are truly Rsady for the revolution.

—————ﬁ





