TRANSGRIPT F SPEECH o THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION (lusaks Jan.1970)
BY
I.B.TABALA

For many months now all our meetings hame been busihess meetings.
Purely political meetings and discussions have been all too few.

It is necessary to place our position (the stru,;le in S.Afriea)
within the perspective and framework of the international situation, as we
have always done at home. Now, on looking back, I realise the i:portancs
of the training we have had at home in the past:s In every conference we
had discussions on the international situation and reviewed cur problems
in that perspective. At the time we did not fully realise the importance
of thiss But the moment we left home it became olear to us that we oan
understand events taking place in our own country only if we place them
within the framework at least of the African continent and Africa, in
turn, within the framework of the world situation.

I think that it is this approach that has enabled us to live through
the most diffioult time sbroad« If we had not been ® armed with this
approach,I doubt if we would have survived the problems and difficulties
that have confronted us in Zambia,Tansania and further afield. I have
therefore decided that = before we disouss Jouth Africa - it would be a x
good idea to view the whole epoch and the whole historical process
which we are golng through, in order to understand better what faces
South Africa and why it faces it, and what prospects there are for us
within t is setting.

1 think the best starting-point is to take the span of the last
r4fty years. The Ruassian Revoiution marked a turning-point in histery.
We haven't time to go into the details, so we'll mention simply certain
landmarks which indicate a continuity in the events as they unfolded, and

at the same time provide an unzistakable directign of the historical
developments

Inmediately after the (otober Revolution, as you know, everyone
thought that a revolution was on t'e way in Furope, and that in faot the
only thing that would save the revolution in Hussia was a revolution in
the West, partioularly in the hirhly industrialised GCermany. This hope
did not materialize. Firsj of all there was the Chinese levolution of
1925=7, which failed. there was the German Revolution,which failed.
And thereafter there was one fallure after another . As a result, the
Russian Revolution suffered a set=back: The new State was surrounded by
an aggressive imperialism. This gave the impression that the Revolution
was thrown back on itself and oould only survive by relying entiraly on
its own resources. The economic as well as the paliti set-backs
which the country = the Revolution - suffered both at and on an
international scale, prepared the scil for the emergence and growth of
Stalinism. 3talinism arose because the objective conditi-ns that permitted
it existed in full force. The bureaucracy arose because the young
Soocialist State was surrounded by enemies and was £4;hting for survival.

The Stalinist bureaucracy appeared in the eyes of the population as
a saviour standing guard over the conquest of the (otober Revoiution,
and because of this it entrenched itself more and more by gradually
resoving itself from contral by the population. The bureaucracy
annihilated all the old revolutionaries and in the process destroyed all
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the iastitutions that bad hpen areatsd to snsow internal demgeracy

FPinally it ispossd oo soolety a naked bursauoratic ncecwsarways
Slotatorship. Whan you szamine and ¥rese back alin’s cwn cutleck,

¥y seas %o the oomolusion that he was & Nenshevik. Ha bhad always beea
& Mspshevik irnside the Bolshevik Party. .

He was never organioally s Bolshevlik. All that followed aiter the death
of lanin: the decluruticn of war agalnst the Fearty, the dsolarstion of

war against Bolshevism itaelf was proof of this faot.

Yollowing upon all the defsats mentionad above, there came a tlae
when poople hegan to fesl that thers was something wrong with Narxdim-
Lanivise itael? and all sorts of theories argse. Fhere was,for inatamos,
an theory that the warking=class was organiorlly Iinospable of Fowo
aspwuning powe:, because it had Talled in »o many assiriss ocountriss.
Theare was,of ogurse, Stalin's own theary of "socialism in one country.”
Anpther thecry put forward by the dmsriocan,Burnhanm, was that the
managerial system was on the order of the day. Then finally, when the
Chiness revoluting overtock the thegrists and cams to 4 successful
oondlusion after the second world war, anpthar theory waa put forward,
nanely, that sinoe the working=-class in the metropolitan countries had
proved incapable of taking power, a revalutioh can now ogme only fros
the colonies: MNow this ddea held sway for aces tlme. And indsed 4t 414

appear that the axis of the revelution had shifted to the ocolenial
gountries.

That €14 in faot take place was that, sirce the sotinliat revalution
had failled in the matropalitan countries, dus primarily to the lack of
mature leandership in the various countrles, and alweo dus to the

imposition of Stalinism on all the looal Partiss, that ins, Stalipist
thapries which in effect enmured the failure of the revolution, then the
second L periaiist world war, which should have brought about revolutions,
suoceedsd merely in arcusing a revolutionary tendenoy in the lgat and an
inoreased tampt tempo amongat tha oolonial oprressed. The Chiness
revoiution aocentuated tidls prooess that wams taking placse.

Up to that time it had been felt that the axis of revolution bad
shifted to tos ¢olonlal oountries- But, particularly in Africa, whem,
after China, the wavs swept atross the continent, the oppressed paople
proved to be .£00 bmokward to striva for a sgodallst revolutia. For
them what was at L1ssue wae the establisheent of bourreols natlonsl
Btktes and bourgeois demsoracy.

Meanting in Zurope the war itsel! awakened a revolutionary splrit
amongst the working-olass and at the snd of the war, partloularly ina
Franos and Gresos whare thers had bessn underground woveoents which were
vary stron., thers was a revolutinnary upsurge. Don't forget, tos, that
Tugoslavia achieved ite revolution during the war. Thie revalutionary
wava sweapt sorost Europe after the war, but egain 1t was Shrottled by
3talinimm. How 414 Bialinimm aohlove this. By the saxe method as before.
First of all oonslder 3talin’s posdtion in the war itself. dn !.-poruﬂ:t
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world war should bring to the sharpest point all the contradictions between
capital and labour, but these were blunted by the bureancracy in the very
home of the October revolution, where Stalin decided to sit side by side
with Roosevelt and Churchill for the redivision of the world, even before
the war was X over. In other words, Stalin, who was supposed to represent
the revolution, betrayed it. He joined the imperialists in the teohnlque
of redividing the world, the conguest of the colonies and the creating

of spheres of influence.

In France after the war, where the working-class had shown great
beroiss in the underground struggle and when now it was a questi-n of
pobilizing the population for a revolution, it was the Communist Party
that was in full control. Stalin stepped in and himself gave orders for
the orushing of the revelution and the handing of power over to the
bourgeoisie- It was de Gaule who was to re-organise France. I shall meot
go into the detalls of what actually happened. They are sordid enough,
especially when we remember that the failures and sufferings in the world
to-day are dus to = I won't say mistakes, because I don't think
Stalinisz is to be defined as a mistake = but to a deliberate policy
frowing from a specific philosophy:

Here it must be said that Stalinism and the Copmunist Farties all
over the world had posed the slogan of demcoracy, of bourgecis demoocracy
pyerxfassizm against fascism. With fascist Germany and Italy defeated,
instead of oounterposing to fascise the revolution and socialist
demporacy, they counter-posed bourgecis demoocracy. As if fascism was
gnything else but bourgeols democracy pushed to its logical and most
naked form. AS if you could pose fascisa against Ltself, that is,
againat its other wing, its more democratic wing. Thus once more the
revolution was stifled and the European working-class sted.
Meantime the revolutionary ferment moved eastwards China and,
as I said, reached the continent of Africa, but there found the movements
very backwards The people demanded siwmply liberation from the foreign
oppressor and this meant the replacecent of a foreign ruler by an
indigenous ruler while retaining the capitalist base-

The European powers that momid had come out exhausted from the last
world war, unable to maintain their ex-caolonies by force, hit upon the
sethod which Britain had successfully mmt used, that of granting
independence. Very few people understood the dangers inherent in this
granting of independence. I remember a discussion I once had in Chana
a8 to whether Nkrumah did not make a mistake in walting for Eritain te
grant independence sfize officially and peacefully. #ould it not have
been better if he had seiged power before Britain was ready to grant
jndependence? She was in no position to use force: If Nkrumah's
Party, by relying on the wasses, had seized power by force, it could have
utilized the revolutionary ®lan engendered during the fighting and
this would kmmxmrxx have carried his a great deal further. For he would
have had the population bebind him. Having fought for indepandence, they
vwould have been ready - all too ready = to build a new system. @&nd
they would have defended it with their lives. By granting him independ-
ence Britain hedged him in with all sorts of checks and balances that
made it impossible for him to change the system. When he took over,
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ba found himself face to face with the colenial army and the police-force
and oould do nothing sbbut it. He had no army and no police force of his
own. The population had been granted independence on a platter, and he was
to pay very dearly for this. To-day,Nkrumah realises that from the
beginning the odds were staked against him.

Now this in fact is the position with all the African States that were
granted independence. At the time they were granted independence they were
helpless and conditions are sush that they will continue to be strangled
economically. Yet the world thought = ineluding the Africans = that there
was a revolution going om. Historically, however, we must see it as the
era of neo—colonialism, of the ooming into belng of bourgeocis states 4in
Africas I would call them semi-bourgeols states. During this period the
people who figured in the front pages, and who typified this process,
weres the Nassers, the Nkrumahs and the rest. All those petit-bourgeois
who at the time thought they were fighting for independence for the people,
wers simply paving the way for neoc-colonialism. And neo-colonialism means
the entrenchment of the capitalist system in Africa. It was a period when
the feudal and tribal relations were in the process of being pushed off
the stage, and, with the entrenching of capitalism, the local capitalists
were allowed to participate in the economy and in the making of deocisions.
I say & "participate", because the important decisions still lay outside
the eountry.

When the world, inclufding Africa, hailed this process, saying:®
"The era of colonialism is gone!"™ in point of fact what was happening was
that a new kind of colonialiss, the American kind, was being ushered in.
The U.S5. had been operating this successfully in Latin Amerioca throughout
the century. 30 now British imperialism tried out the new method of
holding her former colonies, rather than lose all. She considered it
wiser to let the petit=bourgscisie and the intellectuals in the various
ey oountries participate in government and have some shares in their
c¢ompany for super-exploitation, rather than see everything slip out of
her grasp. These, then, were the plans of the imperialists, and if we
follow the logic of it we shall find that it had its ef'fect in our own
country,

It was logical tkatm in the setting of this era that the Movement imn
our country which typifies this particular stage of neo-colonialism in
Africa should be the African National Congress. Before locking further inte
this point, we must say that at the same time a particular set of ciroum-
stances made it possible for the Unity Movement of South Africa to emerge,
a Movement unique in the national movements of the world. South Africa is
a country with stricing contradioti-ns. For many years it has been a
highly industrialised country tled to the European economy and in every
sense European. But superimposed on a boutgeois economy is a bastard
element that 1s neither Buropean nor African, but contains elements of
feudalism and slavery. Because of these contradictions there has arisen
within the womb of society a section of the gm population that is politically
hishly advanced and oould match itself politically with Europe - Just as in
the gold mines which emply migrant peasant labour you find the most up-to-date
machinery for the extrastion of gold. Such are the contradictions in
South African society with this telescoping of eeoncmic development, that
political development in one section of the oppressed has been catapaulted
to a highly advanoced stage of political consciocusness.
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This situation,however, did not typify South Africa mor Afrioca in
general. The section that typified Africa, then, and particularly this
stage of neo-colonialism, was the African National Congress. We were to
appreciate the full significance of this only after we left home. At
home we dubbed them simply as stooges of imperialism, stooges of the 5 outh
African liberals and the C.F., which, as you know, was indistinguishable
from the liberals. (nce out of South Africa, however, we could see the
phenomenon more ¢learly. It was no accident that the African states
embraced the Congress as against the Unity Movement. It was neither an
accident nor a mistake. OFf all the South African organisations, the
African National Congress more truly represented the stage of nec-colonialism
oommon to Africa in general. 1t was on the order of the day and everyone
applauded it. They did not reckon with tie difficulties that lay shead
of them.

The mx people themselves in the different countries, like those in
South Africa, had been arcused during the war by the slogana of demooracys
They had been told they were fi,hting fascism in defence of democracy.
And for them demooracy was somebhing very real. It meant the right =£ to

live instead of merely existing; it meant the right to

participate not only in the production of goods in one's country but in
the enjoyment of the fruits of their labour. That is why we did not find
it Aifficult to Zet a response from the masses in South Africa. But what
we did do was to direct thelr energles towards a certain goal and translate
for thea the real meaning of democracy, a workers' democracy. And a
ssotion of them aoted on this, more especially the landless peasantry of the
Transkei. (See the Presidential Address to the APDUSA, 1962.) That is why
to this day it is not possible for a Verwoerd or a Vorster to crush that
spirit out of them in spite of viclent repression. That spirit is there
until such time as the population shall achieve something.

The orisis in S.Africa is not temporary. Jhe crisis is due first of all
to the historical period we are going t'rough, to events on an international
scale. It is also due partly to the fact that we brought political
oconscicusness to bear on thelir experiemces; they felt the old oppressiom to
be intolerable. The orisis will continue till it is resolved, not on the
basis of the present system but on a completely dif'ferent basis.

It 4s for us in the Unity Movement to decide & what this basis 1s and
to lead the country in that direction. (See "The Revolutiocnary Road For
South Africa®,1959. published in England.)

Now there is a development going on in the rest of Africa. While the
petit=bourgecisie were willing to take over power and maintain the existing
system because it was profitable for them to do so, the masses are
discovering that for them there is hardly any difference in their t:iltannt,-
Yes, they see black faces debating in Parliament, but they themselves
ccme back to their old hovels and the old starvation. Only the top layers
manage to catch some orumbs that fall from the table, but they can't get
at the meat. Thus throushout Africa it is not possible to reach stability
or maintain it at any time.

There is another basic reason for this instability. Afrioa has come
on to the soens too late for it to be possible to establish a bourgecis
orders In this it is similar to the situation in Russia in 1917: BEecause
of this, the peried of the mascent bourgeoisie is not only unstable; it will
also be shortensd. Furthermeore, today imperialiss can no longer
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tolerate even a semblance of independence. Similarly, in Latin America
today the United States cannot tolerate even a bourgecis democracy.

It must see to it that a dictatorship is imposed on all the states-
With weapons in hand it goes to defend that dictatorship. Since the
success of the Cuban revolutiom it has found that it is no longer safe
to allow a bourgeois democracy in any of the colonies.

This, then, is the situation« On the one hand imperialism is not
permitting even the natural development of capitalism towards independence
in these countries. It has to put a check on the development. Un the
other hand this very situationprompts the populations from below to push
upwards, strugglipg at least for demooracy. They don't define that
demooracy, but they know that it means living and not cere existence.
Thess two forces on a world scale are clashigg all the time. Thus the
leadership in the various countries is confronted with the necessity of
making a choice: Which way must we go! To join our masters against the
people, or our people against the masters? This is the question that
faces every state in Africa.

South

Now, as I have said, when we came out of |Africa, the organisations
that were acceptable to the African states were the Congresses, the ANC
and the PACy becauss they typified the epoch of nec-tcolonialism in Africa.
It has always seemed strage to me that they say in one breath that they are
for the liberation of Scuth Africa and yet they support the African
National Congress. This to me is & oontradiction and utterly senseless
as soon as one is aware of what the ANC stands for. But it becomes
understandable as soon as we grasp the faot that all the struggles in
Africa were leading towards neo-colonialimm. Though the African states it
didn't give a political name to the poliocy of the Congress in South Afriea,
they instinotively smelt it out as a brother, as an organisation whioh was
faoing in the same direction as themselves. So they embraced it with all
its contradictions.

But now we come to the consideration of a new and far-reaching
development that has been taking place on a world scale, particularly
in thes Eurcpean countries. It has been going on for some time, but even
progressive groups have been xiww slow to realise its full significance.
It is what I call the second industrial reveolution. Automation was
coming into being. This process is different in kind from the sizple
rationalization of preduction, of finding quicker and more efficient
methods of production. It is qualitatively different from the old methods
of production under capitalism. It gave birth to something new. It is
bringing ebout,also, a qualitatively different milieu. It is in the
process of altering scciety itselfs It has been doing this for xk a long
time, almost unobserved. (n ooming to England I find that there is a
great deal of excitement over the Common Market, for example, and what
it means for the mass of the workers. Now it ocours to me that we used to
disouss these problems already at our conferences in SapsxTrmmxf
South Africa. In "Education for Barbarism in South Africa” we raised
the problem of automation and how it was going to alter the basis of
spciety. This was in 1959,1 think.

In Europe today they are profoundly concerned with this probles
of automation which they see as a new factor responsible for the new
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political olimate that 1s abroad. What does it invelwve? With sutomation

the olasses themselves are being altered to some extent. It affects, for
instance, the petit-bourgecis section that was always assured of n positien
in society. 1t affects the mass of the students at the universities, those
who were able to look forward to assured positions in the adeinistration and
in industry,etc. Today the students realise that the time of security is
past. Automation means that when they come out of the universities a large
percentage of them will find themselves redundant. Positions which their
fathers ocoupied, as managers and such like, will not exist for them.
Automation is making many of them irrelevant. Thus the petit-bourgeoisie

is going to be declassed and those who will be required in industry will
become slaves of the Bachine. The machines require programsing and the young
will be used for this job. They will be the ones who are tied to the machine,
in the same way that the workers of yesterday, the skilled and the

unskilled, were tied to it. A large number of the petit-bourgeocis will

thus be declassed. They will become a new working-olass.

All this has the effect that students all over the world = a
phenomenon hitherto unknown - are up in arms against sometbing, even
thoush they may not be able to define it. It takes various forms: an
anti=Vietnam war protest, or objecting to universities being used as laborat-
ories for the makipg of the most destructive weapons, poison gas and
bacterial warfare. It takes the form of demanding a share in the mmiwversits
fnx manayement of the universities. All these things, while they seem
different, in their sum total amount to one thing: the youth today are in
revolts Besides the students, there are what they call the beatniks or
the hippies. These beatniks are simply a sign that the youth no longer
acoept the standards or norms of the pasts It is a revolt against
authority, against the moral norms of their elders: This rejection is
blind, it is true. But the more intelligent ones, the more stable amongst
the youth are seeking & way out of the impasse. It is an impasse that is
obvious to most thinkers today. And they are taking the road towards the
struggle|\against capitalist society.)

This tendency amongst the youth towards revolt reached its peak in
Prance, in kKay,l9:8. It is not to be dismissed as a passing phase. The
revolt in May,1968, is a resurrection of the revolutionary spirit. Before
we look into this, there is another factor imcthersttuntien to consider
in the situation. Because of the authority of the OJctober Hevelution in
Rusaia, 1917, Stalin = even while he betrayed it - was able to dominate the
Communist Farties all over the world. And since he was a man of the party
machine, and an expert on this, he utilised this fact to doninate all the
G.Pss to his purpose- That is how he was able to be the champion of counter-
revolution throughout the world. This monolithise emanating from Stalinist
Russia,was maintained for some considerable time. But after the Chinease
Revalution, when China broke away from the tutelage of the Soviet Unimn,

a new period began to open up. Debates on a theoretical level between the
two giants began to spread, and since both have the same starting- point,
namely, Marxism, they all appeal to karxism. In it they find their arsenal
of ideas, the basis of their arjuments. And these debates have bean heard
oo dl rtherdor L ¢Othiel iade sy gdovibe: tBhdienby ooldeall heyubbes of
round the world. There had been a growing tendency to read the works of Marx
in order to participate in the debate. This is evident in quite



simple wayss With the sharp nose of the bourgecisie for profits, those
in the book=trade are publishing kmwxiss Marxz's writings and books on
Marx,Bngels,lenin,Trotaky, in all languages throughout Burope. A new
period was setting in and these books were in demand. Why were they in
demand: Because the youth of today. in order to take part intelligently
in a debate find that they hmve to read.

In this way Marxist idealogy is spreading throughout the world. At
the same time the new industrial revelution, the technolosical revelutien,
is having a profound effect on society, shifting the class barriers by
depressing a seoction of the petit-bourgecisie into a working class.

Thus several factors are operating together: Marxism is on the order of

the day: the monolithicism of the Soviet state is Preaking up and an
intense debate is being carried on. Europe is seen to be waking up onoce
more and its working class is on an upward grade. There have always

been periodic depressions under capitaliss before and after the imperialist
world wars, but now they are taking place within a new politiocal milieu

on a world scale. And that is an additional fasctor. This is an epoch of
resuscitaticn; there is a resurgence imximropm of the struggle in Europe
and Eurgpe itself is moving towards the socialist revolution. The same
thing is taking place in uLatin America, which has Peen bogged down by
(UsSe)imperialiss for a hundred years, its development arrested at the
WHn}.Mﬂin- Now that the people are struggling to free

themselves, it is no longer a fight for bourgeols democracy.

It is a fight for socialisns (hoe more Burope is taking the lead in

the struggle for socialism. At the end of last century and the

baginning of the prasent gentury, it led the way with Marxiem. But the
Revolution did not take place first in western Europe. It was achieved first
in Husaia. We do not know what will happen, but one thing we are clear

about: The strugele for socialism is again on the march,and throughout
the world.

Thus an epoch is cming to a closes Monolithiclisr in the socialist
blec, that is, in the Stalinist camp, is broken for good. <{his has
glven an opportunity to the comsunist parties in different countries
to at least try to work out their own problems. And in order to grapple
with these protlems thay had to turm to Karxism. These are the siims of
a new epoch opening up in all the continents.

Now as to the United States, it is evident that there, too, a new
development is taking plsoce. It is my view that even the most advanced
on the left are in danger of missing the boat there. I consider that the
situation in the U.5. demands a closer understanding between ourselves,
that is, our organisations, and the revolutionaries in the U«os,
espeoially the Black organisations: If you examine our conditions and
theirs you will find many similarities between the position of the Blacks
in the U.3., the Afro-Americans and other Non-#hitss there and our
position in South Africa. In both countries there is an advanced stage
of capitalism; in both countries you find nationalism, that is, of the
‘oppressed Blacks as a group. These Black groups are like a colonised
people, colonised by the same mampim country in whioh they live and in
general by the same imperialist powers. These similarities = conditi -
posit an additional factor over and above the straishtforward confliof
between labour and capital. This is se, irrespective of the fact that
in the U«3. the colour bar is made illegal. Theoretically it is supposed
not to exist, or at least is minimal. But it 1 very muoh in
existence. In South Africa it exists by law and in fact. In truth
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the situations are practiocally identical. I'm not going into the legzal
niceties whereby in the U.S. a Black man is supposed to have certain rights,
for example the risht to vote. But this vote isn't worth a hundreth part
of the vote of the white boss. Faotually the Black man in the U.5. suf'fers
the same disadvantages and disabilities as the Black man in S.Africa.

It follows from this that their struggles are similar. They ought,
therefors, to be in contact and consulting one another. I feel that the
Black man in & the U.5. would benefit from a knowledge of ths experisnces
of our people in South Africa, understanding of the way the Unity
Movement of South Africa has ed to grapple with the situations.

Likewise, too, we can learn from their experience.

To come back to the situation in South Africa. I have surveyed the
events as marking the end of the epotch of the ascendancy of neo-colonialimm
and the emergence of a new epoch. This must be accompanies by an inorease
of instability 4n Africa. The volling of presidential heads i3 no accidesnt.
Isperialism is aware of the dangers to itself in developments that are taking
place on a world scale and therafore cannot tolerate evem a semblance of
democracy in the colonial countries. It needs complete subservience, a
oomplete take-over. For now the two systems, capitalisr and socialism,
are face to face, preparing for the confrontations that must come. They
must therefore whip Africa into line. All those who have any ideas about
independence, which, in terms of today are likely to follow the road of
Cuba, must be suppressed with a ruthless hand. There is the ever-present
fear of the fact that the populations themselves are pushing upwards
towards real independence. Cuba, incidentally, has been responsible for a
lot of things. While it gave inspiration to revolutionaries throughout
Latin “merica, paradexically it was responsible for a number of 1ll-
considered imitations of the methods adopted by the Cubans, but which, in
the given circumstance, could end only in frustration and failure.

A nunber of countries thought they could repeat the Cuban experience
and it was only after several fallures that people began to realise that the
Cuban revolution is not capable of being repeated anywhere else. It was
when they understood that only the revolutionary example of Cuba and those
aspeots of their experience that could be eneralised, adding fresh tactiocal
ammunition to the sum total of the revolutional arsenal, that the Cuban
experience could be of great value. Thus we have learned a political lesson
from Cuba; on the one hand it gave a tremendous boost to the revolutionary
spirit of the oppressed people, but on the other hand it brought about the
mistaken idea that it could simply be imitated and this had led to failure.

As for imperialism, it also learned a great lesson from Cuba. At first
the people were simply fi;hting against the autocrat,Batista. They were
fighting for ordinary bourgeols rights. Castro himself was a member of the
petit-bourgecisie and the United States did not oppose him seriously-

They thought it might be better to get rid of Batista and things would

remain the same except that the people would be rather more satisfied.

However, Castro, having succeeded, found himself in a dilemma. ¥hen he

had started as an ordinary petit-bourgeois to conduct a revelution, he had
aroused the support of the peasantry in the countryside. And the

peasantry supported him on the basis of a programme that was going to give them
liberation. You will remember that at first Castro, having achlieved power,
handed it over to a petit-bourgecis. Why? Because he seezed honest.



Similerly, the Mensheviks in dussia, in 1937, as som as they hed guined
yowor, were ready to hand it over to the bourgeoisie. untll the
B-lahawika atepred in.

koll, Castro at firest made the sawe sistake. The fallow to whom be
Banded the power beshaved true to form, dsserted and handed it back to tha
United States: The massss wirs outraged at thise. Jhey presssd on and
oalled on Castro to take over the mwix reins of government. Gastro had
to keep hin probise to t:c mas:eas ils waa carried forward by thea stav
by stap until at aces -oint he turned into A Tevelutichary. Lhere wan
no other cpad for him. Fortunately, ton, hersalised the necesalty to study
Marxis: seriously andi he had men around him, like Che Cusvera, who were
Marxiasts. Beosuss he was a nan of great integrity he was able to grow
with the revelution = which 1» a very rare thing.

As wa haye saldd, izperisliae learned i1ts leazson frt , an revolutime.
Yrom that tire it is not taking any chanoss on this questiocn of allowlng
even a deubtful petty=beurgacis to stap in. Today Africa is paying as a
result of thoss lessons leamt by the U.5. That is why in Africa the
hasds of States are rolling. Tha U.S5. means to ses Lo 4t that whoever doas
not gonfore Eust give way, that ia, amangst all thoep who received
indnpendence.

Neverthelsss the indtad Staten has to reckon with new developments
with what I havs ocalled & new apooh.. We mee the elins in Surops and we
se* them in Afrdoa. lIn faot the provess of change 1ls on an internmatimal
soales This brings us to the point we made earlier: now the lesadsrship
of o oountry 1s fated =0onfronted = with & ocholos, elither to take ite
atand on the slds of the population and face the snsay,inperialise;: o it
sust go to tha other zide and face the peopls as an snsxy. There is no
»iddls course any more. That time is coming to an snds If the lendership
gosa over to the other side, izperisliss will proteat it as aush ms it
oan from 1ts own people. If it goas ower to the slde of the psople, shey
will proteot 1t a;ainst ieperlalisn. You ocan gbserve o chanpe taking
place in the Portuguses territories,feor instanos. There is a slight
chan; & in the approach of the people involved in the strug:le. Lt startsd
as o struirle of the petit-bourgeclals, but today, 1f not 1o petinns,at
least in words they are payin; homage to revelution. Llhe term wes not
readily used under nec-tolondalise. It was indepsndence thet waa the slogane
Byt now you hear sven the nost obviously petit=bourgeois asongat the Blaok -
dleadership onliing themgalves revalutlmmarias.

ur omn country osonot be lasune to this proosas that is baglnring to
show L1taslf in Africa- If today we ses tho dimintegyration firat of the PAG
and then of the Afrioan Nptisssl Congress, 1t 1s not aocidental. It ia not
beoauss the lesders of the Songress suddenly bedoms Sorrupt or ohangs
their nature. Thay aT™s the anne peopls that they ware when they lef't
Bauth ATrica» I[Bey retain the same bagle outlock. Corruption 1s indipative
of agmething slses [he question 1is: W¥hat ie it that engenders corruption!
Thers is sosething that 1is lodged in the situsntion 1tself, in thes historis
spoch of Bso—-coloniplisa:

If we look at our own situation sinoce we left home, the attitude of
pone of the offiolsls 1s at least changing towards us. As the situation
in the OAl becahe more and more corplicated and they were Donfrontsd with
probless, the officlels became willing to hava dipoussions with us
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The younger ones especinlly, being acutely aware of the immediate problems,
were keen to discuss with us. They don't really understand what cur true
position is, but at least there ia sympathy and a willingness to
understand our point of view. They realise that we are seriously concerned
not only with solving our own protlems but that we also understand the
probless confronting them, even thourh they have been granted independence.
This is a further sign of the chan;iny situation in Africa.

Now the leadership in the various i-dependent countries are face to face
with the apparently insoluble difficulties of oonstructing a viable states.
Theay are moving towards the position of having to make a cholce. It is in
this situation that they are open to ideas and begin to realise the inter-
relation between our struggle and theirs. This is so, even though we are
at different stages in so far as they are already concerned with the
protlems of reconstruction while we have still to achieve freedom in
our country. However, when 1 say that one epoch is closing and another
is opening up, it does not folliow that we immediately come on to the stage =
just as it does not follow that, simply because people are disillusioned
with the African National Bongress, they will automatically turm to us.

We atill have a battle before us and a very biz battle- Incidentally,
it must not be assumed that the fall oc the Confress is completed. An
epoch may take a long time to unfold itself. One thing that is clear is
that, in so far as South Africa is concerned - and 1 think to a certain
extent in the Fortuguese territories = imperialism is losing the
initiative. This leaves room for us to take the initiative.

When imperialism was by way of loaing out in S.Africa, that is,
to the extent of falling to et rid of Verwoerd and taking over completely,
It got its agents to operate outside South Africa in order to held bac k
the revolution to which conditions under fascism were driving the country.
We know that imperianlism feared that Verwoerd would driv. the country inte
an abyss, opening the floond=-sates of revolution, and there'ors it wanted te
replace him with a government that better understood the economic and
political needs of the time. DBut since they were unable to depnse Verwoerd
in the normal way throu;h the ballot and by manipulatin; the stock-market,
they resorted to another scheme. We know it well.

They made use of that section of the populatisn that was amenable to ¢
their plans, namely, the South African liberals, the Cemrunist Farty and the
Black Congres:es, more especially the African National “ongress. This
had one purpose, to divert the revolution from its proper channels.

They sent their agents to Africa, Europe, the U:S. and organised the whole
oampaiin for anti-apartheid. The press in these countries took it up and
thousands became sympathetic to a struggle in South Africa,thet was
presented simply as an anti-apartheid struggle. Concretely, what 4id
this mean! I} cannot be said too often that it means only the removal of
the Verwoerd-Vorséer regime Covernment and putting into power the
izperialist wing of the herrenvelk. It actually means putting the
segregationists into power. Yes, imperialiss has always used racial
segregation to intensify economic exploitation.
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cunds. swesessfully covering the whole of . myself have been up
againss the full feree of that propaganda. In Seandimavia, however, we
deeided to have a head=-om collision with it. Immrlu‘mm
beginning to dowbt the validity of the anti-apartheid line. Sonoretely

it meant that in Eurcpe the goodwill of the population was direoted inte
haruless chamnels and the monays callected have been used for a strugrle
that is sisply for & systen of neo-colondalism. As 1 hnve said,however, the
revolutionary spirit is growing in Burope and the pegple are engaged in

their own struggles. [herefore they are beginning now to view the struggles
of other peoples in the lizht of their own.

Vhat was called the NEW LLFT that sprang up in the United States and
England = a nebulous term covering a number of groupinge = is breaking up
and a section is beginning to move really to the left. 9inoce they,too,
are facing problems, they are askin;: "what kind of strugsle is it that
the oppressed of “outh Africa are really engaged in?" Yesterday it was
enouizh for a Black face to show itself on a platform in Europe, in London
or the U«s5. and make a recital of grievances suffered by peorle in South
Africa. L1hen the wonen shed tears and the men opened their purses and
threw their pennies at you. Today,however, people are asking the right
questions: what exactly are you fi,hting for in South Africa’ And how deo
you propose to conduct your struggle’™ This is not simply becauss they are
disillusioned and they know that thelr moneys have been squandered. It is
something else. <+here is a progression in their thinking. They are
grappling with their own problems and the strug;le in Europe is beooming
transformed. 24int® theldr debate on karxism,too, people are bepinning to
think in terms of socialism. It's no longer a question of pity for the
"poor black fellow": They are asking imwtamdh instead:"If you get rid
of the whites, do you intend simply to step into their shoes:"

These are the questions they are asking today. These are some of the signs
of the change in Eurcpe, si;ns of tha opening of a new period.

It is in this context that we must see our strug le in South Africa.

3outh Africa cannot be separated from the ypeneral strugiley that is taking
lace. It is a development that has already shown itself in Africa.

oday for the first time our original Memorandur on the political situation
in South Africa, whioh we presented (in 1963) to the Liberation @cumittee

of the OAU, is finding a readership in Burope. The Compittee ignored it
when we firat sent it out: Only some revolutionaries in Canada who
received it said: "This is a dooument for all time." And they reprinted it .
(Under the title: UNITY: THE STRULLLE IN SOUTH AFRICA.) Today it speaks
to the people. That is why we are able to send out also. IHE REVOLUTIONARY
ROAD FOR SQUTH AF-ICA. And 1t,too, talks to the people. It itself is a
measure of development In other words, with the closing of one epoch and
the opening of another, language itself alters, expressing new ldeas.
New parties and naw personalities that give expression to the demands of the
time can now enter the stage. History has a way of destroying the froth,
ths counterfeit artiocle that goes before the genuine one steps in.

When,concretely, we deal with outh Africa and refer te the fall of
the African Naticmal Dongress, we realise that history new demands that
living parties, living politissl organisatioms should eatsr em the stage-
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still
It is true that imperislism’\has the powsr to maintain the Congress. Amd the
Soviet Union, too, will continue to do so+ They have the power to prop wp
the dying corpse for a long time to oome. But the fact 1s, it 3 a corpse;
while history demands living political organisations. If these don't come
ferward, then reaction starts all over again This demand holds & good
sverywhers-

It 48 in the light of these facts that we see ocur struggle in 3outh
Africa. We have stayed long enough outside. We have fought to maintain
our position and, thanks to history being on our side, we have managed to
survive. Thanks to the faot,also, that things move fsst in this atomio
age: Epochs come and go in a short time. This present span of history,
this epoch of change, of set=backs, of the continuance of the liberatery
struggle, Covers a comparatively brief number of years: Now we stand on
the threshold of a new era. It is up to us to get on to the stage.

The doors are opening. We have to force our way. That door won't open
of itself. We ourselves have to force At open. This is the way we must
view our position in South Africa.

Now lastly a few waords about “outh Africa itself. I think we have
eommented before on the langusnge used LY what is considers’ to be the
most backward section, the peasantry, and which it lesrned from us.
It is the language of the new ideas of struggle introduced by the Unity
Movement. Today those Africans who run the Baboon's Farliament of
Government stooges in the Iranskei Bantustan (Cape Province), are finding it
nedcessary to use that language in order to maintain thelr position amongst
the peoples This is not because they want to use it. It is the pressure
of the population from below that forces them %o do so- (They have to
pretend to make democra¢ic demands.)

Another sign of the times is the oracking up of the fascist Farty
(Nationalist Party) itself, the split between the Vorster wing and the
extremist Hertsog wing. This indicates the strong pull of finance capital
breaking up the fanatic PBroederbond. ur article in the APOUSA on
Yerwoard's Assassination anticipated the outbreask of flashing knives behind
the facade of unity. This has been fully borne out with the pascage of
time. Imperialisam had its own way of taking a hand in this process by
woolng the Afrikaner financiers. We have analysed all this before. I
only wanted to remind you what we said about Vorster, that he is the last
of that line in South Africa, the line of Malan,Strydom, Verwoerd,Vorster.
Even at the time of Verwoerd's assassination they were loocking for a
half-way(compromise) candidate until they could find a Prime Minister who
would symbolise the marriage between the Afrikaans financiers (such as
the tobacco king,Rupert) and the imperialists epitomised in Oppenheimer.
The mention of Schoeman's name for the Job revealed the strength of the
finanocial wing within the Volk. Hs had been a great admirer of Smuts,
the imperialist stooge. I must say that what we did not foresee was that
the fire-sater,Vorster, that same Black-~Shirt, that same worshipper of
Hitler, would today be accused by his own right-wing of being a kaffir-
boetie (nigger lover). As someone once expressed it: if history needs a

and ocannot find one, it takes a howdah and puts it on a donkey, and
lo and behold, you have s camel! The conditions in Sguth Africs
required a compromise Prime Minister. Vorster, an out=-and-out fascist,
is today trying to play the same role that a Schoeman would bave played,
or his sucoessor, when he,too, would have been slauzhtered like Verwoerd.
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Thus we see that in South Africa itself things have reached such a
piteh that there is a rift in the monalithie party of the Afrikaners.
And this we must understand, that everything that happens, the general
orisis and the specifioc crisis, is dus primarily.to the position of the
Flacks It is the Blacks who create a crisis in South Africs. Their very
presence creates a setting for a crisis and thei? actions oreate a orisise.
It is because most of them hawe gone beyond the old idea of nocepting
their position of inferiority. Even if the Blaocks are not yet doing anything
positive, everyone in South Africa knows that they are living on a
volcanos All the signs are there.

There is no need to speak about the peasantry and their attitude to
the Baboon's Farliament. After all, it is lodged risht in the Transkei,
where our ideas were the strongest and today the peasants speak our
language. Lot us consider the most backwar! section of all = barring, of
course, the Indian merchants. Consider the Coloured section in Jchannesburg
and how they behaved over the elections.(i.e. for Coloureds only, in their
segregated Group Area)s They are positively beginning to talk the language
of the Anti-CiD of yesterday. (That is, of the Anti-Coloured Affatts
Department that was affiliated to the Unity Movement.) Vonsider the
results of tis elections to the Coloured "Baboon'sParliament." The issue
was clear-cut, between the supporters of thx Apartheld and Anti-Apartheid.
The very faot that they took part in the segregated elections revealed how
backward they are. Yet they carried the day amongst the Coloured peovle
because they sald they were a;ainst Apartheid. dhether they really are 1i»
another matter. But they won on the ticket of ™nti-Apartheid. This i»
bound to create an acute orisis amongst the ruligs party.

These are signs that reveal the way the wind is blowing. And
imperialiss recognises thes. Unfortunately the opprasssed themselves cannot
read the signs because they thamsmivas are in a language they don' understand.
The imperialists, on the other hand, are very busy because thay see the
signs. With the aid of the Soviet Union they are working hard to pateh wp
the corpse of the African National ongress: and bresthe some life into ite
First they take it to Khartoum (Conference) and then cut of Africa te
Rome, to get the papal blessing . (Reference is to Soviet-dominated
conflerences of AANS e )

Who was it who once said: whom the gods wish to destroy they first
make madd{ When a class is doomed, every step it takes is wrong and must
be wronige The African National Vongress is shown up to be wrong and its
actions become ridiculous. We must not think, however, that Imperialism
will give in.

What 1 am saying is: the turn of the historical wheel is wikhxusymuw
favourable to us now. It is up to us to put our shoulders to that whesel
and exert every ounce of energy we'wve got in turning that wheel. We hawe
the opportunity. Listorioally the wheel is turming in the risht direoctiom.



