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Preface

Samir Amin

This book in our series is the fruit of collective discussion and reflection within the
framework of one of our working groups built around the problematic of the SADCC
(Southern African Development Coordination Conference). The aim of the group
was to analyse the development policies of the states confronting South Africa,
stressing regional cooperation among them, and, from that, to answer the following
questions:

(1) Are their policies likely to strengthen their internal cohesion and resistance
capacity in the face of South African expansionism and its destabilizing acts of
aggression?

(2) Do these policies reduce the historic dependence of these countries on South
Africa by ‘delinking’ them from South Africa?

(3) Do these policies also aim at initiating a policy of ‘delinking’ the region from the
global imperialist system?

Such systematic reflection as ours was already underway several years before the
people of South Africa, in the early summer of 1984, obliged all parties involved to
undertake a total review of their strategies by carrying its struggle against the
apartheid regime to an irreversible level, heralding the end of the regime.

For a century, imperialism had established a system of total domination of the
Southern African region in which the white settler colony of South Africa played a
key role. The discovery of the mineral riches of the region (such as gold and
diamonds in South Africa, copper in Katanga and Northern Rhodesia) just when
capitalism was entering a new stage of monopolistic expansion inspired a particular
form of colonization - that of ‘the economy of the reserves’. That is, a partition of
the country and the forcing of the African peasantries back into reserves
deliberately planned to be inadequate so as to ensure the failure of subsistence in
earlier traditional forms; consequently it would have to re-emerge as a
proletarianized migrant labour force for mining capital. The agricultural economy
of European plantations in South Africa and Southern Rhodesia, and then later
manufacturing industry, also benefited from this system.

Apartheid was thus always an intrinsic part of this form of the expansion of
peripheral capitalism, whose peculiar features we have demonstrated elsewhere, in
contrast to the forms established in other regions of the continent, notably, the
colonial trade economy in West Africa.! Contrary to a deep-seated prejudice, it was
not the Boers who, in an excess of racism peculiar only to them, invented this
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system. The Boers had until then elaborated only a crude conception of their society
- then agrarian and patriarchal - which involved the conquest of land and the
driving back, or wiping out of its occupants rather than integrating them into an
efficient capitalist exploitation. In short, a plan similar to the one the Zionists
contemplate for the Palestinians. But the defeat inflicted on them by British
imperialism gave them a new place and functions in the system invented by English
rulers brought up on an interpretation of the ranking of classes and races inspired
by a Cambridge reading of Plato. The British established the system of apartheid,
and then claimed that it was the Boers who had invented it. They also encouraged
the popular misconception that apartheid is a ‘vestige’ in conflict with the needs of
capitalist expansion: on the contrary, it fitted in perfectly with that expansion.

Bourgeois ideology attempts to justify the ‘progressive’ character of capitalism
by claiming that the legal equality of individuals and electoral democracy are
absolute hallmarks of this mode of production. Reality tells a different story, which,
among other things, stresses the qualitative distinction between centres and
peripheries in this global capitalist expansion. For, while in the centres the struggles
waged by the bourgeoisie against the absolutism of the ancien régimes, and later
those waged by the working class did indeed impose bourgeois democracy, as we
know it, in the periphery the functions allotted to the conquered peoples called for
brutal forms of exploitation - slavery in America, apartheid in South Africa,
colonization (and the negation of basic rights which defines it) are necessary forms
of capitalist expansion. If today apartheid is being called into question in South
Africa, it is not because this form constitutes an obstacle to capitalist expansion, but
because the struggles of the black South Africans who are its victims, make it
unworkable.?

From the end of the 19th Century until 1984, the system functioned well with no
major crises calling into question the dominant interests of monopolistic capital.
The collapse of British and Belgian colonization in the 1960s did not lead to the
destruction of the regional system of imperialist domination. The respective
national liberation movements in the region, like others all over the continent, were
persuaded or forced to bow to basic ‘Western’ interests. Of course, depending on
the class nature of the alliances that made up these movements, and the vicissitudes
of their political and ideological evolution, the range of post-colonial attitudes and
practices was very wide, ranging from the open neo-colonialism of Malawi,
Swaziland, Lesotho and Zaire to the national efforts of Tanzania or Zambia. But
these latter remained vulnerable and fragile, as the facts have amply demonstrated.

The subsequent collapse of Portuguese colonialism in 1974 and of the Smith
regime in Southern Rhodesia in 1980 did, however, constitute a threat to imperialist
interests. However, neither in Angola nor in Mozambique, had the West definitively
lost the battle. The internal limits typical of the capacities of new nationalist
governments obliged them to respect the interests of monopoly capital (as with oil
in Angola), or to maintain the system of dependent economic relationships which
governs the capitalist world as a whole. Furthermore, the Soviet Union has been
neither able nor even disposed to replace Western partners in this area. In
Zimbabwe, the independence negotiated by the Lancaster House Agreement
prolonged the survival of the previous economic system practically intact in both
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the rural areas (no agrarian reform liquidating the settler lands in favour of the
peasantry) and in the industrial arena (respect for the predominance of the interests
of local private capital in partnership with globalized capital).

Nonetheless, it remains the case that the regimes in Angola, Mozambique and
Zimbabwe, like those in other frontline states (Tanzania and Zambia) remain
‘rather unreliable’ in the eyes of the West. Hence the West has considered it positive
and useful - for itself — that South Africa has, since 1974 in Angola and
Mozambique and since 1980 in Zimbabwe, carried out destabilizing acts of military
aggression there. These are complemented on the economic level by the
destabilizing aggression of the IMF, acting for the global account of imperialism,
turning the weaknesses and errors - sometimes very serious ones - of local policies
to advantage. The results of this strategy, aimed at establishing openly neo-colonial
regimes, are not at all disappointing for imperialism. Angola was obliged to call for
Cuban military assistance to deal with South African attacks, Mozambique to sign
the Nkomati Accord, Zimbabwe to show scrupulous respect for the Lancaster
House Agreement, Tanzania and Zambia to submit to the humiliating terms of the
IMF. The ‘Soviet presence’ in the region, and the presence of the rear bases of the
liberation movements of Namibia and South Africa (SWAPO, ANC, PAC), are no
more than excuses, and not the real reasons for the West’s offensive strategy. For
these presences are the result - and not the cause - of the refusal by the West to
accept regimes in Africa that are other than neo-colonial, and, down to the present
day, to contemplate the decolonization of Namibia and South Africa.

But since 1984 things have been changing. The struggle in which the people of
South Africa have been engaged since then raises the question of the future of the
region in terms of new alternatives - global neo-colonialism for Southern Africa, or
popular national liberation?

On this I would like here to make six general observations that seem to me useful
in throwing light on the nature of the issues and possible strategies:

1. What is in direct, immediate and violent crisis in South Africa is the political
regime of apartheid and the denial that it involves of any respect for the basic rights
of the African majority. Although, because of the size of the urban proletariat the
relations of exploitation typical of capitalism constitute the potential issue in the
crisis, the main force of the blow is borne by the demand for majority rule (majority
rule against minority rule and apartheid). This characteristic of the movement is, of
course, altogether natural in current conditions.

2. In these conditions, and if the struggle does not develop to the point of a real
challenge to the relations of production, a neo-colonial solution is not ruled out,
even in South Africa. After all, a sort of Lancaster House arrangement would be
quite acceptable to the West. No doubt some white settler interests in South Africa
would be sacrificed in it; but so they were at the time of the defeat of the Boers at the
beginning of the century! There is no point in going any further in attempting to
predict possible scenarios. These may well include, in favour of African interests,
more or less extensive agrarian reforms and a greater or lesser degree of political
representation and, in favour of settler interests, more or less precise and strong
‘guarantees’. The essential thing for imperialism is to safeguard capitalist
production relations in industry and the mines and the international ‘specialization’
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of the region that flows from it.

There is, in this perspective, no avoiding heavily qualifying the overly facile
arguments that such an outcome would be totally ‘impossible’. There is no black
bourgeoisie in South Africa, apartheid made it impossible for one to emerge, it is
said. That may well be so, but so it was in many African countries and yet a political
bourgeoisie was soon able to take over. South Africa’s nuclear capacity rules out
any compromise, it is said, because the West will never accept that a black
government have access to this weapon. Have people ruled out the prospect of this
capacity being dismantled, if that proved to be necessary? South Africa is the sole
possible supplier of strategic minerals, if imports from the Soviet Union are ruled
out. True, but does not the neo-colonial solution aim precisely at ensuring the
permanence of those supplies? Finally, the argument that white power in South
Africa has an autonomy that enables it to reject any ‘plans’ that it thinks ask it to
sacrifice too much. The analogy with Israel, which could also indefinitely cock a
snook at the West as well as force it to give it unconditional support, or even do
without it, is frequently put forward. We doubt the strength of this argument. In our
view South Africa would stand up poorly to sanctions, even simply economic ones,
and the present white regime would collapse even faster if they were to be adopted.
Perhaps the spread of the war inside the country will, on its own, lead to such a
collapse.

3. Itisidle to hope for differences to emerge in the strategies pursued by the various
partners in the imperialist system. Certainly imperialism, such as Lenin knew and
analysed in his time, was in economic, and even military, conflict (the evidence is the
two world wars). But the changes that followed World War II altered the nature of
inter-imperialist relations and have apparently ruled out recourse to inter-
imperialist wars. But they have also led to a new stage of deeper globalization of the
interpenetration of interests. The European Community, the United States and
Japan, particularly in regard to the key mining sector in South Africa, deploy
perfectly integrated strategies of firms and states.? The argument that the EEC,
anxious to maintain its African friendships, might detach itself from its American
rival and ally scarcely stands up to an examination of the facts, for the
subordination of neo-colonial regimes, on the one hand, and the vulnerability of
those who attempt to challenge the existing order, on the other, have so far made it
possible for European interests to sleep peacefully on their laurels.

4. The neo-colonial outcome is no more an inevitable solution than the opposite —
national liberation with a popular content and a socialist vocation. What happens
will depend, in the main, on the strategies of struggle deployed in South Africa. If
these were to set themselves the sole target of ‘majority rule’ and actively seek
negotiations on that basis, the neo-colonial compromise might perhaps be secured
more quickly than might seem possible. But, if the strategies were to be based on an
increased emphasis on social objectives (that is on the struggle for workers’ control
of the means of production and peasant warfare for the recovery of land), it would
certainly not be the same. Herein lies all the historical responsibility of vanguards.
5. A question poses itself, namely - is it a struggle for the eventual building of
socialism (in the most optimistic hypothesis of the development of the struggle), or
a struggle which, on this hypothesis, would simply result in popular national rule
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with only a potential socialist vocation? The debates on this issue appear to me to be
confused and distorted by the predominant thesis of the ‘revolution by stages’
(national democratic and then socialist). This is doubtless not the place to analyse
these debates in detail; I shall therefore simply formulate a few general thoughts on
this issue:*

(a) This thesis put forward by recent (post-World War II) vulgar Marxism - which
seems to me to be neither truly Leninist, nor Maoist (but, in the last analysis, it
matters little whether it is or not) - is little more than the expression of the
legitimization of the practices of post-revolutionary governments: first big reforms
(including agrarian ones), then ‘collectivization’ reduced to the substitution of the
forms of public ownership (state and cooperative) for private ownership. The
vulgar thesis stops there, i.e. it completely glosses over discussion of the content of
ownership. Public ownership is treated as if it were socialism, whereas it is only the
first condition of it; there is no attempt to look at whether the real functioning of
society allows control of the means of production by the producers (through an
advanced social and political democracy).

(b) Reality disconfirms the thesis. Is not socialism confronted with the repeated
revival of relations of production capable of ensuring greater efficiency in the
development of productive forces? Fifty years after the victory of socialism in the
USSR (i.e. after the liquidation of the NEP and collectivization) the question of the
‘market’ is back on the agenda. Twenty years after the Cultural Revolution in
China had, it was said, settled the problem, here we are again with these same
relations that had been ‘abolished’ being re-established. In such conditions, is it not
necessary to get shot of the dogmatic and empty old saw of the ‘national
democratic’ stage to be followed by ‘the stage of building socialism’?

(c) Instead of this misconception, I see that the overthrow of dominant capitalist
rule in the conditions in which real history actually makes it happen, i.e. following
the unequal development immanent in capitalist expansion, from the peripheries of
the global system, calls into question the vulgar theorization of the transition. The
objectively necessary task of developing the producing forces, the inevitable
conflict with the global logic of world-wide capitalist expansion, the complex
internal class relations produced by ‘incomplete’ capitalist development (the
peasant question, the question of petty bourgeoisies and middle classes, the
limitations of the labour movement, etc.), call for a long transition. In this period
the forces of socialism, capitalism and a statism that I think cannot be reduced to
either, combine, and conflict, in forms that are specific to each country and each
stage, without one ‘general line’ - whether desirable or real - being able to
constitute a sort of ‘model’. It is for this reason that I have preferred to describe the
societies in question as ‘popular-national’, rather than ‘socialist’. In so doing, I
intend to stress their ‘delinking’ from the world-wide capitalist system (whence the
‘national’ character), and the conflict-laden nature of their social content and
potential evolution.

These observations are made here because I believe that there is nothing to enable
us to say that the issues in South Africa are different from those that this analysis
makes it possible to isolate.

6. So long as the popular national construction is not underway, in South Africa



