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INTERNATIONAL SITUATION (E6/Va) 
The reaction of the majority of the people of 
South Africa (December 1984) to the re-election 
or Ronald Reagan as President of the United 
States was expressed by the publicity secretary 

of the United Democratic Front in the Western 
Cape, Mr Jonathan de Vries, as follows: 

‘Although the result was expected it still came 
as a disappointment to us. We can now expect 

another four years of US connivance with the 

SA authorities behind a smokescreen of con- 
structive engagement. Internatinally the election 
result will also be a shock to peace-loving and 
democratic forces in general. With his belligerent 
foreign policies President Reagan is one of the 
greatest threats to world peace’. 

It would be a mistake, however, to think that 

the danger resides in the person of Reagan him- 
self. The President is still little more than the B- 
movie actor he was when he first came to public 
notice 50 or so years ago; he has merely transfer- 
red his activities from the big screen of the cine- 
ma to the small screen of television. Far more 
sinister are the forces behind the President who 
manipulate him as a puppet, who write his 
scripts and feed him his gags. It is the military- 
industrial complex which he represents that con- 

stitutes the real danger to the world. 
We will never be able to interpret the politics 

of the cold war, and in particular the motives of 
the so-called western democracies, unless we un- 
derstand that the devotion of their ruling class 

politicians to ‘freedom’ is in essence a devotion 
to ‘free enterprise’, to capitalism as a way of life 

which they consider superior to all others. The 
appeal to ‘democracy’ and ‘human rights’ is 
merely a cover. It is not the alleged violation of 
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human rights that outrages a Reagan or a Carter 
and inspires them to describe the Soviet Union 
as an ‘empire of evil’. It is the fact that the ex- 
ploiters of man by man have been expropriated, 
that there is neither stock exchange, Wall Street 
nor Bond Street in Moscow that fills them with 
alarm. 

It is the pursuit of private profit that turns 
the wheels of the economy in the United States, 
Britain, West Germany, Japan and other capital- 

ist countries. After the Russian revolution of 
1917, the armed forces of 14 nations invaded 

the territory of Soviet Russia in an attempt to 
restore capitalism. They were the United States, 
Great Britain, France, Germany, Italy, Czechos- 
lovakia, Serbia, China, Finland, Greece, Poland, 
Rumania, Turkey and Japan. The Red Army 

beat off the attacks at the time and in the inter- 
vening years a number of those 14 countries 

slave undergone a change of government and are 
today also following the socialist road. With one 
or two exceptions, those who remain form the 

core of Nato, still desperately hoping to be 

able to create a situation, by subversion or ag- 
gression, in which the historical process of social 
change can be slowed down or reversed. 

It is only when contemporary politics is seen 

in this context that we can understand why, in 
the western media, the murder of one Polish 
priest is considered a greater outrage than the 
murder of the Archbishop and 40,000 other citi- 
zens of El salvador by right-wing death squads; 
why the killing of thousands of our people this 

year by the racist army and police forces is ig- 
nored; why the fate of Polish Solidarity leader 
Lech Walesa is considered of more consequence 

than that of Rodolfo Sequel, the Christian Dem- 

 



    
  

   
ocratic leader of the Chilean copper miners who 
has suffered infinitely greater persecution but 
whose name has never been mentioned by Ronald 
Reagan; why our great leader Nelson Mandela 
rots in jail while Jonas Savimbi is feted in Cape 
Town and Washington as an ally in the fight for 
‘freedom and democracy’. 

The United States was born out of revolution 
against the tyranny of the British monarchy in 
1776, but today stands opposed to revolution 
against tyranny everywhere in the world. It is a 
sed fact of life that the US has not supported 
any genuine liberation movement anywhere at 
any Syne. When the Monroe doctrine was adum- 
brated in 1823, 43 years after the American rev- 
olution, the US President James Monroe warned 
that any intervention by a foreign power in the 
Western hemisphere would be regarded as ‘dan- 
gerous to our peace and safety’. Even at that early 
stage ‘our peace and safety’ were regarded as jus- 
tification for US hegemony over the whole of 
North and South America, and US troops have 
invaded the territories of Central America alone 
more than 25 times in the ensuing period in 
order to preserve that hegemony, culminating in 
last year’s brutal invasion of Grenada and this 
year’s aggression against Nicaragua. Nor is US 
hegemony confined to the Americas. US warships 
bomb Lebanon and patrol the Persian Gulf and 
the Indian Ocean to protect what Reagan calls 
‘our vital interests’ — mainly Arab oil, which 
accounts for 40% of US consumption. And this 
extension of the Monroe doctrine to cover the 
whole globe also justifies Reagan’s policy of 

‘consiructive engagement’ with the Botha regime 
to guarantee continued US access to and control 
over the resources of our sub-continent. 

Reagan wes quite open about this when, on 
television shortly after coming to office, he called 

South Africa a ‘friendly country’ and asked: 

‘Can we abandon a country that has stood beside 

us in every war we've ever fought, a country that 

strategically is essential to the free world in the 
production of minerals we all must have?’ And 
earlier this year (1984) US Secretary of State 
George P Schultz listed four reasons why Africa 
is important to the United States: 

‘First, we have a significant geopolitical stake 
in the security of the continent and the seas sur- 

rounding it. Off its shores lie important trade 
routes, including those carrying most of the en- 

ergy resources needed by our European allies. 

‘Second, Africa is part of the global economic : 
system. Our exports to Africa have dropped by 
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50% in the last three years; American financial 
institutions have felt the pinch of African inabil- 
ity to repay loans. And Africa is a major source 
of raw materials crucial to the world economy. 

‘Third, Africa is important to us politically 
because the nations of Africa are now major 
players in world diplomacy. They comprise near- 
ly one third of the membership of the United 
Nations, where they form the most cohesive vot- 
ing bloc in the General Assembly. 

‘Finally, Africa is important to us, most of all, 
in human terms; 11% of America’s population 
traces its roots to Africa’. 

Missing from these declarations is any real 
concern for the welfare and happiness of the 
100% of the’ peoples of Africa themselves. West- 
ern policies, determined by the ‘me first’ prin- 
ciple of private enterprise, place African interests 
nowhere. In the capitalist countries profit comes 
before principle. Take the record of the United 
States under Reagan. Of the 38 resolutions con- 
cerning South Africa considered by the United 
Nations General Assembly from 1981 to 1983, 
the United States failed to cast a single affirma- 
tive vote. It abstained five times and voted ‘no’ 
33 times. It abstained on every resolution con- 
cerning Namibia. During 1984, when the South 
African people were in revolt against Botha’s 
new constitution which has no place for the 
African 70% of the population, the United 
States and Britain abstained on resolutions both 
in the Security Council and the General Assem- 
bly declaring the new constitution null and void 
— resolutions endorsed by the overwhelming 
majority of UN member states. 

The hypocrisy of the west over South Africa 
has been exposed by the events of the past de- 
cade. In 1976 there were disturbances at Soweto 
and elsewhere as black children demonstrated 
against inferior education. Over 1,000 Africans, 
mostly schoolchildren, were shot dead by the 
police. In 1977 a number of Black Conscious- 
ness organisations and newspapers were banned 
and world opinion was outraged by the murder 
of Steve Biko by the security police — the 64th 
person to die in detention. On November 4, 
1977, the United Nations Security Council — 
for once unanimously — passed resolution 418 
imposing an arms embargo on South Africa, 
though a call for the imposition of economic 
and oil sanctions was rejected by the western 
power, however, an arms embargo was an 
achievement for which we had been working for, 
for nearly two decades. After the vote was Pass-   



ed, the UN secretary General said: “We have 
today clearly witnessed a historic occasion. The 

adoption of this resolution marks the first time 
in the 32 year history of our organisation that 

action has been taken under Chapter VII of 
the Charter against a member state”. 

Hopes that this resolution would be followed 
by effective action against the racist regime were 
dashed. On April 9 this year (1984) the chair- 
man of the UN Special Committee Against 
Apartheid, Major-General J.N. Garba, reported 

to the Security Council: “We had hoped that the 
mandatory arms embargo ... would at least 
reduce the capacity of the apartheid regime to 

carry on its wars against the people of South 
Africa and Namibia, and against the independent 
African states, and indeed persuade it to begin 
the process of dismantling apartheid. I need 
hardly tell you that these hopes have not been 
fulfilled”. On the contrary, the military budget 
of South Africa increased from R1,650 million 
in 1977-78 to nearly R4 billion this year, and 
South Africa's Armaments Corporation 

(Armscor), the regime’s armaments production 
and procurement agency, now owns assets 
totalling nearly R2 billion with 15 factories and 
workforce of over 100,000 and an annual 

expenditure of over R2 billion of which about 
half is spent overseas in countries which are 

supposed to be implementing the embargo. 
South Africa’s nuclear capacity in particular is 
due to the support and encouragement it has re- 
ceived from the US, Britain, France, West Ger- 
many and Israel. 

The western countries do not lack reasons — 
both economic and strategic — for ensuring the 
survival of the apartheid regime. The United 
States is South Africa’s biggest trading partner, 
while Britain is the biggest investor in the 
South African economy. Hundreds of US, 
British and other western countries are estab- 
lished either directly or through subsidiaries in 
South Africa and draw huger profits from the 
cheap labour system in operation there. It is 

largely for this reason that General Garba in 
his report to the Security Council already refer- 
red to added: ‘“‘The powers concerned — espe- 
cially the major western powers — have not 
shown the will to stop the criminal acts of ag- 
gression and destabilisation by South Africa, nor 

indeed helped to preserve peace in Southern 
Africa”. 

Under the umbrella of Reagan’s policy of 
constructive engagement South Africa has been 

3/E6 

encouraged to regard itself as a regional power in 
Africa in the same way as Israel in the Middle 
East, with the same disastrous consequences. 

Charging that it is being subjected to a “total 
onslaught” by “Russian imperialism’ and 

“international communism”, the Botha regime 
tries to draw the western powers into its support 
— or should we put it the other way round? 

US Assistant Secretary of State for Africa, 
Chester Crocker, has admitted that it was the 

United States which gave birth to the doctrine 
of “‘linkage” between Namibian independence 

under Security Council Resolution 435 and the 
withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola. 
Whichever way one approaches this question, 
one fact is obvious — that Reagan’s re-election 
will draw still tighter the bonds which unite 
South Africa and America against what they 
regard as their common enemy. With striking 
unanimity, South Africa’s business interests, 

English and Afrikaans, ‘greeted President 
Reagan’s re-election as a guarantee of economic 

stability in the US and a spur for the South 
African economy. The chairman of Angolo- 
American, Mr Gavin Relly, said policy stability 
arising from Mr Reagan’s victory should be re- 
garded as a plus rather than a minus, but the 
US's political initiatives in Southern Africa could 
be taken further’. (Rand Daily Mail 8.11.84) 

What are the United States and South 

African initiatives in Southern Africa? If we are 
to judge by their input in the Nkomati Accord 
on Mozambique and the Lusaka Agreement on 
Angola, the racists and imperialists are united 
in their determination to strengthen the basis of 
colonialism of a special kind in South Africa, 
to preserve or restore the Front Line States 
within the orbit of capitalism, and to destroy 

the liberation movements, the ANC and SWAPO 
~at least in their present form. In a speech at 
the beginning of this month (December 1984), 
Chester Crocker defended US policies on South- 
ern Africa, insisting that ‘construction engage- 
ment” with the Both regime opened the way for 
peaceful reform, which was preferable to the 
alternative of violence. 

The fact is, however, that it is the Botha 

regime’s denial of democratic rights to the major- 

ity of the population that is the source of all vio- 
lence in the region, both inside South Africa and 
beyond its borders. South Africa calls its army a 

Defence Force, but this is a misnomer. Since its  



foundation as a unitary state in 1910, South 
Africa has never been attacked or threatened 
with invasion by any Front Line State or com- 
bination of states. On the contrary, it has itself 
been a source of suppression and aggression 
against its own people and its neighbours. Its 
posture towards Africa and the world has been 
aggressive, not defensive. Everybody has seen in 
the recent period the mass murders perpetrated 

by the regime in South Africa and Namibia, 
where hundreds have been killed by the military 
and the police and thousands gassed, whipped, 
baton-charged, detained, tortured and ‘disap- 

peared’. Reagan and Thatcher make polite noises 
about their ‘detestation’ of apartheid, but do 
nothing to stop the bloodshed. On the contrary 

the flow of weapons and sophisticated technol- 
ogy required by South Africa to pursue its 

aggressive policies continues without interrup- 
tion apart from an occasional hiccup like the 
arrest of the Coventry Four. 

Let us not forget that it was South Africa’s 
blatant invasion of Angola in 1975 which led to 
the Luanda government's call to the Cuban gov- 
ernment for assistance in repelling this aggres- 
sion from outside. Today the United States and 
South Africa have the impertinence to demand 
the withdrawal of Cuban troops from Angola 
before they will consider conceding indepen- 
dence to Namibia in terms of Security Council 

Resolution 435 — yet South African occupation 
of Angolan territory — the original provocation 
which led to the Cuban ‘intervention’ — contin- 
ues, in spite of the Lusaka Agreement of February 

1984 that all South African troops were to be 
withdrawn from Angola by the end of March 

1984. The most recent Angolan proposal setting 
out, with Cuban backing, a plan for winding 
down the tension over Angola and Namibia and 
leading both to Namibian independence and a 
Cuban withdrawal has met with a negative re- 
sponse in Pretoria and Washtington. 

South Africa, with the connivance of the US 
and other western sates, has been guilty of mili- 

tary: attacks on all the Front Line States which 
have led to death and devastation for hundreds 
of innocent men, women and children. The 

South African excuse is that it is engaged in ‘hot 
pursuit’ or ‘pre-emptive strikes’ in the course of 
defending itself against the ‘total’ onslaught’ to 
which it claims it is being subjected. The human 
and material damage the South African racists 
have inflicted on the Front Line States has been 

a major factor in the planned destablisiation of 

their governments. 

The Nkomati Accord, signed by Presidents 
Botha and Machel last March, was aimed to halt 

the alleged incursions of the ANC into South 
Africa from Mozambique, while in return South 

Africa peldged to withdraw support from the 
MNR rebels operating in Mozambique. The 
ANC has never operated militarily from Mozam- 
bique, ‘but has nevertheless been compelled to 
withdraw its personnel except for a token mis- 
sion of ten in Maputo. But the activities of the 

MNR in Mozambique have been vastly extended 
since the Nkomati Accord was signed, leading to 
further destabilisation of the Frelimo government 
and attempts by South Africa and the US to 

compel it to change its ideological direction. Be- 
hind the ambiguous wording of the October 3 
Pretoria agreement (Frelimo, MNR and South 
Africa) can be discerned a clear attempt on the 
part of South Africa to dictate to Mozambique 

what type of government it shall have, what pol- 
icies it shall follow — and even the hope that 
South Africa will be ‘invited’ to send its troops 
to Mozambique to monitor a ceasefire. 

Similar pressures are being brought to bear on 
Lesotho and Botswana, and there is no doubt 
the ground is being prepared for further aggres- 
sion against Angola to compel MPLA to accept 
Unita as a partner in government. Swaziland was 
bludgeoned into submission three years ago. 
Zimbabwe, too, is increasingly being brought in- 
to the line of fire. In all this South Africa is fol- 
lowing to the letter the tactics employed by the 
United States in Central America and Israel in 
the Middle East — using its military and economic 

muscle and all manner of dirty tricks to install 

governments of its choice in the neighbouring 
states. 

Nor do the ambitions of the racist regime stop 
there. The leaders of the ruling Nationalist Party 
have long regarded it as their historic duty to 
take on ‘the white man’s burden’ allegedly aban- 

doned by the colonial powers and win back the 

African continent for the West. Shortly after 
taking office as Minister of Defence in the late 
1960s, PW Botha said that in the fight against 
‘terrorism’ South Africa ‘should carry its influ- 
ence over its borders’. (Rand Daily Mail 4.4.68). 
On April 11 this year (1984), Defence Minister 

General Magnus Malan boasted in the White 
Paper he presented to parliament that it was 
South African military aggression that had paved 
the way for the Nkomati and Lusaka Agreements. 

‘Forceful military action by the South African 
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security forces during the last decade or more 
has provided sufficient time to allow Africa to 

experience the dangers of Russian involvement 
in their countries, as well as the suffering and 
retrogression that follows upon the revolution- 
ary formula’. 

Yet the peoples of Africa know only too well 
that the suffering and retrogression they have 
experienced has been inflicted on them by the 
counter-revolutionary formula imposed on them 
by South Africa’s troops and the imperialists, 

not by ‘the Russians’, who have no military pres- 
ence anywhere in Africa. 

South Africa’s imperialist ambitions can only 
grow in the wake of Reagan’s election victory. 

Already in September 1984, after the biggest 
military manoeuvre held in the country since 

World War Two, the divisional commander in 
charge, Brigadier George Kruys, was quoted as 
gaying: ‘South Africa has become expert in blitz- 
krieg type warfare and intends getting better at 
it’. Defence Minister Malan added that the exer- 
cises had shown that ‘we could go right through 
to Cairo’. (Star, September 10 and 13, 1984). 

Clearly the time has come for the world to ad- 
minister a decisive rebuff to the ambitions of the 

South African racists and their imperialist allies. 
The South African gangsters must not be allowed 
to run amuck in Africa. They must not be allow- 
ed to murder and destroy either in South Africa 
itself or the Front Line States. They must be 
called to account for the crimes they have com- 
mitted in war and peace, for their repeated viola- 
tions of the UN Charter and the various UN 
declarations relating to Southern Africa. 

The racist-imperialist offensive against the in- 
dependent states and liberation movements of 

Southern Africa must be combated on all fronts: 
1. The armed struggle must be intensified and 
ever more weighty blows struck against the 
enemy. 

2.The struggles of the oppressed peoples in 
South Africa, in the schools and colleges, in the 
townships, in the factories, on the buses, in the 

Bantustans, must be raised to a new level and co- 

ordinated. The underground presence of the 
ANC and SACP inside the country must become 
a continuous process, and proper political lead- 
ership provided to the people. More determined 

efforts must be made to win to our side increas- 
ing numbers of white democrats. 
5. International solidarity action must be stepped 
up to isolate the South African regime militarily, 
politically and economically. 

Let us not be dismayed by the apparent drift. 

to the right in the western countries.’ The reac- 
tionary policies pursued by Reagan and Thatcher 

represent a frantic attempt by the counter- 
revolutionaries to claw back something of the 
sweeping gains registered by the progressive for- 

ces worldwide in the 1970s. The mass struggles 
being waged against imperialism everywhere are 
a guarantee that in due course the tide will once 
more turn in our favour. Furthermore, for all 
their claims of ‘sweeping successes’ in this year’s 

elections, neither Reagan nor Thatcher enjoys 

majority support among the electorate. Reagan 

was returned to office winning 59% of the votes 
cast in a 56% poll, which means that only 33% 

of US voters actually voted for him. Mrs Thatch- 
er was likewise returned to office despite the 

fact that she was rejected by the majority of 
Britons who went to the polls. These figures 
mean that in our international solidarity work 
we-can appeal to a substantial reservoir of opin- 
ion in the leading western countries which does 
not support the adventurous and reactionary 
policies represented by Reagan and Thatcher. 

The African National Congress is now recog- 

nised nationally and internationlly as the leading 
force in the liberation movement, the force most 
capable of uniting the South African people of 

all races in the struggle to overthrow the apart- 
heid regime and in the genuinely free and demo- 
cratic society which will be established thereafter 
on the lines set out in the Freedom Charter. 
Even the enemies of the ANC have been compel- 
led to recognise its strength and authority. Dur- 
ing this year approaches have been made to the 
ANC by both the US administration and the 
Botha regime indicating the lines on which ‘talks’ 
may be arranged to settle the conflicts in South- 
ern Africa. 

We must beware of warmongers who talk of 
peace. The Crocker-Botha plan which is being 
mooted amounts to a call for total surrender by 
the ANC. It has three main objectives: 
1. The ANC must abandon the tactic of armed 

struggle. 
2. The ANC must abandon its alliance with the 

SACP. 
3. The ANC must sever its relations with the 

Soviet Union and other socialist countries. 
Were these conditions to be accepted, the ANC 
would go into the debating chamber naked and 

defenceless, having thrown all its weapons away. 
Nevertheless, we can expect the Crocker-Botha 
offensive against the ANC to be intensified in 
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the wake of Reagan’s re-election, for the destruc- 
tion or subversion of the ANC is, after all,-the 
main objective of the racist-imperialist strategy. 

The ANC must defend its hard-won gains, 
Nothing must be allowed to disrupt the unity it 
has built in its ranks, and between itself and its 
allies. We must all recognise that the hostility of 
a Reagan or a Botha to the ANC is not due only 
to the ANC/SACP alliance or the ANC’s relations 
to Moscow, but to the fact that the ANC has de- 
veloped its own anti-imperialist philosophy on 
the basis of its own historical experience. The 

anti-Communist and anti-Soviet line adopted by 
the enemy in its approach to the ANC is merely 
another form of the old imperialist tactic of 
‘divide and rule’. Separate the ANC from its allies, 
bring division into its ranks, undermine it, weak- 

en it, subvert it, then it will collapse — that is 
the enemy’s strategy. 

We must cherish the unity that has been built 
in decades of bitter struggle like the apple of 
our eye. In the crucial coming period, we must 
not allow ourselves to be diverted or sidetracked 

by witch-hunts or red herrings; we must allow 
nothing to distract us from our main task, which 

is to gather strength to implement our decisions 
and defeat the enemy. Far from narrowing our 
alliances, we must broaden them, seek new 
friends on the basis of our basic principles. In 
Africa we must work to strengthen the Front 
Line States so that they are in a position to 
withstand the Crocker-Botha pressures, sabotage 
and subversion. We must call on the OAU, the 
Non Aligned Movement and the UN to help us 
in this task. 

Our front line, the Front Line States, must be 
aided and strengthenéd; the Botha regime must 
be isolated and weakened. That must be our 
battle-cry in the coming period. That is the way 
to victory. : 
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INTERNATIONAL MOBILISATION (E6/1I) 

1. The importance of the Collapse of the 
Colonial System to our Struggle. 

Because of more than 500 years of brutal colo- 

nial rule, Africa remains one of the most under- 
developed continents throughout the world. 
During these years of unbroken colonial domi- 
nation and exploitation by the world imperialist 
system — Britain, France and other colonisers, 
our people have been subjected to slavery and 
reduced te simple mechanical tools. Africa was 
converted into a source of material wealth for 
the Western Capitalist countries through the 
looting and plundering of her raw materials and 
mineral wealth. Today when the world has made 
Giant strides in technology, the majority of our 

people still remain illiterate and our ponies 
industrially underdeveloped. 

In the beginning of the 20th century the 
world experienced a dramatic and radical change 
in the balance of forces with the coming into 
being of the first Workers and Peasants State in 
Soviet Russia. The Great October Socialist 
Revolution led by the Bolsheviks, shook the 

reactionary exploiter classes and inspired the 
oppressed and toiling masses the world over to 
intensify and escalate their struggle for freedom 
and democracy. The change in the balance of 

forces in favour of progress and the struggle 
waged by the oppressed, forced the imperialists 
to unwillingly retreat and thereby abondoning 
the colonies. The defeat of Nazi Germany during 

the Second World War and the deepening eco- 
nomic crisis faced by the world imperialist 

system inspired the people of the subjugated 
colonies into new and relentless struggles for 
independence and social democracy. 

The unwillingness of the racist South African 
regime tc concede to the demands of the majo- 
rity for equal human rights, the reluctance of 
Portugal to withdraw from her colonies in Africa 
and the connivance of the British with Ian Smith 
in Rhodesia, left the people of these countries 
with no other alternative but to resort to armed 
struggle. It was behind this background that 
Umkhonto we Sizwe was formed with the sole 
aim of overthrowing the racist regime. Immedia- 
tely after the formation of MK comrade Nelson 
Mandela, the Commander-in-Chief, secretly left 
the country to attend the Conference of the Pan 
African Freedom Movement which was held in 

Addis Ababa early in 1962, and because of the 
need for preparation, it was, also decided that 
after the Conference he would undertake a tour 

of the African states with a view to obtaining 
facilities for the training of soldiers. One of the 
countries he visited was Algeria whose gallant 
forces led by the NFL had recently defeated 
French occupationist forces. 

The decade of the 60’s has seen the emerg- 
ence of many independent African states and 
the formation of new National Liberation Move- 
ments whose aim was and still is the overthrowal 
of the colonial system. The formation of the 

OAU whose aim is to unite the African people 
and to spearhead the drive for liberation was a 
testimony to this. 

The impact of the armed struggle in the Por- 
tuguese colonies influenced the April Revolution 
thereby paving the way for the independence of 
Angola, Mozambique and Guinea-Bissau under 
the able leadership of the MPLA, FRELIMO 
and PAIGC respectively. The liberation of these 

countries was of great importance to the strug- 
gle waged by our sister people. of Namibia as led 
by their vanguard SWAPO of Namibia as friend- 

ly borders drew nearer making it relatively 
easier for the Liberation Movements to operate 
in these countries. Developments have shown us 
that no decade in African history has passed 
without the emergence of a new independent 
state starting from the 60’s up till the 80’s when 
we experienced the emergence of Zimbabwe 

under the leadership of the Patriotic Front. This 
is the decade which has seen the isolation of our 
enemy and its attempts to get friends from 
Africa. However, it is our task to intensify this 
isolation. Chief Luthuli once said: ‘The time of 
the enemy rule depends on the oppressed”. 

2. The Crisis Faced by Imperialism and its 

Efforts to Curb the World 
Revolutionary Process 
The coming to power of the Reagan administra- 

tion which represents the most reactionary and 
militaristic circles of American monopoly capital 
has led to a sharp deterioration in international 
relations. The policy of anti-Sovietism and roll- 
ing back the frontiers of communism has been 
the pretext for the re-emergence of gunboat dip- 
lomacy in a bid to regain lost ground. The main 
reasons for the shift in US foreign policy are to 
be found in the profound changes that took 

place internationally in the period before Rea- 
gan’s assumption to power. Chief among these 
were: the continued growth and development of 

the Soviet Union and the countries of real 
socialism, the intensification and victories of the 
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National Liberation Movement during the past 
25 years and political and economic crises 
that afflicted the major capitalist countries 

during the latter half of the 1970’s and 80’s. 
All these factors contributed to the weakening 
of US and international imperialism and forced a 
re-evaluation of policy and strategy to maintain 
and perpetuate the worldwide system of ex- 
ploitation and domination. 

During the past 25 years, the Soviet Union 
and the Socialist community extended the mate- 
rial base of socialism. During the same period 
the growth rates of the socialist countries 
have been consistently higher than those of the 
major capitalist countries. With this has come a 
rise in the standard and quality of life of the 
people of the socialist countries. On the other 
hand the political, economic and ideological 
frontiers of imperialism continued to shrink. 
Crisis after crisis struck within the very heart of 

the major capitalist countries including the USA. 
The past decade witnessed a sustained economic 
crisis hit all the capitalist countries from the 
USA to Europe and Japan. Growth rates declin- 
ed, investments shrank, the volume of world 

trade decreased, inflation spiralled and unem- 
ployment soared to heights unheard of since the 
Great Depression of 1929-33. 

In trying to prevent the imminent collapse 
of the moribund capitalist system international 
imperialism as led by the US has become increas- 
ingly shameless in claiming the unilateral rights 
to determine whether a situation anywhere in 

the world constitutes a threat to its national 
security. The creation of rapid deployment 
forces, the installation in Europe of Pershing 
znd Cruise missiles with a view of plunging 
Europe into a so-called ‘limited nuclear war’, the 

militarisation of space, the creation and support 
of counter-revolutionary groups (as in Afghanis- 
tan, Nicaragua, Angola, etc), the open support 
of fascist dictatorships, the creation of new 
bases throughout the world, the arrogant and 
blatant use of American military power (as in 
Grenada, Lebanon, El Salvador,etc) are all as- 
pects of this policy. 

It is in this context that imperialist policies 

on South Africa must be analysed. It is an open 
secret, indeed a known fact, that the US does 

not only collaborate with racist South Africa, 

it actually co-ordinates racist South -Africa’s 

plans against the people of Africa. The Reagan 
administration stands out in contemporary 

world politics as the arch-enemy of progress, the 

bulwark of international reaction which screams 
out loudly against sanctions in so far as they are 

intended to isolate the apartheid regime, but 

seeks to bully its allies into joining it to impose 
sanctions against Poland and the Soviet Union. 
The US continues to beat noisy drums in pre- 

tended defence of “‘trade unionism” in Poland 
while it does not so much utter a squeak when 

trade unionists in South Africa are imprisoned, 

tortured and murdered. Imperialism which has 
suffered great losses as a result of victories of 
the revolutionary struggles in Southern Africa, 
seeks to reverse these advances by throwing its 

full weight behind the Pretoria racist regime. 

3. IMPERIALIST COUNTER-OF FENSIVE 
IN SOUTHERN AFRICA. 

South Africa is an important component of 
world imperialism. She is the UK’s second larg- 
est trading partner and is a growing and signifi- 
cant market for the United States and other 
West European countries. Almost all the major 
capitalist countries have substantial investments 
in South Africa. As a major gold supplier South 
Africa plays a role in money supply and finan- 
cial stability in the capitalist world, it-also is a 
major source of key minerals such as uranium, 
plutonium, diamonds, chrome, etc. Strategically 

the Cape is considered to be vital to western 
interests and South Africa is though of as a con- 
siderable base from which imperialist interests 
in the region as well as in the rest of the conti- 
nent can be protected. Previously imperialism 
had been confident that its interests 
would be protected by the white minority 
regimes of South Africa, Rhodesia and by the 
Portuguese. The independence of 

Angola and Mozambique, brought about by 
revolutionary struggles, and their stated commit- 

ment to socialism caused alarm in the imperial- 
ist camp. 

After the abortive attempt to overthrow the 
MPLA government, the US, which until then 
had been content to allow its allies and client 
states to do its policing, now declared Southern 

Africa to be its sphere of influence, US imperial- 
ism was serving notice that henceforth it would 
be directly intervening in the affairs of Southern 
Africa. The origins of present US policy can be 

traced back to 1969 when, under the direction 
of Kissinger, the National Security Council pre- 

pared the notorious Memorandum 39, a 
comprehensive assessment of US Southern 
Africa strategies. Its basic conclusion was that 
the whites are here to stay and the only way 
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