
Violent and Non- Violent Transition

Forms and Methods of Struggle in
the National Liberation Revolution

By A. LERUMO

With the most dramatic swiftness and historical suddenness a
mighty tide of the national liberation revolution has swept through
the vast Continents of Asia and Africa, comprising a majority of
the world's population. Within a few short years-a fleeting instant
of time, measured against the millennia of human history-the
biggest Empire the world has ever known, the British Empire, has
f&ollen to pieces; likewise those of France, the Netherlands and Bel
gium. On the eve of the second world war they ruled almost the
whole of Asia and Africa with a rod of iron. Today the colonial
governors and administrators have nearly all gone home. Their
places have been laken by men who. yesterday, were rotting in
prisons where they had bec:n sent as "criminal agitators" and "ter
rorists" but today arc presidents and cabinet ministers and honoured
delegates at the United Nations.

The process is not yet completed.
It is not yet completed because there still remain areas of direct

colonial rule-Angola, M07.ambique and other African and Asian
territorics where Fascist Portugal still rules with Nato weapons:
gaBan! Algeria still fighting her grim. long-drawn bailie against thc
French yoke; British and French islands of colonialism in Asia,
Africa and the Pacific; Ruanda-Urundi where the Belgians and
Indonesian islands where the Dutch are stiB bauling vainly to pre·
serve the remnants of their colonial empires. And there remain, too,
the wide stretches of Southern Africa-Verwoerd's Republic, South·
West Africa and Rhodesia-where colonialism of a special type,
maintained by White minorities against the vast majority of
indigenous inhabitants, continues to hold its vicious s.....ay.

It is not yet completed because, forced to abandon direct politi
cal rule, imperialism strives 10 retain control and domination by
the direct ways of nco-colonialism. It commands dominating
economic and financial positions in the former colonies. It employs
puppet "presidents" of the Tshombe type to conceal the reality of
continued domination behind a mask of fictitious independence. It
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maintains its control by seeing that the upper ranks of the army,
police and civil service remain in the hands of the former colonial
officials, even though now under formally independent states. It
demands as the price of independence that tbe former colonies
remain within the folds of the "French Community", the "British
Commonwealth"-ever·present reminders of the colonial past
that they accept imperialist military bases and garrisons on their
territories-that they tie their economies and monetary systems to
London, Paris or Brussels. They attempt to concede the shadow of
independence and self-government while retaining the substance;
"reserving" all sort of powers-foreign policy, "security", defence
in the hands of the imperial authorities.

New experts in the art of neo-colonialism have appeared on the
scene in Asian and African countries. Especially from the United
States, but also from West Germany, Japan and other aspiring neo
colonialists, come high-pressure salesmen. They are selling "aid to
underdeveloped countries". The "aid" consists of offers to invest
capital, at high rates of interest, for the exploitation of Asian and
AfriC,an resources and cheap labour ... and for the benefit. not
of Africa or Asia, but the profits of the foreign investors.

THE SWEEP AND DEPTH OF OUR REVOLUTION

But the national liberation revolution is sweeping on uninter·
ruptedly to its completion with ever-increasing pace. Yesterday
Nigeria, today Tanganyika, tomorrow Kenya.... It is difficult to
keep pace with the speed and the sweep of the transformation.

Moreover, the national liberation revolution is developing
rapidly in impetus not only in its geographical area but, yet more
important, in its depth of oontent. There was a similar movement,
in the nineteenth century, which swept through south and central
America. It de.stroyed Spanish and Portuguese colonialism and
established independent republics. But the movement, Jed by bour
geois nationalists, stopped short at the achievement of formal inde
pendence. The economic, cultural and social backwardness inherited
from the Iberian empires remained. The result was that these
republics fell an' easy prey to United States imperialism, which
employed the methods of neo-colonialism, subjected them to
economic domination, and destroyed their independence in all but
in name,

This was natural, for the Latin American revolution took place
in an era where capitalism and imperialism, almost unchallenged,
dominated the world. But the Asian and African revolutions are
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taking place in a new era which was inaugurated by tbe October
Socialist Revolution, an era whose main content is the transition,
on a world scale, from capitalism to socialism. A world socialist
system, comprising one-third of humanity, has come into being. The
Soviet Union and the other socialist countries are a formidable
barrier against the plans of the imperialists to start new wars, either
internationally or wars of colonial conquest. The socialist countries
stretch out a brotherly hand to the former colonies, offering them,
on the basis of equality and mutual benefit. the opportunity for
rapid industrialisation and development to enable them to overcome
backwardne~ and meet the world on equal terms: The fantastic
progress and development of the socialist countries, made possible
by workers' rule, agrarian revolution and common. ownership of the
means of production, have made a profound impression on the
masses of African, Asian and Latin American people. The ideas of
Communism, of Marxism-Leninism, have tremendous attractive
force. To an ever:increasing degree it is not the bourgeois
nationalists but the working class and peasantry, led by Communist
Parties, who are providing the leadership and setting the pace in
the national liberation revolution.

These factors account for the extraordinary richness and depth of
content which tbe continuing African and Asian Revolutions keep
on revealing. Not content with formal political indeJ?CDdence, the
countries of tbese continents are out to establish genuine inde
pendence and equality in every field. At one Afro-Asian and all
African Conference after another, the aims and methods of" neo
colonialism have been stripped naked. The masses who have fought
and sacrificed against colonialism are not content 10 see merely a
clique of native exploiters and bureaucrats replace the former
imperialists while poverty, exploitation and backwardness continue
as before. They demand genuine states of national democracy:
where every trace of colonialism and its heritage is destroyed
where sweeping land reform ends feudalism and gives the rural
people land, food, freedom, education, human dignity and equality
-where national industries are rapidly built up on non-capitalist
lines-where every man and woman enjoys freedom of speech and
organisation, and the nation enjoys self-determination and the right
of all to take part in government.

Latin America, too, is stirring and entering into the national
liberation revolution. Inspired by the glorious example of Cuba,
her millions of poverty-stricken, oppressed people are being drawn
into militant and determined struggle to break the chains of Yankee
imperialism and its local agents, to win land and freedom, genuine
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independence and national regeneration, firmly based on advanced,
diversified, industrial economies. Tbey are rapidly learning that
the most suitable road to overcome backwardness is that of Don
capitalist development, and that their staunchest friends and allies
are the peoples of the socialist system and of resurgent Asia and
Africa.

WHY WE ARE WINNING

The very swiftness and "suddenness" of the world-wide national
liberation revolution has created the soil for widespread illusions
which are energetically cultivated by the imperialists.

The chief among these illusions is that the imperialists have now
undergone a change of heart; that they do not want colonies any
more, and are now prepared to hand over power, freely and
generously, to the colonial peoples. They even pretend that they
never really intended to stay permanently in the colonies; that
they came merely to spread enlightenment and t.o instruct the
"natives" in the arts of Western Parliamentary democracy. "Now
that you show you have learnt tbese lessons," they say, "we con
cede that you are now ready for self-government. Take it with
God's blessing."

This pretty picture is nothing but a string of lies from beginning
to end. When the imperialists came to the colonial countries-which
had, quite adequately, been governing themselves for centuries
they came not to teach and uplift, but to rob and exploit. They
destroy~d the institutions of self-government which they found, or
distorted tbem to serve as agencies for the indirect rule of
colonialism. They did not develop the colonies, but arrested their
natural course of development, ruined and impoverished them,
resulting often in huge losses of population. They did not teach
or civilise: going now, they leave behind them areas of the highest
illiteracy and the greatest incidence of preventible disease in the
world. Above all, they are not giving up the colonies voluntarily;
they are being kicked out by the struggles of the colonial peoples
themselves; they are being forced out by the triumphant march of
world history, by the inexorable laws of social development. They
have not lost their appetite for colonies. They strive by every means
within their power to retain them, by blackmail, cunning and
bribery, and also, when it seems profitable and there is a hope of
success, by brute force, murder and massacres. If all these fail,
and tbey have nevertheless to depart, they do everything they can
to delay their departure; to see that the "independence" granted
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is partial, conditional and illusory; to enmesh the newly-independent
countries in new economic, military and diplomatic entanglements
which will preserve as much as possible of the essence of.
colonialism-subordination of the interests of the people of the less·
developed countries to those of the monopoly finance.capitalists
of the "West."

Many people believe the pretty myths of the imperialists and do
not recognise these ugly truths behind them. This is because such
people fail to understand the dialectical process of social develop
ment, the laws of historical materialism. They look upon each event
as something isolated and detached in itself. Human history does
not proceed merely as a gradual process of ordered evolution. Like
all phenomena it knows sudden, abrupt leaps forward, revolutions.
Such an abrupt leap forward, on an international, all-continental
scale, is the vast Asian, African and Latin American Revolution,
in the midst of which we are living today. But these revolutions
cannot be understood unless they are studied in the light of the
gradual build-up of contradictions and conflicts which gave rise
to them. .

The peoples of Africa, Asia and Latin America vigorously resisted
the attempts of the colonialists to conquer and dominate them, from
the moment they set foot on their soil. They have never ceased
to resist. The whole history of colonialism is a story of stubborn
and heroic struggles by the African, Asian ,and Latin American
peoples, taking now violent, now other, non-violent forms. It is to
these stubborn struggles of the past that the people owe the freedom
which they are winning today. Yet until quite recently, specifically
until the end of the second world war, these struggles were mostly
unsuccessful in dislodging the alien conqueror and re-establishing
national independence. The imperialists were too strong, too well
armed, with powerful economic bases in the metropolitan countries.
The peoples of the colonies lacked unity. The colonialists de
liberately fostered ·Iinguistic, nationality, religious and other dif
ferences and played one group off against another-divide and rule.
The people lacked modern types of organisation, trade unions.
militant liberation movements, Communist Parties. They lacked a
clear understanding of the aims and methods of their struggle in
its relation to the world. They supported' reformist bourgeois·
nationalist leaders, many of whom were self-seeking careerists
who could be bribed by the colonialists to sell their people out,
or to call off the struggle for the sake of minor and illusory reforms.
Even sincere men among such leaders lacked a revolutionary out-
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look and patriotism broad' enough to embrace their whole people.
They respectfully petitioned the colonialist authorities for con·
cessions within the framework of the Empire, whose continued
existence they hardly dreamt of questioning, and for a modification
of the worst excesses of the colonialists. The concessions which
tbey so humbly requested usually consisted in the granting of greater
opportunities to the native commercial, manufacturing or profes-
sional classes. "

Many of these bourgeois leaders believed in and spread pacifist
illusions. They preached that it was possible, through the sacri·
fices and sufferings of the oppressed people, to melt the stony
hearts of the oppressors and purify their souls. Fearful of mass
action, they preached a policy of non-violence, under all and any
circu"mstances, even though daily the colonialists used the most
atrocious violence and terror against the people.

Because of these factors a handful of West-European maritime
nations were able to hold whole continents, with populations many
times their own, in thrall for many years. Their wealthy classes
grew even wealthier by looting African and Asian resources, and
by exploiting cheap colonial labour at huge rates of profit. Out
of this vast wealth they were able to satisfy some of the demands of
their own working people for higher wages and for democratic
rights.

The imperialists believed, and vigorously spread the belief, that
their empires would last forever. If there was "trouble among the
natives" their leaders could be bought, and if that failed the
despatch of a gunboat full of marines would be sufficient to quell
the "mutiny;' and "teach them a lesson." All the imperialist
countries openly spread the gospel of the "master race"-that
the fairskinned were superior and born to govern, and the dark·
skinned inferior and born to serve. Many, even among the
oppressed, impressed with the technical (and hence military)
superiority of the Europeans came to believe this false gospel, to
despise their own people and their traditions and achievements,
to bow down in superstitious reverence before everything that came
from the "West," and to lose all hope and confidence in the ability
of their people to win and practise self-government.

The genius of V. I. Lenin, using the briUiant dialectical method
and economic theory of Marxism, "saw through and exposed this
illusion of the permanence of the colonial system of imperialism.
In his remarkable analysis "Imperialism-the Last Stage of Capi·
talism" and other works, he showed how, rent by its internal con·
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,
tradictions-the clash of hostile classc:s, and the furious rivalry for
colonies between the different imperialist states-the whole system
was inherently unstable and doomed.

Inter-imperialist rivalry exploded into the fint world war of
1914-1918. 1bc war caused frightful bloodshed and destruction on
a scale hitherto unknown. It caused a world-wide revulsion against
capitalism and imperialism, and shook t.he system to its foun
dations. It ended with the collapse of two great European empires.
those of Austria-Hungary and Tsarist Russia.

Most far-reaching of all in its consequences was the socialist
revolution in Russia aD November 7, 1917, the greatest revo
lution in history. The victory of the Communists. with their bold
denunciation of imperialism and racialism, their uncompromising
demand for unity and equality of aU and the self·determination of
aations, had a dynamic effect throughout the colonial world,
especially in neighbouring Asia.

New Parties, Communist Parties, sprang up among the colonial
peoples, bringing fresh life and vigour to the struggle for national
freedom. These parties were based not upon the capitalists but
tho working class. Guided by the most advanced social theory,
they saw the struggle clear and saw it whole. They built up militant
trade unions and peasant organisations. They aroused ~ women
and the youth of the oppressed nations. They fought against divi
sion, for a patriotic united front of liberation. They rejected the
pacifis.t illusions of the bourgeois leaders and demanded that all
methods of mass struggle be employed, depending on circumstances,
and where necessary meeting colonialist violence with the armed
resistance of the people.

The second world war, ending with the collapse of the most
reactionary aDd racialist section of the imperialists, the fascist
"Anti..communist" Axis of Germany, Italy and Japan, and the vic
tory of the Socialist Soviet Union, struck a further powerful
blow at the heart of the imperialist coloDial system. [t was followed
by the choice of the people of a Dumber of capitalist countries in
Europe to take the socialist path charted by'the U.S.S.R. and to
abandon the camp of imperialism.

A new mighty blow against colonialism was the world-historic
~ictory, organised and spearheaded by the Communist Party, of
the great Chinese people, the most populous nation in the world.
This vast revolution of an Asian people combined the features both
of a social and of a national liberation revolution. For the Chiang
Kai-shek regime represented not only the feudal and reactionary
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groups of China itself: it was also the agent and running-dog of
foreign imperialism, particularly United States imperialism.

Like coronary strokes, these successive convulsions sapped the
power of imperialism and its ability to retain its hold on its
colonies.

Together with the weakening of imperialism went a great
strengthening of the forces of the colonial peoples. Wartime indus
trialisation in many colonial countries led to a big increase in
the ranks of the working class, the most advanced class, far better
able, ideologically and organisationally, to undertake the task, in
alliance with the peasantry, of leading a united struggle' of the
nation for liheration. Japanese military victories over Western
forces destroyed the myth of European miHtary superiority-once
the Non-European troops enjoyed the use of moder~ weapons.
Anti-Japanese guerilla operations enabled Asian patriots both to
gain possession of such weapons and gave them experience and

. skill in using them.
It is factors such as these-growing organically out of long-term

historical developments-which explain the swift and brilliant
triumphs of the national Jiberation revolution now in progress. It
is not that i.mperialism has undergone a change of heart or a change
of character. It is that the forces of imperialism have grown weaker
'and the forces of the colonial people have grown stronger.

DIFFERENT FORMS OF TRANSmON
History is a complex and many-sided process. While it is possible

and necessary to see it from tbe grand perspective, to generalise
about the broad mai.n lines and tendencies of an era, living reality
shows a rich diversity of detail. Within the broad sweep of the
national liberation revolution there are imponant differences con
cerning the form, the metbods, tbe depth and the pace of transition,
as between one territory and another.

, All the African, Asian and Latin American peoples are marching
towards the same goal; a complete break with colonialism, genuine
political and economic independence, national democracy and rapid
development, an equal status in the world. But tbey reach that goal
along different paths, and they are at different stages in their pro
gress towards it.

For some colonial peoples the path to national freedom has been
'biue,r and painful, involving long and violent struggles, the building
of national liberation armies, and the conducting of guerilla warfare,
savage'reprisals by the imperialists and their agents. the death and
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bitter suffering of tens of thousands of patriots. Such, for example,
has been the experience of China, Cuba, Vietnam, Algeria, Angola,
Kenya and the Congo.

For others, the transition has seemed relatively swift and peace
ful. I use the word "seemed" on purpose, for it must not be for
gotten that behind the apparent willingness of the imperialists to
concede political independence without armed struggle, as in India,
Ceylon, Guinea, Ghana, Mali, Nigeria, Tanganyika, lie the sacrifices
of generations of brave Asian and African patriots who fought and
died in the cause of colonial freedom.

Like the common people everywhere, the Africans, Asians and
Latin Americans love peace and hate war. If they have a choice,
they would prefer to achieve their emancipation by non-violent
means. The imperialists take advantage of these sentiments to
drive a hard bargain. The independence of India was granted at
the price of the partition of the country along religious lines
repeating tbe .pattern successfully imposed by Britain on Irela.nd
after the first world war-and the retention in British hands of key
levers in India's economy. Those African countries which accepted
de Gaulle's offer of "independence within the French Community"
received the outward trappings of independence but remain bound
hand and foot, economically and politically, to French imperialism.

Yet it would b~ a· serious mistake to imagine that when the
imperialists negotiate concessions these are invariably nominal, not
real. Even when that is their intention, they find that the colonial
people make use of the opportunity to move further out of the
orbit of imperialism; to adopt independent internal and foreign
policies. Formal independence has proved a powerful weapon to
intensify and deepen the content of the struggle against colonialism.

Why is it that the imperialists have, in many cases, conceded
independence without armed struggle? And what are the factors
which decide, in each case, whether or not they will fight 10 retain
their colonies by force?

These are questions which cannot be answered in terms of the
will of the imperialists themselves. "I have not been made His
Majesty's First Minister," said Winston Churchill, "in order to
preside over the liquidation of the British Empire." He meant
to retain the empire by force, and tbat was also the intention of
his successors, both Labour and Conservative. Yet within a few
years the empire had been all but liquidated., and they were power
less to preserve it.

The British ruling class is the most experienced, cunning and
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resourceful bourgeoisie in the world. Though, like all capitalists,
they commit astonishingly stupid blunders (as in the Suez incident)
they are flexible, capable of recognising a hopeless situation and
taking bold initiative to save something out of the wreckage. Britain
emerged from the second world war with her economy gravely
weakened and strained. and her population exhausted and unwilling
to undertake further military exertions-least of all adventures to
impose on others the very yoke of foreign conquest which they
themselves had been 50 arduously and bravely resisting: Asia,
awakened to national regeneration in the course of the patriotic,
anti-Japanese struggle, was seething with revolt. It was beyond the
power of weakened British imperialism to conduct a series of
colonial wars in Burma, Malaya, India, Ceylon and other Asian
countries, against organised, armed and battle-seasoned opponents,
all at the same time.

It was in these circumstances that British imperialism decided to
cut its losses in India and negotiate a deal with Gandhi and Nehru
-a deal that was increasingly to become the model and pattern
for British' colonies in the decade that followed. Not that the
British had thrown in the sponge. They continued, with great
brutality and ruthlessness, to fight colonial wars in Malaya, Kenya
and elsewhere. But these proved ruinously expensive and ineffective.
The era of the gunboat·and-a-party-of-marines has vanished for
good. Every "punitive expedition" and "police operation" turned
into a long-drawn and costly jungle war. Every attempt to put
down' colonial revolt by force in one territory destroyed the image,
so laboriously created, of a benevolent "Commonwealth" con
ferring the gift of freedom on grateful subjects elsewhere. Of
course, the vast propaganda resources at the disposal of the ruling
class were set in motion to tell the world that the colonial insurgents
were merely "bandits" and "terrorists", to shock public opinion
with dreadful stories of the "atrocities" of the "savages" (saying
nothing about the really savage atrocities perpetrated by the
imperial forces). Here, too, however, tbey had to learn that the
world had changed; that the colonial national movements had
themselves learnt the value and methods of presenting the truth
to the world, through' countries friendly to their cause and the
United Nations..Even in the case of the Kikuyu resistance move·
ment in Kenya, the so-called Mau-Mau, which suffered by' being
organised Olil. tribal instead of national lines, by employing primitive
weapons against firearms, by a complete lack of external contacts
which could put its case to the world, the British found they had
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embarked upon a full-scale military operation which dragged on
month after month, which exposed the true nature of British im
perialism to the colonial and outside world, and which solved
not a single one of the real problems of Kenya, rather aggravating
all of them. And meanwhile Britain's financial resources were being
slrained to breaking point, and British conscript lads from working
class homes becoming more and more restive at the dirty· job they
had been sent out to the jungle to do.

Factors like this forced upon Britain's rulers the realisation that
there was indeed no alternative to the liquidation of the empire;
and it is to their credit that they retreated in time, in good order,
and with something like grace. There began the long procession
of dcputations of colonial leaders to Whitehall to negotiate the
terms, degree and timing of independence of their countries.

With the French empire the picture differed in its detail; but
in its essence it was the samc. The French imperialists lack thc
flexibility and sensitiveness of their British counterparts. It took a
series of staggering and humiliating defeats by Arab and Asian
patriots over the French military forces (not really French at all,
but consisting mainly of Nazi mercenaries recruited in West Ger
many) culminating in the brilliant victory of Dien Bien Phu. before
the French bourgeoisie was forced to swallow thc unpalatable truth
that the game was up. They, too (with the exception of the special
case of Algeria) decidcd to cut their losses and save what they
could while there was yet time. The super-salesman de Gaulle was
launched upon a lightning grand tour of Africa to offer surprised
African politicians that which, only the day before, thousands of
Vietnamese and Malagasy patriots had been butchered for demand
ing. Many of the African leaders whom he approached were com
promising bourgeois nationalists or feudal aristocrats who had long
accommodated themselves to collaboration with imperialism.
Others, lacking experience or profound political understanding.
seized the partial and limited independence that was being offered,
not taking the opportunity to press for full and immediate indepen
dence. Only the astute Sekou Toure of the Guinea Dcmocratic
Party, trained in Marxism and the tough school of trade union
organisation, had the wit to see that the imperialists were nego
tiating from weakness, and to press home the advantage for his
people. He called upon Guineans to votc "No" in de Gaulle's
referendum. and went ahead to establish a truly independent Re
public of Guinea. France spitefully tried, by economic and other
forms of sabotage, to undermine and wreck the foundations of

22



the young Republic. But she stopped short of war. She did not
dare. And, with the aid of Ghana and the socialist countries, Guinea
survived French sabotage and went ahead to build on strong and
firm foundations-for each country which achieves freedom from
imperialism is both a roadbreaker and a source of strength for
those to follow.

It is not my purpose here to trace in full the history of the
nationalliberatioD revolution-tbough that is indeed a tremendously
important and urgent task-but rather to illustrate the complexity
of the theme, and the danger of over-facile generalisations.

At the time of the first Pan~African Conference to be held in
Africa, at the end of 1958, pacifist illusions were rife. Great in
f1.uence was wielded by English clergymen and Indian Gandhi-ites
who attended in force, and this influence was reflected in resolutions
advocating "non-violence" in each and every circumstance, and
"passive resistance" as the sovereign panacea for all political ills.

Since then, life and the facts of living history have taugbt the
African people the fallacy and the danger of this over-simplified
and schematic approach. We have seen, year after year, the brutality
and, ferocity of France's "dirty war" against Algeria. We have
learnt the rich lesson of the Congo where King Baudouin went
out to hand over gracefully the outward formalities of independence
-but the moment the Congolese attempted to touch the holy of
holies, their own rich resources seized by the imperialists, just as
in the case of the Suez Canal and the American monopolies in
Cuba, the imperialist beast of prey bared its claws. The Congo
was plunged into strife and bloodshed, Africa's hero and martyr
Patrice Lumumba was foully murdered, with many of his com
rades; international imperialism joined in an unholy alliance to
drown Congo independence in blood. We have seen, and are still
seeing today, what the rabid Portuguese fascists have done and
are doing in Angola.
• The illusion of non-violence as a universal and unvarying prin
ciple has aU but disappeared. Today almost everybody but the most
unrealistic and dogmatic of pacifists acknowledges, in the words
of President Bourguiba, that "in the national liberation struggle aU
methods are respectable,"

PRIVILEGED WHITE MINORITIES:
A SOURCE OF ARMED CONFLIC£

Certainly, it is possible for the transition of colonies to indepen
dence to be achieved by non-violent means.

This possibility is greatly enhanced by the existence and ever
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growing strength of the socialist camp, vigilant and on guard
foe peace and national independence. It is also enhanced by the
swelling ranks of already independent states of Africa and Asia,
generously extending the hand of solidarity to their brothers and
sisters who still bear the colonial yoke.

The more militant, formidable, weU.Qrganised and united are
the ranks of the people in any colony, the less likely are the
imperialists to risk the perilous adventure of seeking to hold it in
subjection by violence.

Yet, it would be foUy to underestimate the readiness, even today,
of imperialism to resort to armed violence to suppress national
revolutions, to prevent politically independent countries from
advancing to the further goal of economic independence, or even
to attempt to set back the clock of history and re-colonise countries
which have already advanced along the road to freedom.

It is impossible to predict with exactness the path of future
developments. The future is uncharted territory; there is no map
of all its hills and valleys. Yet the science of historical materialism,
of Marxism-Leninism, furnishes us with a compass which shows
US the general direction in which to advance, the main trends and
features of this unmapped territory of the "future.

We can see that imperialism is more likely to resort to methods
of armed violence when the stakes are high enough to warrant the
risk and expense; when their actual or potential investments and
profits are large. "My crime," said King Moshoeshoe, when British
and Boer imperialism combined to rob Lesotho of her lush western
farmlands, "is that I have a rich and fertile country." That, too,
was the "crime" of uranium-rich Congo, rubber-rich Malaya; of
Egypt, when she dared to fortify nominal with real independence
by restoring tho Suez Canal to the nation.

Not only financial but also military and strategic consideration~

in relation to cold war plans and "imperial defence" also play
their part in determining whether imperialism will embark: upon
the gamble of colonial wars. Hence the agony of Cyprus, France's
standing insult to Tunis at Bizerta, and Britain's stubborn intran
sigence in Singapore. But nuclear weapons and long-range ballistic
missiles are fast making nonsense of the outmoded srrategical con
ceptions involved in these bases, just as the collapse of the whole
colonial system is making nonsense of the old-fashioned ideas of
"imperial defence:" It is becoming more and more obvious that
the only real "defence" is total disarmament and lasting peace; if
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there is to be world war the bases will be without military value,
and a terrible menace to tho populations around tbem.

An important factor impeding peaceful transitions to freedom
and democracy. in African countries and making them potential
sources of bitter armed conBict, is the presence of large White
minorities, with powerful vested interests, privileges and monopolies.
enjoying strong links with foreign imperialism, and subjecting the
African populations to ruthless oppression and terror. Such has
been the position in Algeria and Kenya, in the Rhodesias and the
whole of Southern Africa.

It is particularly the position in Verwoerd's -White Republic of
South Auica and its unjustly Siolen colony of South West Africa.
Here colonialism of a special type prevails. with a powerful mono
poly finance-capitalist class of local Whites, enjoying the support,
by and large, of a privileged population of three million. has very
much the relation to the non-White majority that Western im
perialist countries have towards their colonies abroad.

Is it possible, despite these formidable adverse circumstances, for
non-violent transition to national liberation to take place in South
Africa? Or are its people bound. inevitably. to go through the fires
and suffering of civil war before freedom can be established?

In tbis article I have been concerned to sketch the general back
ground and approach to this problem. I propose, in a further article
in tho next issue of this journal, to discuss the special aspects 'of
th~ problem which present themselves in South Africa.
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